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July 7, 2015 

 

Mr. Scott Wiener, Chair          

Metropolitan Transportation Commission  

Programming and Allocations Committee 

101 Eighth Street 

Oakland, CA 94607 

 

Dear Chair Wiener and Committee Members, 

 

The Bay Planning Coalition appreciates the opportunity to comment on the action 

items that will be considered at the MTC Programming and Allocations Committee 

Meeting on July 8, 2015. Specifically, BPC would like to comment on the One 

Bay Area Grant (OBAG) Program proposal in regards to the principles and policy 

revisions for Plan Bay Area 2.0 that will be considered by MTC's Programming 

and Allocation Committee. In regards to the OBAG program, the Bay Planning 

Coalition encourages that the MTC Programming and Allocations Committee 

consider the following recommendations for OBAG program principles and policy 

revisions:   

 

1. Make OBAG Program funds more efficient and more beneficial to our 

region by encouraging the elimination of regulatory constraints to job, 

housing, and infrastructure development in Priority Development Areas 

(PDAs). 

 

The OBAG Program is an important source of funding for growth and 

development in our region to help build more sustainable communities.  

Therefore, the OBAG Program should focus on significantly reducing the barriers 

to job, housing, and infrastructure development in PDAs, and preventing the 

adoption of new regulatory barriers and costs in our already heavily regulated 

region.    

 

To that end, we suggest that: (i) OBAG 2.0 should expressly include as a Planning 

Objective an analysis of the progress of local jurisdictions in identifying and 

eliminating or reducing local regulatory constraints on the private sector’s 

production of the housing, jobs, and infrastructure envisioned in PDAs; and (ii) 

OBAG 2.0 should expressly provide that OBAG funding criteria should not 

directly or indirectly require or induce local governments to adopt policies that 

increase the cost or regulatory burden on the private sector’s provision of housing, 

jobs, and infrastructure in PDAs. 

 

2. Increase the focus and accountability of OBAG planning grants.  
 

Whether PDA planning grants and technical assistance are distributed/provided by 

MTC or the Congestion Management Agencies (CMAs), it is important that these 

scarce resources go toward efforts that result in a final action—such as adoption of 



 

a specific plan with CEQA compliance—that actually approves development in or 

near PDAs.  Limited regional funds should not go toward activities that, while they 

may be of interest and some benefit to an individual grant recipient (such as a 

marketing study or impact fee study), are not directed toward developing and 

adopting plans that directly entitle the land use and development envisioned by a 

specific PDA.  This will help ensure that these regional funds will lead to vitally 

needed new jobs, housing, and improved infrastructure in our region.  Similarly, 

there should be a requirement that planning grant applicants demonstrate an 

appropriate level of private sector expression of market interest and feasibility in 

the type and location of the projected PDA development in the PDA envisions 

private sector developers to implement some or all of the PDA. 

 

We also believe that MTC should consider changes to the planning grant programs 

to increase oversight and accountability.  In some prior instances, grantees have 

been awarded and spent hundreds of thousands of dollars in OBAG regional 

transportation funds for planning purposes, only to disavow the final plan based on 

community opposition to increased density near transit.  The OBAG program 

should include not only increased oversight of planning activities undertaken with 

regional transportation funds, but also some sort of “clawback” obligation on the 

part of grantees that do not adopt final plans that actually entitle the development 

set forth in their PDA. 

 

3. Place more weight on directing funds to cities and counties that actually 

produce more new housing. 

 

Given that the creation of new housing is a vital aspect of building more 

sustainable communities for our region, the OBAG Program should put more 

weight on whether a particular city or county actually produces more new housing, 

rather than just plans for it in the abstract, in determining grant fund allocations.  

We therefore support the direction the staff proposal is heading on this issue, but 

would like to see overall housing production play a larger role in funding 

allocations both at the overall county level and in individual funding decisions 

made by the CMAs. 
 

As the Committee’s efforts to develop the principles, funding levels, and policy 

revisions for the OBAG Program moves into its next phase, we appreciate your 

consideration of our recommendations. We hope that our suggestions are helpful in 

creating a strategy which advances the goals of our region. 
 

Sincerely,  

 
John A. Coleman 

Chief Executive Officer  
 


