Comments from Mark Stivers of the Senate Transportation and Housing Committee:

1.  On page 27 (Section 2.2/SB 375) reword paragraph 4 as follows:
4.
Synchronizes the regional housing needs assessment (RHNA) process with the RTP process; requires local governments to complete rezonings committed to in the updated housing element generally within three years of adoption, and provides that RHNA allocations must be consistent with the development pattern in the SCS. Moves RHNA to an eight-year cycle from five-year cycle for all MPOs classified as non-attainment and for other MPOs and RTPAs that elect to.
2.  On page 34 (Section 2.7) reword the second and third paragraphs as follows:
Following SB 375, MPOs will need to coordinate with the California Air Resources Board and the California Department of Housing and Community Development – perhaps more so than they may have done in the past.  MPOs are encouraged to communicate with ARB as early in the RTP development as possible to obtain input from ARB to increase the likelihood of ARB’s acceptance of an SCS and/or APS.  ARB must review the SCS and possibly the APS after the documents are prepared.  Communication between the MPO and HCD should also take place as early in the RTP process as possible to ensure the regional housing needs assessment (RHNA) is coordinated with the development of the SCS.
In summary, early communication and coordination with all appropriate levels of government, elected officials and the public is very important to avoid delays that may impede the final federal air quality conformity determination; the approval from ARB of either an SCS or APS, or successful coordination of the RHNA with the SCS.
3.  On page 70 (Section 4.2/Social Equity/Environmental Justice Issues) reword the first full paragraph as follows.  I believe this is simply a mistake:
Social equity policies and practices have the potential to reduce Greenhouse Gas (GHG) emission levels, and can be considered Best Practices for MPOs to consider in developing their SCS, or APS if applicable. Affordable housing, transportation and access to employment play a critical role in determining where Californians live, how much they travel.  This affects the level of achievable GHG reduction.  Land use based GHG reduction strategies could have beneficial effects on social equity concerns such as housing affordability (decreased land prices), transportation access and affordability, displacement, gentrification, and a changing match between jobs, required skill levels and housing cost (“jobs – housing fit”).  Implementation of SB 375 should work in concert with state housing element law to achieve the state housing goals, and look for ways in which social equity strategies could improve GHG reduction.
4.  On page 73 (Section 4.5) add the following paragraph:

School trips constitute a significant portion of all vehicle trips.  For that reason, MPOs are encouraged to share data on growth projections and consult with school districts in the development of the SCS, especially with respect to land uses and the regional transportation system.  Where possible, an SCS should incorporate current and future school needs into the SCS.  

5.  I understand the lack of consensus on what the SB 375 exemption language means, but until I am convinced otherwise, I would like to continue recommending replacing the third paragraph of Section 6.15 (beginning with “The Commission recognizes…” on page 111 with:

An MPO shall include exempted projects in their SCS or APS for purposes of modeling the impacts of the RTP on regional greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions.  These projects, however, are exempt from the internal consistency requirement.  In other words, these projects may be included in the RTP even if they are inconsistent with the SCS or APS or other policies or efforts to reduce GHG emissions.

6.  On page 121 (Section 6.23/SCS Contents/Regional Housing Needs) reword the first paragraph of 2. as follows:

Required: The SCS shall identify areas within the region sufficient to house all of the current and projected population of the region, including all economic segments, over the course of the planning period of the Regional Transportation Plan. In projecting future housing needs, the MPO shall take into account net migration into the region, population growth, household formation, and employment growth. The SCS shall identify areas within the MPO boundary sufficient to house the projection of the Regional Housing Needs Allocation (RHNA) as established by the California Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) pursuant to Housing Element Law (Government Code 65584 et seq).  The allocation of the region’s housing needs shall be consistent with the development pattern contained within the SCS (Government Code Section 65584.01 (i) (1). State housing goals as specified in Government Code sections 65580 and 65581 must be considered in the SCS.

7.  With respect to the two alternative proposals presented on pages 124-129, I prefer alternative #1.  In the event a decision is made to go with proposal #2, I would recommend the following changes:

· In the first sentence of the first paragraph strike “that is part of the fiscally constrained analysis”; [The transportation projects need to be fiscally constrained.  The development pattern does not.]

· At the beginning of the third paragraph (beginning “The following is a non-exclusive list…”) insert “To the extent they are reasonable and consistent with federal requirements, an MPO may base an SCS on planning assumptions that differ from existing plans and boundaries.”

· strike #2 from the numbered list and add the following additional numbered items:

 1) Existing or foreseeable plans and boundaries will not allow and MPO to meet its GHG target.

2) Existing or foreseeable plans and boundaries may not accommodate short-term or long-term housing needs.

3) Existing plans reflect ordinances, policies, voter-approved measures, or other standards that directly or indirectly limit the number of residential building permits.
· In the fifth paragraph (beginning with “Where the assumptions…”) replace “to reach agreement that” with “on whether”; 
· In the fifth paragraph, combine the last two sentences by striking “, the consultation process should be used to determine why these assumptions are appropriate”; 
· clear statement on differing from existing plans;
8.  On page 131 (Section 6.25) in the first bullet on pricing strategies insert “parking pricing”.

9.  On page 132 (Section 6.26) add:

The goal of SB 375 is for an MPO to adopt an SCS that would achieve its greenhouse gas emission reduction target.  It may be necessary for an MPO to adopt an Alternative Planning Strategy (APS) if an SCS cannot achieve its greenhouse gas emission reduction target without: 

1.  Including improvements to the transportation network that fall outside of current financial constraints.

2.   Using land use planning assumptions that exceed reasonable assumptions allowed under federal guidelines.

