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Countywide Transportation Plan Update and Transportation
Expenditure Plan Development Steering Committee

Meeting Agenda
Thursday, March 22, 2012, 12 to 2:00 p.m.
1333 Broadway, Suite 300, Oakland, CA 94612

Mayor Mark Green, Chair

Councilmember Kriss Worthington, Vice Chair
(see back for members)

Meeting Outcomes:
e Receive an update on the Countywide Transportation Plan and Transportation
Expenditure Plan (CWTP-TEP) activities since the last meeting
e Discuss and approve polling questions
e Receive an update on City Council approvals of the TEP and Alameda CTC outreach

efforts

e Discuss and approve the Final Draft CWTP
e Receive an update on the Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS)/Regional
Transportation Plan (RTP) process

12:00 p.m.
12:00-12:05

12:05-12:10

12:10-12:15

12:15-12:50

12:50-1:00

1:00-1:40

1.

2.

3.

Welcome and Call to Order
Public Comment

Approval of January 26, 2012 Minutes
03 Steering Committee Meeting Minutes 022612.pdf — Page 1

Update on CWTP-TEP Activities Since Last Meeting

Discussion and Approval of Polling Questions
05 CAWG/TAWG Comments on Polling Questions.pdf — Page 17
05A Draft Polling Questions.pdf — Page 21

Discussion on City Council Approvals of the TEP and Alameda CTC
Outreach Efforts

Discussion on and Approval of the Final Draft CWTP
07 Memo Final Draft CWTP.pdf — Page 29
07A Final Draft CWTP.pdf — Attached separately




Alameda CTC CWTP-TEP Steering Committee Meeting Agenda 3/22/2012
Page 2

1:40-1:45 8. Update: Steering Committee, CAWG, TAWG, and I
Other Items/Next Steps
08 Memo Regional SCS-RTP_CWTP-TEP Update.pdf — Page 33
08A CWTP-TEP _Committee Meetings Schedule.pdf — Page 47
08B _CAWG and TAWG Jan 2012 Minutes.pdf — Page 51

1:45-1:50 9. Member Reports I
1:50-1:55 10. Staff Reports [
1:55-2:00 11. Other Business I

2:00 p.m. 12. Adjournment/Next Meeting: [
May 24, 2012, 12 to 3 p.m. at Alameda CTC

Key: A — Action Item; | — Information/Discussion Item; full packet available at www.alamedactc.org

Steering Committee Members:

Mark Green, Chair Greg Harper, Director Tim Sbranti, Mayor

Mayor, City of Union City AC Transit City of Dublin

Kriss Worthington, Vice Chair Olden Henson, Councilmember Rob Bonata, Vice-Mayor
Councilmember, City of Berkeley City of Hayward Alternate, City of Alameda
Ruth Atkin, Councilmember Jennifer Hosterman, Mayor Luis Freitas, Vice Mayor

City of Emeryville City of Pleasanton Alternate, City of Newark
Tom Blalock, Director Rebecca Kaplan, Councilmember John Marchand, Mayor

BART City of Oakland Alternate, City of Livermore
Suzanne Chan, Vice Mayor Nate Miley, Supervisor Joyce Starosciak, Councilmember
City of Fremont County of Alameda Alternate, City of San Leandro
Scott Haggerty, Supervisor Larry Reid, Councilmember

County of Alameda City of Oakland

Staff Liaisons:
Tess Lengyel, Deputy Director of Policy, Public Affairs and Legislation, (510) 208-7428, tlengyel@alamedactc.org
Beth Walukas, Deputy Director of Planning, (510) 208-7405, bwalukas@alamedactc.org

Location Information: Alameda CTC is located in Downtown Oakland at the intersection of 14™ Street and
Broadway. The office is just a few steps away from the City Center/12" Street BART station. Bicycle parking is
available inside the building, and in electronic lockers at 14™ and Broadway near Frank Ogawa Plaza (requires
purchase of key card from bikelink.org). There is garage parking for autos and bicycles in the City Center Garage
(enter on 14" Street between Broadway and Clay). Visit the Alameda CTC website for more information on how to
get to the Alameda CTC: http://www.alamedactc.com/directions.html.

Public Comment: Members of the public may address the committee regarding any item, including an item not on
the agenda. All items on the agenda are subject to action and/or change by the committee. The chair may change
the order of items.


http://www.actia2022.com/
mailto:tlengyel@alamedactc.org
mailto:bwalukas@alamedactc.org
http://www.alamedactc.com/directions.html
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Accommodations/Accessibility: Meetings are wheelchair accessible. Please do not wear scented products so that
individuals with environmental sensitivities may attend. Call (510) 893-3347 (Voice) or (510) 834-6754 (TTD) five
days in advance to request a sign-language interpreter.



This page intentionally left blank



Steering Committee Meeting 03/22/12

Attachment 03
oy I//////
o
ALAMEDA 13338roadway, suites 220 & 300 " Oakland, CA 94612 n PH: (510) 208-7400
= Counly Transportation www.AlamedaCTC.org
=, Commission ' '
ST
he
EANN\\N

Countywide Transportation Plan Update and Transportation Expenditure Plan
Development Steering Committee Meeting Minutes
Thursday, January 26, 2012, 12 p.m., 1333 Broadway, Suite 300, Oakland, CA

Attendance Key (A = Absent, P = Present)

Members:
P__ Mayor Mark Green, Chair P__ Councilmember Rebecca Kaplan
P__ Councilmember Kriss Worthington, P__ Supervisor Nate Miley
Vice-Chair P__ Councilmember Larry Reid
P__ Councilmember Ruth Atkin P__ Mayor Tim Sbranti
P__ Director Tom Blalock A Vice Mayor Rob Bonata (Alternate)
P__ Vice Mayor Suzanne Chan A Vice Mayor Luis Freitas (Alternate)
P__ Supervisor Scott Haggerty P__ Mayor John Marchand (Alternate)
P__ Director Greg Harper A Councilmember Joyce Starosciak (Alternate)
P__ Councilmember Olden Henson
P__ Mayor Jennifer Hosterman
Staff:
P Arthur L. Dao, Alameda CTC Executive P Vanessa Lee, Clerk of the Commission
Director P__ Angie Ayers, Acumen Building Enterprise, Inc.
P__ Tess Lengyel, Deputy Director of Policy, P__ Geoffrey Gibbs, Legal Counsel
Public Affairs and Legislation P__ Zack Wasserman, Legal Counsel
P__ Beth Walukas, Deputy Director of Planning

Guest(s): Please see the attached attendee list.

1.

Welcome and Call to order

Chair Mark Green called to order the Countywide Transportation Plan (CWTP) Update and
Transportation Expenditure Plan (TEP) Development Steering Committee meeting at
12:10 p.m.

Public Comment

Mayor Green stated that a person in the audience inquired about the overlap of the
Steering Committee and Commission meetings. Legal counsel stated that the Steering
Committee meeting is a properly noticed meeting under the Brown Act. The committee is
comprised of a quorum of Board members and nothing prohibits that. This body meets
publicly with notice, and the Alameda CTC sends out agendas that list the proper order in
which the meeting will proceed. All the committee does is make recommendations to the
Board; none of the actions have a final effect until the Board approves them.
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Steering Committee January 26, 2012 Meeting Minutes 2

3. Approval of December 1, 2011 Minutes
Councilmember Olden Henson moved to approve the December 1, 2011 minutes as written.
Director Tom Blalock seconded the motion. The motion carried unanimously (13-0).

4. Update on CWTP-TEP Activities Since Last Meeting
Tess Lengyel stated that staff will cover the activities since the last meeting of the
Countywide Transportation Plan (CWTP) and Transportation Expenditure Plan (TEP) under
agenda item 5.

5. Presentation and Discussion on the Final TEP
Tess Lengyel gave a presentation on the final draft of the TEP. The presentation provided an
overview and recap of the steps that led to the development of the TEP, actions/activities
since the last Steering Committee meeting, changes incorporated into the final draft TEP,
and a recommendation for approval of the 2012 TEP. Tess informed the committee that in
developing the plan, Alameda CTC did extensive outreach as well as reviewed over 300
applications submitted as part of the call for projects and programs and took into
consideration the priorities from polling, in conjunction with the development of the CWTP.

Tess gave an update of the activities since the last meeting. She informed the committee
that Alameda CTC held a Joint CAWG/TAWG meeting on December 8, 2011. On December
16, the Alameda CTC hosted a Board Retreat, and the Commission reviewed the second
draft of the TEP. The Commission directed staff to include the following changes in the TEP:
e Require that local streets and roads funds support 15 percent of the bicycle and
pedestrian elements of projects.
e Add the Oak Street Interchange and the Oakland Broadway Corridor Transit project
as eligible project expenditures.
e Look at all funding formulas to be reassessed within a two-to-five-year time frame.
e Support an increase in transit operations to 17.3 percent as requested by the
Alameda-Contra Costa Transit District (AC Transit) Board. The funds will come from
the Sustainable Transportation Linkages Program.
e For large projects, ensure that when they are evaluated, they support the most
efficient and effective technologies.

Tess mentioned that since the last meeting, Alameda CTC held three Ad-hoc Committee
meetings with the Community Vision Platform (CVP) advocates, labor representatives, and
the Sierra Club and League of Women Voters. Highlights of the outcomes that resulted in
updates to the Final TEP are:
e Increase AC Transit operations from 17.3 to 18.8 percent from the Sustainable
Transportation Linkages Program; and require accountability measures.
e Provide BART maintenance funding as a program allocation at 0.5 percent and
require matching funds from the Sustainable Transportation Linkages Program.
e Change the language of the Student Transit Pass Program to remove the word
“pilot” and to include fund successful models from innovative transit grant funds.
e Modify the BART to Livermore language to include funding for the project based on
phases and requirements for alternatives analyses.
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Staff recommends that the committee approve the $7.7 billion Alameda County 2012 TEP.
The next steps for the TEP are:

On January 26, staff will present the final TEP to the Steering Committee and
anticipates the Steering Committee will recommend approval to the full
Commission, and the Alameda CTC Commission will adopt the plan.

In winter/spring 2012, Alameda CTC anticipates TEP adoption by city councils, transit
operators, and the Board of Supervisors (BOS).

In May 2012, Alameda CTC will adopt the final plan and request that the BOS place it
on the ballot in June 2012.

Public comments:

Gabby Miller with Genesis stated that she hopes the Steering Committee will
recommend to the full Commission that all of the funds in the TEP, especially for
transit and the student transit pass, are secure.

Betty Wharton with Genesis stated that Genesis supported the 2000 Measure B and
would like to do it again. Genesis has a few problems with the language on the
Alameda County student transit pass program, because they want to make sure it
lasts longer than three years. Betty stated that Genesis wants to ensure that the
student transit pass will create new transit riders and get kids to school.

Neil Sinclair, Chairman of the Board with CyberTran International, is a supporter of
the overall TEP.

Dennis Caputo, affiliated with the Drywall Lathers 9068L Union, is a supporter of the
proposed TEP. He also believes that the TEP will strengthen our economy and
decrease highway congestion.

Doyle Williams with Drywall Lathers 9068L Union is a supporter of the proposed TEP.
He stated that he hopes that the Steering Committee approves the TEP.

Nancy Bankhead is a strong supporter of the BART to Livermore project and the
proposed TEP.

Joan Seppala is a supporter of the proposed TEP and the BART to Livermore project.
Donald Milanese is a supporter of the proposed TEP and BART to Livermore with the
route and the station on the median. He spoke specifically about Las Positas College
and the business park that are close to Isabel Avenue. The BART to Livermore
extension will serve the students that travel from around the East Bay to attend Las
Positas College and support the technology program that the college offers in
conjunction with Lawrence Livermore Labs.

Linda Milanese is a supporter of the proposed TEP and keeping the BART station on
the I-580 median. She requested to please keep the funds for BART to Livermore in
the TEP.

Olive Greene is a supporter of the proposed TEP and the BART extension along I-580
to Livermore. She is BTW, “BART tax weary,” resident of Livermore. When Olive
moved to Livermore 40 years ago, she was “BT okay”, BART tax okay. She requested
that the Steering Committee make sure the residents are “BT okay” by ensuring the
BART to Livermore project will remain in the TEP.
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e Lynn Seppala is a supporter of the BART extension along |-580 to Livermore. He
stated that 5 percent of the county is asking for 5 percent of the sales tax revenues
to extend the BART tracks 5 percent. He calls it the 555 plan.

e Michael Fredrich is a supporter of BART to Livermore. He is concerned that explicit
language is not in the final draft of the TEP stating that there will be a BART station
in Livermore. A shuttle bus to the BART station is not acceptable. Without
assurances, he will have difficulty supporting the TEP.

e Sally Dunlop, affiliated with Livermore Commission for the Arts, is a supporter of the
proposed TEP and keeping BART on the I-580 median. It seems that BART to
Livermore and east will help accomplish the “zero emissions missions” in newspaper
headlines.

e Maryann Brent, affiliated with Friends of Livermore, is a supporter of the proposed
TEP. She stated that Livermore’s population is 81,000, but hundreds of thousands of
people commute across the Altamont Pass on |-580 daily to go to work or Las Positas
College. Maryann is advocating for BART to Livermore to relieve the congestion.

e Paul Weiss stated that he is a supporter of the BART to Livermore project. He stated
that he moved to Livermore in 1963, and he supported BART to Livermore at that
time. The language must be really clear in the TEP to ensure that BART to Livermore
will happen. The number of people in his age range is increasing, and low-income
people need BART to Livermore.

e Bob Baltzer, affiliated with Friends of Livermore, is a supporter of the proposed TEP
and in particular BART to Livermore. AC Transit and North County are already getting
the majority of benefits from this measure, and $400 million is appropriate for BART
to Livermore.

e Anna Cunningham is a supporter of the proposed TEP and BART to Livermore
project.

e Marcus Huber is a supporter of the proposed TEP and bringing BART to Livermore.
For the last 22 years, he has worked in San Francisco. He drives to the
Dublin/Pleasanton BART station and takes the train to San Francisco. It is time to get
people like him off the freeway and onto BART in Livermore.

e Linda Jeffery Sailors is a supporter of the proposed TEP. She is representing the Keep
BART on 1-580 and 8,300 people signed a petition for BART to Livermore. Linda said
that she has worked on the BART to Livermore project for a long time and at least
five studies include an alternatives analysis. She suggested that it is a wise use of the
money, and she suggested members look at the prior studies.

e Valerie Raymond is a supporter of the proposed TEP and of BART to Livermore
project along I-580. She mentioned that I1-580 has a lot of congestion, and extending
BART to Livermore will help reduce the congestion. BART has been described as a
regional system, and we should do all that we can to make it a regional system.

e Ron Geren is a supporter of the proposed TEP, in particular the BART to Livermore
project.

e Michael Diehl, affiliated with Building Opportunities for Self Sufficiency, stated he
works with people who are homeless or near homeless. He appreciates the changes
made to the TEP to increase the funds for AC Transit.
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e Andy Fields of the California Alliance for Jobs is a supporter of the proposed TEP. He
works with about 80,000 union construction workers. This plan will create many jobs
for the people in the construction field.

e [laura Llamas Gutierrez with Genesis is a supporter of the proposed TEP.

e Dennis Fagaly with Genesis is a supporter of the proposed TEP.

e Obaid Khan with the City of Alameda Public Works is a supporter of the proposed
TEP. He thanked the Alameda CTC and the Board for supporting key projects in the
City of Alameda, which includes Broadway Jackson and Bus Rapid Transit to Fruitvale
BART station.

e Paul Junge with the Oakland Metropolitan Chamber of Commerce stated he supports
staff’s work on the CWTP and TEP, specifically the $156 million 7" Street Grade
Separation and Outer Harbor Intermodal Terminal project, and the $115 million
Oakland Army Base Transportation Infrastructure Improvements. These projects will
be helpful in job creation and the zero emission missions.

e Dave Campbell, Program Director with the East Bay Bicycle Coalition (EBBC), stated
that the EBBC is looking forward to the Complete Streets Policy. He also mentioned
that the TEP can be better, and EBBC will support it when it’s done.

e Manolo Gonzalez, Transportation Policy Director with TransForm, stated that the Ad-
hoc Committee working with the representatives of the CVP has created a TEP that
is very close to being complete. An e-mail was circulated to staff to request three
additional changes: 1) Restore funding for the Sustainable Linkages Program; 2)
Clarify the language describing the Innovative Grant Funds; 3) Revise the language
on the BART connection to Livermore.

e Lindsay Imai with Urban Habitat added to the comments that Manolo made. She
said they are a part of a very broad coalition and have been participating in this
process faithfully and want to see creation of the best measure. The draft TEP has
outstanding issues that must be resolved, such as ensuring that the student transit
pass will last longer than three years, some of the Transit Oriented Development
(TOD) comes back, and the plan safeguards against taxpayer waste. Once these
issues are resolved, the coalition is with the Commission all the way through
November.

e Warren Cushman, daffiliated with Disability Action Network, stated that the language
on the student transit pass program can be stronger, and the funding can be higher;
the plan can include more funding for transit operations; and he would like to see an
alternative analysis on the BART to Livermore extension.

e Sheila Gunn-Cushman with Disability Action Network stated that she is a transit-
dependent rider and needs sidewalks, buses, BART, pedestrian routes, ramps,
safety, and audible signals. Accessible transit needs to happen across the Bay Area.
Sheila wants AC Transit and BART funding to remain as is and supports funding for
TODs.
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e Joel Ramos with TransForm is affiliated with the CVP coalition and stated that the
coalition has been involved since the beginning, and the TEP is close; however, the
members are concerned that the TEP will fail at the polls. Two-thirds of votes are
needed for the TEP to pass, and voters are demanding accountability and
responsible measures more than before due to lack of trust in the way tax dollars
are being spent. The coalition wants a measure that everyone is comfortable with
and has faith in and that is responsible and allows due diligence. He requests
modification to the BART to Livermore language to make it more transparent, more
responsible, and to ensure it has the analysis to move forward in the most efficient
and cost-effective way.

e Matt Vander Sluis, Senior Field Representative with Greenbelt Alliance, stated that
his organization supported Measure B in 2000 and would like to do it again. The new
measure needs improvement, particularly in restoring funding for the Sustainable
Linkages Program. The cities need these funds to plan for TODs and redevelopment
agencies. He also wants to make sure the language for the student transit pass
program will ensure success.

e Jeff Hobson with TransForm stated that TransForm supported the 2000 Measure B
along with many other groups. The proposed TEP is close, but not quite there. The
Committee has seen the letter that Manolo distributed to staff requesting three
additional modifications to the TEP (listed under Manolo’s comments). In regard to
the BART to Livermore project, TransForm is asking BART to perform a good analysis.
TransForm wants to connect BART to Livermore and make sure that BART remains
fast, reliable, and affordable.

e Michael Wharton, affiliated with the Congregations Organizing for Renewal, stated
that the organization represents low- to moderate-income-level families in South
Alameda County through faith-based community organizations. The Congregations
Organizing for Renewal is part of the CVP coalition, and the members believe the
measure needs stronger taxpayer safeguards to ensure cost effectiveness by revising
the language specifically on the BART to Livermore project. Michael expressed
concerns about taking the funds from the Sustainable Linkages Program and the
impact of the reduced funds for the City of San Leandro. He mentioned that he
wants the language for the student transit pass program to ensure the funds will be
available for longer than three years.

e John McPartland, BART Board President and Director for District 5, is a supporter of
the proposed TEP and BART to Livermore project.

e Isaac Kos-Read, Director of Internal Affairs with the Port of Oakland, is a supporter of
the proposed TEP. He spoke for the freight interests and the Port of Oakland. Isaac
stated that the Port of Oakland is the largest single multimodal transportation
agency in the entire region. With all of the tenants at the airport and seaport, the
Port contributes to over 73,000 jobs in the region. The Oakland Army Base project
and some of the components cited in the TEP are critical to job growth. Every dollar
being contemplated in terms of a county investment will leverage over S2 in state,
federal, and private dollars for that project. This will allow us to make the Port more
competitive, which will allow the Port to create more jobs and lead to significant
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benefits by getting trucks off the road onto rail and will yield less congestion and
wear and tear on the roads.

e Andreas Cluver, Secretary/Treasury with the Alameda Building Trades Councils,
stated on behalf of the 28 affiliated unions and 40,000 men and women working in
the construction sector in Alameda County, the councils fully support the proposed
TEP. He mentioned that the TEP takes into account the interest of all constituent
groups in the county. He encouraged all groups to come together and support the
proposed TEP.

e Andy Slivka with Carpenters Union 713 stated that he is representing many of the
attendees at the meeting today, and they are supporters of the proposed TEP and
encourage the Steering Committee to recommend approval of the plan to the
Commission.

e Kathryn Gilgi with Genesis wants to ensure that the language in the plan for the
student transit pass program will make sure the program will happen and be
successful for longer than three years.

e Anne Campbell Washington with the City of Oakland Mayor’s Office stated that
Mayor Quan is a supporter of the proposed TEP. In particular, she said thank you for
the Oakland Army Base project and for modernizing the Port of Oakland. The
Oakland Army Base project is very important to the city.

e Stan Dobbs, Assistant Superintendent with the Hayward Unified School District, is a
supporter of the proposed TEP. The district is very optimistic about the student
transit pass program and is looking forward to the opportunity to contribute to the
process to help pilot a student model that is worth replication throughout the
district. The TEP is a solid, balance-forward plan with extensive accountability
measures. As a taxpayer, a citizen of Hayward, and a cultivator of future taxpayers in
Hayward, thank you for this great accountable work.

e Robert Allen is a supporter of the TEP and the BART to Livermore project.

e Sandy Sanders, dffiliated with TransForm, EBBC, and Bike Commuter, stated that he
is urging for eliminating the two-thirds rule. He said we should have fully funded
transit; we do not need freeways; we need free public transit.

e Craig Wingate, Travel Trainer with United Seniors of Oakland, is a supporter of the
proposed TEP. The funds from the measure will help fund various transportation
programs for seniors such as a travel training program that teaches seniors how to
use transportation systems.

e Michele Jordan, Transportation Taskforce Co-Chair with Genesis, request that
sufficient resources are committed to fixing the existing transit and roads. The CVP
coalition likes the idea of “fixing it first.” The TEP does not sufficiently allocate funds
to restore transit service or support a student transit pass for all students in
Alameda County for the life of the measure. A handout distributed to staff included
alternative language for the student transit pass program.
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e Adrian Covert, affiliated with the Bay Area Council, is a supporter of the proposed
TEP. The TEP aligns perfectly with the long-term priority of the Bay Area Council,
especially with the Oakland Army Base and BART to Livermore projects. The Bay
Area Council’s main concern is the economic impact and job growth, especially in
the East Bay. The investments in the Port of Oakland will help turn around the
unemployment numbers in the East Bay.

6. Recommendation to the Commission on the TEP
Mayor Green thanked all of the speakers for their public comments and asked the Steering
Committee for discussion on any changes or additions to the plan. The discussion centered
on the following:

e Reassuring the voters: The committee agreed that the assurances already exist in
the TEP for the voters by continuing with the Independent Watchdog Committee,
and periodic voter updates will occur if the voters want to make a shift between
projects and programs or change the allocations for program.

e BART funding needed to upgrade the 19 stations in Alameda County: The committee
agreed that some of the ideas can be addressed by future funding with BART.

e Modifying the BART to Livermore language to create taxpayer safeguards: The
committee agreed to leave the language as is.

e Assurance that the 1-880 Broadway/Jackson project would address both pedestrian
and transit concerns with the Chinatown community: Staff will provide the
committee with documentation before the Commission meeting for review, and the
Commission will make a decision at that time.

e Modifying the language for the student youth transit program to ensure that there is
no confusion surrounding continued program funding: The committee agreed to
leave the language as is.

e Concerns that the funding allocation for the Sustainable Linkage program may no
longer be sufficient for TOD: The committee stated that TODs will have the ability to
finance the developments through the Metropolitan Transmission Commission.

e Modifying the language of the Telegraph Avenue/East 14" /International Boulevard
project: Remove “...extension to UC Berkeley,” and replace it with “...improved Rapid
Bus service to UC Berkeley.”

Supervisor Scott Haggerty moved to approve staff’s recommendation with the language
modification by Councilmember Worthington to make a recommendation for approval to
the full Alameda CTC Commission for its consideration at its meeting on January 26, 2012.
Councilmember Kriss Worthington seconded the motion. The motion carried 10-0 and 3
abstained (Councilmember Atkin, Director Harper, and Councilmember Kaplan).

7. Update: Steering Committee, CAWG, TAWG, and Other Items/Next Steps
None

8. Member Reports
None
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9. Staff Reports
None

10. Other Business
None

11. Adjournment/Next Meeting
The meeting adjourned at 2:45 p.m. The next meeting is scheduled for March 22, 2012.
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811 First Avenue . 436 14ih Street 3857 N. High Street
MARKET Suite 451 Steering,Committee Meeting 03 22/12
& OPINION Seattle, WA 98104 Ocakland, CA 94612 M 3 @%tﬂos
4 RESEARCH (206) 652-2454 1& (510) 844-0680 Tel ([614) 268-1660 T&
o B __/4 SERVICES (206) 652-5022 fax (510) 844-0690 fax EMCresearch.com
TO: Tess Lengyel, ACTC
FROM: Sara LaBatt, EMC Research
RE: Draft Survey Comments from CAWG/TAWG meeting 3/8/12
DATE: March 15, 2012

A third and final voter survey is planned for Alameda CTC on the ballot measure to augment by
% cent and extend the current transportation sales tax in Alameda County in perpetuity. This is a
shorter survey than the last two, and is intended to provide the Authority with a final opportunity to
assess likely support for a measure, understand the measure’s strengths and potential vulnerabilities,
as well as understand how the major elements of the expenditure plan are viewed. This survey will be
administered to a representative sample of 600 likely November 2012 voters in Alameda County, and
will take a respondent approximately 10 minutes to complete.

A draft questionnaire was presented to the joint CAWG & TAWG meeting on Thursday, March
8, 2012. This memorandum summarizes the comments made at that meeting (italics in sub-bullets
represents staff responses).

General comments

e Why are we polling? Do we want to know what resonates, what we should be communicating
about?

e The questionnaire seems too long, will voters be willing to take the survey?

e Will there be any geographic over- or undersampling for this survey, as we have done in the
prior surveys?

o There is no adjustment planned by geography for this survey, it is planned as a
countywide random sample.

e What is the timing for this survey?

o The draft questionnaire will be reviewed by the Steering Committee on 3/22/12. The
specific timing of the interviewing is not yet finalized, but results will be brought back
through committees sometime in May.

e What if reauthorization passes first? Will that affect people’s likelihood to support a local
measure like this?

e There are lots of new transit riders due to recession and high gas prices, does this measure
work for transit riders, especially new transit riders?

e Why are we asking about race & party affiliation? These should not relate to support for a
measure.
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Questionnaire comments from CAWG/TAWG 3/8/12 Page 2

Ballot question (questions 6, 28, 33)

e The ballot question is not clear on the issue of perpetuity, does not state that directly. It does
not seem honest.

e The word “citizen” is supposed to be removed from ballot question.

e The ballot question says voter reapproval every 20 years, but isn’t the TEP a 30 year plan?

e s this the actual language that will be used on the ballot? That is what we should be testing.

e Intro to question 6 — Should we say “will” be on the ballot, as opposed to “may” be on the
ballot?

e Should we ask about a permanent measure versus a 20-30 year measure?

Elements of TEP (questions 7 - 27)

e There should be more specific language about potholes and repaving — smoother pavement,
and in a better state of repair.

e What were the criteria for what to keep in this section from prior surveys?

e Why did we drop the Bay Fair BART connector question, but keep others?

e Question 11 —the grammatical structure does not parallel other questions in the section.

e Question 11 —Is this meant to be a reference to TOD?

e Do voters know what a “transit center” is?

e Question 13 — Express and rapid bus are different. If this question is about BRT, we should just
talk about rapids. We should talk about reliability, safety, efficiency of buses.

e Why does question 14 ask about “critical” funding for BART to Livermore, but question 15
about (Dumbarton trains and buses) does not? Why does BART to Livermore get the word
critical?

e Suggest redesigning question 24 to more explicitly test the concept of permanency

Messages (questions 29 - 32)

e Can we be more explicit about the tradeoffs in this section — would you rather fund x or y?

e Need to better understand effects of other tax measures and voter fatigue — how will that
impact vote on this measure?

e Question 30 has grammatical errors.

e Question 30 — Can we omit “all” from the first sentence (change “all the wrong priorities” to
“the wrong priorities”)?

e Question 30 is “the kitchen sink of negativity” — Can this be split into multiple questions so we
know what they are reacting to in their response?

e Question 30 uses “normal English” — “ doubling the sales tax and extending it forever.” Can we
use more normal English in the rest of the questionnaire?
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Questionnaire comments from CAWG/TAWG 3/8/12 Page 3

Question 30 says this measure is not fixing what we have, reducing driving and greenhouse gas
emissions, improving the mobility and health of our communities, spending equally across all parts of
the county, or reflecting good long-term transportation planning. Aren’t we doing those things with this
measure?

Can question 32 be rephrased to more directly ask if local or state funding measures are more
important to them?

Question 32 should ask more directly — “several proposals are on the ballot to raise state taxes,
are you more/less likely to vote for this measure if there are state measures?”
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Steering Committee Meeting 03/22/12
Attachment 05A

Telephone Survey of Alameda County Voters
EMC 12-4569

n=600

10 minutes

DRAFT March 15, 2012

QUESTIONNAIRE

Hello, my name is , may | speak with (NAME ON LIST). (SPEAK TO NAME ON LIST ONLY)

Hello, my name is , and I'm conducting a survey for EMC Research to find out how people in
your area feel about some of the different issues facing them. We are not trying to sell anything, and are
collecting this information on a scientific and completely confidential basis.

QA. AGE FROM SAMPLE
1. 18-29

30-39

40-49

50-64

65+

BLANK

ounkwnN

1. SAMPLE SPLIT
1.A
2.B

2. SEX (Record from observation)
1. Male
2. Female

3. Are you registered to vote in Alameda County?
1. Yes> CONTINUE
2. No> TERMINATE

4, What do you think are the chances that you will vote in the November 2012 General election for
President and state and local issues - are you almost certain to vote, will you probably vote, are
the chances 50/50, or will you likely not vote in that election?

1. Almost Certain--------------- >CONTINUE

2. Probably--------------------- >CONTINUE

3. 50/50 Chance--------------- > CONTINUE

4. Will not vote/(Don't Know)------------- >TERMINATE

5. Do you think things in Alameda County are generally going in the right direction, or do you feel
that things are pretty seriously off on the wrong track?
1. Right Direction
2. Wrong Track
3. (Don't Know)
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EMC 12-4569 Alameda CTC Spring 2012 Voter Survey DRAFT -2-

6. The following measure may be on the Alameda County ballot this November:

Shall a new Transportation Expenditure Plan be implemented addressing Alameda County’s
current and future transportation needs? Approval of this measure keeps all funds in Alameda
County, authorizes extending the existing transportation sales tax, increases it by one half cent,
requires majority voter approval of a comprehensive Plan update before 2042 and every 20
years thereafter, with continued independent watchdog oversight and a local jobs creation
program. No money can be taken by the state.

If this measure were on the ballot today, are you likely to vote yes to approve it, or no to reject
it?

(IF UNDECIDED/DON’T KNOW: Which way do you lean — toward voting “Yes” to approve, or
toward voting “No” to reject?)
1. Yes, approve
(Lean yes)
No, reject
(Lean no)
(Undecided/Don’t know)

vk wn

I’d like to read you some of the specific elements of the ballot measure. After each please tell me if you
support or oppose that particular element.

(AFTER EACH ELEMENT: Do you support or oppose this element of the ballot measure?)

(IF SUPPORT/OPPOSE: Would you say you strongly support/oppose that element, or somewhat
support/oppose that element?)

SCALE: 1. Strongly support 2. Somewhat support
3. Somewhat oppose 4. Strongly oppose 5. (Don't Know)

This measure would...

(RANDOMIZE LIST)

7. Ensure that public transit remains affordable and accessible to those who need it, including
seniors, youth, and people with disabilities.

8. Ensure that seniors and people with disabilities can get where they need to go on public transit.
9. Make it easier to get to work and school using public transportation.
10. Help kids get to school safely, improve air quality, and reduce traffic around schools by providing

middle and high school students in the county with a transit pass.

11. Make it easier to use multiple forms of transit in a single trip by creating coordinated transit
centers convenient to housing and jobs.

12. Modernize our aging Bart stations to improve reliability, performance, comfort, and
sustainability.

13. Rebuild the tracks through the Bay Fair Bart station in San Leandro to allow Bart to run trains
directly from Dublin-Pleasanton towards Fremont and San Jose.
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EMC 12-4569 Alameda CTC Spring 2012 Voter Survey DRAFT -3-

14.

15.
16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21.

22.

23.
24.

25.
26.
27.

Expand rapid bus services and improve speed, safety, reliability, and efficiency of buses using
priority signals and dedicated bus lanes.

Provide funding needed to extend BART to Livermore.

Extend commuter trains and buses over the Dumbarton Bridge to give commuters more options
to get to Silicon Valley and the Peninsula.

Fund ongoing operations and maintenance of buses, commuter trains, and ferries in Alameda
County.

Make our streets and roads safer for pedestrians and bicyclists, including for school-age
children.

Make our streets, roads, and highways safer and more efficient.

Enhance safety, reduce traffic, and improve access to freeways and major roads throughout the
county by realigning lanes, improving on and off ramps, and installing smart transportation
technology.

Fund earthquake safety projects, including overpass and bridge reconstruction throughout the
county.

Ensure an independent public oversight committee audits the transportation agency and reports
yearly to the public to insure the funds are spent according to the approved plan.

Require that the expenditure plan be revised and approved by the voters every 20 years.

Establish a permanent transportation sales tax for the County to guarantee long-term funding
for roads and public transit that cannot be taken by the State.

Make the transportation sales tax permanent.
Increase the transportation sales tax by one half cent.

Stimulate the local economy and create thousands of jobs right here in Alameda County.

(END RANDOMIZE)
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EMC 12-4569 Alameda CTC Spring 2012 Voter Survey DRAFT -4-

28. Now that you’ve heard some of the things this measure would pay for, I'd like to read you the
measure again:

Shall a new Transportation Expenditure Plan be implemented addressing Alameda County’s
current and future transportation needs? Approval of this measure keeps all funds in Alameda
County, authorizes extending the existing transportation sales tax, increases it by one half cent,
requires majority voter approval of a comprehensive Plan update before 2042 and every 20
years thereafter, with continued independent watchdog oversight and a local jobs creation
program. No money can be taken by the state.

Given all you have just heard, if this measure were on the ballot today, are you likely to vote yes
to approve it, or no to reject it?
(IF UNDECIDED/DON’T KNOW: Which way do you lean — toward voting “Yes” to approve, or
toward voting “No” to reject?)

1. Yes, approve

2. (Leanyes)

3. No, reject

4. (Lean no)

5. (Undecided/Don’t know)

Now I'd like to read a few things people are saying about the measure we have been discussing. After
each statement, please tell me if it makes you more likely to vote yes on the measure, or more likely to
vote no on the measure. (IF more likely yes/no) Is that much more likely to vote yes/no, or somewhat
more likely to vote yes/no?
SCALE: 1. Much more likely yes 2. Somewhat more likely yes

3. Somewhat more likely no 4. Much more likely no

5. (Don't Know)

(IF NEEDED) Does that make you more likely to vote yes on the measure, or more likely to vote no on
the measure?

(A/B SAMPLE SPLIT: SAMPLE A GETS SEQUENCE 1-2-3-4. SAMPLE B GETS SEQUENCE 2-1-4-3)

29. (1) Some people say this is a well-planned and balanced measure to maintain our roads and
transit systems, improve highway safety, remove bottlenecks on major commute corridors,
enhance public transportation, and make it safer and easier to bike and walk throughout the
county, while strengthening our local economy by creating jobs and improving our quality of life.

30. (2) Some people say this poorly-planned measure has the wrong prioritieslf we are going to pass
a measure that doubles the existing transportation sales tax and extends it forever, we need a
plan that fixes what we have, reduces driving and greenhouse gas emissions, improves the
mobility and health of our communities, spends equally across all parts of the county, and
reflects good long-term transportation planning.
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EMC 12-4569 Alameda CTC Spring 2012 Voter Survey DRAFT -5-

31.

32.

(3) Some people say it is critical to pass a long-term local transportation funding measure now,
to protect our transit and transportation systems from state and federal cuts and further
deterioration. This measure ensures a steady stream of local funding that cannot be taken by
the state, with strong financial controls like required audits, community oversight, and on-going
public involvement in how the funds are spent.

(4) Some people say that there are too many tax increases on the ballot in November and we
should focus on fixing California’s financial crisis before we pass any more local tax measures.
This is not the time to ask voters in Alameda County for money while the state is trying to pass
more important state measures to fund priorities like education.

(END SAMPLE SPLIT)

33.

Sometimes people change their minds in a survey like this. I'd like to read you the measure one
last time:

Shall a new Transportation Expenditure Plan be implemented addressing Alameda County’s
current and future transportation needs? Approval of this measure keeps all funds in Alameda
County, authorizes extending the existing transportation sales tax, increases it by one half cent,
requires majority voter approval of a comprehensive Plan update before 2042 and every 20
years thereafter, with continued independent watchdog oversight and a local jobs creation
program. No money can be taken by the state.

Given everything you have heard, if this measure were on the ballot today, are you likely to vote
yes to approve it, or no to reject it?

(IF UNDECIDED/DON’T KNOW: Which way do you lean — toward voting “Yes” to approve, or
toward voting “No” to reject?)
1. Yes, approve
(Lean yes)
No, reject
(Lean no)
(Undecided/Don’t know)

vk wnN

Now I'd like to ask you a few questions for statistical purposes only.

34.

In terms of your job status, are you employed, unemployed but looking for work, retired, a
student, or a homemaker?
1. Employed
Unemployed
Retired
Student
Homemaker
(Other)
(Don't know)

NouswnN
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EMC 12-4569

35.

36.

37.

38.

39.

Alameda CTC Spring 2012 Voter Survey DRAFT

Do you rent or own your home or apartment?
1. Rent/other
2. Own/buying
3. (Don't know/Refused)

Thinking about a political scale where 1 is very liberal and 7 is very conservative, where would

you place yourself on that scale? (Code 1-7, 8=Don’t know)

What is the last grade you completed in school?
1. Some grade school

cONO UL B~ WN

. Some high school

. Graduated high school
. Technical/Vocational

. Some college

. Graduated college [including Bachelors, BA]

. Graduate/Professional [including Masters, PhD, etc]
. (Don’t know/Refused)

Would you consider yourself to be Hispanic or Latino, Black or African American, White, Asian or

Pacific Islander, or something else?

1. Hispanic/Latino

2. Black/African-American

3. White

4. Asian or Pacific Islander
5. (Bi-racial/ Multi-racial)
6. Something else/ other

7. (Refused)

In what year were you born? (Do not read categories, code as appropriate)

1.

0 0 N OE B~ W

N
W N Rk O

1936 or earlier (75+)
1937-1941 (70-74)
1942-1946 (65-69)
1947-1951 (60-64)
1952-1956 (55-59)
1957-1961 (50-54)
1962-1966 (45-49)
1967-1971 (40-44)
1972-1976 (35-39)

. 1977-1981 (30-34)
. 1982-1986 (25-29)
. 1987-1993 (18-24)
. (Refused)

THANK YOU!
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PARTY REGISTRATION FROM SAMPLE
Democrat

Republican

Other

DTS
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EMC 12-4569

CITY CODE FROM SAMPLE
Alameda

Albany

Berkeley

Dublin

Emeryville

Fremont

Hayward

Livermore

Newark

Oakland

Piedmont

Pleasanton

San Leandro

Union City
Other/Unincorporated

ZIP CODE FROM SAMPLE

CITY FROM SAMPLE

Alameda CTC Spring 2012 Voter Survey DRAFT

SUPERVISOR DISTRICT FROM SAMPLE

1. 1

ik wnN
ubhwN
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Memorandum

DATE: March 15, 2012
TO: CWTP-TEP Steering Committee

FROM: Beth Walukas, Deputy Director of Planning
Tess Lengyel, Deputy Director of Policy, Legislation and Public Affairs

SUBJECT: Revised Final Draft 2012 Alameda Countywide Transportation Plan

Discussion
Every four years, the Alameda County Transportation Commission (Alameda CTC) updates its
Countywide Transportation Plan (CWTP) concurrently with the update of the Regional
Transportation Plan. This update of the CWTP is unique from past plan updates in that is has been
developed:

e Under the guidance of a Steering Committee, Community Advisory Working Group (CAWG)
and Technical Advisory Working Group (TAWG);

e With extensive public input, including outreach through public workshops, polls, online
guestionnaires and in-person small group dialogues using an outreach toolkit;

e Simultaneously with the development of a new transportation sales tax expenditure plan
(TEP), which was adopted by the Alameda CTC on January 26, 2012;

e In a new policy environment, including AB 32 and SB 375 which requires the development
of the Sustainable Communities Strategy;

e Using a performance based approach;

e By a new sponsoring agency, Alameda County Transportation Commission.

Background on Development of the 2012 Alameda Countywide Transportation Plan

The Countywide Transportation Plan is the long range policy document that guides transportation
investments, programs, policies and advocacy for Alameda County through 2040. It addresses all
parts of the transportation system, including capital, operating and maintenance of all modes of
travel and addresses transportation programs that serve varying needs throughout the county,
such as paratransit, services for seniors and people with disabilities and safe access to schools. The
Draft Final CWTP establishes a vision and goals for Alameda County’s transportation system that
implement the requirements of state legislation and the new emphasis on sustainability at the
regional level. Based on the adopted vision and goals, specific performance measures were
developed to provide an objective and technical means to measure how well projects and
programs performed together. This performance based approach led to a more systematic and
analytical selection process for investment priorities and will allow for ongoing monitoring of the
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performance of investments to inform future decision making and enable adjustments to be made
as necessary as the plan is updated every four years.

Additionally, this update of the CWTP places increased emphasis on the connection between land
use planning, transportation improvements and sustainability. The demographic forecasts used in
the evaluation process were based on the Alameda County Draft Land Use Scenario Concept
developed locally through an extensive 18 month process coordinated by the Alameda CTC and city
planning directors. The local land use scenario was developed in coordination with ABAG and
MTC’s efforts and has helped inform the SCS process. Ultimately the land use scenario used in the
final CWTP will be the same as the land use alternative adopted by ABAG and MTC in the Final
RTP/SCS, which is scheduled for May 2012.

The Countywide Transportation Plan was developed in conjunction with a new Alameda County
Transportation Expenditure Plan, which will provide significant investments in projects and
program funding. The ballot measure supported by the TEP will augment and extend the existing
half-cent sales tax for transportation in Alameda County, authorizing an additional half-cent sales
tax through 2022 and extending the full cent in perpetuity. Recognizing that transportation needs,
technology, and circumstances change over time, the expenditure plan covers the period from
approval in 2012 and subsequent sales tax collection through June 2042, programming a total of
$7.7 billion in new transportation funding. Voters will have the opportunity to review and approve
comprehensive updates to this plan in the future every 20 years thereafter. The passage of the TEP
would mean that 77 percent of Alameda County’s discretionary budget is self-funded through local
sales tax and vehicle registration fee.

The Countywide Transportation Plan was developed with the guidance from a steering committee
of elected officials and input from two advisory committees (Community and Technical), and by
incorporating key findings from polling and outreach over the past two years. Public engagement
and transparency were the foundations of the development of the CWTP and the TEP. A wide
variety of stakeholders, including businesses, technical experts, environmental and social justice
organizations, seniors and people with disabilities, helped shape the plan to ensure that it serves
the county’s diverse transportation needs. Thousands of Alameda County residents participated
through public workshops and facilitated small group dialogues; a website allowed for online
guestionnaires, access to all project information, and submittal of comments; and advisory
committees that represent diverse constituencies were integrally involved in the plan development
process from the beginning.

Key Changes from the September 2011 Administrative Draft CWTP and Summary of Responses to
CAWG/TAWG Comments on the March 1, 2012 Final Draft

In September 2011, the Administrative Draft Countywide Transportation Plan was released by the
Steering Committee followed by the performance evaluation of the projects and programs in
December 2011. Based on this information, 2012 Final Draft CWTP was developed and presented
to CAWG/TAWG at their joint meeting on March 8, 2011. Their comments have been incorporated
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into the March 15, 2012 Final Draft CWTP being discussed by the Steering Committee in this
agenda item. Key changes are highlighted below:

e Based on the adoption of the TEP by the Alameda CTC on January 26, 2012, the CWTP
county discretionary budget for projects and programs increased from approximately $6.8
billion to $9.5 billion. The project and programs were made consistent between what is in
the adopted TEP and what is included in the CWTP and certain policies were added such as
Complete Streets

e Two Administrative Draft CWTP Tier 1 projects were moved to the committed list based on
information received from MTC: Crow Canyon Safety Improvements (RTP ID 240094) and
Route 24/Caldecott Tunnel Enhancements — Settlement Agreement projects (RTP ID
230171).

e Total project costs were escalated to year of expenditure consistent with the Regional
Transportation Plan process.

e Funding for programs was increased by $1.6 billion and projects by $0.8 billion.

e The number of programs was reduced from 15 to 12 by combining the two transit programs
into one and the two local streets and roads programs into one and by eliminating the
Community Based Transportation program because the projects identified in this program
are duplicated in other programs. This is consistent with the TEP. Additional language was
added to Chapter 6 to clarify that while the Community Based Transportation Plan category
was eliminated as an independent category, all of the investments identified in those plans
remain eligible for funding under other categories. Language was also added to summarize
what the investment strategies identified in the community based transportation plans are
and to reference the projects contained within these plans in the Final Draft CWTP
appendix.

e The discussion of programmatic categories in Chapter 6 was expanded to clarify that it is
not always possible to determine actual “need:” versus total estimated funding requested.
For the purposes of this CWTP update “need” was based on the call for projects and
programs or other local and regional studies. This estimation of need exceeded funds
available but does not represent a comprehensive estimate of need for programmatic
categories. Additional studies, included those identified in Chapter 7 will be required to
estimate need; however, the plan includes major increases in investment for transit,
paratransit, goods movement, land use related projects, and non-motorized transportation.

e The land use assumptions used in the evaluation are consistent with the land use
alternatives being evaluated for the development of the SCS by ABAG.

e The demographic estimates were made consistent between Chapters 3 and 4.

e The most up to date Priority Development Area listings and maps were obtained from ABAG
and replaced in Chapter 4.
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Next Steps

The Countywide Transportation Plan is a living document and is updated every four years. The plan
will be finalized once MTC and ABAG have adopted the regional Sustainable Communities Strategy
and transportation investment strategy currently expected in May 2012.

Attachment 07A: Final Draft Countywide Transportation Plan
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Memorandum
DATE: March 13, 2012
TO: CWTP-TEP Steering Committee
FROM: Planning, Policy and Legislation Committee

SUBJECT: Review of Countywide Transportation Plan (CWTP) and Transportation
Expenditure Plan and Update on Development of a Sustainable Community
Strategy (SCS)/Regional Transportation Plan (RTP)

Recommendation
This item is for information only. No action is requested.

Summary

This item provides information on regional and countywide transportation planning efforts related to
the updates of the Countywide Transportation Plan and Sales Tax Transportation Expenditure Plan
(CWTP-TEP) as well as the Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) and the development of the
Sustainable Community Strategy (SCS).

Discussion

Ten separate committees receive monthly updates on the progress of the CWTP-TEP and RTP/SCS,
including ACTAC, the Planning, Policy and Legislation Committee (PPLC), the Alameda CTC
Board, the CWTP-TEP Steering Committee, the Citizen’s Watchdog Committee, the Paratransit
Advisory and Planning Committee, the Citizen’s Advisory Committee, the Bicycle and Pedestrian
Advisory Committee, and the Technical and Community Advisory Working Groups. The purpose of
this report is to keep various Committee and Working Groups updated on regional and countywide
planning activities, alert Committee members about issues and opportunities requiring input in the
near term, and provide an opportunity for Committee feedback in a timely manner. CWTP-TEP
Committee agendas and related documents are available on the Alameda CTC website. RTP/SCS
related documents are available at www.onebayarea.org.

March 2012 Update:

This report focuses on the month of March 2012. A summary of countywide and regional planning
activities for the next three months is found in Attachment A and a three year schedule for the
countywide and the regional processes is found in Attachments B and C, respectively. Highlights at
the regional level include release of revised draft Project Performance and Targets Assessment

Page 33


http://www.onebayarea.org/

results, development of compelling cases for low performing projects and release of the draft
Preferred SCS: The Jobs-Housing Connection Scenario. At the county level, highlights include the
release of the Draft Final CWTP, an update on the Transportation Expenditure Plan Council
approvals, and release of polling questions. Staff will present an update at the Board meeting on the
status of all these items.

1) SCS/RTP

MTC released draft results of the project performance and targets assessment in November 2011
followed by the draft scenario analysis results on December 9, 2011. Staff made comment on the
results and revised project performance results were released on January 24, 2012. The project
performance results categorized the highest and lowest performing projects based on benefit/cost and
identified guidance for developing compelling case arguments for CMAs and project sponsors to
submit to MTC in writing by March 15, 2012. Staff is working with projects sponsors to submit
compelling case letters for three of the seven Alameda County projects as shown in Attachment D.
Regarding the SCS, the draft preferred land use scenario was released on March 9, 2012 to the Joint
MTC Planning and ABAG Administrative Committee. Staff made a presentation to the Planning,
Policy and Legislation Committee and is following up with Alameda County planning directors to
review the data and what it means for Alameda County. The draft Preferred SCS will be followed by
MTC releasing the draft transportation investment strategy at it April 13 Joint Committee meeting.
The final preferred scenario is scheduled to be adopted by MTC and ABAG in May 2012. Staff will
provide additional information on the development of the compelling cases and the draft land use
scenario at the meeting.

2) CWTP-TEP

On January 26, 2012, the Alameda CTC, based on the CWTP-TEP Steering Committee
recommendation, adopted the final Transportation Expenditure Plan. The Transportation Expenditure
Plan is being taken to each city council and the Board of Supervisors for approval by May 2012 as
well as AC Transit and BART. As of the writing of this staff report, seven City Councils have
approved the TEP: Fremont, Livermore, Union City, Emeryville, Hayward, San Leandro and
Oakland. The Draft Final CWTP will be brought to the CAWG, TAWG and Steering Committee in
March 2012. It is being aligned with the adopted TEP and costs are being escalated to be consistent
with the RTP. Both the final draft CWTP and the final Transportation Expenditure Plan will be
brought to the Commission in May 2012 for approval so that the Board of Supervisors can be
requested at their June 2012 meeting to place the Transportation Expenditure Plan on the November
6, 2012 ballot. Staff will provide additional information at the meeting.

3) Upcoming Meetings Related to Countywide and Regional Planning Efforts:

Committee Regular Meeting Date and Time Next Meeting
CWTP-TEP Steering Committee Typically the 4™ Thursday of the | March 22, 2012
month, noon May 24, 2012
Location: Alameda CTC offices
CWTP-TEP Technical Advisory 2" Thursday of the month, 1:30 p.m. March 8, 2012
Working Group Location: Alameda CTC May 10, 2012
CWTP-TEP Community Advisory Typically the 1% Thursday of the | March 8, 2012*
Working Group month, 2:30 p.m. May 10, 2012*
Location: Alameda CTC
*Note: The March
and May CAWG
meetings will be
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Committee

Regular Meeting Date and Time

Next Meeting

held jointly with the
TAWG and will

begin at 1:30.
SCS/RTP Regional Advisory Working 1% Tuesday of the month, 9:30 a.m. March 7, 2012*
Group Location: MetroCenter,Oakland April 3, 2012
May 1, 2012
*Note: this
meeting has been
cancelled.
SCS/RTP Equity Working Group 2" Wednesday of the month, 11:15 a.m. | March 7, 2012
Location: MetroCenter, Oakland April 3, 2012
SCS Housing Methodology Committee | Typically the 4™ Thursday of the | March 8, 2012
month, 10 a.m. April 26, 2012

Location: BCDC, 50 California St.,
26" Floor, San Francisco

Joint MTC Planning and ABAG
Administrative Committee

2" Friday of the month, 9:30 a.m.
Location: MetroCenter, Oakland

March 9, 2012
April 13, 2012
May 11, 2012

Fiscal Impact
None.

Attachments

Attachment A:
Attachment B:
Attachment C:
Attachment D:

Summary of Next Quarter Countywide and Regional Planning Activities
CWTP-TEP-RTP-SCS Development Implementation Schedule

OneBayArea SCS Planning Process (revised October 2011
Status for Development of Compelling Case Letters for the RTP Projects
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Attachment A

Summary of Next Quarter Countywide and Regional Planning Activities
(March 2012 through May 2012)

Countywide Planning Efforts (CWTP-TEP)

The three year CWTP-TEP schedule showing countywide and regional planning milestone schedules
is found in Attachment B. Major milestone dates are presented at the end of this memo. During the
March 2012 through May 2012 time period, the CWTP-TEP Committees will be focusing on:

Coordinating with ABAG and local jurisdictions to develop the draft preferred Sustainable
Communities Strategy (SCS) scenario;

Coordinating with project sponsors identified as low performing in MTC’s Project
Performance Assessment to develop compelling cases;

Coordinating with the local jurisdictions and ABAG to develop a draft Alameda County Draft
Land Use Scenario Concept to test with the financially constrained transportation network in
Spring 2012;

Responding to comments on the Administrative Draft and releasing the Draft CWTP;

Refining the financially constrained list of projects and programs for the Draft CWTP to align
with the adopted TEP;

Refining the countywide 28-year revenue projections consistent and concurrent with MTC’s
28-year revenue projections;

Presenting the Draft CWTP to the Steering Committee for approval; and

Seek jurisdiction approvals of the Final TEP.

Regional Planning Efforts (RTP-SCS)

Staff continues to coordinate the CWTP-TEP with planning efforts at the regional level including the
Regional Transportation Plan (MTC), the Sustainable Communities Strategy (ABAG), Climate
Change Bay Plan and amendments (San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission
(BCDC)) and CEQA Guidelines (Bay Area Air Quality Management District (BAAQMD)).

In the three month period for which this report covers, MTC and ABAG are or will be:

Releasing the draft preferred land use scenario (March 9) and the draft transportation
investment strategy (April 13) and framing the tradeoff and investment strategy discussion and
developing policy initiatives for consideration;

Refining draft 28-year revenue projections; and

Releasing the preferred land use and transportation scenario.

Staff will be coordinating with the regional agencies and providing feedback on these issues, through:

Participating on the MTC/ABAG Regional Advisory Working Group (RAWG);
Submitting local transportation network priorities through the CWTP-TEP process; and
Commenting on the project performance and alternative land use scenarios results.
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Key Dates and Opportunities for Input’
The key dates shown below are indications of where input and comment are desired. The major
activities and dates are highlighted below by activity:

Sustainable Communities Strategy:

Presentation of SCS information to local jurisdictions: Completed

Initial Vision Scenario Released: March 11, 2011: Completed

Draft Alternative Land Use Scenarios Released: Completed (released August 26, 2011)
Preferred SCS Scenario Released/Approved: April/May 2012

RHNA

RHNA Process Begins: January 2011

Draft RHNA Methodology Adopted: July 2012

Draft RHNA Plan released: July 2012

Final RHNA Plan released/Adopted: April/May 2013

RTP

Develop Financial Forecasts and Committed Funding Policy: Completed
Call for RTP Transportation Projects: Completed

Conduct Performance Assessment: Completed

Transportation Policy Investment Dialogue: November 2011 — April 2012
Prepare SCS/RTP Plan: April 2012 — October 2012

Draft RTP/SCS for Released: November 2012

Prepare EIR: December 2012 — March 2013

Adopt SCS/RTP: April 2013

CWTP-TEP

Develop Alameda County Land Use Scenario Concept: May 2011 — May 2012
Call for Projects: Completed

Administrative Draft CWTP: Completed

Preliminary TEP Program and Project list: Completed
Final TEP Adopted: Completed

TEP approvals from jurisdictions: February — May 2012
Draft CWTP Released: March 2012

TEP Outreach: January 2011 — June 2012

Adopt Final CWTP and TEP: May/June 2012

TEP Submitted for Ballot: July 2012
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2TYOTO 2INPayds ™ |dwi uawdoeAsd ™ SOS-d3L-d LMD 8 IUBWYIENV\dIL-d LMD dLd SIS DL\SWal| UONIV\ZT-E2-Z0\ZT0Z\Pe0d D10 VATV VY

Page 39

s1ebre
aoueWIOpAd
Areyunjop 1dopy
aseD aseg (1867 L Kloinieis)
TT0Z Suonoalo.| ¥sesaiod Bussnopysor
10} ABojopouaw 1dopy | €102 |11dv U1
Suboq d1Y [euld - ssasoid yuawdojanag Abarens Alunwwo) ajgeureisns feuoibay
'gdvd JUBWSSasSy
SUOISSNOSI OLIBUSDS UOISIA LIS Aq panoudde jebie vad % suibaq
Se9 asNoH usaID 6002d arepdn

asn pueT [e907]

ue|d uoieliodsuel] [euoibay/ABalens saniunwwo) a|qeureIsns

Buljjod

diN

1o @yenobau o) “yine s 0 asesial
‘pavjues doy sano.dde; pamaina.l ddd J I

. sbunesw pig-aid | Joj uonezioyne .

pleog ‘mainaul sfesodoid 120, 0] UOIIB[8I Ul BUOP 8q [|IM %10M SIY] || :Saulje

pue 1sijuoys; preoa

sanoidde OTv/41v

[9A3] [euo1Ba1 8y} e Y10M SOS

IOM [EOIUYOBL 1OM/dAH/SBIPNIS [e21Uy23L

MIOM [821UY23 L D10 epaurely
uonezioyneal pue QUNUQD dilMO Buiwoadn noge uolew.oju| yoeannQ pue uolireonp3 olgnd >U(_®m<

yoeanno

sbunsai o
J1apjoyaxels 159N ON

MBIAIBAO 9BqPas)
S[ERuELY cv_o,mmmumw
‘sanssi ‘sansnels sbunsaiy oN :c\ o muow sbunsaiy oN dnouo Bupjiop A10SIApY Alunwwo))|
uopeyodsuel . | il
B dsal ‘sajoy
:uoneonp3
MBIAIBNO Aoeqpasy
. m_m_w:m:: sBunesiN ON Eo,m,m:um_u sBunesiN ON dnoio Buiyiop A10SIApY [eDIUyda L
'Sanss ‘sonsnels uol 'anpayos
suel| :uopeonp3 ‘dsal 'sa|0y

dnoub Bupiom
sanss| aoueul dnoif Aunwwod
Juonenodsuel | Buniom yosy qisuodsal

sdais xau 8anIWwod
Buuae)s pue dnoib
Bupjiom Anunwwod

sdnoub Bunjiom

¢ Aunog Joj sjeob sbunsaiy oN wwoo ‘yos ] sbunaapy oN

pue uoisiA puedx3

[9NIWWOD
Buueals ysijqeis3

saniwwo) Hunssls

wouy yoeqpasy o renosdd uo arepdn oeqpas) d4y | /se]ol ysi|qelsa 0}
jof v Bunssw Buyiom
$S920.d 21|qNd/2aRIWWOoD D 1D epawe|y|
aq 0 0 da \/ ) e v enige e
0T0Z TT02-0TOCAd 0T0C
Buneapy

0TO¢C 1ea\ Jepuaje)d

2T0Z/v/T parepdn - ainpayos uoneluswsa|dw] Juswdojarag Areulwiaid
ue|d ainmipuadx3 uoleliodsuel] pue ueld uolrerodsuel] apimAlunoD



2TYOTO 2INPayds™ |dw| uawdoeAea ™ SOS-d3L-d LMD 8 IBWYIENV\dIL-d LMD dLd SIS OL\SWal| UONIV\ZT-E2-20\ZT0Z\Peod D10 VATV VY

Ad1104 Buipun4 uoneuodsuel |
PanIWwWOo) pue s)sedslod [eldueulq :O_~m~_OQw:®_;_y >mw>.mw yeiq Qo_w>®D
KBlopouIa N 5193014 10} |[€D SSNAsIq
UoRROO]Y SPaBN uogenEAg weloid 1UBLUSSASSY doueWLIOUad 108l0id
BuisnoH euoibay yeia : pue sjoafoid uonelodsuel L 10} D €702 |11dy u1
d1¥ [euld - ssad0ld Juswdojaraqg ABarens Allunwwo) ajqeureisns [euoibay
ABojopoyia|y uoneso|y
OUEUSIS SOS suojssnasip spaaN BuisnoH [euoifay Jo uondopy swdojeAs oueusds SOS pajerad HELSIS UOISIA
pauIsjeld aseajey | Buipuny pue/sinsay oueUSIS SOS 1s0112U895 SO 10 SISAEUY [eatua | SOS PRIIEIRA sEaRY [eniu| asesjoy
ue|d uolellodsuel ] [euoibay/ABarenls saniunwwo) a|qeureIsns
sureiboid 3 spafoid|  sweiboid p spafoid Jiod
ueld ueld Buijjod
ajqissod uo Buijod ajqissod uo Buyjod aul@seq 1onpuoy
SOLIBUSDS [BIOURULY
. pue d1MO . . 1A [euoibal 8y} Je 3}10M SOS
d1MD Yelp puz ‘ueid ainypuadx3 Jo JuswdojeAsp pue JUSWBUNSI }I0M [JIUYID L U0 xoeqPa3) s1si| s109loid Areuiwiold ‘UoISIA PALIPOIN HIOAN [eDIUYIS L UO 3orqpaad 01 UOHRI3] Ul BUOP 3 [IIM IOM SIU |1 SUIIBLI HIOM/d-IH/SIIPMIS [eo1uyoa, |
im0 M
3JOM [BD1UYI3 ] D LD Bpawe|y
2702 JoquwanoN yBnolyy yoesnnQ pue uoneonp3 Buiobuo 2T0Z J2qwanoN YBnoiy) yaesnno pue uoeanp3 Buiobuo 4oea.INO pue uoleINP3 d1qnd Adusby/|
WO
uonepodsuel]
ds A Auno) [enuad
wnio4 uonenodsuel | Aunod yuoN wnio4 P
N Y N wnio4 uoneuodsuel | Spaau pue UoISIA -Spaau pue d
sbunsapy oN .n_mm_r d1MD uo v_umnuw& :Auno) sbunaapy oN funoo yinog :\M_.mtoam:m._._. BUN0D J0 SIS |12 U1 SHOUSHOM aNd ) uonedionred a1gqnd.
ur sdoyssiiom a1jgnd Jo punou puz Junoy 1seg 10 seare om
ur sdoysyiom
a1gnd
Swelom arepdn syosloid
uoissnosip Buliod S[efouEUY ‘asn 01 0 Uoranosi peanno spasu
pue yoeanno uonoajes weiboid pue| pue| ‘sielewe.ed asn pue| 41l B P . . I . . P
arepdn B . asn pue| ‘sainseauw | ‘yooq Buyeuq ‘syaloid| Aoy ‘seinsesw
sinsaz fjod sabeped w3foud 1o} salbrens otbarens Aaunoo BulbeXed | 10y ad azyeuy| 1oy Iea ‘seuepinG | souewoyad uo
sbBunaaiy oN i I . d3al weiboid sbBunaapy oN d3l dimd ‘sBunsay oN d3L ‘erepdn weiboid pue 108foid| " o . [eul) 4l . 1°p! 4 dnoio Bupjiom A1osiapy Allunwwod)
yeIp IST ‘d1MD N 3 sweiboid ‘siaded S1S00 ‘sainseaw uoissnasip uifaq
pue 108foid 0 BUINNO S3WO02IN0 s)oafoud 1oy e ‘arepdn syoslo.d 1oy
Welp puz mMainey . anss| uopeyodsues) | souewlopad uo | !sjeoB pue uoisiA
renuajod 431 uonenfens 109/o1d 'SeWo0INo BulusaIds| |jea pue yoeanno :
N 'S9W02IN0 uoISSNJSIp anunuod uo Juswwod
dLMO }eid st weiboid pue 109(oid d
arepdn yoeanno loysstiom mainey
S199/01d pan
, p arepdn syosloid
uotssnastp bujod SIErouBLY ‘9sn 104 |[e9 ‘UoISSNOS| oe3.:1n0 spasu
pue yoeanno uonoajes wreiboid pue pue| ‘siepwesed asn puey 4 1120 ‘U P | u . s
arepdn . . asn pue| ‘sainseauw |‘yooq Buyeuq ‘syaloid| Aey ‘seinsesw
. sabesoed 109/o1d 10} saifierens borens Aunos ‘Buibesoed f
sbunsaiy oN sunsa Jjod ‘d3L weiboid sbunsaiy oN d3L dimd ‘sBunsay oN d3L ‘erepdn weiboud pue y0afoid aouewliopiad szijeul| 1o} |[ed ‘sauljapinG 2oueLLIojiad Uo dnoio Bunjiop K10SIApY [e21Uyda] |
yeip IST ‘d1MD °C 3 . ‘sweiboid ‘siaded S1S00 ‘sainseaw uoissnasip uifaq :
pue 108f0id 0 BUINNO 'S3WO02IN0 s)oaloud 1oy |lea ‘ayepdn syoafoud 1oy .
1elp puz mainey . anss| uopeyodsues} | souewlopad uo | !sjeob pue uoisia
fenusjod 431 uonenfens 199f01d S9WO02IN0 BUIUSaIOS| |ed pue yoeanno :
. 'SaWo2No UOISSNISIP ANURUOD uo JusWwod
dLMO yeid IsT weiboud pue 103(0.d dousiom maina
‘arepdn yoeanno s o
mﬁw_oa uw:_,EEou yepdn soaloid UOISSNOSIP OLRUIS
uotssnostp bujod SIEIoUEUY 9sn asn pue 104 |[e9 ‘UOISSNOS| spasu
pue yoeanno uonosyes weiboud puel pue| ‘sielewered funoo ,mm_mm_ oed wm_w I e, ,mw_:mmwm: Buyjod anosdde ‘sseooid o ,wum_:mme
d3aL 1013U02 Aepijoy ‘sabesoed 108l01d 10} saiferens oifarens i puel uoeziuoud pue sjoafoid A
? i . B weiBold pue joafoid|souewniopad azifeul| 1o es ‘sauyepinG sisoo | SduBWIONRd
HeIp IST 'dLMD | 01 8np Jaquiaosg wesboud sbunssp oN d3L ‘dIMO sBunsay oN d3aLoiwonsy |, B . 411 12p! sanwwo) Buiisals
< (reroudde 1s1j yeup) | ‘sweifoid ‘sieded | ‘sainsesw souewiopsg | UO UOISSNISIP
1eIp puz malnay | o1 panow Bunssy pue 108f0id 0 BUINO 'S3WO02IN0 leuy s1oafoud Joj Jred .
b arepdn syosloid 10j | anssi uoneuodsues uibaq ‘speob
fenusrod 431 uonenfens 199f01d 'S9W02IN0 BuIUaI0S .
. |led pue yoeanno 'SaWo2IN0 pue uoisin Jdopy
dlMD yeiqist weiboid pue 109(oid
. doysiom mainay
ayepdn yoeannQ
$S820.d 21|qNd/2a1IWWOoD D10 epawe|y|
aq 0 0O da V/ ) e dy e enige e e
1102 ZT02-TTOCAd T10C

TTOC les A lepusjed

2T0Z/v/T parepdn - ainpayos uoneluswsa|dw] Juswdojarag Areulwiaid
ue|d ainmipuadx3 uoleliodsuel] pue ueld uolrerodsuel] apimAlunoD

Page 40



2TYOTO 2INPayds™ |dw| uawdoeAea ™ SOS-d3L-d LMD 8 IBWYIENV\dIL-d LMD dLd SIS OL\SWal| UONIV\ZT-E2-20\ZT0Z\Peod D10 VATV VY

€702 |1dv U1
d1d [euld - ssado.d Juawdojanaq ABatens Alunwwo) ajqeureisns [euoibay
MBINBI uonesedaid
R uawWnooQ@® | ueld uonedo|ly spaeN BuisnoH euoibey
———— Ueld d1y/SOS aiedald sisAjeuy [ealuydaL| Jo asealpy ‘SOS paliajaid Jo eroiddy
yeiq asesppy oY oo

ue|d uolellodsuel ] [euoibay/ABarens saniunwwo) a|gqeureIsns

ue|d ainypuadx3
10} |l0od 09 Bu
ON/0D [enusiod

1od

1aA8] [euoibal 8y} e 3}10M SOS
W %I0M/d4H/S3IPMIS [edIUYI3L |

sue|d azi[eur
1d ezifEuld 0} UoNE|aI Ul BUOp 8q

3I0M SIYY (I :SD

IO/ [B21UYI3] D10 epawe|y!
4oeauInQ pue uoneonp3 oljgnd Aousby|

sue|d feuy pue sseoo.d iy U0 ZT0Z JeqwanoN ybnoiy) yoeanno pue uoieonp3 buiobuo sue|d euy pue sseoo.d iy U0 ZTOZ JaqwanoN ybnoly L yoeanno pue uoneonp3 buobuo

eroe .W_hw%\ﬂ:w\,oz uondopy sOg/|1Puno) Al ueld ainpuadx3y uonedianured algnd

dLMO
eIp [euly Moy
. 'S[19un0d sbunsaw
eroe .o 4BqUIBAON m:W:MM@ ybnouy ssaiboid 4oealno Jo sawodnQ dnoio Bupjiom A1osiapy Allunwwod)
ALOA feuid mansy daL uo ajepdn ‘3L yeid 14
‘suonsanb
Buijjod mainay

d1lmdo
Welp [eul MaIny
‘9 JOGWSNO] sue) ‘S|19un0d sbuneaw
eroe .w q N id ybno.y ssaiboud 4oBalno Jo sawodnQo dnou Buiyiop A10s1ApY [eo1uyda]
‘310N [eulq maInay N
d31 uo arepdn d31 yeiq (in4
‘suonsanb
Buijjod mainay

dimdo
eup [eUl} MOIAS;
e Y u,m_ uuzou w_
2102 '9 JaquianoN 10|reg uo Juawaeld 3
J10A uo ue|d anypuadx3y 103 anoidde sueld feuld 1dopy ynouyy ssaiboud d31 ydopy sanIwwo) bunsals
d31 uo arepdn
01s0g 01 d3L ‘suonsanb

Buijjod mainay

$S820.d 21|qnd/eaniwwo) 91D epawe|y

JaquianoN 1snbny

yatep Arenuer

ZT02-TTOCAd

ZT0¢ les A lepusjed

2102/v/T parepdn - ajnpayds uoleiuawsa|dw] uswdo@aag Areuiwipid
ue|d ainypuadx3 uolreriodsuel] pue ue|d uolrerodsuel] apimAiunod

Page 41



This page intentionally left blank.

Page 42



Attachment C

B10°easyAegau) kistA ‘parjoaul 12D 0) moy pue suoISHAP PUE SUONDE A3) LO UCHELLLOJUI 30U 104

3 WIRLWIO) JJGNJ/U0ISSTISI] Joj 33wnue) Buruueld Hjw JBUO) MY suoIPY
_s_m_us,/x E.Euzz_s___ag_ﬁsc_szugt__:o9_:355_9 ..E_a__usé?__.sz.\Esma_,_s &__E:..Eaa.

LLOT

o) Buuueld JW-IIN LW pue Dygy aseapay Jwawmog AT
FIUWWO) SMIENISIUALPY TYY - VRV fq aseajas uawndop INIOF

S e ZL0T -
A1erugay Kienuer 1quadag 13qUWBAON 1gopQ/taquaidas wnbnyjdng auny/kew

waY < e
Y X uw BT nW
W
,/<a £
soueuDg Jo siskjeuy Ao
sishjeuy Kunb3 T o souseuang Jof ABojoposa ssHfeusy K] dofanag Ry
kynby aseaay
ABojopounaw YNHY ol butsnoy] sanss) (VNHY) Uonedoly paoN
o§330| Abotopoyiay YNHY
Pt yesgaseopy :5% .§§:§a Gursnoy oy uess
tesodosg SHRSIY BWEULOLIAY WRISSISSY DUELLIONA] 10N DIPUC) spafos uotyepiodsues) 10} e)
anboje)q yuauysaAu) pue el pafoi ey otiod Buspuny gﬁt&n!._.v&wgs
£31)0d UONEIIOdSURI] | Hrerannnssrensrnnannasaainats e P L L e e re E_o.. e h ................................. .~ pue s A
aseday Teid Juadnsany el oy dogasag
. . wem easyhegang ouruag P foceiasssieneennnanceneas s e R | vorsnngnang wibeg
ujuue]d o [T pauRjag ¥ L .
: ﬂ.ww“.gis e sy Josynsayaseam  souensg Jo SAjRUY [P u_..__..is.__usz&n I __z_ﬁa__.a E._.s_ s OLIRUAS LOISIA [efIRs) Iseaal
.\\.\.\ B S dnoxg bu dnosg But puno) Kiospy diyssaunieq RWNN0) aannuwo) buueyy
s10paig a_”.___uﬁm @ = ».w.ﬁ @ :s__ﬁw _sumﬁ @ Anjod W @ w2ty E& Ceed) ABojopotpay butsnoy @ feuoibay 32@ ()
sapunyoddy Jatio) ‘skanmg Ky avotdajay
OUBUAS PaLIdjol - A._.ssﬁx.__%;A _._2 ............... _ ,_
L B e e P
soueuas - Bunaap 40P roﬁss:séaanis;.iz%a paabiey _ sdoysyiop Katno) pue
U—— fod 2uoydapay sdoysyiog Japlotayers pajofisey
anbojeiq Juaunsaau| pue Asljod uoneuodsuel] ‘BuiLUeld 01IBUSIS 1T Bseyd
E“._.w.”w“aw.“v_“ﬂy ._J ﬂ:mm ﬂm- Mu LL0T 42qo10 pasiaay
© omyaseyy aww.ﬁum L] : JIDY2q Z 9sbUd :SS9201d Bujuubig paily fing ub\d

Page 43

SaU0ISI|IW uonOy
pieog £ijod

juawabebu3 d1gng
PUE JUBWILIIAOY {8307



aanwuio) buruueld JW -1
33UNWWO) ATRASIUIWPY OVEY - NEY

sishjeuy A1nb3

uoheo)y paaN
BGuisnoy [euoybay

anbojeiq uawIsaAL| pue

A3yj04 uopersodsues)

Bujuueld oueudds

VNHY jeuts -
Kyuoguo) feuts -
yiiteuy -

vy feg ueld jeuyy -
SUOISD3(

1no4 aseyq

voue|lY paay
Bursnoy feuoiay Jyesq +

Y3y -

eauy feg uejd yeig «

SUOISIQ/SUOIDY
3] aselq

ITe

ik
waxyheq

JIW pue syay
£q aseajai Juawnop INIO(

YNHY leuyy

i3 vy
LLIDNES

vary kegueyd |
feuts Mlopy | <=

mEE&
ssopang buruely @

Id

B10ea1yARgaUQ 1St ‘PanjoAul 136 0) MOY PUE SUOISDAP PUB SUONDE A3 IO LONBULIOJH A0W J0J

@ WAWWO) ARG 2 suoIDYy

e . JUIULO) HNJ/UOISSNISH] J0) 3310 Butuueld 1w
Juotssmasig oy bunsay L
124010

aseapRy wawmog , uoisbag »/.\ 4 AU pUe IANJLLIG) IANRNSILILPY DYEY 241 Jo Bunaaw INIOf

paeog 2404

abuey) 0y paiqns,

£10T «

wnfiny/Ajng

Aieniga4 Kenuef 1qualeq RWIACN 1quaidas

ey

u—dﬂ*{ <z== E * ------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------------ aﬂﬂnﬁﬂ !—ﬂ <z=g gﬂ—a "
SHRUALIO) 0) Fstodsay sfeaddy yNHY o Absjopoia Bupeat) Hgnd
Buneay gnd YNHY 3dopy
_q ................................................................. *
siskjeuy Kinnsojuo) uoneyiodsues) aredaly
Ay st s
Vo SN 0} o voniebigy uo sopteg ouaisue) Buueans YO dopueg
asvodsay Kugenty y yesq asesiay maikay feg-g5 1oy volyeIasuo) _ “p
B3 yeaq ey fouaby §§aa<§_=&§u§=:s§.§=a§§5
=R mwahgssy ey lequgueing |
el ey yesg aseapy faieezs
dnaig Bungop dnoun Bunjopm [puno) Kosiapy e..c»::& wu:_EEou aznuo) buinuely
Annby &ﬁﬁ faosipy euoibay @ ottod 1w @ eay keg @ #Bojopoyiap bursnoy @ fevotbay ovay \{ (o)
: satunsioddg Jauswo) pue satepd) ‘sAaAIng KUAY (M i
.......................................................................................
uejd Jjeiq Uo (pealng E___s_sms:
413 pue eary Aeg ueig yexq o sButieay qnd/sioyspiop Kiunay JaAD [0} §§=w=.rc

SUB|4 1jRSG PUE SISA[BUY [EIULDI| /|RIUSWILOIAUT "[YNHY) Uotiedofly p3aN Butshoy jeuobay :¢ aseyq
LLOZ 490120 pasiasy

.£102-Z10Z 10} S1IDyaqa ¥ 3 € S8sbld :$S820I1d Bujuupid paly fing ubid

uondopy ue|d iy eseyd

(45174

Page 44

uogdY
pseogq £d1j04

S3U0ISIPW

judwabebuj nqng

pue JUSWUIA0G 18I0



Attachment D

Attachment D: Status for Development of Compelling Case Letters for the RTP Projects

RTP ID# Project Title Lead/Sponsor | Compelling
case being Status
developed?
240216 Dumbarton Rail — Multi County/ Y Letter under development by SamTrans.
SamTrans
Phase 2
BART to Full extension is in CWTP Vision. Phase 1 is
22667 Livermore: Full NA N in Final Draft CWTP and submitted for
Extension RTP.
This was not a project submitted by ACE or
TBD ACE Service Alameda CTC ar?d it is not in the CWTP.
(not 98139) Expansion ACE N No compelling case needed for
Countywide ROW Acquisition Program
RTP ID # 98139.
Capitol Corridor
Sel:;”creosreer::rf:scy Not fully funded in RTP at this time.
22009 P Capitol Corridor N Included in RTP and CWTP for project
(Oakland to San
development only.
Jose)
Union City
Commuter Rail
Station + . . . . .
230101 Dumbarton Rail City of Union City Y Letter under development by Union City.
Segment G
Improvements
SR 84/1-680
Interchange
240062, Improvements + City of
22776 SR 84 Widening Pleasanton Y Letter under development by Pleasanton.
(Jack London to I-
680)
wi\(/:lvehr::onplil\ljl(i)sz(ijon Project will not go to construction in this
240053 g City of Union City N cycle, in CWTP/RTP for project

Boulevard to I-
880)

development only.
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Steering Committee Meeting 03/22/12
Attachment 08A

Upcoming Advisory and Steering Committee Meetings Schedule
ALL MEETINGS at Alameda CTC, 1333 Broadway, Suite 300, Oakland, CA

Meeting Date/Function

Outcomes

Agenda Items

CAWG
February 3, 2011
2:30-5p.m.

TAWG
February 10, 2011
1:30-4 p.m.

Steering Committee
February 24, 2011

Receive an update on Regional
and Countywide Transportation
Plan and Transportation
Expenditure Plan (CWTP-TEP)
activities and processes

Receive overview and schedule of
Initial Vision Scenario

Review the Metropolitan
Transportation Commission
(MTC) draft policy on committed

Update on CWTP-TEP Activities Since
Last Meeting

Update on Countywide and Regional
Processes

Discuss the initial vision scenario and
approach for incorporating SCS in the
CWTP

Review and comment on MTC's Draft
Policy on Committed Funding and
Projects, Approve Alameda CTC Call

12-2p.m. funding and projects and call for for Projects process and approve
projects prioritization policy
Receive an outreach status Outreach status update and Steering
update and approve the polling Committee approval of polling
guestions questions
Discuss performance measures Continued discussion and refinement
of Performance Measures
Update: Steering Committee, CAWG,
TAWG, and Other Items/Next Steps
CAWG Receive an update on outreach Update on Outreach: Workshop,
March 3, 2011 Adopt Final Performance Polling Update, Web Survey
2:30-5p.m. Measures Approve Final Performance Measures
Initiate discussion of programs & link to RTP
TAWG Receive update on MTC Call for Discussion of Programs
March 10, 2011 Projects and Alameda County Overview of MTC Call for Projects
1:30-4 p.m. approach and Alameda County Process
Comment on transportation issue Discussion of Transportation Issue
Special TAWG papers subjects Papers & Best Practices Presentation

March 18, 2011
11:30 a.m. to 1:30 p.m.

Steering Committee
March 24, 2011

Provide input to land use and
modeling and Initial Vision
Scenario (TAWG)

Update on Initial Vision Scenario
and Priority Conservation Areas

Discussion of Land use scenarios and
modeling processes (TAWG)

Update on regional processes: Initial
Vision Scenario and Priority
Conservation Areas (ABAG to present

11lam.—1p.m. (TAWG) at TAWG)

Receive update and finalize Finalize Briefing Book

Briefing Book TAWG/CAWG/SC update

Discuss committed funding policy
CAWG Receive update on outreach Update on Workshop, Poll Results
April 7,2011 activities Presentation, Web Survey
2:30-5p.m. Provide feedback on policy for Discuss Packaging of Projects and

projects and programs packaging
Provide comments on Alameda
County land use scenarios

Program for CWTP
Discussion of Alameda County land
use scenarios

R:\CWTP 2012\Steering Committee\Calendar\CWTP-TEP_Committee_Meetings_Schedule_090111.docx
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Meeting Date/Function

Outcomes

Agenda Items

TAWG
April 14,2011
1:30-4 p.m.

Steering Committee

Receive update on Call for
Projects outcomes

Comment on refined
Transportation Issue Papers
Comment on committed projects

Discuss Call for Projects results: Draft
project list to be approved by SC to
send to MTC

Transportation Issue Papers & Best
Practices Presentation

April 28,2011 and funding policy and Initial Update on regional process:
12-2p.m. Vision Scenario discussion of policy on committed
projects, refinement of Initial Vision
Scenario
TAWG/CAWG/SC update
CAWG Review outcomes of initial Summary of workshop results in
May 5, 2011 workshops and other outreach relation to poll results
2:30-5p.m. Review outcomes of call for Outcomes of project call and project
projects, initial screening and screening- Present screened list of
TAWG next steps projects and programs. Steering
May 12,2011 Discuss TEP Strategic Parameters Committee recommends final project
1:30-4 p.m. & alternative funding scenarios and program list to full Alameda CTC

Steering Committee
May 26, 2011
12-2 p.m.

Recommend land use scenario
for CWTP and provide additional
comments on Initial Vision
Scenario

Receive information on Financial
projections and opportunities
Title VI update and it’s relation to
final plans to CAWG & TAWG
meetings

commission to approve and submit to
MTC after public hearing on same day.
Discussion of Financials for CWTP and
TEP and TEP Strategic Parameters -
duration, potential funding amounts,
selection process

Update on regional processes: Focus
on Financial Projections, Initial Vision
Scenario: Steering Committee
recommendation to ABAG on land use
(for both a refined IVS and other
potential aggressive options)

Title VI update

TAWG/CAWG/SC update

No June Meeting

CAWG
July 7,2011
12:00 -5 p.m.

TAWG
July 14, 2011
1:30-4 p.m.

CAWG/TAWG Joint
July 21, 2011
1-3:30p.m.

Steering Committee
July 28,2011
12-2 p.m.

Project Evaluation 101 (CAWG
only; 12 -1 p.m.)

Provide comments on outcomes
of project evaluation

Comment on outline of
Countywide Transportation Plan.
Continue discussion of TEP
parameters and financials
Provide feedback on proposed
outreach approach for fall 2011

Results of Project and Program
Packaging and Evaluation

Review CWTP Outline

Discussion of TEP strategic parameters
and financials

Discussion of fall 2011 outreach
approach

Update on regional processes
TAWG/CAWG/SC update
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Meeting Date/Function

Outcomes

Agenda Items

6 | CAWG Comment on first draft of Presentation/Discussion of
September 15, 2011 Countywide Transportation Plan Countywide Plan Draft
1-5p.m. Comment on potential packages

of projects and programs for TEP Presentation/Discussion of TEP

Prepare for second round of candidate projects

public meetings and second poll Refine the process for further
TAWG evaluation of TEP projects
September 8, 2011 Discussion of upcoming outreach and
1:30-4:30 p.m. polling questions

Update on regional processes

Steering Committee TAWG/CAWG/SC update
September 22,2011
12-2 p.m.

7 | CAWG Update on first draft of Discussion of Transportation
October 6, 2011 Countywide Transportation Plan, Expenditure Plan outline and
2:30-5 p.m. including project and program preliminary programs and allocations

financially constrained list Update on public outreach and poll
Joint Steering Comment on preliminary Update on regional processes
Committee/CAWG Transportation Expenditure Plan TAWG/CAWG/SC Update
October 7, 2011 candidate programs and TEP SC only — presentation on poll results
Noon to 1:30 p.m. outline
Receive update on second round
TAWG of public meetings and second
October 13, 2011 poll
1:30to 4 p.m.
Steering Committee
October 27, 2011
Noon to 3 p.m.

8 | CAWG/TAWG Joint Comment on second draft of Presentation/Discussion of
November 10, 2011 Countywide Transportation Plan Countywide Plan second draft
1:30-4 p.m. Review and provide input on first Presentation/Discussion of TEP

draft elements of Transportation Projects and Programs (first draft of
Steering Committee Expenditure Plan Projects and the TEP)
November 17, 2011 Programs, Guidelines Presentation on second poll results
12-3 p.m. Review results of second poll and and outreach update
outreach update Update on regional processes
TAWG/CAWG/SC update

9 | Steering Committee Review and comment on TEP Review and comment on TEP
December 1, 2011 Recommend CWTP and TEP to Recommend CWTP and TEP to full
12-2p.m. full Commission Commission

10 | CAWG/TAWG Joint Review 2™ draft CWTP and Review 2™ draft CWTP and Evaluation

December 8, 2011
1:30-5 p.m.

Evaluation Results
Review Final draft TEP
Outreach final report

Results
Review Final draft TEP
Outreach final report
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Meeting Date/Function

Outcomes

Agenda Items

11 | CAWG/TAWG Joint Review Final Draft TEP Presentation/Discussion of updates on
January 12,2012 Discussion (as needed) on CWTP CWTP and TEP
1:30-5p.m. and TEP Adopt TEP (Steering Committee)
Receive update on revised Presentation on second-round CWTP
Steering Committee second-round evaluation results evaluation results
January 26, 2012 for CWTP Update on regional processes
12-2p.m. TAWG/CAWG/SC update
12 | CAWG/TAWG Joint Review polling questions (3™ poll) Approval of polling questions (Steering
March 8, 2012 Receive update on TEP progress Committee)
1:30-5p.m. through the City Councils Discussion on TEP progress through
Review Final Draft CWTP the cities
Steering Committee Review Final Draft CWTP
March 22, 2012 Update on regional processes
12-2 p.m. TAWG/CAWG/SC update
13 | CAWG/TAWG Joint Review Final TEP Adopt Final TEP (Steering Committee)
May 10, 2012 Review Final CWTP Adopt Final CWTP (Steering
1:30-5p.m. Committee)

Steering Committee
May 24, 2012
12-2 p.m.

Update on regional processes
TAWG/CAWG/SC update

Definitions

CWTP: Countywide Transportation Plan, TEP: Transportation Expenditure Plan
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Alameda CTC Community Advisory Working Group (CAWG)
and Technical Advisory Working Group (TAWG) Meeting Minutes
Thursday, January 12,2012, 1:30 p.m., 1333 Broadway, Suite 300, Oakland

Attendance Key (A = Absent, P = Present)
Members:

Please see the attached attendee list.

Staff:
__P_Arthur L. Dao, Alameda CTC Executive Director __P_lLaurel Poeton, Assistant Transportation Planner
__P_Tess Lengyel, Deputy Director of Policy, Public __P_Diane Stark, Senior Transportation Planner

Affairs and Legislation __P_Saravana Suthanthira, Senior Transportation Planner
__P_Beth Walukas, Deputy Director of Planning __P_Angie Ayers, Acumen Building Enterprise, Inc.

P _Bonnie Nelson, Nelson\Nygaard

Guest(s): Please see the attached attendee list.

1. Welcome and Introductions
Tess Lengyel and Beth Walukas called the meeting to order at 1:30 p.m. The meeting began
with introductions.

2. Public Comments
There were no public comments.

3. Review of December 8, 2011 Minutes
CAWG members requested that the comments at the top of page 6 in the December 8,
2011 minutes reflect the number of members who signed the written statement.

CAWG and TAWG members reviewed the December 8, 2011 meeting minutes and by
consensus approved them with the above correction.

4. Update on CWTP-TEP Activities Since Last Meeting
Tess Lengyel gave an update on the Countywide Transportation Plan (CWTP) and
Transportation Expenditure Plan (TEP) activities since the last meeting. On December 16,
2011 the Alameda CTC hosted a Board Retreat, and the Commission reviewed the second
draft of the TEP. The Commission provided direction to staff to update the TEP, and the
third draft in the agenda packet reflects these updates. On January 3, the following
members from the Steering Committee Ad-hoc Subcommittee met with representatives
from the Community Vision Platform Advocacy Groups to discuss the third draft TEP: Mayor
Green, Supervisor Haggerty, Councilmember Henson, Councilmember Kaplan, Supervisor
Miley, and Councilmember Worthington. The representatives from the Community Vision
Platform Advocacy Groups submitted an alternative proposal to the latest version of the
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TEP. Staff was directed by the Ad-hoc Subcommittee to analyze the alternative proposal and
provide a response at the next meeting, which is scheduled for January 13. The Ad-hoc
Subcommittee is also scheduled to meet with the Sierra Club and the League of Women
Voters on January 17, 2012.

5. Presentation of CWTP Revised Second Round Evaluation Results
Beth Walukas gave a presentation on the CWTP revised second-round evaluation results.
She stated that Alameda CTC will use the performance evaluation results to update
“Chapter 6, projects and programs” of the draft CWTP. Beth reviewed the following next
steps for the CWTP.

Revise Chapter 6 of the CWTP and release the draft CWTP in December
2011/January 2012.

Send-draft CWTP priorities to the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) in
December 2011.

Refine the model results based on the final land use scenarios adopted by MTC and
the Association of Bay Area Governments (ABAG) in the spring of 2012.

Adopt the final CWTP in May/June 2012.

If necessary, revise the CWTP to include additional funding based on the TEP
outcome in the fall of 2012.

Questions/feedback from members:

Has MTC followed the same process as Alameda CTC to estimate greenhouse gas
reduction? Both MTC and Alameda CTC processes for estimating greenhouse gas
reduction are mostly consistent with slight variation.

What is the purpose of Table B9, sample eligible projects by programmatic category?
Staff stated that Table B9 supports the data in Table B8 (program funding levels by
scenario), which were not necessarily modeled.

Why are the right-of way preservation and track improvements projects on the list
multiple times? Staff stated that the right-of-way preservation project was originally
submitted by ACE; however, the project was expanded to be a countywide program.

6. Presentation and Discussion on the Final Draft TEP
Tess Lengyel gave a presentation on the third draft of the TEP. She detailed the changes
since the last draft of the TEP. Highlights of the changes include:

The transit and paratransit allocation changed to 46 percent with an additional

1 percent to Alameda-Contra Costa Transit District (AC Transit). At the Board
Retreat, the Commission requested that Transit Operations increase to 17.3 percent
as requested by the AC Transit Board and that paratransit receive 4.5 percent. The 1
percent for AC Transit was taken from the Sustainable Transportation Linkages
Program.

Local streets and roads (LSR) fund amounts did not change; however, the Complete
Streets requirements changed to specify 15 percent of the local LSR funds support
bicycle and pedestrian elements.

The administrative cap was reduced from 5 percent to 4 percent.
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The Oak Street Interchange and the Oakland Broadway Corridor Transit project was
added as eligible project expenditures.
All funding formulas will be reassessed within a two-to-five-year time frame.

The next steps for the TEP are:

On January 26, staff will present the final TEP to the Steering Committee and
anticipates the Steering Committee will recommend approval to the full Commission
and the Alameda CTC Commission will adopt the plan.

In winter/spring 2012, Alameda CTC anticipates TEP adoption by city councils, transit
operators, and the Board of Supervisors (BOS).

In May 2012, Alameda CTC will adopt the final plan and request that the BOS place it
on the ballot in June 2012.

Tess informed the group that staff will document the discussions and present the
recommendations from the Ad-hoc Subcommittee meetings to the Steering Committee on
January 26 for action. If the Steering Committee adopts any of the recommendations, the
Committee will verbally inform the Commission.

Questions/feedback from the members:

Members requested clarification on the 15 percent of LSR funds that will support
bicycle and pedestrian elements. Staff stated that the funds are intended for bicycle
and pedestrian projects in conjunction with work on a given roadway as part of the
LSR program. Currently, 7 percent of the funds go to bicycle and pedestrian
investments in the Bicycle and Pedestrian Program. At the direction of the
Commission, an additional 1 percent for a total of 8 percent will go directly toward
bicycle and pedestrian investments in this program. A member stated that the
Complete Streets language in the Implementing Guidelines is different. The language
should be rephrased because using LSR funds for the bicycle and pedestrian
elements is not a Complete Streets requirement but a user requirement.

Do we know what the total need is for LSR? After all other available funding sources
what is the shortfall? Staff referred attendees to page 39 of the packet for the
answer in Figure A.2, “Capital Funding Needs to Maintain and Improve Current
Pavement Conditions.” Will the measure fill the entire gap of the shortfall? Staff
stated that Alameda County has more needs than money. We will advocate for
additional funds for LSR and other transportation improvements and programs in
the CWTP.

Members discussed the Ad-hoc Subcommittee process of handling
recommendations to the Steering Committee. Staff stated that the documents
presented at the Ad-hoc Subcommittee meetings will be presented to the Steering
Committee and Commission.

Why hasn’t Alameda CTC discussed the probability that MTC will have a regional gas
tax on the November 2012 ballot? Staff stated that MTC is initiating a nine-county
poll to gauge voter support on a regional gas tax with a provision that each county
can opt out. MTC has the legislative authority to put the regional gas tax on the
ballot for up to 10 cents per gallon. Alameda CTC is awaiting the MTC poll results; if
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the poll is positive, Alameda CTC will initiate another poll and have additional
discussions with the CAWG and TAWG.

¢ Implementing Guidelines questions/feedback:

o Guideline 14 Environmental and Equity Reviews: What are the objectives
mentioned? Staff stated that this item is addressing environmental review,
and the Environmental Impact Report would include the purpose of the
statement and need document and include the objective.

o Guideline 14 Environmental and Equity: Regarding the requirement to meet
Title IV, clarify the point for projects not receiving federal funds. Staff said
they are still required to conform to the Title IV requirements.

o Guideline 15 Complete Streets: The language is confusing. Staff stated that
the language comes from Caltrans Complete Streets policy.

o Guideline 16 Local Contracting and Jobs: Will the Alameda CTC local
contracting policy carryover to the new sales tax measure? Staff stated that
the Alameda CTC does not have a contracting policy. ACTIA and ACCMA each
had a contracting plan. Work will begin soon to develop a contracting plan
for the Alameda CTC. Discussion took place on the language for this guideline
and staff agreed to change “... hiring of local contractors and residents,” to
“... hiring of local contractors and businesses, where applicable.”

o Guideline 20 Fund Allocations: If a project happens to proceed, and less
funding is needed to complete the project, what happens to the surplus
funding? Staff said the funding allocation will occur under the Capital
Improvements Program process. If a project does not need the full funding
amount as detailed in the Expenditure Plan, that amount will go toward
other projects in the same transportation mode.

e Will CAWG/TAWG members receive written responses from the comments on the
TEP? Staff stated that the members will receive the comments on a
comment/response tracking form. Staff will distribute the responses with the
Steering Committee agenda packet on January 19, 2012.

e The representative from Livermore Amador Valley Transit Authority (LAVTA)
requested to increase their fund allocation for paratransit and stated that LAVTA is
slated to receive 3 percent of the total paratransit funds even though it is home to
11% of the county’s elderly population.

7. SCS/RTP: Update on Countywide and Regional Processes
Beth Walukas updated the group on the regional process and the data available at the
regional level. Highlights include:
e MTC released the scenario analysis of the five alternative Plan Bay Area land use
scenarios paired with two transportation networks.
e MTC released the results of the project performance and targets assessment.

MTC and ABAG will use the information released to begin the discussions about tradeoffs
and investment strategies in February. Outreach meetings in the nine Bay Area Counties are
in progress. The Joint MTC Planning and ABAG Administrative Committee will hear
information on OneBayArea Grants on Friday, January 13, 2012.
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8.

10.

Questions/feedback from the members:

e At the MTC Planning Committee meeting, will they discuss the Complete Streets
Policy? Staff stated that MTC will discuss whether or not the cities will have the
transportation elements in place for Complete Streets by July 2013. Alameda CTC
will provide a Complete Streets workshop through the Alameda County Technical
Advisory Committee meetings in the near future.

e What is the timing on training for Complete Streets? Staff stated that training will
occur in late spring timeframe.

e Members stated it’s possible that the Complete Streets policy can be in place by July
2013, and the cities will have complied with the state law; however, it will be
difficult to have the transportation elements in place by July 2013.

Update: Steering Committee, CAWG, TAWG, and Other Items/Next Steps

Tess stated that the committee meetings schedule in the agenda packet is updated to
include new meeting dates. The next CAWG/TAWG joint meeting is scheduled for Thursday,
March 8.

Member Reports/Other Business

Members inquired about what will happen if the majority of cities do not approve the
Transportation Expenditure Plan. Tess stated if the majority of the cities and population do
not approve the plan, the BOS will not place it on the ballot.

Members requested information on the Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) meeting
scheduled in February 2012. Staff mentioned that Supervisor Haggerty and Supervisor
Lockyer hosted SCS workshops for elected officials and interested parties to give them the
opportunity to provide input into the Initial Vision Scenario and transportation
development in Alameda County. The meeting in February is a follow up meeting to allow
those areas an opportunity to respond to the scenario evaluation results.

Adjournment

The meeting adjourned at 3:25 p.m. The next joint CAWG/TAWG meeting is on Thursday,
March 8, 2012.

Page 55



This page intentionally left blank

Page 56



XSIX'TT60CT 491504 SIoqWBIN DMVYI\I2150Y JaquIs|A T\UOIIENSIUIWPY PUe SpPIo3ay DMYI\DMYINZTOT d1MO\Y

_ 929N esaldL SN |esyuad J91u3) UyesH| TT
y 22Jn0say Ajlwed 193418 siaeq N
\.ﬁbé&: Mo uuyor S MD DMD D10 epawely 99nIWwWo) Alosinpy ﬂ
L Anunwiwo? 1) epawe)y wao
eqiysniey pineqg N y1oN uoileanp3 Jo pJeog co_pmu:vm_.om ‘_
‘1211810 |00YdS payiun puepeQ

lMu\\\\l..\..\S.nm fepulr dooy .5_ MO JVD D10 epawely 9911wwo) Aosiapy| 8

Allunwwo) H1) epawe|y
3uoH rew 'S Aespun SN MO lelqgeH ueqin 'ApY paseq-yleq/a0nsnf| £

|e120S/:Au3/sIysiY IAD
pue||oH ‘g anbiun SN MD uoneanp3 uoneanpi| 9

10 22140 Aluno) epawely
\SQV\M,\\SQ uljweH |1e3 AN M) S1910/\ UBWOAN JO andea uoneziuediQ dOMD| S
- / (ﬂ |

uopi09 ueyy-exeyd "SI\ MD dnoun "APY paseq-yue4/a0nsnr|

Sunjaop @o1nsn[ uoneliodsued| [e120S/°Aug /SISy [1IA1D
TEETS) g Jnyuy "IN MD UOIIBID0SSY uoneziuediQ JMI| €

s JoAedxe]| Ajuno) epawely
;\Ql splald Apuy N D SGOf JOj dUEl||Y BIUIOHED ssauisng| ¢
] — yueaq ‘I essiiey)d *SINI YLON (puepjeQ) ssniwwo) ssauisng| T
\u jJuswdo|aAaq d1wou0d]
.m‘_: M:m_ awep 1se dwep 3541 E1h ] i uoneziuesi | Aio3o3e |
1 .m_ N iseq N 3sald _uL._ Suiuueld nezi o_ 1eD

NHoN ‘T >._m::2 ~>m_um.5;._.
dnoup Supiopn Alosinpy Allunwwo)
uoissiwwo) uonepodsues] Ajuno) epawe|y




XS|X'TT60ZT 19150y SIBQWIBINT DMYI\I2IS0Y JaqUIBIAT T\UOIIENSIUIWPY PUB SPI03aY DMVYI\DMVYINZTOZ d LMD\

§ )39\ M eleqe] LopIN S MD Jvdd J1) epawely 991wwo) Alosiapy | ze
: ) Ajlunwwo) H1) epawe|y
7 |
aJdiwpels elnjAs| SN MD 00dVvd 21D epswely 9311 wwio) Alosinpy
_ Anunwiwo) D10 epawely| q
| ! -
meys aueiq SN yinos UOI1eID0SSY | "APY paseq-yiied/aamsnf| 6
[ SIDUMODWOH 3Jienbg mmogm_ucoa_ [e120S/:Au3/SIYS1Y 11D -
A | | _. (VD quows.) aJediap)3|
H uemjes ey aa yinos 92J2WWo) JO Jaquiey) EoEE“___ ssaulsng | 6T
) J J0 AND ay3 10} 10123417 JO paeoy
/
l\j s198poy o Auoyjuy “JN MO [1oUno) Joge Ajuno) epawely uoneziuesdi0 DMD| 8T
LY _
sowey |oofr N MD (4ouueld Aylunwwo)) wio4sues] "APY paseq-yue4/aonsnf| LT
|e120S /AU /SIY31Y |IAID
selld eysiied SN MO gn|D edls uoneziuedi0 dMD| 9T
uosxed ‘M sawer “JN MO Qouel||v uoleziuediQ OMD| ST
et Juswdojanaq o1wouod] Aeg ise3
aN "A U929j13 "SIN MD (Ovosn) Awuno) epawely "APY paseq-yiied/s01snr| ¢1
pue puepjeQ Jo sioluas papun |BI20S/"AUT/SIYSIY |IAID
J..c,r&\ SIJIOA As)1ag SIN MD uolyjeo) 3dAaig Aeg 1se3 uoneziuedi IMD | €T
—. P e T ol
40 Y. FETTITY ‘I 3||21uqeD ‘SN yLION (3uowpaid) yainyd aroyied "ApY paseq-yile4/acmsnr| 1
13SHYD sndio) pue ‘sisausn |BI20S/"AUT/SIYS1Y |IAID
aineudis| awe jse dWeN 1S4} CTHTH g | uolneziuesi AioSa1ey |
} .m_ N ise] N 3sdid4 RL . Suluuelq | nezl o) u_

e ke

2102 ‘T >.._m:c_2 M>m“.m._=s._.

dnoun Sunjaopn Asosinpy Allunwiwio)
uoissiwwo) uojeyiodsues] Ajuno) epawe|y




XS|X"TT60ZT 49350y SIaqualy DMYD\I21S0Y JSqWISIA- T\UCHEISIUIWPY PUe SPI023Y DMYINDMVYOINZTOT dLMO\ Y

(o))
LN
(]
(oT]
(S
Q.
MD Aduedep YieaH | 9¢
MO Adueoep uonesnpi| sz
mN*ﬂ\ se)nz 9|eH AN YroN 00dVvd D1D epawely| sanljigesig yum ajdoad/sioiuas| ¢
Mmoji!m "1 wed ‘S MD juawyedaq YilesH| €¢
yijeaH d1|gnd Aluno) epawely
ainjeud) awep iseq] SWIEN 3s114 I Sy uoljeziues. Ao8aje
leusis N2 .__ N2 .“__ _u.._._ Suiuueld nez| o.i 9)

e e e ————— e —— e —— — ———— e ——

102 ‘et >._m.::lmm| ‘Aepsinyy
dnoug Supjaopn Asosinpy Ajlunwiwio)
uolissiwwo) uoneliodsuel) Ajuno) epawely




XS TT6ZTT 423S0H JaqWBIN  DMYL\IISOY JSGUISIN DMVYL T\UCIRASIUILIPY pUE SPJ0J9Y DMYI\DMVL\ZTOZ dLMO\'YH

T102/6/1

uolssiwwo?) uoilexodsues| AJuno) epawe|y

piemAey jo AuD
Aoyiny
1sueJ] As||eA JOPRWY SI0ULIDAL

UoISIAIQ SuiaauISu - J4emaN o AlD

uojueseald Jo AuD

Aajaxuag jo Ay

oJpueai ues jo Ay

~uigng jo Ao

Aueqyy j0 AuD

uowpaid 40 A

1914351 [00YDS PAIUN UsAeH MaN

Aueq|y 0 AyD

Aup uowin jo Aap|

S IYSCITERLYS TRl

puepeq jo Aud|

Aojanuag jo Aud|

i 3UWleN ssauisng

adMd “128euey uoneliodsuel|

Joaug Suuueld

Wawdojaaaq Alunwwo) jo 1033311q
juawdojanag
pue Sujuueld Jo J033341Q 3uiPY

19auiSu3 [edpuiid

1012241Q SHOM 2ljgnd

Suipjing pue Sujuue|d 40 4033110 |

(ouged]) J9auiBul INID JoluSS
J1aSeuey Suipjing pue Sujuueld

Jo123.41@ Suuueld

198euepy weaSoid MeIS UsAl|

10303410 Suuueld

Jauue|d uoljeriodsues)

juswiiedaq Suluuelq “4suueld |edidulid

(DMVL) dnouao Supaop AJOSIAPY |e2IUYI3 L

J3auiBu3 1A Jojuas|

ejausely|

uuAj4

nealed|

Cm_OD. ..

uIso)

- 9400)

Suayy|

wuelig

sioaginog|

de|g
pieuag

1peissuy

' Zaney)-oulipuy

osoJowy

puog|

1

‘uog

ol
uaJos
ueng
“Apusm

"o yuoy

anuIN |
aipeyd|

aswier|

Hor

75l

[oSLeA |

epaly|

gl

[eJJU3)
1583
yanos

15e3

YHON|

|eJiua)
yanos
YHoN
1se3

YLION

yuoN|
ynos|

YuoN|

2102 ‘2T Atenuer ‘Aepsany] :a1eq 3unaspy

Page 60




XSIX'TT6CTT 421504 JOQWIAT DMVYL\ISISOY JaqUBly DMVYL T\UONLIISIUIWPY pue spJoddd DMVI\DMVI\ZTOZ dLMD\:Y

7102/6/T

AwD uoiun jo Ao

Auno) epawey

0Jpuea ues 4o AD|

AuD uown o A

juswedsq
YoM ljqnd - epawery yo Al

Aaualy syJom d1gqnd Aluno) epawely
3|ndiawg yo Ao
Suiuuejd Ayuno) epawey

eman Jo Aid

- Awoyiny
~uopesodsues] Adouadiaw] Jalem
uojuesea|d 40 A1)

1511510 [00Y2S PaKIuN Juow.4

2J0WIBAIT JO AuD |

uoISSIWWO) uollerodsued ] AJuno) epawe|y

10122410

juawdoo|ars@ Ajunwwo) pue djwouod3
1032211 Suluueld

1a8euepy SuisnoH pue Suluue|d|
1a8eue i ysued)

19awsu3 1A Suisiaiadng|

lauue|q uoijeliodsuel] J01US

Jauue|d 21L100SSY

Jauue|q uoneliodsuel] JOIUS

101290410 uawdojAag Alunwwo)

1sAjeuy/isuueld
~ |eluswuoJiAug/uoneyiodsuel |
Jauue|d Jo1uas

S92IAISS UonelIodsues] Jo JaSeue|p|

“Jauued |edouid

o
|

~ |ned| |enud)| €T

Aojle| " ueofr
zadoq vaqy
oerl|
997 uos|IMm
uey pleqo|
Jouaay||
R eUaIY| | eueiqg
YrenioH| Apupy|
~|lepuup|  2duaua)
Ausysnoon|  ayin
- up uigoy|
uouuen| Twir
15044  uesng

swieN 1se7| awep 1sJi4

.._.m._uch.
wol| [esudd| 9z

duluueld |

Page 61

yinos| gz

1se3| /[¢

yinos| sz

yuonN| v

YLON| z2
"YuoN| Tz
ynos| 0z
“MD| 6T
1se3| 8T
yinos| /T
1se3| 97

ealy

2102 ‘2T AMenuer ‘Aepsany] :91eq 3unssy



XSIX'TT6ZTT 491S0Y JOqWIDIA DAVYL\49150Y JSqUIBIN DVYL T\UOI1RJISIUIWPY pue sp1oday OMY.L\DMVYIN\ZTOZ dLMDO\Y

ZT0t/6/1

Adualy sy1om a1jqnd|
|
|

|

usuelt oy

uowld jo A

EYSENTER Y ST

lley 30V

2J0WJBAIT JO A1)
pJemAen jo AuD
uiang o A1
owal4 Jo A

paemAeH jo AlD

suejd 94n1onJiseju] Jo Ja8euen UoIsIAIQ

1032341 W dO|2A3Q AHUNWIWOD) Uty

Asjaxuag Jo AuD

3dvD

awiep ssauisng

SuiwwesSoud pue| Leis| syl YMON| Zv
Suluueld| J9ouadsg eull|  YMON| T¥
pue Juswdo|aAaq 32IAIS 4O 40323 | |
qomyds Hor yinos| ov
aMd ‘1sAjleuy |eluswuoaIAUg | ud|Y-aZyNYas| 18134  YMON| 6€
~ suonesadp pue SulwwesSold| Tpwyds|  ueug M| 8¢
_‘Bujuueld o Jo3aR.1Q| . ;
J010241q Suluue|q 14900y sieN 1se3| /¢
10192.1Q $921AJ9S Juawdojansq! ¥zl piaegl  |enus)| 9g
1012941 1uawdojaAag Auunwwo)| T weyl  worl se3l g
10192.1Q SYIOM 21 |gnd ~uosaald|  sawer|  ynos| pg
~ Suluue|d ‘4suueld Jojuss| uosiesd| 3| jenuad| €€
SJOYIIN MeN|  YyuoN| zg
aMd “Jsuueld [edipulid
~ 1si8ojoiwspidy| ieginiy eusaN 1€
Sujuueld ‘4a8euey uawiiedaq| 10U\ [eA MD! og
[ende) JaSeue Juswnedaq| ewenepy, | 8%auo| M| 6z

(DMVL) dnoug 3upjiopn AJOSIAPY |eaIUyIa |

uoISSIWWOoY) uolleriodsuel | Ajuno) epawely

awep 1se

auleN 1s414

Suluueld

Page 62

2102 ‘2T Menuer ‘Aepsany] :21eq Sunssn



XSIX'TT6ZTT 49150y J20WaN  OMYL\ISISOY JqWBIA DMVYL T\UOLIRAISIUIWPY pue Sp10daY DMVYL\DMVYI\ZTOZ dLMO\Y

Page 63

7102/6/1 L Se— —

I NN QI\\ - suelje) ~ Jauue|d uonjenodsuel] 33e100sSy|  JeaAssoy qog MO v

- - o . Hsues] Jy| 198eue |\ syuesn/Suiuueld |eyded J3|IN 21e)|  YuoN| }v

- 1 . "~ (quvH) pusial Juspuajuadng yied| aJoda Aueq|  jesua)| v

- ] . B 3}Jed pue UoNea.ddY ealY piemAey B |
&\\% \Q\ & \\ Vsues | v nepueq|  ueylen M2 WY
A . | I 1 _ |

R L _ ulgna jo Auy $YI0M 21|gNd 40 10323.Iq ysuisiny| Ateo 15e3| Yy
S Ao uowun jo Ay 198eue Suluueld| leqdwe)|  epwe) ynos| Jv |

i o A1 uoiun jo Ao J23ui8u3 A jedpulld| wizy|  booted|  yInos| 1y
S (auvH) 1vsig|  Josiniadng yuawdojanaq pue suonesado [aqez pey| |eauad| 1§
jed pue uolealday ealy piemAey - . ) I . .

- suesjjed 1011810 I0)OA|  uaydals M2| 0S

) | | -Buluuedjeuoidsy oo Py ™ol | | |

B 3 . o , puep|eQ Jo A1) Jauue|d uoneliodsues] JoIU3S SWIBI||IM aonug YUON| 6t
B - ulgng 40 Aud ~ Jauue|q Joluas| Cepem|  ewwen|  3sed| 8y
———— ./ 1 h asjowsAITo ANd| J9auiBul Aud uersissy| uuIpn qog|  3se3| iy
- e 1 (adyg3) pusig yled jeuoiday Aeg ise3| 128eueiy weadoud JuawdopAag s|iedl|  puasumol,  wifl  yuoN| 9
~ E— [F— — ~ epaweyjo A © 1oSeuely seoialas Suluueld| 0 sewoyl|  malpuy|  YMON| St

3 o T suese)  pouIsIg - Jopaag PuIsig Aindeg|  dosuagner| 997 M| v

_— > uojuesea|d jo Auy| T 19awBugoyed) A ouesse] | | 1seal v

aweN wmwc_m:m__ awepN ﬁmj_ SwieN 15.i4

|

(DMVL) dnoug Supjiopn AIOSIAPY |ed1UYIa |
uoIsSIWwoY) uolleyodsued| Ajuno) epawely

2102 ‘2T AMenuer ‘Aepsany] :91eq SunesNl



¢ jo | abeq

SaA

SOA

SoA

Page-Gq

SOA

SO\

SoA

S9A

SO\

SOA

SoA

SOA

SOA

SOA

SO\

SoA

rob vy Ly ayy vy

NSV

SWInRy  VONhLYE)

¢ 19)}9|SMaNS
BuiAaieoay
ul pajsalaju|

lew3

JaquinN suoyd ssalppy

uonely

aweN

zZ10zZ ‘¢l Aenuer ‘Aepsiny
ui-ubis jsano

Buneaayy juior 5/Mv.L pue MY
uoissiwwo) uonepiodsued] Ayunoy epawely




	03_Steering_Committee_Minutes_012612
	05_CAWG-TAWG_Comments_on_Polling_Questions_30812
	05a_Draft_Polling_Questions_032212
	07_Memo_Final_Draft_CWTP_0301512
	08_Memo_Regional_SCS-RTP_CWTP-TEP_Update
	7B_Memo_SCS_RTP_CWTP_TEP_Update_R1.pdf
	AttachmentA_Summary_CW_Regional_Planning_Activities
	Attachment B_CWTP-TEP-SCS_Development_Impl_Schedule_010412
	revised Attachment C SCS-RTP schedule October 2011
	Attachment D  Compelling Case Table

	08a_CWTP-TEP_Committee_Meetings_Schedule_122811
	08b_CAWG-TAWG_Meeting_Minutes_011212


<<
  /ASCII85EncodePages false
  /AllowTransparency false
  /AutoPositionEPSFiles true
  /AutoRotatePages /None
  /Binding /Left
  /CalGrayProfile (Dot Gain 20%)
  /CalRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CalCMYKProfile (U.S. Web Coated \050SWOP\051 v2)
  /sRGBProfile (sRGB IEC61966-2.1)
  /CannotEmbedFontPolicy /Error
  /CompatibilityLevel 1.4
  /CompressObjects /Tags
  /CompressPages true
  /ConvertImagesToIndexed true
  /PassThroughJPEGImages true
  /CreateJobTicket false
  /DefaultRenderingIntent /Default
  /DetectBlends true
  /DetectCurves 0.0000
  /ColorConversionStrategy /CMYK
  /DoThumbnails false
  /EmbedAllFonts true
  /EmbedOpenType false
  /ParseICCProfilesInComments true
  /EmbedJobOptions true
  /DSCReportingLevel 0
  /EmitDSCWarnings false
  /EndPage -1
  /ImageMemory 1048576
  /LockDistillerParams false
  /MaxSubsetPct 100
  /Optimize true
  /OPM 1
  /ParseDSCComments true
  /ParseDSCCommentsForDocInfo true
  /PreserveCopyPage true
  /PreserveDICMYKValues true
  /PreserveEPSInfo true
  /PreserveFlatness true
  /PreserveHalftoneInfo false
  /PreserveOPIComments true
  /PreserveOverprintSettings true
  /StartPage 1
  /SubsetFonts true
  /TransferFunctionInfo /Apply
  /UCRandBGInfo /Preserve
  /UsePrologue false
  /ColorSettingsFile ()
  /AlwaysEmbed [ true
  ]
  /NeverEmbed [ true
  ]
  /AntiAliasColorImages false
  /CropColorImages true
  /ColorImageMinResolution 300
  /ColorImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleColorImages true
  /ColorImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /ColorImageResolution 300
  /ColorImageDepth -1
  /ColorImageMinDownsampleDepth 1
  /ColorImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeColorImages true
  /ColorImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterColorImages true
  /ColorImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /ColorACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /ColorImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000ColorImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasGrayImages false
  /CropGrayImages true
  /GrayImageMinResolution 300
  /GrayImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleGrayImages true
  /GrayImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /GrayImageResolution 300
  /GrayImageDepth -1
  /GrayImageMinDownsampleDepth 2
  /GrayImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeGrayImages true
  /GrayImageFilter /DCTEncode
  /AutoFilterGrayImages true
  /GrayImageAutoFilterStrategy /JPEG
  /GrayACSImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /GrayImageDict <<
    /QFactor 0.15
    /HSamples [1 1 1 1] /VSamples [1 1 1 1]
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayACSImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /JPEG2000GrayImageDict <<
    /TileWidth 256
    /TileHeight 256
    /Quality 30
  >>
  /AntiAliasMonoImages false
  /CropMonoImages true
  /MonoImageMinResolution 1200
  /MonoImageMinResolutionPolicy /OK
  /DownsampleMonoImages true
  /MonoImageDownsampleType /Bicubic
  /MonoImageResolution 1200
  /MonoImageDepth -1
  /MonoImageDownsampleThreshold 1.50000
  /EncodeMonoImages true
  /MonoImageFilter /CCITTFaxEncode
  /MonoImageDict <<
    /K -1
  >>
  /AllowPSXObjects false
  /CheckCompliance [
    /None
  ]
  /PDFX1aCheck false
  /PDFX3Check false
  /PDFXCompliantPDFOnly false
  /PDFXNoTrimBoxError true
  /PDFXTrimBoxToMediaBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXSetBleedBoxToMediaBox true
  /PDFXBleedBoxToTrimBoxOffset [
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
    0.00000
  ]
  /PDFXOutputIntentProfile ()
  /PDFXOutputConditionIdentifier ()
  /PDFXOutputCondition ()
  /PDFXRegistryName ()
  /PDFXTrapped /False

  /CreateJDFFile false
  /Description <<

    /BGR <>
    /CHS <FEFF4f7f75288fd94e9b8bbe5b9a521b5efa7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065876863900275284e8e9ad88d2891cf76845370524d53705237300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c676562535f00521b5efa768400200050004400460020658768633002>
    /CHT <FEFF4f7f752890194e9b8a2d7f6e5efa7acb7684002000410064006f006200650020005000440046002065874ef69069752865bc9ad854c18cea76845370524d5370523786557406300260a853ef4ee54f7f75280020004100630072006f0062006100740020548c002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee553ca66f49ad87248672c4f86958b555f5df25efa7acb76840020005000440046002065874ef63002>
    /CZE <>
    /DAN <>
    /DEU <>
    /ESP <>
    /ETI <>
    /FRA <>
    /GRE <>

    /HRV (Za stvaranje Adobe PDF dokumenata najpogodnijih za visokokvalitetni ispis prije tiskanja koristite ove postavke.  Stvoreni PDF dokumenti mogu se otvoriti Acrobat i Adobe Reader 5.0 i kasnijim verzijama.)
    /HUN <>
    /ITA <>
    /JPN <FEFF9ad854c18cea306a30d730ea30d730ec30b951fa529b7528002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020658766f8306e4f5c6210306b4f7f75283057307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a30674f5c62103055308c305f0020005000440046002030d530a130a430eb306f3001004100630072006f0062006100740020304a30883073002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e003000204ee5964d3067958b304f30533068304c3067304d307e305930023053306e8a2d5b9a306b306f30d530a930f330c8306e57cb30818fbc307f304c5fc59808306730593002>
    /KOR <FEFFc7740020c124c815c7440020c0acc6a9d558c5ec0020ace0d488c9c80020c2dcd5d80020c778c1c4c5d00020ac00c7a50020c801d569d55c002000410064006f0062006500200050004400460020bb38c11cb97c0020c791c131d569b2c8b2e4002e0020c774b807ac8c0020c791c131b41c00200050004400460020bb38c11cb2940020004100630072006f0062006100740020bc0f002000410064006f00620065002000520065006100640065007200200035002e00300020c774c0c1c5d0c11c0020c5f40020c2180020c788c2b5b2c8b2e4002e>
    /LTH <>
    /LVI <>
    /NLD (Gebruik deze instellingen om Adobe PDF-documenten te maken die zijn geoptimaliseerd voor prepress-afdrukken van hoge kwaliteit. De gemaakte PDF-documenten kunnen worden geopend met Acrobat en Adobe Reader 5.0 en hoger.)
    /NOR <>
    /POL <>
    /PTB <>
    /RUM <>
    /RUS <>
    /SKY <>
    /SLV <>
    /SUO <>
    /SVE <>
    /TUR <>
    /UKR <>
    /ENU (Use these settings to create Adobe PDF documents best suited for high-quality prepress printing.  Created PDF documents can be opened with Acrobat and Adobe Reader 5.0 and later.)
  >>
  /Namespace [
    (Adobe)
    (Common)
    (1.0)
  ]
  /OtherNamespaces [
    <<
      /AsReaderSpreads false
      /CropImagesToFrames true
      /ErrorControl /WarnAndContinue
      /FlattenerIgnoreSpreadOverrides false
      /IncludeGuidesGrids false
      /IncludeNonPrinting false
      /IncludeSlug false
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (InDesign)
        (4.0)
      ]
      /OmitPlacedBitmaps false
      /OmitPlacedEPS false
      /OmitPlacedPDF false
      /SimulateOverprint /Legacy
    >>
    <<
      /AddBleedMarks false
      /AddColorBars false
      /AddCropMarks false
      /AddPageInfo false
      /AddRegMarks false
      /ConvertColors /ConvertToCMYK
      /DestinationProfileName ()
      /DestinationProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /Downsample16BitImages true
      /FlattenerPreset <<
        /PresetSelector /MediumResolution
      >>
      /FormElements false
      /GenerateStructure false
      /IncludeBookmarks false
      /IncludeHyperlinks false
      /IncludeInteractive false
      /IncludeLayers false
      /IncludeProfiles false
      /MultimediaHandling /UseObjectSettings
      /Namespace [
        (Adobe)
        (CreativeSuite)
        (2.0)
      ]
      /PDFXOutputIntentProfileSelector /DocumentCMYK
      /PreserveEditing true
      /UntaggedCMYKHandling /LeaveUntagged
      /UntaggedRGBHandling /UseDocumentProfile
      /UseDocumentBleed false
    >>
  ]
>> setdistillerparams
<<
  /HWResolution [2400 2400]
  /PageSize [612.000 792.000]
>> setpagedevice




