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Planning Advisory Committee  
Thursday, August 16, 2018 – 9:00 a.m. 

SCTA Large Conference Room 
490 Mendocino Avenue, Suite 206 

Santa Rosa, California 95401 
 

Meeting Call-In: 707-565-7154 
Access Code: 993 657 453 

ITEM 

1. Introductions 

2. Administrative 
2.1. Approval of the agenda – changes, additional discussion items- (ACTION) 
2.2. Review Meeting Notes from April 19, 2018 * – (ACTION) 
2.3. SCTA Planning Activities update* 

3. Updates from group - DISCUSSION 

4. Sonoma County Travel Behavior Study – Update and Draft Schedule 

5. Planning Data Collection and Coordination 
5.1. UrbanFootprint Housing Capacity Analysis** 
5.2. Planning Data - MTC/ABAG BASIS project in coordination with SCTA* 

6. MTC/ABAG Horizon and Plan Bay Area presentation* 

7. Other Business /Next agenda 

8. Public Comment 

9. Adjourn -(ACTION) 
 

*Attachment  

** Materials will be handed out at meeting 

The next SCTA meeting will be September 10, 2018 
The next PAC meeting will be September 20, 2018 

DISABLED ACCOMMODATION: If you have a disability that requires the agenda materials to be in an alternate format or that requires an interpreter or other person 
to assist you while attending this meeting, please contact SCTA/RCPA at least 72 hours prior to the meeting to ensure arrangements for accommodation. 

SB 343 DOCUMENTS RELATED TO OPEN SESSION AGENDAS: Materials related to an item on this agenda submitted to the Planning Advisory Committee after 
distribution of the agenda packet are available for public inspection in the Sonoma County Transportation Authority office at 490 Mendocino Ave., Suite 206, 

during normal business hours.  

 
Pagers, cellular telephones and all other communication devices should be turned off during the committee meeting to avoid electrical interference with the 
sound recording system.TO REDUCE GHG EMISSIONS: Please consider carpooling or taking transit to this meeting.  For more information check www.511.org, 

www.srcity.org/citybus or www.sctransit.com  
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PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING NOTES 

Meeting Notes of June 21, 2018 

ITEM 

1. Introductions

Meeting called to order at 9:03 a.m. by Vicki
Parker.

Committee Members: Vicki Parker, Chair, City of 
Cotati; Matt Gilster, Sonoma County PRMD; Jane 
Riley, Sonoma County PRMD; John Kessel, 
COA/ORR; Jessica Jones, City of Santa Rosa. 

Staff: Janet Spilman; Suzanne Smith; Aleka Seville; 
Chris Barney; Dana Turrey; Drew Nichols. 

2. Administrative

2.1. Approval of the agenda 

Approved as submitted. 

2.2. Review meeting notes from April 19, 
2018 

Approved as submitted. 

2.3. SCTA Planning Activities update 

The SCTA Planning Activities update is a general 
update on the planning activities that is provided 
to the SCTA Board of Directors.  

Janet Spilman clarified the Safe Routes to School 
Request for Proposals. The program is under 
review for Caltrans’ approval and the challenges 
with the contract were explained, specifically 
highlighting the disadvantage business enterprise 
element.  

3. Update from group

City of Santa Rosa: 

Jessica Jones spoke on the recently completed 
resilient city measure that is divided into two 
sections. 

The first part of the measure allows temporary 
housing – city wide – for both single and multi-unit 
dwellings on a given piece of property.  

The second part of the measure reduces the review 
authority for housing projects. There was concern 
by the Santa Rosa City Council on the level of 
public outreach, as the element was first expanded 
city wide; however, it now is only limited to PDAs. 
The Santa Rosa City Council passed the measure 
on May 22, 2018. 

Additionally, the scope for the Downtown Specific 
Plan update is nearing finalization with the kick off 
meeting planned for August/September. Staff is 
aiming to increase density, height, and parking 
restrictions.  

Ms. Jones continued by reporting on two policy 
projects in development: the density bonus 
update and the inclusionary housing update.  

The density bonus update will be presented to the 
Planning Commission in July and includes 100% 
density bonus in PDAs.  

Public outreach for the inclusionary housing 
update aims to begin in August, as the update is 
still under development.  

Jane Riley asked who conducted the study for the 
two policy updates. 

Ms. Jones responded M Group. 

In regards to RED, Renewal Enterprise District, Ms. 
Jones discussed the district would address 
housing on a region level. This is a joint effort with 
the City of Santa Rosa and the County of Sonoma. 
Staff continues to work with the state legislature 
on CEQA exemptions. 
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Ms. Jones further updated the committee on 
rebuilding efforts post wildfire. 284 houses are 
currently in construction, primarily in Coffey Park, 
with the construction of two homes completed.  

253 housing permits are currently under review; 
116 have been issued.  

A new mapping feature was introduced on the 
Resilient City Permit Center and Rebuilding 
Information website containing relevant 
information for homeowners as they navigate the 
rebuilding process.  

Lastly, in regards to the City’s cannabis program, 
38 retail applications have been received and staff 
continues to vet each completed, submitted 
application. 

The committee continued discussing the concepts 
such as removing the design review board and 
replace it a zoning administrator for developments 
in PDAs. The goal is to remove the extra barriers 
and to reduce development fees that are in place 
within PDAs. 

County of Sonoma, PRMD: 

Jane Riley announced the adoption of the first 
round of the three tier code amendments on 
housing, primarily focused on Accessory Dwelling 
Units (ADUs) up to 1,200sq-ft.  

60 permit applications were approved last year; 
150 applications have been received this year.  

Matt Glister spoke on the increased inquiries on 
ADUs.  

Ms. Riley continued describing the challenges 
most individuals are experience in terms of septic 
system regulations, parcel sizes, and other 
building code details.  

Furthermore, staff continues to work concurrently 
on other types of housing options and ideas that 
are being promoted.  

Ms. Riley also spoke on density unit equivalent 
concept, citing a concept used by San Luis Obispo 
County that rates a given housing unit.  This idea 
could have potential for the rental units in county, 
specifically toward housing stock that is used for 
VRBOs and Air B&B in Sonoma County.  

Lastly, Staff is identifying sites to rezone for 
housing.  

Vicki Parker asked when the first housing package 
was introduced.  

Ms. Riley responded the first housing initiative 
went into effect on June 8th, and is available on the 
Sonoma County PRMD website.  

City of Cotati: 

Vicki Parker reported on the transit oriented 
development near the Cotati SMART station which 
has gained interest from Bridge Housing, who has 
expressed interest in 100% affordability for this 
housing project.  

Furthermore, the planned hotel is in its first 
entitlement and development plans and city staff 
continues to work on OBAG road projects that are 
currently in the design phase. 

4. Sonoma County Travel Behavior Study – Scope
and Funding Plan

Chris Barney updated the committee on the 
Sonoma County Travel Behavior Study scope and 
funding plan.  

The travel model is moving forward with validation 
and Mr. Barney discussed the unfunded portions of 
the project, such as preparations of a travel 
behavior study that would collect data from 
mobile sources or cell phone based data. The 
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deliverables in the report would include data and 
graphics available for jurisdictions to use for their 
General Plan updates. 

The other portions included optional tasks 
oriented to the County of Sonoma’s General Plan 
update that would include weekend travel, 
agriculture and winery uses, and SB 743 support.  

The budget and cost sharing proposal was 
included in the agenda packet.  

The SCTA Technical Advisory Committee was 
presented with this proposal and is supportive 
with moving forward with this plan as presented; 
however, suggested to spread the costs over a few 
fiscal years starting in FY 2019/20.  

Staff is requesting feedback on the cost sharing 
proposal, and the idea promoted would be once 
the funds are available, assemble project 
Technical Advisory Committee and work with a 
consultant to further refine the project.  

Suzanne Smith added there is an interest from 
some city managers in this project. 

Mr. Barney further described the timeline. Upon a 
conversation with a consultant, data gathering 
would begin in the spring 2019 and the data 
sought will be consistent with the travel model 
validation to use 2015 as the base year. The 
project will also include data post wildfire for the 
purpose of comparison. 

5. Housing Updates 

5.1. Permitting database 

Chris Barney recalled previous discussions on 
pipeline development data base and thanked the 
committee for providing the information.  

The summaries of the data provided are included 
in the agenda packet. 

Mr. Barney described the data that is included for 
the development database and expressed an 
interest whether to distribute the data more 
broadly.  

Vicki Parker added that there does not seem to be 
objection from the City of Cotati with the data 
being published, just the challenges with updating 
the information.  

Mr. Barney suggested a biannual update, and was 
supported by the committee.  

Matt Gilster added that a policy for the updates are 
under development and can be used as a 
reference for a county-wide policy for the 
permitting database. 

The committee continued discussing the 
definitions and limitations of the database, the 
role of pre- and submitted applications, and for 
whom is the audience.  

5.2. Roundtable discussion on creative 
approaches or regulatory fixes to 
incentivize or fill gaps in housing 
production 

Vicki Parker introduced this item as a hope to 
uncover the approaches, whether regulatory or 
policy, etc., to understand what the jurisdictions 
are doing to address housing issues in Sonoma 
County with the end goal being if one creative tool 
is working for one jurisdiction, could it work for 
another.  

Jessica Jones spoke on the density bonus for the 
City of Santa Rosa. The draft will be available soon 
and will include the proposed ordinance.  

The draft ordinance includes two changes. First, 
the update will include elements to address the 
changes in state law, and secondly, the ordinance 
will add supplemental density bonus for 
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properties to receive up to 100% density bonus, 
dependent on location to transit, schools, etc. 
within a PDA.  

In regards to ADUs in the City of Santa Rosa, there 
are reduced fees, no lot size min, but a 1200sq-ft 
maximum. 

Jane Riley provided commentary on the density 
bonuses, highlighting four types of density 
bonuses that are available: state density bonus, 
supplemental density bonus, for sale density 
bonus, and 100% rental density bonus and 
continued discussing the processes.  

Ms. Riley also spoke on housing efforts in urban 
service areas, such as affordable housing and 
workforce housing. 

The committee continued discussing the details of 
affordable housing and work force housing ideas, 
citing the costal employees who are commuting 
from outside Sonoma County, such as Lake 
County. 

Ms. Parker asked how workforce housing is 
defined.  

Ms. Riley responded a percentage is included in 
the government code.  

Ms. Parker added that the Cotati City Council has 
requested a living wage element to be included on 
cannabis applications as cannabis qualified 
workforce.  

Ms. Riley responded that cannabis is not 
considered an agricultural crop that qualifies for 
agricultural employee housing. 

Ms. Parker further commented on the living wage 
statistics, stating that 1 in 10 Sonoma County 
residents live below the poverty line.  

The committee spoke on the housing action plan 
in the City of Healdsburg, where new hotels in the 

city are also including a percentage toward 
residential housing.  

Ms. Parker suggested the idea of compiling a 
synopsis of the various tools available in each 
jurisdiction.  

Ms. Riley supported this idea, expressing that this 
would be helpful. 

The Rohnert Park City Council waived the 
requirement for inclusionary housing for their 
downtown and Ms. Parker highlighted how that 
decision is in the interest of development in 
Rohnert Park.   

The Association of Bay Area Governments has a 
website focused on housing that describes what 
jurisdictions across the Bay Area are doing in 
addressing this challenge. The website, 
http://housing.abag.ca.gov/, was displayed to the 
committee. 

5.3. Housing legislation 

5.3.1.  AB 2267 Sonoma County housing 
legislation 

Suzanne Smith updated the committee on AB 2267 
(Wood).  

Assembly member Jim Wood is carrying the 
legislation at the request of the County of Sonoma 
and the City of Santa Rosa. This legislation targets 
three primary areas in the rebuilding effort. Ms. 
Smith described the current status of the 
legislation.  

The first part includes a CEQA exemption for the 
update to the Santa Rosa Downtown Specific Plan 
to address height, density, parking, and the LOS to 
VMT conversion.  

The second part seeks to expedite judicial review 
for the airport specific plan and various specific 
plans in Santa Rosa. In theory, the initial review 
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piece would be valuable to Santa Rosa if there is 
another specific plan that is updated or faces a 
CEQA challenge. 

The third part is the creation of Renewal Enterprise 
District (RED) leadership projects. This is similar to 
AB 900 leadership projects which typically have 
been economic drivers for stadium projects, for 
example or a certain type of project that is project 
specific.  

This legislation focuses on housing, is limited to 
public ownership of parcels within a PDA, and 
would have a life of five years. 

Ms. Smith explained the negotiations between 
environmental and labor organizations and the 
opposition to the legislation.  

The bill was passed in the California State Senate 
Environmental Quality Committee with only one 
vote against. The bill will be presented to the 
Senate Judiciary Committee. 

5.3.2.  State housing bill presentation by 
Goldfarb Lipman Attorneys to 
BAPDA, May 4, 2018 

This item was included for the committee’s 
information.  

6. SB 743 Update – Example of VMT 
Estimation/Evaluation tool 

Chris Barney demonstrated the VMT 
Estimation/Evaluation tool that City of San Jose 
had developed a head of the January 1, 2020 
compliance deadline. The spreadsheet showcased 
the tools in which the city had adopted.  

Vicki Parker asked if this can be integrated with 
Urban Footprint.  

The link to the resource is included in the agenda 
packet and is regarded as a good reference tool for 
each jurisdiction to use.  

Matt Gilster supported the idea as a great tool for 
VMT analysis. 

7. Other Business/Next Agenda 

Janet Spilman discussed the idea for the PAC to 
meet every other month, and an Ad Hoc geared 
toward housing meetings in the off months.  

Vicki Parker highlighted the potential 
collaboration with the housing organizations. 

8. Public Comment 

N/A 

9. Adjourn 

The committee adjourned at 10:55a.m. 
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Staff Report 
To:  Sonoma County Transportation Authority - PAC 

From:  Janet Spilman, Director of Planning  

Item:  Planning Activities Report 

Date:  August, 2018 

 
Issue: 

Information only. 

Background: 

PLANNING 

• Transit Integration and Efficiency Study – The Steering Committee and consulting team are kicking off the 
study with a meeting in August. A project management plan and existing systems memo are underway. 

• Plan Bay Area 2050 – Staff is participating in Horizon, the prelude to PBA 2050, which will launch next year. 

• Bicycle and Pedestrian Planning - SCTA staff has collected updates to the bicycle and pedestrian project list 
for Appendix A of the Countywide Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan and updated it accordingly. Revised 
bicycle and pedestrian maps are underway. 

PROGRAM MANAGEMENT 

• Santa Rosa Car Share Pilot Program – SCTA executed an amendment to the agreement with Zipcar, 
extending the term for a second year. This amendment will go to the SCTA Board of Directors to request 
ratification in September. Santa Rosa residents and employees can take advantage of complementary first-
year new Zipcar memberships and members who signed up under the previous year promotion may receive 
$35 in driving credit after annual renewal subsidized by the grant. Zipcar.com/SantaRosa 

• Safe Routes to School –   Proposals for implementation of the 5 year Safe Routes to School program were 
received and reviewed. The consultant selection process is underway.  Staff continues to work with Sonoma 
County Bicycle Coalition to administer the gap year (2017/2018) Measure M funded SRTS program.  

• Bike Share Grant –The funding agreement with MTC and cooperative agreement with the Transportation 
Authority of Marin (TAM) are underway. SCTA and TAM staff released a Request for Information (RFI) from bike 
share and shared mobility vendors on July 31. Responses to the RFI are due on September 17. 

ADMINISTRATION OF ALTERNATIVE TRANSPORTATION FUNDING  

• Transportation for Clean Air Fund, County Program Manager (TFCA, CPM) – SCTA is undergoing a routine 
fiscal audit of the TFCA CPM program. The Fiscal Year 2018-2019 Funding Agreement has been executed. SCTA 
staff is in the process of executing fund transfer agreements with project sponsors for Fiscal Year 2018-2019. 

• Lifeline Transportation Program (LTP) Cycle 5 – The Metropolitan Transportation Commission approved 
the LTP Cycle 5 program in July. Next –The program will likely be amended in the fall to reflect additional State 
Transit Assistance revenues due to the increase in the price of diesel fuel. 
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DATA MANAGEMENT AND FORECASTING 

• Travel Model Update – Travel model validation and recalibration is underway. Work has focused on updating
current conditions such as transit networks and road capacities and collecting traffic count and other
observed data which will be used to review model output. Staff presented a cost-sharing plan to the TAC and
PAC for additional model improvements and the preparation of a travel behavior study for Sonoma County.
These improvements and the travel behavior study would focus on supporting general plan updates and
other local planning work and provide support for SB 743 compliance.

• Pending and Permitted Development Tracking – Local planners reviewed and updated housing related
entries in the Sonoma County Pending and Permitted Development Database and updated project status,
CEQA clearance, and provided information on project constraints. As of May 30th, 14,767 housing units are in
various stages of the planning pipeline according to the database and data as provided by local planning
departments.

• Modeling and analysis support - Data, analysis, and mapping support has been provided for projects located
in the Highway 101 corridor, the City of Cotati, and for the County of Sonoma. Staff has assisted City of Santa
Rosa staff with the deployment and installation of automated bicycle and pedestrian counting equipment in
the field. Staff has worked with local planning staff to prepare for SB 743 compliance. Online maps providing
support for housing production and wildfire recovery have been updated and maintained.

• UrbanFootprint – Staff was a webinar panelist on a national Sustainable City Network titled “Agile and
Sustainable City Planning”. The webinar focused on UrbanFootprint and how this tool can be used to
streamline local planning and the visualization and analysis of a variety of data sources. Staff is also working
with the UrbanFootprint team to analyze short term housing production goals and targets in Sonoma County.

COORDINATION & OUTREACH 

Local Activities 

• Spare the Air Resources Team – Worked with the Resources Team on outreach to employers on commute
programs and website improvements.

Regional Coordination 

• MTC/ABAG committees: Regional Advisory Working Group, Regional Modeling Working Group; Transit Finance
Working Group, Active Transportation Working Group, Transportation Demand Management Working Group

• SB743 – Staff is coordinating with regional and local planning and public works staff on SB743
implementation, which directs lead agencies to shift CEQA transportation impact analysis from LOS to VMT.
Regional efforts include the investigation of VMT estimation tools and techniques, discussion of possible
mitigation, and discussions on how regional agencies could support local agencies with compliance.

• CMA Planners meetings

Policy Impacts: 

All activities are consistent with SCTA policy. 

Staff Recommendation: 

Information only. 
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How to Use Emergency Ride Home  

 

  

What is it?  

• The Sonoma Emergency Ride Home (ERH) Program will reimburse 
rides home in cases of emergency for anyone who works in Sonoma 
County and made the effort to avoid commuting alone in their car. 
You can have peace of mind taking the bus, train, carpool, vanpool, 
bicycling, or walking to work, knowing that you can be reimbursed for 
a ride home in the case of a qualifying emergency. 

Who is eligible? 

• You are eligible to use ERH if you work in Sonoma County and 
commute using an alternative transportation option such as public 
transit (bus or train), carpooling, vanpooling, bicycling, or walking. 

• If an unexpected circumstance arises (e.g., illness, injury, crisis, 
breakdown of carpool or vanpool vehicle, breakdown of bicycle, 
unscheduled overtime) on the day you used an alternative commute 
mode, you can be reimbursed for a ride home via taxi, public transit, 
Uber, Lyft, car share, or rental car. 

How does the program work? 

How can I learn more?  

• Visit: scta.ca.gov/erh. 

1. Review the ERH Program Rules www.scta.ca.gov/erh 

2. Complete your ride home in case of a qualifying emergency 

3. Download and complete this reimbursement form, certifying your 
agreement to the ERH Program Rules, and W-9 www.scta.ca.gov/erh

4. Email the reimbursement and W-9 forms to 
SonomaERH@scta.ca.gov 
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Month date, 2018 
 
Name 
Title 
Address 
City, State, Zip 
phone 
 
Re: Countywide Travel Behavior Study and SB743 Support 
 
Dear                   : 
 
SCTA is conducting a countywide travel behavior study similar to studies that have been conducted recently in 
Napa and Marin counties (links to these studies are included below). This study would focus primarily on the 
collection and analysis of “Big Data” sources including mobile-source/cell phone data, GPS location data, and 
travel data to gather information on travel flows, average trip lengths (miles and minutes), travel modes, 
major destinations, trip purposes, travel peaks, etc. Deliverables for this project will include a final report 
summarizing travel flows, trends, and behavior for Sonoma County jurisdictions along with background data 
and graphics that could be used to support local general plan updates, provide information useful in the 
development of station area and area specific plans, and to support other local planning and engineering 
activities. 
 

Napa County Travel Behavior Study: 
 

http://www.nvta.ca.gov/sites/default/files/Napa%20County%20Travel%20Behavior%20Study.pdf 
 

Transportation Authority of Marin Origin-Destination Data Collection Draft Report: 
 

http://38.106.4.121/Modules/ShowDocument.aspx?documentid=10702 
 
As part of this project, SCTA will be making a number of improvements to the Travel Demand Model including 
some budget focused on providing local support for SB743 implementation which will use data collected as 
part of the travel behavior study. Deliverables for the SB743 work could include a white paper/tech. memo on 
VMT threshold setting, guidance on analyzing projects using SB743 criteria/VMT, production of maps and 
tables summarizing VMT and per capita VMT by jurisdiction and traffic analysis zone, and adapting existing 
sketch planning tools for local use to estimate project VMT. 
 
SCTA is funding portions of the project (model revalidation/calibration, portions of travel behavior study and 
model improvement), but is seeking funding from its member jurisdictions to complete the remainder of the 
project. Summaries of the total project cost and the cost sharing plan are attached. The SCTA PAC and TAC 
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has reviewed the cost sharing plan. The project cost will be spread over two years (fiscal years 18/19 – 19/20) 
and could be reduced by removing project components or reducing the project scope. 

The PAC/TAC or an ad hoc committee made up of members from these committee will be invited to assist 
SCTA and project consultants to: 
 

• identify  specific areas or locations for study and analysis, 
• identify specific research questions which could be answered by collecting and analyzing travel 

behavioral data, 
• identify specific work products (data, tables, maps, charts. etc.) that would be produced, 
• guide the development of SB 743 implementation tools and reports.  

 
An invoice for the cost-sharing portion of the project that has been allocated to your jurisdiction is attached 
along with the project budget, schedule/timeline, list of deliverables, and scope of work. 
 
Please let me know if I can answer any questions you may have about this project and SB743 implementation. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Chris Barney 
Senior Transportation Planner 
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List of Deliverables: Sonoma County Travel Model Update & Sonoma 
County Travel Behavior Study 
2015 Model Calibration/Validation: 

• Recalibrated and validated 2015 travel model 
• Model validation report including discussion of dynamic validation/reasonableness testing for 

2040 forecast scenario 

Travel Behavior Study and Origin-Destination Analysis: 

• Detailed report outlining major travel flows, origins-destinations, major attractors, travel mode 
estimates, estimates of commuter/visitor traffic, estimates of goods movement flows, trip 
purposes, estimates of vehicle occupancies, VMT estimates, weekday vs. weekend travel flow 
estimates, and other travel related information that can be derived from the data collected 

• Maps, charts, and graphics providing more information and detail on the topics discussed above 
• Origin-destination and other travel behavioral data 

Travel Model Enhancements: 

• Weekend model – travel model enhancements to allow for estimation of weekend travel 
• Visitor/Tourism – travel model enhancements to improve travel model’s ability to estimate 

visitor and tourism travel 
• Winery/Ag. uses – travel model enhancements to improve the travel model’s ability to estimate 

travel associated with winery and agricultural uses 
• SB743 support – White papers/tech. memorandums providing guidance on setting VMT 

thresholds, calculating VMT for land use and capital projects, and mitigation. VMT maps and 
charts. Sketch planning VMT estimation tool. 

• Expanded model boundaries – Model enhancements to provide better estimates of travel 
entering or leaving the county.  
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DRAFT SCHEDULE: Sonoma County Travel Model Update - Validation/Sonoma County Travel Behavior Study - SB743 support and model enhancements

TASK July '18 Aug '18 Sept '18 Oct '18 Nov '18 Dec '18 Jan '19 Feb '19 March '19 Apr '19 May '19 June '19 July '19 Aug '19 Sep '19 Oct '19 Nov '19 Dec '19 Jan '20
1. Model Validation/Calibration (TJKM)
2. Invoicing/Funding Agreements (SCTA)
3. Contracting (SCTA/Fehr & Peers) SCTA Board

4. Initial Data Collection (Fehr & Peers)
5. SB 743 Support Work (F&P)
6. Travel Behavior Study Additional Data Collection and Travel 
Behavior Study (F&P) SCTA Board

7. Weekend Model Enhancements (F&P)
8. Winery/Ag Enhancements (F&P)
9. Visitor/Tourism Enhancements (F&P)
10. Expanded Gateways (F&P)
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Attachment B.

Sonoma County Travel Behavior Study and Model Enhancements - Draft Cost Sharing Proposal

Task Cost Estimate SCTA County Cities Total Per City

1. Model Validation (funded and underway) $50,000 $50,000

2. Travel Behavior Study $80,000 $10,000 $7,000 $63,000 $7,000

3. Weekend Model $15,000 $5,000 $10,000

4. Visitor and tourism travel improvements $25,000 $25,000

5. Winery/Ag. Model improvements $30,000 $30,000

6. SB 743 support $20,000 $2,000 $18,000 $2,000

7. Expanded Gateways $15,000 $15,000

TOTAL $235,000 $80,000 $74,000 $81,000 $9,000
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8/10/2018

1

Integrated Regional Planning Program
Plan Bay Area | Horizon | Housing | Resiliency | Regional Data Center

Bay Area Spatial Information System (BASIS) Jurisdiction Tour 2018

AGENDA

1. Introductions

2. Meeting Purpose

3. Plan Bay Area –Overview 

4. Forecasted Development Pattern –UrbanSim

5. BASIS Data Collection Survey/BASIS Tool – under development 

6. Local data initiatives

7. Local growth/land use policy context

8. Next Steps
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8/10/2018

2

Modeling & Surveys
Lisa Zorn (lzorn@bayareametro.gov)

Bicycle, Pedestrian & Environment
Laura Thompson 
(lthompson@bayareametro.gov)

Data & Visualization (BASIS Support Team)
Kearey Smith (ksmith@bayareametro.gov)
Duane Bay (dbay@bayareametro.gov)
Joshua Croff (jcroff@bayareametro.gov)

Key IRPP BASIS Staff Contacts

Section Director
Ken Kirkey (kkirkey@bayareametro.gov)

Housing & Neighborhoods
Therese Trivedi (ttrivedi@bayareametro.gov)

Regional Planning & Policy
Matt Maloney (mmaloney@bayareametro.gov)

Questions, Comments, Feedback?
basis@bayareametro.gov

MEETING PURPOSE

• Discuss land‐use data collection process to inform Plan Bay Area 2050

• Introduce BASIS Tool under development and potential future applications

• Discuss collection and preparation of Phase I datasets

• Discuss local planning and growth context
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3

MTC and ABAG are responsible for creating long‐
range plans for the San Francisco Bay Area.

5

Image Source: https://www.flickr.com/photos/liyanage/5584040007

Plan Bay Area 2040 established a 24‐year 
regional vision for growth and investment.

17
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Plan Bay Area 2040’s Forecasted Development Pattern 

Land Use
• 820,000 new households
• 1,300,000 new jobs
• Over 75% of new households in       

Priority Development Areas
• 46% of new households in Big Cities

Validation/ 
Feedback

Collection Modeling
Data 

Management

Dissemination/
Analysis/ Reporting

 A Secure, Accessible Database Platform for the Collection, Standardization, 
Discovery and Dissemination of Key Datasets used in Regional Planning Efforts

 A Well Documented, Organized and Reliable Source of Regional Data

 Provides a Single Source of Information that Tracks Trends Associated with 
Development Conditions, Land Use, and Environmental Impacts Associated 
with Future Growth and Changes to the Physical Landscape

 Provides a Common Framework to Discuss and Plan for Future Growth in the 
Region
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5

Why?

Good public policy relies on good public data

Good data is reliable and accessible

Upgrading local and regional data stewardship practices is necessary

 State mandates for granular, mappable data—SB 375, SB 35, SB 743

 Public expectation and demand for access and transparency

City/County/Region staff time to find, report, provide, analyze

9
Collection Modeling

Dissemination/
Analysis/ Reporting

Data 
Management

Validation/ 
Feedback

10
Collection Modeling

Dissemination/
Analysis/ Reporting

How?
• Start with today’s meeting

• Introduce Phase I datasets

• Identify primary contacts (local & regional) for each dataset

• Introduce BASIS website & tools (collection survey, upload, feedback)

• Listen — about local situation, resources, constraints for generating requested info

• Short‐term follow‐up: info uploaded in 3 weeks; then we load and check;  then you check

• Longer‐term collaboration:  
• Potential collaboration on streamlining and tool building

• Potential collaboration on data standards and data models

• Potential participation on Technical Advisory Committee

Validation/ 
Feedback

Data 
Management
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6

We are asking you to …

 Identify people, files or processes

 Describe some of your plans and processes

 Upload descriptions or data

 Check loaded data as tables or maps

1. Business Processes & Points of Contact

2. Development Process & Context

3. Non‐Developable Sites

4. Planned Land Use

5. Major Development Pipeline

6. Housing

In each of the follow survey sections:

…using tools on the BASIS website.

basis.bayareametro.gov

Specifically what are we asking for during the visit, 
and after?

Questions, Comments, Feedback?
basis@bayareametro.gov

Section Director
Ken Kirkey (kkirkey@bayareametro.gov)

Housing & Neighborhoods
Therese Trivedi (ttrivedi@bayareametro.gov)

Regional Planning & Policy
Matt Maloney (mmaloney@bayareametro.gov)

Modeling & Surveys
Lisa Zorn (lzorn@bayareametro.gov)

Data & Visualization (BASIS Support Team)
Kearey Smith (ksmith@bayareametro.gov)
Duane Bay (dbay@bayareametro.gov)
Joshua Croff (jcroff@bayareametro.gov)

Key Staff Contacts for BASIS within Integrated Regional Planning Program

20



5.2a BASIS intro.docx 

BASIS—Bay Area Spatial Information System 
and 

Data Collection Request & Tools for Plan Bay Area next cycle 

ABAG/MTC relies on information provided by local jurisdictions as the foundation 
for many of its regional planning efforts, including Plan Bay Area.  And in turn, 
policy makers and the public rely on ABAG/MTC for the regional datasets that we 
assemble using your local data. 

We are embarking on a multi-year project to improve and streamline our data 
collection processes in order to minimize the burden on city/county staff while at 
the same time improving the accuracy, consistency, accessibility and 
accountability of our regional compilations.  Dubbed “BASIS,” the resulting Bay 
Area Spatial Information System will enable local staff, regional staff and others to 
find and use locally-generated data more easily.  

We are planning to visit every city and county to: introduce the BASIS project; 
hear from you about your own data-related methods, systems, pain-points and 
aspirations; preview a simple data collection and feedback tool; and set next 
steps for follow-up to collect the basic land-use mapping information (such as 
your zoning map and ordinance, and applicable local policy ordinances) and 
residential permitting data we will need for the next Plan Bay Area update.  We’ll 
work with you to figure out what data in what formats are reasonably available. 

To provide context in advance for an in-person meeting, and to get our data 
request to you as early as possible, we encourage you to visit the BASIS website: 
basis.bayareametro.gov, and we are sending the follow material in advance: 

• This READ ME file
• BASIS & Data Collection Overview Slide Deck (.pptx)
• FYI copy of Data Collection Guide Questionnaire (.pdf) we encourage you to

access this online via the Survey tab on the BASIS website
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Data Survey 

 
The goal of this survey is to gather all of the information needed for the Plan Bay Area update and the Annual 
Housing Production Report. There are 30 questions in total, but many of these questions only require short, simple 
answers. We have broken up the survey into the following six sections and broken the longer sections into multiple 
“pages”. Since survey responses in these sections and pages can be saved as progress is made, the survey can be 
completed incrementally without losing work.  
We appreciate that gathering the data we're requesting will be a substantial effort and will probably require some 
follow-up conversation to figure out together what you have readily available, in what format, and how best to get 
the rest.   
 
If you need assistance or have questions, please follow up as necessary with the following BASIS staff:  
 
For technical questions:  Joshua Croff  Email: jcroff@bayareametro.gov 
For policy questions:  Duane Bay  Email: dbay@bayareametro.gov 
 
We are asking that you complete the survey, including uploading documents and providing feedback where called 
for, within three weeks of our kick-off meeting.  After that we will load the data, perform several administrative  
steps, then ask you to check it.   
 

Instructions:  
The survey is organized into six sections.  For section 1, we would like you indicate a point person for each of the 
other sections, as well as an overall project coordinator.  In the other sections, some questions ask for short answers 
or multiple choice, but most ask you to identify a document or file and upload it to our BASIS project website, or to 
use a feedback tool available on the website to review and comment on local land use data we have already loaded. 

 
Section 1. Business Processes & Points of Contact. (10 questions)  
This section asks you to assign an overall point of contact for coordination purposes, and a point person for each 
topical area.  
 
Section 2. Development Process and Context. (5 questions)  
We would like to know more about your entitlement and permitting process.  
 
Section 3. Non-Developable Sites. (3 questions)  
There are many parcels where development by 2035 is very unlikely due to categorical constraints. We already have 
a list that we used for the 2017 Plan Bay Area cycle. For this section, we are asking that you check and update that 
list by using the Feedback Tool.  
 
Section 4. Planned Land Use. (1 questions)  
We would like to follow up with you to collect the boundaries, the policy document and parcel-level attribute data, if 
applicable, for each land use planning area you have. To start this process, we first ask that you comprehensively list 
all the land use plans and planning areas you have in your jurisdiction.  
 
Section 5. Major Development Project Pipeline. (4 questions)  
We would like to know about major projects planned or in the development pipeline.  
 
Section 6. Housing. (7 questions) 
The Housing Section has three subsections. The first two subsections ask you to review inventories of deed-
restricted housing and housing-related policies. The third section asks about your housing development pipeline. 
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This section asks you to assign an overall point of contact for coordination purposes, and a point
person for each topical area.

10 Questions

Section 1:  Points of Contacts & Survey Instructions

Name

Email 

1. Point of Contact for Business Processes section (finding out who generates data sets; and if there are
software systems involved, who administers them)

*

Name

Email 

2. Point of Contact for Planned Land Use section (General Plans, Zoning, Specific and Precise plans, etc.)*

Name

Email

3. Point of Contact for Non-Developable Sites section (location of wetlands, institutions, etc.)*

Name

Email

4. Point of Contact for Development Process and Context section*

Name

Email

5. Point of Contact for Major Developments Projects Pipeline section*

Name

Email

6. Point of Contact for Housing section*

Name

Email

7. Point of Contact for overall project coordination*
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Section 1:  Points of Contacts & Survey Instructions

8. Which of the following periodic reports related to housing does your city/county create?  For explanation
of what the report is for and who requires it, link to the BASIS homepage <link>.

C-404, Census, US Dept of Interior

CAPER, Comprehensive Annual Performance Evaluation
Report, US HUD

Housing Unit Survey, California Department of Finance (DOF)

APR, Annual Progress Report, California Dept. of Housing &
Community Development (HCD)

Strong Motion Instrumentation and Seismic Hazard Mapping
Fee Report, California Dept of Conservation

Annual Housing Permits and Policies, ABAG/MTC

Building Permits, local County Assessor

An internal progress report of residential and/or commercial
development "in the pipeline"

An internal progress report of affordable-housing
development "in the pipeline"

Other regular reports/requests for housing data, for example
Construction Industry Research Board (CIRB)

Other (please specify)

9. For each of the reports checked above, who could we follow up with to talk about how it is generated
and to see if we could help at all with streamlining?

10. What regional datasets, if any, that perhaps ABAG/MTC could make available to you, would be useful,
and for what purposes?

11. What data processes /tools, if any, that perhaps could be provided by ABAG/MTC, could be useful to
you, and for what purposes?
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 We would like to know more about your entitlement and permitting process.

5 questions

Section 2:  Development Process and Context

1. Are the planning entitlement process and building permitting process integrated or essentially separate
processes?  Are the processes for residential and commercial essentially the same or different?  Please
explain briefly.

*

2. Please describe the development approval and permitting process(es), step by step.  If you have a
document describing the process, please use the link below to upload it to the BASIS homepage.

Upload Dataset

3. What is the fee structure for entitlements and permits?    

Upload Dataset

4. What are typical approval times for entitlements?  For permits?

5. What are the primary factors that accelerate or delay approvals (bureaucratic, organizational, political,
etc.)?
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http://basis-dev.bpwivxdkp8.us-west-2.elasticbeanstalk.com/uploadFile?Section=2&Question=2
http://basis-dev.bpwivxdkp8.us-west-2.elasticbeanstalk.com/uploadFile?section=2&question=3


There are many parcels where development by 2050 is very unlikely due to categorical constraints. 
We already have a list that we used for the Plan Bay Area 2040 cycle.  We are asking you to check
and update that list.  Click here to review and download the list (if necessary).

3 Questions

Section 3:  Non-Developable Sites

1. If you made changes to the list of sites where development is unlikely by 2035 due to  geographical
constraints such a wetlands, farms, slopes, floodplains, wildfire buffers, earthquake liquefaction zones,
please describe the changes or additions in general terms.

2. If you made changes to the list of sites where development is unlikely by 2050 due to  public
institutional uses, please describe the changes or additions in general terms.

3. If you made changes to the list of sites where development is unlikely by 2050 due to  other private
uses such as golf courses, churches, private schools, hospitals please describe the changes or
additions in general terms.
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For reasons we've discussed with you or your team outside this survey, we would like to follow up
with you to collect, for each land use planning area you have, (1) the boundaries, (2) the policy
document and (3) parcel-level attribute data if applicable.   To start this process, we first want of get
a list of all the land use plans and planning areas you have.

2 Questions

Section 4: Planned Land Use

1. Which of the following types of local land use areas/policies exist in your city/county jurisdiction?

General Plan

Zoning

Specific Plan(s)

Precise Plans(s)

Urban Growth Limit(s)

Overlay Zone(s)

Priority Development Area(s)

Transit Priority Area(s)

2. To keep this survey as short as we can, we're asking that you submit to us the documents that you
selected above.  The documents may be submitted using the Upload Dataset link below.

Upload Dataset

127

http://basis-dev.bpwivxdkp8.us-west-2.elasticbeanstalk.com/uploadFile?Section=4&Question=1
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We would like to know about major projects planned or in the development pipeline.  You may use
the  Upload Dataset Link in this survey to upload one or more lists.  The data must be compiled into
a zip format for upload to BASIS.

4 Questions

Section 5:  Major Development Projects Pipeline

1. What major projects have been developed since 2015 that are site-specific? Define major as at least 50
dwelling units or 50,000 sq. ft.  (Or upload list.)

Upload Dataset

2. What major planning initiatives have been implemented since 2015 that are not site-specific? For
example, an accessory dwelling unit (ADU) program.  (Or upload list.)

Upload Dataset

3. What major projects are planned through 2050 that are site-specific?  (Or upload list.)

Upload Dataset

4. What major planning initiatives are planned through 2050 that are not site-specific?  For example, and
accessory dwelling unit (ADU) program.  (Or upload list.)

Upload Dataset
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http://basis-dev.bpwivxdkp8.us-west-2.elasticbeanstalk.com/uploadFile?Section=5&Question=1
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The Housing Section has three subsections.  The first two subsections ask you to review
inventories of deed-restricted housing and housing-related policies. The third section asks about
your housing development pipeline. Click Next to continue.

7 Questions

Section 6:  Housing
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We recognize that there are many types/definitions of "affordable housing."  We are attempting to
assemble a comprehensive list, so please include any types for which you have records. 

Please use the Upload Dataset link below to upload a list of existing (deed-restricted) affordable
housing for your jurisdiction. 

Upload Data

Deed-Restricted Housing

Section 6:  Housing
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http://basis-dev.bpwivxdkp8.us-west-2.elasticbeanstalk.com/uploadFile?Section=6&Question=1


Over the last several years we have attempted to build a comprehensive, up-to-date inventory of
housing policies by jurisdiction.  We would like you to review the listing for your jurisdiction.

Click here to download and review this data.  Please note that this dataset includes the full listing of
housing policies for all bay area jurisdictions.  Therefore, you may need to filter the list to your
jurisdiction for review, comment and/or feedback purposes. 

You can also use the upload tool on this site to send us a list of housing policies for your
jurisdiction.  We can use this information to compare and verify your list with ours.

Jurisdictional Policies

Section 6:  Housing

1. We asked you to review our list of your housing policies. In other sections of this survey we ask for and
about Specific Plans, Overlay Zones, growth limit policies; and about development fees and the entitlement
process, all of which influence housing development.  Please tell us about any additional policies you have
that might be codified in other documents.  For example, policies in a Public Safety chapter of a General
Plan that address seismic or wildfire hazards.
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Housing Development Pipeline

Section 6:  Housing

2. Please review the RHNA Housing Inventory (found in the Data Inventory) and tell us about any changes
since the last Housing Element update (Jan. 2015).

3. Thank you for your help assembling our 2017 Annual Housing Permits report <link>. We would like your
feedback on the product or the process of developing this dataset. Who will be our point of contact next
year as we compile the 2018 report?

4. In the survey section called Major Development Projects we asked about housing developments.  Are
there substantial housing developments or programs (such as ADUs) in the pipeline that were not
mentioned already in answering that question?  If so, please tell us about them now.

5. If there are affordable-housing developments in the pipeline that were not described in other answers,
please list here.

6. Do you produce any kind of regular internal "development pipeline report" or "housing development
pipeline report" or "affordable housing development pipeline report?"

Yes

No

7. If you answered "yes" to the preceding question, please describe these pipeline reports, how they are
generated, and send us an example.
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Overview & 
Progress to Date
Horizon & Plan Bay Area 2050
Matt Maloney, Assistant Planning Director, MTC/ABAG 

Sonoma County Planning Directors – August 16, 2018
1

Overview2

We live in a time of incredible 
uncertainty. And our regional plans 
need to acknowledge this reality.

Overview2

un
n

me of incredible 
our regional plans 
ledge this reality.

Our region’s history inspired our 
thought process on how to 
prepare for ever-changing 

circumstances.
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Overview3

The Horizon initiative is 
designed to identify 
strategies and investments 
to prepare the Bay Area 
for an uncertain future – to 
ensure we are resilient to 
ever-changing economic, 
political, technological, and 
environmental conditions.

What might 

autonomous vehicle 

adoption mean for our 

pipeline of 

transportation 

investments?

Overview4
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What strategies should 

we consider to prepare 

for increasingly-

frequent disasters?

Overview5

What changes need to 

be made to land use 

and transportation 

policies to tackle 

rising sea levels?

Overview6
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How should the region 

respond if economic 

output, population, 

and employment 

suddenly boom or 

bust?

Overview7

What role should 

government play to 

ensure that everyone 

benefits in tomorrow’s 

economy?

Overview8
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What actions can we 

take to improve our 

resilience to 

geopolitical and 

economic shifts?

Overview9

Overview10

Spring 2015 to 
July 2017

February 2018 
to June 2019

July 2019 to
June 2021

High-performing strategies and projects from Horizon – those that 
are resilient to uncertainties – will be recommended for inclusion 

in the Preferred Plan Bay Area 2050 (RTP/SCS).
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Overview11

Transportation

Land Use

Economic 
Development 

(new)

Resilience 
(new)

Other Potential 
Topics TBD 

(new)

Horizon and Plan Bay Area 2050
will be more comprehensive than 
past RTP/SCS cycles.

Horizon’s Guiding 
Principles and Plan 
Bay Area 2050’s goals 
& targets will guide 
decision-making and 
integrate cross-cutting 
issues, including equity 
and sustainability.

Progress to Date
Horizon Update: August 2018

12
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What’s Happening with Horizon?

Progress to Date13

Outreach Perspective 
Papers

Futures Project 
Performance

What’s Happening with Horizon?

Progress to Date14

Outreach Perspective 
Papers

Futures Project 
Performance
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Public & 
Stakeholder 
Outreach

Progress to Date15

• Round 1 Public
Outreach

• Pop-Ups
• Online Surveys
• Request for

Transformative
Projects

• Ongoing Stakeholder
Outreach

• Regional Advisory
Working Group

• Online Surveys
• Webinars

Futures >>> HorizonYES Conference Feb. 24
NVTA Transit Center (Napa) Feb. 28
Santa Rosa Junior College Feb. 28
Pickleweed Library (Marin) March 3
Newark Farmer’s Market March 4
Clement St. Farmer’s Market (SF) March 4
Berryessa Flea Market (San Jose) March 4
Vallejo Art Walk March 9
Stoneridge Mall (Pleasanton) March 10
Campbell Farmers Market March 11
Sunday Streets Mission District (SF)   March 11
Diridon Caltrain Station (San Jose) March 13
Broadway Plaza Mall (Walnut Crk) March 17
Strong Girls Conference (Sta Rosa) March 17
Marin Farmer’s Market March 18
Sebastopol Farmer’s Market March 18
Castro Valley Middle School March 19
SF Ferry Building  March 22
Berkeley Farmers Market March 22
Lake Merritt March 24
East Palo Alto Farmers Market March 24
Sunday Streets Excelsior District (SF) March 25
Mountain View Farmers Market March 25
Redwood City Library March 26
Richmond Library March 26
Oxbow Market (Napa) March 27
Jelly Belly Factory (Fairfield) March 27
Daly City Farmers Market March 29

YES Conference Feb. 24
NVTA Transit Center (Napa) Feb 28

Round 1 Outreach

Of the 28 events,17 were 
located in or serving 

communities of concern

10,000+ 
comments

when combined with 
Horizon online survey
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Final Guiding Principles

Progress to Date17

AFFORDABLE All Bay Area residents and workers have sufficient housing options they can
afford – households are economically secure.

CONNECTED
An expanded, well-functioning transportation system connects the Bay Area –
fast, frequent and efficient intercity trips are complemented by a suite of local
transportation options, connecting communities and creating a cohesive region.

DIVERSE The Bay Area is an inclusive region where people from all backgrounds, abilities,
and ages can remain in place – with access to the region’s assets and resources.

HEALTHY
The region’s natural resources, open space, clean water and clean air are
conserved – the region actively reduces its environmental footprint and protects
residents from environmental impacts.

VIBRANT The Bay Area region is an innovation leader, creating quality job opportunities
for all and ample fiscal resources for communities.

Icons Credit: The Noun Project

The San Francisco Bay Area 
aspires to be:

What’s Happening with Horizon?

Progress to Date18

Outreach Perspective 
Papers

Futures Project 
Performance
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?

Perspective Papers

19

1) Autonomous Vehicles 2) Climate Mitigation 3) Growth Strategies 4) Crossings

5) Future of Jobs 6) Governance 7) Better Buildings More to Come?

Progress to Date

What’s Happening with Horizon?

Progress to Date20

Outreach Perspective 
Papers

Futures Project 
Performance
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Three Futures – “What If?” Scenarios

Proposed Futures21

What if... new technologies and a national carbon tax 
enabled greater telecommuting and distributed job 
centers?

What if... the federal government cuts spending and 
reduces regulations, leaving more policy decisions to 
states and regions?

What if... an economic boom and new transportation 
options spur a new wave of development?

A

B

C

Summary: External Forces

Proposed Futures22 Lower value Higher value

COLOR LEGEND
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Summary: Population & Jobs (Draft)

23

Why do 
economists 

provide 
detailed 
forecasts 
out 30 
years?

To prove 
they have 
a sense of 
humor…

Year 2040 Forecasts (for reference)
9.6 million residents and 4.7 million jobs

Progress to Date24

One final reminder: it is 

important to have a range of 

divergent futures with unique 

challenges – rather than 

reflecting “the world as we 

would like it to be”. None of 

the futures is likely to be 

selected as the “preferred” 

for Plan Bay Area 2050.
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What’s Happening with Horizon?

Progress to Date25

Outreach Perspective 
Papers

Futures Project 
Performance

Two Primary Goals for Project Performance

Project Performance Assessment Overview26

Ensure 
transparency and 
accountability for 
major investments

Assess next 
generation of 

transformative 
projects
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• Major Projects Update Process – currently 

underway with CMAs and transit operators

• Request for Transformative Projects – open to 

all through September 6

• Project Performance Methodology – developed 

in collaboration with RAWG stakeholders 

throughout summer

Project Performance Assessment Overview27

Project Performance – Submitting Projects

Horizon + Plan Bay Area 2050 Overview

Progress to Date28

2018 2019 2020

Horizon

Outreach

Horizon Plan Bay Area 2050 (RTP/SCS)

Performance
ID guiding 
principles

Evaluate projects using futures

AUGUST 2018

Plan Bay Area 2050 (RTP/SCS)

2021

Futures
Define futures & 

do initial runs
Identify strategies to 
boost performance

Craft preferred 
scenario

Develop EIR using variants + 
develop Plan Document

Policy
Develop perspective papers
(released on a rolling basis)

Develop 
implementation plan
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What’s Next for Cities/Towns?
Let’s Start with Data

• MTC/ABAG staff will be meeting in-person with 
jurisdictions across the region to collect data for 
the Bay Area Spatial Information System 
(BASIS) over the coming weeks and months.

• This effort will:

• Establish contacts and processes for data 
sharing between cities and regional agencies

• Collect information on development 
processes, non-developable sites, planned 
land use, pipeline developments, and 
housing permit activity

• Data will be used to improve the baseline land 
use and model assumptions for Plan Bay Area 
2050 before its kickoff next summer.

What’s Next?29

How Can Your City/Town Get 
Involved in the Next Year?

• Participate in our monthly Regional Advisory 
Working Group (RAWG) – either in-person or 
via webinar. Meetings are generally held the first 
Tuesday of the month at 9:30 AM, and material is 
targeted towards expert stakeholders.

• Join us later this fall for Horizon futures 
planning workshops. Now that the futures are 
defined, we need policymakers, planners, and the 
public to help us identify policies that will result 
in better outcomes for the Bay Area.

• Spread the word through social media, 
newsletters, etc. We need your help to get the 
word out about Horizon and Plan Bay Area 2050 –
subscribe to our mailing list for regular updates 
by sending a request to info@bayareametro.gov. 

What’s Next?30

47


	1.0 PAC Agenda 8-16-18
	Planning Advisory Committee
	490 Mendocino Avenue, Suite 206
	Santa Rosa, California 95401


	2.2 PAC 06-21-2018
	PLANNING ADVISORY COMMITTEE MEETING NOTES

	2.3 Planning Activities Report August 2018
	2.3.a How to ERH
	4a Cover Letter
	4b List of Deliverables
	4c Travel Behavior Study Draft Schedule
	Sheet1

	4d Attachment B - Travel Behavior Study and Model Improvements Cost Sharing Proposal
	5.2.b ABAG-MTC_LocalDataVisits_v5
	5.2a BASIS intro
	5.2b BASIS Data Collection Guide Questionnaire 7.30.18
	SurveyMonkey_BASIS-Section One
	SurveyMonkey_BASIS-Section2
	SurveyMonkey_BASIS-Section3
	SurveyMonkey_BASIS-Section4
	SurveyMonkey_BASIS-Section5
	SurveyMonkey_BASIS-Section6

	6. Horizon and Plan Bay Area 2050 - Overview (Summer 2018) - Sonoma County PD - WEB

	98192994_738129826: 
	98192994_738129827: 
	108804586_806941114: 
	108804586_806941115: 
	108804629_806941382: 
	108804629_806941383: 
	108804734_806942082: 
	108804734_806942083: 
	108815003_807007405: 
	108815003_807007406: 
	108815577_807011123: 
	108815577_807011124: 
	108804564_806940991: 
	108804564_806940992: 
	95322183[]: Off
	95322183_other: 
	95322184: 
	95322185: 
	95322186: 
	95289792: 
	95289716: 
	95289719: 
	95289720: 
	95289721: 
	95287504: 
	95287509: 
	95287510: 
	100129648[]: Off
	110482150: 
	95372457: 
	95372458: 
	95372459: 
	95372460: 
	95291208: 
	95291203: 
	95291205: 
	98896160: 
	95291201: 
	95291202: 


