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San Francisco Bay Chapter
Serving Alameda, Contra Costa, Marin and San Francisco counties

20 September 20135

Chair Scott Haggerty and Members

Alameda County Transportation Commission
Suite 800

1111 Broadway

Oakland CA 94607

Via S. Suthanthira ssuthanthira@alamedactc.org

Re: 2016 Alameda Countywide Transportation Plan (cTp)
Dear Chair Haggerty and Members:

The Sierra Club is following the progress of the 2016 cTP and asks when the Alameda
County Transportation Commission (AcTc) will be issuing a draft Environmental Impact
Report as it proceeds with development of the 2016 cTP.

For your reference, here are four greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions targets from Plan Bay
Area and Governor Brown’s Executive Orders which seek to achieve in chronological
order:

1) By 2020, a reduction in vehicle miles traveled per capita of 7%;

2) By 2030, a reduction of GHG emissions to 40% below 1990 levels;

3) By 2035, a reduction in vehicle miles traveled per capita of 15% %; &
4) By 2050, a reduction in GHG emissions to 80% below 1990 levels.

The current cTpP (adopted in 2012) states that by 203 5 vehicle miles traveled (vmT) will
increase by 46% and that the county’s population will increase by 28%. This means that
VMT per capita will increase by 14 %, not decrease by 15%. The 2013 Plan Bay Area has
two VMT per capita targets relative to 2005—a 7% reduction by 2020 and a 15%
reduction by 203 5. Will the 2016 cTP lead to achieving these two targets?

Governor Brown issued Executive Order B-30-15 earlier this year. A part of the Executive
Order states, “IT IS HEREBY ORDERED THAT 1. A new interim statewide greenhouse
gas emission reduction target to reduce greenhouse gas emissions to 40 percent below
1990 levels by 2030 is established in order to ensure California meets its target of
reducing greenhouse gas emissions to 8o percent below 1990 levels by 2050.” Will the
2016 CTP lead to achieving the 2030 target?
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Regarding the 2050 greenhouse gas emissions target, Governor Brown issued Executive
Order B-16-2012 three months before the 2012 cTP was adopted. A part of this Executive
Order states, “IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that California target for 2050 a reduction of
greenhouse gas emissions from the transportation sector equaling 8o percent less than
1990 levels.” Will the 2016 cTP lead to achieving the 2050 target?

A July 16, 2015 memo to the AcTc Board about the 2016 cTP states the the 2016 cTP will
“include components to address climate change responding to the Sustainable
Communities and Climate Protection Act (SB 375), land use and transportation
integration with the Priority Development Areas (PDA) and Priority Conservation Areas
(pcas), and Complete Streets policies.” What opportunities will there be for public input
about addressing climate change and the Sustainable Communities Strategy with the 2016
CTP?

Caltrans’ draft California Transportation Plan 2040, on related matters, contains
information about the policies and strategies that may be required to meet the 2050
greenhouse gas target. Receiving mention—by no means an exhaustive list—are:

Doubling transit service and speeds;

Making transit fares free;

Prioritizing transit and high—occupancy vehicles over single—occupancy vehicles;
Creating incentives for drivers of zero emission vehicles to add to their numbers;
Aggressively expanding active transportation; &

Avoiding the funding of projects that add road capacity & increase maintenance costs.

Will these sorts of policies and strategies that are set out in the draft California
Transportation Plan 2040 be considered as the 2016 cTP is developed?

The July AcTrc memo also notes, “State legislation mandates that the ctps form the basis
for the Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy and that the cTps
should consider the most recent RTP/scs.” This makes it clear that the 2016 cTP will need
to be more than an update to the 2012 cTP.

If you have any questions about this letter, please contact me at mwillia@mac.com. I look
forward to receiving your response. Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
Matt Williams
Chair, San Francisco Bay Chapter Transportation and Compact Growth Committee

cc:  Association of Bay Area Governments
Metropolitan Transportation Commission

Chair, Chapter Executive Committee
Northern Alameda County Group
Southern Alameda County Group
Tri—Valley Group












2014 TRANSPORTATION EXPENDITURE PLAN SUSTAINABLE INVESTMENTS

2014 Planwill reducevehicle milestraveled and greenhouse gas emissions

The projects and programs in the 2014 Plan are designed to strengthen the economy and improve quality of life in

Alameda County, reduce traffic congestion, improve air quality and create jobs. Targeted investments will maintain existing
infrastructure, improve safety, remove bottlenecks, enhance and expand BART, commuter rail, bus and ferry transit systems;
keep fares affordable for seniors, youth and people with disabilities; and make it safer and easier to bike and walk throughout
Alameda County. The 2014 Plan supports an environmentally sustainable future.

2014 Plan Reduces Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT)
(Population grows faster than VMT with 2014 Plan)

Change in Vehicle Miles Traveled

Without SCS or Countywide Current Analysis

Changetrorn 2005 -3% 44%

50 50 CWTP (2010) Plan (2010) (2014)
/ VMT Change .
A 0 )
5Q 40 46% 40 A Trips Within Alameda County % 2% %
g E: Trips To/From Alameda County 4% A% 31%
2 . Trips Through Alameda County 64% 56% 1%
Q 30 ) 30 E Average 46% 33% 26%
b _ _ _ N Lo -2 . - m - - ., sV
- 317 0 How does It go trom 46% WT growthto 26% VT growth?
2 5: Sustainable Community Strategy land use 8%
20 20 % ImplementCountywide Plan 3%
2 262 '5 Assume real Increasesin auto Costs (gas.tolls, parking) 3%
g 8' Update tratfic growth rates outside Bay Area '6%
g |0 10 Total -20%
0 0 Plan Analysis Assumptions
l I l Without SCS or Countywide Plan Current Analysi
0 Years 30 CWTP (2010) (2010) (2014)
VMT growth wrthout 2014 Planand SCS land use “pm | Chamflsoyour!) . > ,
Population growth Alameda County 30% 30% SW.
. Other Bay Area % 2% 2%
VMT growth With 2014 Plan and SCS land use San Joaquin County 62% 6% 4%
s . Eidernol Trottlc Growth (30years
Greenhouse Gas Emissions Decrease with 2014 Plan  Geyond say Nee/san it W -
30 : P e . , . County 124% 124% 2%
t 282 Auto Costs (2010 Dollar!)
25 = pp 7 Auto operating cost per mile $0.17 $0.17 $0.28
lonbridge cost $3.24 $324 $500-$600
2 Toll bridge cost - 3-person carpool Free Free $250-$300
g 20 _ v 7 Parking costs Fixed at base Fixedat base  Increasesbasec
o L. y yearlevels N yearlevelsIn O NWensity
3 downtowns downtowns
g 15 . Bicycle Network !
8. . Bike lane attractiveness factors Notincluded Notincluded Included
*1 . " Ctr-"streetbike paths NotIncluded’ Notincluded Included
3 10 W Bicycle travel on City streets Included Included Included
B's: |
% STRICT ACCOUNTABILITY AND
- 2005 2035...... mwvehm Te"5cm... PERFORMANCE MEASURES ENSURE DELIVERY
Conditi Fuel . . -—
.  ondtens e , The 30-year Planincludes strict accountability measures
| Per-Capita GHG Emissions | Fueta.Vehicle Technology Reduction
| Economy and Land Use Reduction | Projects 5.Progams Reduction to ensure all $8 billion for Cou nty transportation ¢
C hang ein Greenhouse Gas (G HG) Improvements are spent on approved projects.
e . The 2014 Planrequires:
Emissions per Capita q
Without SCS or QTP V Open andtransparent public processes to
(2010) Countywide Plan (2010) allocate funds.
/ Annual Independentaudits.
2005 Base 186 186
Change due tOGrowth 96 75 \/ An independentwatchdog committee made up of
changedue | OSCS Land Use Policy 00 31 people who livein Alameda County.
Chang'eduel°M e d :&gmms 00 0'3 \/ Annual compliance reports distributed to the public
Fuel &Vehicletechnology Reduction 401 8.0 that detail costs and how specific performance
Md "1 ‘a1 measures are met.



