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2019 Nexus Update of the Subregional Transportation Mitigation Program
Impact Fee — December 2018

1. Introduction

The West Contra Costa Transportation Advisory Committee (WCCTAC) is a regional planning agency
charged with obtaining the funding for regional transportation improvement projects in West Contra Costa
County. WCCTAC's jurisdiction encompasses the western portion of the County, including unincorporated

areas as well as the Cities of El Cerrito, Hercules, Pinole, Richmond and San Pablo.

WCCTAC first implemented a transportation impact fee via the Subregional Transportation Mitigation
Program (STMP) in 1997. Impact fees are established under a state law known as Assembly Bill (AB) 1600,
the Mitigation Fee Act. Fees charged pursuant to this legislation are used to build capital facilities needed
to offset the impacts generated by new development. The STMP was designed to provide a contribution
from new development toward a series of regional transportation improvements. WCCTAC conducted an
update of the fee program in 2005 to help fund an expanded list of regional transportation improvements.
Working with the member agencies, WCCTAC has successfully utilized fee revenue to fund various
transportation projects throughout the region. This report documents a new update of the STMP,

undertaken to update the program for current conditions.

1.1 Purpose

The purpose of this study is to provide the technical basis for updating the STMP. The focus of the updated
program is to support a regional multimodal transportation system in West County that serves the expected
future demand. This report documents the analytical approach for establishing the required nexus between
anticipated future development in West Contra Costa County and the need for regional transportation

improvements.

1.2 Study Area

As shown on Figure 1-1, the study area includes the unincorporated portions of western Contra Costa

County, as well as the Cities of El Cerrito, Hercules, Pinole, Richmond and San Pablo.

1.3 Study Process

This study was developed under the direction of WCCTAC staff. Input was obtained at key points in the
study process from the WCCTAC Technical Advisory Committee (TAC) and the WCCTAC Board of Directors
(Board). Review was also provided by the WCCTAC Legal Counsel.
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2019 Nexus Update of the Subregional Transportation Mitigation Program
Impact Fee — December 2018

After the results of the fee study are approved by the Board, the updated fee program will be presented to
the Contra Costa County Board of Supervisors and the City Councils of El Cerrito, Hercules, Pinole, Richmond
and San Pablo. Each jurisdiction will be asked to adopt an updated ordinance, Master Cooperative

Agreement, and hold an appropriate public hearing to implement the updated fee program.

1.4 Report Organization

This report contains a total of five chapters including this introductory chapter.

e Chapter 2 - Fee Program Background summarizes the status of the current West County STMP.

* Chapter 3 - Capital Improvement Projects describes the process for identifying the project list,
including cost estimates for each project.

* Chapter 4 - Growth Projections summarizes the residential and non-residential growth
projections anticipated in the planning horizon (year 2040) of the study.

* Chapter 5 — Nexus Analysis describes the methodology and results of the nexus analysis.

* Chapter 6 - Summary of Required Program Elements confirms that this report addresses all of
the fee program elements as required by Assembly Bill (AB) 1600, the Mitigation Fee Act.

FEHR 4 PEERS 11A-7



2019 Nexus Update of the Subregional Transportation Mitigation Program
Impact Fee — December 2018

2. Fee Program Background

West Contra Costa County is an area that has experienced population and employment growth within the
last decade and where new development is anticipated to continue, causing increased demand on the
region’s multimodal transportation system. This chapter describes the current status of the regional fees in
West County. The West County STMP was first adopted in 1997, and an updated nexus study was prepared
in 2005/06. The prior nexus study is titled 2005 Update of the Subregional Transportation Mitigation Program
(2005 Update of the STMP), dated May 5, 2006 and prepared by TJIKM Transportation Consultants.

2.1 Overview of the STMP

The STMP is an important mechanism for regional collaboration in West County. The program involves all
six jurisdictions (Contra Costa County and the five incorporated cities of El Cerrito, Hercules, Pinole,
Richmond and San Pablo) and was established to comply with the countywide Measures C and J Growth
Management Program requirements for a mitigation program to fund improvements needed to meet the
transportation demands resulting from growth. Regional, multi-jurisdictional fee programs are more
complicated than local mitigation fee programs administered by a single jurisdiction; however, regional
programs offer a forum for cooperation and coordination that allows the agencies involved to make more

comprehensive transportation investments than any single jurisdiction could do on its own.

It is also worth noting that local transportation mitigation fees are charged by some of the STMP member
agencies, for the purposes of implementing transportation projects that improve local streets and other

transportation facilities. Such local fee programs are separate from and in addition to the STMP.

2.2 Current STMP Fee Levels

The STMP fees from the fee schedule shown in the 2005 Update of the STMP are shown in Table 2-1. The
STMP ordinance specifies that an inflation index will be used to adjust the fee levels annually to reflect
changes in construction costs. This is a common practice in fee programs, to ensure that the “purchasing
power” of the fee revenue keeps up with changes in the cost of building capital projects. The index is also
shown in Table 2-1, along with a calculation of what the fees would currently be if they had been indexed

for inflation.

FEHR A PEERS 11A-8



2019 Nexus Update of the Subregional Transportation Mitigation Program
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Table 2-1: WCCTAC 2005 STMP Fee Schedule Indexed for Inflation

2005 STMP Index FY 2017-18
e
Single family per dwelling unit $2,595 1.42 $3,697
Multi-family per dwelling unit $1,648 1.42 $2,348
Senior Housing per dwelling unit $701 142 $995
Hotel per room $1,964 142 $2,789
Retail per sq. ft. $1.82 1.42 $2.59
Office per sq. ft. $3.51 1.42 $5.00
Industrial per sq. ft. $2.45 1.42 $3.49
Storage Facility per sq. ft. $0.53 1.42 $0.75
Church per sq. ft. $1.58 1.42 $2.24
Hospital per sq. ft. $4.21 1.42 $5.98

Note: The index is based on the Engineering-News Record Construction Cost Index for the San Francisco Bay Area, as described in
WCCTAC's STMP model ordinance.

In reviewing the actual fees being charged by the member agencies, it was found that there had not been
consistent indexing over time. See Table 2-2 for the currently adopted (as of July 2018) fee schedules for
the five primary land use categories administered by WCCTAC member jurisdictions; the fee schedules for
the Senior Housing, Hotel, Storage Facility, and other land use categories are not listed in Table 2-2. One
objective of this new STMP update is to establish procedures for annual indexing of the fee, and to ensure

that there is consistency in the fees being charged across all member agencies.

FEHR A PEERS 11A-9



2019 Nexus Update of the Subregional Transportation Mitigation Program
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Table 2-2: Subregional Transportation Mitigation Program (STMP) Fees as of July 2018

Single Family Multi-Family

(per dwelling (per dwelling Office Retail Industrial
unit) unit) (per square foot) | (per square foot) | (per square foot)

zlc\alrci;:;':f:ZO%) $2,595 $1,648 $3.51 $1.82 $2.45
V.VC.:CTAC $3,697 $2,348 $5.00 $2.59 $3.49
(if indexed)

County $3,768 $2,392 $5.10 $2.65 $3.56
El Cerrito $2,595 $1,648 $3.51 $1.82 $2.45
Hercules $2,904 $1,844 $3.93 $2.04 $2.74
Pinole $2,595 $1,648 $3.51 $1.82 $2.45
Richmond $2,655 $1,686 $4.00 $2.00 $3.00
San Pablo $2,595 $1,648 $3.51 $1.82 $2.45

Note: Table 2-2 summarizes the current fee schedules for the five primary land use categories only. Fee schedules for the following
land use categories are not listed for brevity: Senior Housing, Hotel, Storage Facility, Church, Hospital and Other.

2.3 STMP Revenue and Disbursements

As shown in Table 2-3, the STMP generated about $11.6 million in revenue as of December 1, 2018,
including $8.7 million between 2005 and 2018. About $5.9 million has been disbursed as of December 1,
2018; total disbursements by project are summarized in Table 2-4. As shown in Table 2-3, an account
balance of about $5.7 million remains as of December 1, 2018. A portion of the remaining account balance
has been allocated to projects on the current STMP project list; however, not all the allocated amount has
been disbursed to the project sponsor agencies to date. WCCTAC also recently released a call for projects
and will be coordinating with West County jurisdictions to disburse the remaining balance for transportation
capital improvements that fall under the project list identified in the 2005 Update of the STMP. Revenues
generated after the upcoming adoption of the STMP update will be disbursed for transportation capital

improvements identified in the updated project list described in Chapter 3 below.
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Table 2-3: STMP Revenue and Disbursements (as of December 1, 2018)’

Period Revenue Disbursements Balance?

1998 - 2004 $2,942,031.00 $2,235,826.70 $706,204.30
2005 - 20183 $8,668,484.55 $3,652,097.91 $5,722,590.94
Total to Date $11,610,515.55 $5,887,924.61 $5,722,590.94
Notes:
1. Information presented in Table 2-3 is based on the best information available at this time, however, the records may not
be complete.

2. A portion of the remaining account balance has been allocated to projects on the current STMP project list; however, not
all the allocated amount has been disbursed to the project sponsor agencies to date.
3. Reporting period as of December 1, 2018.
Source: WCCTAC, December 2018.

Table 2-4: STMP Disbursements by Project (as of December 1, 2018)’

Total A ]

Richmond Intermodal Station $527,000.00 $223,116.36
|-80/San Pablo Dam Road, I-80/Central Avenue,

SR 4/ Willow Avenue Interchange Improvements $2:800,43539 $2:800,43539

Capitol Cornd_or Im'provements (Hercules $1,000,000.00 $988,774.00

Passenger Rail Station)

Ferry Service to San Francisco from Richmond $300,000.00 $0.00

and/or Hercules/Rodeo

BART Access and/or Parking Improvements (El

Cerrito Plaza, El Cerrito Del Norte, and/or $1,186,200.00 $813,991.86

Richmond BART Stations)

Bay Trail Gap Closure $500,000.00 $487,365.06

San Pablo Dam Road Improvements in

Downtown El Sobrante $0.00 $0.00

San Pablo Avenue Corridor Improvements $0.00 $0.00

North Richmond Connection Project $0.00 $0.00

Hercules Transit Center $304,963.13 $304,963.13

Del Norte Area TOD Public Infrastructure $300,000 $0.00

Improvements

Administrative? N/A $269,278.81
Total $6,918,598.52 $5,887,924.61

Notes:

1. Information presented in Table 2-4 is based on the best information available at this time, however, the records may not
be complete for every project on the list.
2. Includes disbursements for administrative purposes and those that were not otherwise categorized.
Source: WCCTAC, December 2018.
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3. Capital Improvement Projects

The Mitigation Fee Act indicates that impact fees should be used to fund capital projects, and not for
ongoing operating or maintenance costs; for the purposes of this STMP update, emphasis was placed on

defining a set of capital projects that achieve the subregional goals of the STMP.

3.1 Project List Criteria

There are many transportation needs in West County, and many projects have been considered or are in
various phases of planning. To define projects that are consistent with the regional emphasis of the STMP,

the following criteria were defined and accepted by the TAC and Board.

As a first step, all STMP-eligible projects must meet the following criterion:

* Does the project have a reasonable expectation of implementation during the timeframe of the
fee program (i.e., year 2040)?

Then, a project should meet at least one of the following criteria to be eligible for STMP funding:

e Does the project address the impacts of congestion on regional travel?

* s the project located on a Route of Regional Significance?

* Does the project improve access to BART stations, transit centers or major transit hubs?
e Does the project increase transit ridership?

* Does the project improve bicycle or pedestrian access to transit?

Although the focus of the STMP project list is to identify improvements that serve regional travel needs by
reducing congestion or increasing accessibility along Routes of Regional Significance and major transit
facilities, it is important to note that projects that are not directly located on such routes were also
considered. Specifically, projects along other roadways that could indirectly improve regional travel or the
operations of Routes of Regional Significance may meet one or more of the above criteria, and thus be
STMP-eligible.

3.2 Project Research

Fehr & Peers, in coordination with WCCTAC staff, developed a preliminary list of projects that meet at least

one of the approved criteria. These projects were identified by reviewing a large number of planning and

FEHR 4 PEERS 11A-12
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environmental review documents addressing West County's existing and future transportation needs. The

following documents were reviewed to develop the preliminary draft project list:

e Regional Measure 3 Expenditure Plan (MTC, September 2017)
e 2016 Express Bus Study Update Final Report (CCTA, June 2017)
e 2017 Countywide Comprehensive Transportation Plan Public Review Draft (CCTA, May 2017)
e West Contra Costa High-Capacity Transit Study (WCCTAC, May 2017)
e 2015 Update of the Contra Costa Congestion Management Program (CCTA, December 2015)
e 2014 Comprehensive Transportation Project List (CCTA, March 2015)
e West County Action Plan for Routes of Regional Significance (CCTA, January 2014)
e  BART Sustainable Communities Operations Analysis (BART, June 2013)
e West Contra Costa Transit Enhancement and Wayfinding Plan (WCCTAC, October 2011)
e 2009 Contra Costa Countywide Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan (CCTA, October 2009)
e Various planning and environmental documents completed in the past several years and available
on agency websites, including the following:
0 Final Hercules Safeway Project Transportation Impact Assessment (City of Hercules,
0 Administrative Draft San Pablo City Hall Site Reuse Project Transportation Impact
Assessment (City of San Pablo, June 2017)
0 San Pablo Avenue Complete Streets Study Feasibility Report (Contra Costa County Public
Works, April 2017)
0 Administrative Draft West County Health Center — Transportation Impact Analysis (Contra
Costa County, April 2017)
0 Draft CEQA Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration Goodrick Avenue Bay Trail Gap
Closure Project (City of Richmond, January 2017)
0 CVS/Pharmacy & Wireless Communication Facility Relocation Initial Study (City of Pinole,
October 2015)
0 South Richmond Transportation Connectivity Plan (City of Richmond, July 2015)

o

Bay Walk Mixed-Use Project Final Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration (City of
Richmond, July 2015)

Pinole Gateway Shopping Center Initial Study (City of Pinole, January 2015)

Draft San Pablo Avenue Specific Plan (City of El Cerrito, December 2014)

Final Sycamore Crossing Transportation Assessment (City of Hercules, November 2014)

O O O O

Final Environmental Impact Report San Pablo Avenue Specific Plan (City of El Cerrito,
August 2014)

0 Richmond Central Project Initial Study Checklist Public Review Draft (City of Richmond,
April 2014)

FEHR 4 PEERS 11A-13
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0 Draft Environmental Impact Report Bottoms Property Residential Project (City of Richmond,
March 2014)

0 Final Report for the San Pablo Avenue Complete Streets Study (Cities of Richmond and San
Pablo, September 2013)

o City of Richmond Bicycle Master Plan (City of Richmond, October 2011)

0 Ohlone Greenway Master Plan (City of El Cerrito, June 2009)

Fehr & Peers reviewed the documents listed above and assembled a comprehensive initial list of capital
projects that were either located on a Route of Regional Significance or could indirectly improve operations
on such routes. This initial process identified more than 150 projects. Fehr & Peers then removed duplicative
projects, consolidated projects that contained similar elements based on project descriptions, and applied
the STMP eligibility criteria, resulting in a preliminary draft list of 39 new projects, in addition to the 11
projects on the current STMP list. These potential projects were discussed at several meetings of the
WCCTAC TAC and the Board, who made further adjustments and revisions.

3.3 STMP Update Project List

The TAC recommended, and Board approved, a final list of capital improvement projects for inclusion in the
updated STMP. This list contains a combination of projects currently in the STMP, as well as projects that
have been identified through the review of recent planning documents, the application of project eligibility
criteria, and feedback from the TAC and Board. Overall, the purpose of the projects remains the same as
when the STMP was first adopted. These projects are intended to provide congestion relief and mitigate
trafficimpacts on regional routes through capacity improvements on those routes, improved transit services
for subregional and regional travel, and improved facilities that allow West County residents to more
efficiently access regional routes and transit services. Table 3-1 displays the updated STMP list, and the

project locations are shown on Figure 3-1. All projects on the list are grouped into the following categories:

e Complete streets projects

e Other bicycle and pedestrian-focused improvements
e Transit and station-related improvements

e Local street and intersection improvements

e Freeway and interchange improvements

A detailed version of the project list is also provided in Appendix A. In addition to the 19 capital
improvement projects shown in Figure 3-1, the project list also includes one administrative project that
would allow for two comprehensive nexus studies and fee updates over the 22-year planning horizon of
the 2019 STMP fee.
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3.4 Cost Estimates

For the purposes of the STMP, it is necessary to have an estimate of the cost to implement each of the
capital improvement projects on the project list. Cost estimates were developed for the STMP based on
information provided in recent planning documents and input from the TAC. The year that cost estimates
were developed varied for each project; to account for this, all cost estimates were escalated to 2018 dollars.
The estimated cost of each project is shown on Table 3-1. Additional documentation of the cost estimates

is provided in Appendix B.

Table 3-1: Updated STMP Projects and Estimated Cost

Description Estimated Cost
i (20189%)

Complete Streets Projects

a.) Construct bike and pedestrian improvements along San

Pablo Avenue from Rodeo to Crockett. $ 8,610,000
b.) Construct bicycle, pedestrian, and transit improvements
along San Pablo Avenue between La Puerta Road and Hilltop $ 3,150,000

Drive.

c.) Construct bike, pedestrian and transit improvements
along San Pablo Avenue from Rivers Street in San Pablo to $ 13,755,000

San Pablo Avenue Lowell Avenue in Richmond.

1 Complete Streets )
d.) Implement Complete Streets improvements along San

Projects
Pablo Avenue including directional cycle track or buffered $ 8,190,000
bike lane and other bicycle, pedestrian and transit B
improvements in El Cerrito.
e.) San Pablo Avenue Class | Boardwalk between John Muir
$ 398,000
Parkway and Sycamore Avenue.
f.) Complete blcycle/pede.:strlan connection on San Pablo $ 16,800,000
Avenue over Santa Fe Railroad tracks.
Provide continuous sidewalks, bike lanes, and improved bus
5 Appian Way Complete  stops along Appian Way from San Pablo Dam Road in $ 23.310,000
Streets Project unincorporated El Sobrante to about 900 lineal feet north of T
the city limit within the City of Pinole.
san Pablo Dam. Road Provide complete street improvements on San Pablo Dam
3 Improvements in . $ 10,422,000
Road between El Portal Drive and Castro Ranch Road.
Downtown El Sobrante
Other Bicycle and Pedestrian-Focused Improvements
Improve transit access by closing three key Bay Trail gaps:
4 Bay Trail Gap Closure along Goodrick Avenue in Richmond, between Bayfront Park $ 12,276,000

and Pinole Creek in Pinole, and between Atlas Road and
Cypress Avenue in unincorporated Contra Costa County.
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Table 3-1: Updated STMP Projects and Estimated Cost

Description Estimated Cost
i (20189%)

Ohlone Greenway Implement crossing, wayfinding, signing, lighting, safety,

5 access and security, and landscaping improvements along $ 3,045,000
Improvements
Ohlone Greenway.
[-580/Harbour Way
6 Interchange Pedestrian  Improve pedestrian and bicycle crossings at the |- $ 519,000
& Bicycle Access 580/Harbour Way interchange ramps. '
Improvements
[-580/Marina Bay
Parkway . . . .
7 Interchange Pedestrian :3r;1pl;o;ivszd?rs‘ttr;:h::deblr:)r/glescrossmgs at the |-580/Marina $ 1,095,000
& Bicycle Access y y 9 ps-
Improvements
a.) Bicycle Boulevard in Point Richmond area: from the new
. trail at Tewksbury & Castro to existing Bay Trail at S. Garrard $ 1,150,000
Richmond “Ferry to .
- - & Richmond Ave.
Bridge"” Bicycle Network
Improvements b.) Class 1 trail in Point Richmond to Richmond Greenway, $ 2.950,000
8  (connecting Ferry including S. Garrard Blvd and W. Ohio Ave. o
Terminal with Richmond- ¢) Two-way cycle-track and road diet on W. Cutting Blvd,
San Rafael Bridge B i $ 3,550,000
an Ratael briage bay Cutting Blvd, and Hoffman Blvd.
Trail
) d.) Two-way cycle-track on Harbour Way South: Hoffman $ 1,100,000

Blvd to Ferry Terminal.
Transit and Station-Related Improvements

Capital improvements associated with implementing Express
Bus Service on 1-80 from Hercules south to Berkeley,
Emeryville, Oakland, and expansion to San Francisco, with
intermediate stops at the Richmond Parkway Transit Center,
a potential 1-80/Macdonald Avenue Express Bus/BRT transit
center, and other intermediate stops.

9 [-80 Express Bus $ 109,203,000

Complete construction of the new train stop for Capitol

Hercules Regional Corridor service, including parking, station platform, signage
10  Intermodal and plazas, rail improvements, bicycle and pedestrian access $ 53,550,000
Transportation Center improvements (e.g. Bay Trail connections), etc. Future capital

improvements could include preparation for ferry service.

BART extension from the Richmond BART Station to Contra
BART Extension Costa College. Only the planning, conceptual engineering
from Richmond Station  and program level environmental clearance phases of the
project are included.

11 $ 14,700,000

Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) on San Pablo Avenue approximating
San Pablo Avenue Transit the e>.<isting 72R Rapid Bus rqute from downtown.OakIanfj to
12 Corridor Improvements the Richmond Parkway Transit Center and extending Rapid $ 192,150,000
Bus from the Richmond Parkway Transit Center to the
Hercules Transit Center.
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Table 3-1: Updated STMP Projects and Estimated Cost

Description Estimated Cost
i (20189%)

23rd Street Transit

23rd Street BRT from Richmond Ferry Terminal and UC

13 Berkeley Richmond Field Station to Richmond BART/Capitol

Corridor Improvements

Corridor station, then continuing to Contra Costa College.

a.) El Cerrito Plaza Station Modernization and Capacity

Enhancements.
West County BART b.) El Cerrito Plaza BART Pedestrian & Bike Safety and Access
14 Station Access, Parking Improvements.
& Capacity ) ) )
Improvements c.) Richmond BART Pedestrian & Bike Safety and Access
Improvements.
d.) Richmond Crossover Project.
Planning, engineering, environmental studies, and
Del Norte Area TOD construction of the public transportation-related
15  Public Infrastructure improvements related to Transit Oriented Development
Improvements (TOD) in the area around the El Cerrito Del Norte BART

station.
Local Street and Intersection Improvements

San Pablo Avenue
Intersection Realignment
at 23rd Street and Road
20

16
and future BRT access.

Freeway and Interchange Improvements

[-80/San Pablo Dam
17  Road Interchange

Improvements (Phase 2) pedestrian and bicycle facilities.

|-80/Central Avenue
18 Interchange

Improvements (Phase 2) be completed in two phases.

[-80/Pinole Valley Road
19 Interchange

Improvements . L
Intersection improvements.

Administrative Projects

Realignment of skewed 5-legged intersection as part of a
bridge removal project that will enhance pedestrian, bicycle

Reconstruct the existing 1-80/San Pablo Dam Road
interchange (including modifications to the El Portal Drive
and McBryde Avenue ramps) and provide improved

Improve traffic operations and multimodal access at the I-
80/Central Avenue interchange and along Central Avenue
between Rydin Road and San Pablo Avenue. The project will

Improve merge onto the I-80 mainline from the EB Pinole
Valley Road on-ramp to address vehicles accelerating uphill
after stopping at ramp meter, in addition to ramp-terminal

Future Nexus Study Two comprehensive nexus studies and fee updates, over the
Updates 22-year planning horizon of the 2019 STMP Fee.
Total Estimated Cost

Notes: See Appendix A for detailed project descriptions.

FEHR A PEERS

$ 121,800,000

$ 49,442,000

$ 1,260,000

$ 3,465,000

$ 34,759,000

$ 37,761,000

$ 15,120,000

$ 84,788,000

$ 15,225,000

$ 10,959,000

$500,000

$ 855,002,000
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4. Growth Projections

An important step in quantifying the nexus relationship is to determine the amount of new development
anticipated in the planning horizon (year 2040) of the study. Fehr & Peers reviewed the historical and
projected housing and job growth in West County provided by the Association of Bay Area Governments
(ABAG) and summarized in Table 4-1. Based on the information presented in Table 4-1, the TAC
recommended, and the Board approved, a 0.9 percent annual housing growth rate and 1.2 percent annual
job growth rate for use in the nexus study update. These projections were incorporated into the year 2040
land use file of the Contra Costa Transportation Authority (CCTA) travel demand model in the appropriate
Transportation Analysis Zones (TAZs) for the West County region. Table 4-2 shows the amount of new
development anticipated based on applying those growth rates; the number of dwelling units in West
County would increase by 18,725 units (17 percent of total 2040 amount), and the number of jobs would
increase by 18,794 jobs (21 percent of total 2040 amount). As shown in Table 4-3, total “service population”
in West County, which is the sum of population plus jobs, is expected to increase by 82,037 (19 percent of

total 2040 amount).

Table 4-1: West County Annual Growth Rate Comparison

Year Range Annual Housing Annual Job Growth
I Growth Rate Rate

2000 - 2005 (Historical) 0.9% 0.7%
2005 - 2010 (Historical) -0.1% -2.1%
2010 — 2015 (Historical) 0.9% 1.7%
2015 — 2040 (Forecast, based on ABAG Projections 2013) 1.2% 1.2%
2015 — 2040 (Forecast, based on ABAG Projections 2017) 1.0% 1.4%

Source: Fehr & Peers, 2018.
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Table 4-2: Forecasted Housing and Job Growth in West County

Residential (Dwelling Units) -Residential (Jobs)
EIAEearreny
2018 65,727 28,657 94,384 45,920 16,172 9,525 71,617
2040 70,412 42,697 113,109 60,528 19,485 10,398 90,411
Net Increase 4,685 14,040 18,725 14,608 3,313 873 18,794

Net Increase as % of

0, 0, 0, 0, 0, 0O, 0O,
Total 2040 Amount % 33% 17% 24% 17% 8% 21%

Source: Fehr & Peers, 2018.

Table 4-3: Forecasted Service Population Growth in West County

. Service Population
Total Population Total Jobs (Population + Jobs)

2018 267,305 71,617 338,922
2040 330,548 90,411 420,959
Net Increase 63,243 18,794 82,037

Net Increase as % of Total

(o) (o) (o)
2040 Amount 19% 21% 19%

Source: Fehr & Peers, 2018.

The CCTA travel demand model land use forecasts for West County, which are based on data from ABAG,
represent residential uses in terms of dwelling units and non-residential uses in terms of numbers of
employees. However, because fees are typically assessed on the basis of building area, for the purpose of
establishing fee rates, the forecasts of total employees have been converted to square feet of non-

residential development by applying the following typical factors:

e Office: 3 employees per 1,000 square feet
e Retail: 2 employees per 1,000 square feet

e Industrial: T employee per 1,000 square feet

All uses were then converted to dwelling unit equivalents (DUEs), to account for the fact that different
development types generate traffic with different characteristics, and to use a common unit of
measurement. This conversion was accomplished by applying use-specific AM peak hour vehicle trip

generation rates from the Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) Trip Generation, 10" Edition. Table 4-4
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contains the conversion factors used to calculate DUEs in this study. The results of the DUE conversion are

presented in Table 4-5.

Table 4-4: DUE Conversion Factors

AM P kH Vehicl

Single-Family 0.74 1.00
Multi-Family DU 0.36 0.49
Office 1,000 sq. ft. 1.16 1.57
Retail 1,000 sq. ft. 0.94 1.27
Industrial 1,000 sq. ft. 0.7 0.95
Notes:

1. DU = dwelling unit; sqg. ft. = square feet.

2. AM peak hour trip rates are based on the following ITE codes: single-family= land use code 210, multi-family = land use
code 221, office = land use code 710, retail = land use code 820, industrial = and use code 110.

3. DUE per Unit was calculated by normalizing the AM Peak Hour Trip Rate for each category such that the single-family
residential category was assigned a DUE of 1.00. This is accomplished by dividing the AM Peak Hour Trip Rate for each
category by 0.74, which is the AM Peak Hour Trip Rate of the single-family residential category. Example calculation: DUE
per Multi-Family Unit = 0.36 / 0.74 = 0.49.

4.  Land uses that have unique characteristics that do not fall under any of the five general categories listed in the table were
evaluated separately and assessed a fee per AM peak hour vehicle trip, as described further under Section 5.3.3.

Source: Fehr & Peers, 2018.

Table 4-5: Forecasted Growth in West County, Converted to DUE

Residential (DUEs)' Non-Residential (DUEs)
Single- Multi- Total Total
Family Family
2018 65,727 14,042 79,769 24,031 10,269 9,049 43,349
2040 70,412 20,922 91,334 31,676 12,373 9,878 53,927
4,685 6,880 11,565 7,645 2,104 829 10,578
Net Increase
(+7%) (+49%) (+14%) (+32%) (+20%) (+9%) (+24%)
Proportion of Total o o o o o o o
DUE Growths 21% 31% 52% 35% 9% 4% 48%
Notes:
1. Residential DUE conversion = Number of Dwelling Units * DUE per Unit.
2. Office DUE conversion = (Jobs/3 employees per 1,000 sq ft) * DUE per Unit.
3. Retail DUE conversion = (Jobs/2 employees per 1,000 sq ft) * DUE per Unit.
4. Industrial DUE conversion = (Jobs/1 employee per 1,000 sq ft) * DUE per Unit.
5. Total DUE Growth = 11,565 Net Increase in Residential DUEs + 10,578 Net Increase in Non-Residential DUEs = 22,143.

Example calculation: Single-Family DUE Proportion of Total DUE Growth = 4,685/22,143 = 21%.
Source: Fehr & Peers, 2018.

FEHR A PEERS 11A-21



2019 Nexus Update of the Subregional Transportation Mitigation Program
Impact Fee — December 2018

Following the same approach used in the 2005 STMP nexus study, the DUE conversion factors have been
based on AM peak hour trip generation rates. The 2005 nexus study explained that the purpose of using
AM peak hour rates was so as to "not overburden the application of the traffic fees on retail development.”
Using the AM peak hour rates will allow the resulting fee calculations to be more directly compared to the
current STMP fees. For the purposes of the STMP, which focuses on the impacts of new development, the
most important piece of information is the estimated growth in DUEs between existing and future
conditions. The total number of DUEs shown in Table 4-5 was used to calculate the maximum potential fee

levels for each land use type.
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5. Nexus Analysis

This chapter presents the nexus analysis conducted for the new STMP update.

5.1 Existing Deficiencies

An important part of a nexus analysis is to establish whether the transportation facilities that will be
addressed by projects in the fee program are currently operationally deficient. Existing deficiencies should
be accounted for in the fee calculations to ensure new development pays its fair share and is not being

charged to correct an existing problem.

Fehr & Peers conducted an evaluation of existing transportation conditions based on a review of recent
studies that contain information pertaining to the current operations along Routes of Regional Significance,
existing transit services, and existing pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure. Based on the documents
reviewed for this study and the performance standards applied in those documents, existing deficiencies
were identified at the following locations, which are all intersections located along Routes of Regional

Significance within the City of Richmond:

e Castro Street/Hensley Street
e Richmond Parkway/Pittsburg Avenue
e Richmond Parkway/Parr Boulevard

e Central Avenue/Jacuzzi Street/San Joaquin Street/Westbound 1-80 Ramps

The only capital improvement project included in the project list described in Table 3-1 that addresses an

intersection listed above is the 1-80/Central Avenue Interchange Improvement Project (ID #18).

While the intersections listed above were the only locations specifically identified in the documents
reviewed as failing to meet defined performance standards, it is well understood that many of the major
transportation facilities in West County routinely operate at over-capacity conditions. For example,
substantial congestion commonly occurs on [-80 and on the major routes that feed into or are parallel to
the freeway. Parking lots at the three West County BART stations routinely fill around 7:30 AM, indicating
that there is more demand for access to those stations than can currently be accommodated. In light of
these conditions, the STMP calculations presented here have been conducted by calculating the growth in
West County development as a percentage of the total future population and jobs. This is a conservative
approach since only a relatively modest portion of each project’s cost is included in the STMP, reflecting

the projected traffic and service population growth in West County.
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5.2 STMP Project Cost Responsibility

The estimation of the percentage of project responsibility that can be attributed to West County (and
therefore the percentage of project cost to be included in the STMP) is shown in Table 5-1, and the

following describes how those percentages were calculated.

The STMP is being updated to include a range of capital improvement projects that are intended to relieve
congestion, improve transit services for subregional and regional travel, and allow West County residents
to more efficiently access regional routes and transit services. The concept of this nexus study is to
determine the proportion of the cost of each project that is reasonably attributable to new development
within West County, and therefore could be included in the STMP fee. The primary analytical tool available
to estimate the proportion of usage on each facility coming from new growth in West County is the CCTA
regional travel demand model. The model is commonly used to evaluate projects that involve major changes
to roadway facilities, such as adding lanes to a street or reconfiguring an interchange. The model is not
designed or calibrated to capture smaller-scale changes, such as adding a bicycle lane, building sidewalks
or crosswalks, or reconfiguring access to a transit station. Therefore, for the purposes of this STMP analysis,
the model was used to estimate West County usage percentages for projects that involve freeway,
interchange, or local street improvements, and an alternate method was used for projects that involve

complete streets, bicycle/pedestrian, and transit-related improvements.

The percentages described below were applied to the cost of each STMP project, and the resulting amount
represents the portion of the cost of each project that will be included when calculating the STMP fee. As
shown in Table 5-1, using these calculations the STMP program could capture about $162 million, which is
approximately 19 percent of the overall total project cost of $855 million; other funding sources would be
needed to cover the remainder of the costs, to account for the travel demand generated by existing West
County residents as well as existing and future travelers who pass through West County on their way to

other destinations.
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Table 5-1: Maximum STMP Amount for Each Project

from West

STMP Amount

Estimated Cost | %
(2018%)

Complete Streets Projects

1 San Pablo Avenue Complete Streets Projects $ 50,903,000

2 Appian Way Complete Streets Project $ 23,310,000

3 San Pablo Dam Road Improvements in Downtown El $ 10,422,000
Sobrante

Other Bicycle and Pedestrian-Focused Improvements

4 Bay Trail Gap Closure $ 12,276,000

5 Ohlone Greenway Improvements $ 3,045,000

6 [-580/Harbour Way Interchange Pedestrian & Bicycle $ 519,000
Access Improvements

- [-580/Marina Bay Parkway Interchange Pedestrian & $ 1,095,000

Bicycle Access Improvements
8 Richmond Ferry to Bridge Bicycle Network Improvements ~ $ 8,750,000

Transit and Station-Related Improvements

9 [-80 Express Bus Service $ 109,203,000
10  Hercules Regional Intermodal Transportation Center $ 53,550,000
11 BART Extension from Richmond Station $ 14,700,000
12 San Pablo Avenue Transit Corridor Improvements $ 192,150,000
13 23rd Street Transit Corridor Improvements $ 121,800,000

West County BART Station Access, Parking & Capacity

14
Improvements

$ 88,926,000

15  Del Norte Area TOD Public Infrastructure Improvements $ 37,761,000
Local Street and Intersection Improvements

San Pablo Avenue Intersection Realignment at 23rd

Street and Road 20 $15120,000
Freeway and Interchange Improvements
17 [-80/San Pablo Dam Road Interchange Improvements $ 84,788,000

(Phase 2)
18  1-80/Central Avenue Interchange Improvements (Phase 2)  $ 15,225,000
19  1-80/Pinole Valley Road Interchange Improvements $ 10,959,000
Administrative Projects
20  Future Nexus Study Updates $500,000
Totals $ 855,002,000
Source: Fehr & Peers, 2018.
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County

19%
19%

19%

19%
19%

19%

19%

19%

19%
19%
19%
19%
19%

19%

19%

12%

19%

17%
14%

100%
19%

$ 9,672,000
$ 4,429,000

$ 1,980,000

$ 2,333,000
$ 579,000

$ 156,000

$ 197,000

$ 2,450,000

$ 20,749,000
$ 10,175,000
$ 2,793,000
$ 36,509,000
$ 23,142,000

$ 16,896,000

$ 7,175,000

$ 1,814,000

$ 16,110,000

$ 2,588,000
$ 1,534,000

$500,000
$ 161,781,000
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5.2.1 Transit, Bicycle, and Pedestrian Improvement
Projects

For projects involving complete streets, transit, bicycle, and pedestrian improvements (project numbers 1
through 15), the percentage of project costs to be included in the STMP is set at the proportion of the total
future service population (defined as population plus employment) in the year 2040 that is expected to be
added by new development between 2018 and 2040. The service population calculations are provided

below based on the service population summary shown in Table 4-2.

e 2018 existing service population in West County = 338,922

e 2040 projected service population in West County = 420,959

e Netincrease in service population in West County = 420,959 — 338,922 = 82,037

e Proportion of West County growth in 2040 service population = 82,037 / 420,959 = 19%

According to this calculation, 19 percent of the total future service population in West County would come
from new residential and commercial development in West County. The calculation above accounts for
existing and future West County residents that work within and outside of West County, in addition to
people that live outside of West County but work in West County. Therefore, the percentage of transit,

bicycle, and pedestrian improvements costs that are included in the STMP have been set at 19 percent.

5.2.2 Interchange and Local Street Projects

For projects involving changes to local streets and interchanges (project numbers 16 through 19), the land
use projections for the year 2040 were incorporated in the CCTA travel demand model and the model was
applied to generate estimates of travel patterns and volumes in the future. A common modeling technique
called a select zone analysis was applied to identify the amount of total future traffic volume on each
roadway link that is generated by land uses in the West County region. The model produces peak hour
results for the PM time period; on each model link that represents the location of a STMP project, the PM
peak hour growth in traffic volume attributable to new development in the West County region was
compared to the overall future PM peak hour traffic volume, thereby calculating the share of the total future
usage of that link attributed to growth in West County. This proportion ranges between 12 and 19 percent
for the interchange and local street projects analyzed in this manner. Although the AM peak hour trip
generation rates were used to identify the DUE growth anticipated in West County by land use category,
the PM peak hour traffic volume growth from the CCTA travel demand model was used to identify the share

of the total future usage of interchange and local street projects associated with future development.

It should be noted that the usage percentage for the 1-80/San Pablo Dam Road Interchange Improvements

Project (project number 17) was adjusted because the CCTA model results did not reflect growth in traffic
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volumes at that interchange. Instead, the usage percentage was set to 19 percent to reflect the proportion

of new service population in the West County region.

5.2.3 Administrative Projects

The administrative project included in the STMP is to fund future nexus study updates; therefore, 100

percent of the costs are attributed to the STMP update.

5.3 Maximum Fee Calculation

A fee calculation was completed based on the figures described above. Starting from the approximately
$162 million of project costs eligible to be included in the STMP, the costs were then proportioned to each
land use category based on the number of DUEs estimated for that category. The total project capital costs
associated with each land use category were then divided by the number of DUEs to establish the maximum

potential fee level. Table 5-2 shows the results of these calculations.

It is important to note that the fee calculation shown in Table 5-2 is intended to represent the maximum
potential fee that is justified through this nexus analysis and that could be charged to each land use type
to support the list of STMP projects. Setting new fee levels is a policy decision of the WCCTAC Board. If an
action were taken to set fees lower than shown here, the STMP program would generate less revenue than

estimated here and would take longer to generate the estimated funding for projects on the list.

STMP fees are charged to new development of all types located in the geographic area covered by the
STMP. Further details about the application of the STMP to specific types of land uses are contained in the
WCCTAC STMP Administrative Guidelines developed as part of this update.
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Table 5-2: STMP Maximum Potential Fee Calculation by Land Use Category’

. Capital Cost .
Proportion of Total gl Maximum STMP
Land Use Category DUE Growth! Allocated to :Each Total Units Fees®
Category

Single-Family o $7,252
Residential 21% $33,974,010 4,685 DU per DU
Multi-Family o $3,572
Residential 31% $50,152,110 14,040 DU per DU
Office 35% $56,623,350 4,869,300 sq. ft. $11.63

per sq. ft.
Retail 9% $14,560,290 1,656,500 sq. ft. 3879

per sq. ft.
Industrial 4% $6,471,240 873,000 sq. ft. 3741

per sq. ft.

Notes:

1. Proportion based on total DUE growth from 2018 — 2040, as summarized in Table 4-5.
Capital Cost Allocated to Each Category = $161,781,000 * (Proportion of Total DUE Growth).
DU = dwelling unit; sq. ft. = square foot. Total units based on growth from 2018 — 2040, as summarized in Table 4-2.
Maximum Potential fee calculation for each land use category. Maximum Potential STMP Fee = (Proportion of Total
Capital Cost) / (Total Units).
5. For any land use that has unique characteristics that are not captured under any of the general categories in the STMP
ordinance, the fee will be calculated based on the number of AM peak hour trips for that specific land use. The maximum
potential fee calculation is $9,800 per AM peak hour trip; the calculation is described in more detail under Section 5.3.3.
The STMP Administrative Guidelines provide further guidance for estimating the required fee for “other” category projects.
Source: Fehr & Peers, 2018.

Hwn

5.3.1 Fee Comparison

The maximum potential STMP fee (presented in Table 5-2) was compared to the current STMP fees and to
other sub-regional fee programs in Contra Costa, as summarized in Table 5-3. As shown in Table 5-3, the
new maximum potential fees calculated are higher than the current non-indexed and indexed STMP fees in
all land use categories. For residential uses, the new maximum STMP fee is somewhat higher than the
residential fee charged in the Tri-Valley area, and lower than the residential fees in East County and
Lamorinda. For non-residential uses, the new maximum STMP fee is higher than the comparable fees in East

County and Tri-Valley, and roughly similar to the non-residential fees in Lamorinda.
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Table 5-3: Comparison to Other Sub-Regional Fees

Single-Family Multi-Family Office Retail Industrial
(per unit) (per unit) (per sq. ft.) (per sq. ft.) (per sq. ft.)

West County Area

WCCTAC
Maximum $7,252 $3,572 $11.63 $8.79 $7.41
Potential Fee

WCCTAC
(original 2005)"

WCCTAC
(if indexed)?

$2,595 $1,648 $3.51 $1.82 $2.45

$3,697 $2,348 $5.00 $2.59 $3.49

Other Sub-Regional Fees in Contra Costa

East County $18,186 $11,164 $1.56 $1.80 $1.56

Lamorinda $7,269 $5,088 $7.78 $7.78 $7.78

Tri-Valley $4,369 $3,010 $7.43 $3.48 $4.32
Notes:

1. Reflects the 2005 STMP Fee Schedule.
2. Reflects the 2005 STMP Fee Schedule if it had been consistently indexed to year 2018. The index is based on the
Engineering-News Record Construction Cost Index for the San Francisco Bay Area.
Source: Fehr & Peers, 2018.

5.3.2 Board-Recommended Fee Levels

At the September 28, 2018 meeting, the WCCTAC Board recommended that fee levels be set at 75 percent
of the maximum potential fee calculations; the Board-recommended fee levels for the five major land use
categories are presented in Table 5-4. Setting the fees at these levels is expected to generate an estimated
$121.3 million through year 2040.
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Table 5-4: Board-Recommended STMP Fee Levels by Land Use Category

Single-Family Multi-Family Office Retail Industrial
(per unit) (per unit) (per sq. ft.) (per sq. ft.) (per sq. ft.)
WCCTAC
(original 2005)"
WCCTAC
(if indexed)?

WCCTAC Maximum
Potential Fee

$2,595 $1,648 $3.51 $1.82 $2.45
$3,697 $2,348 $5.00 $2.59 $3.49

$7,252 $3,572 $11.63 $8.79 $7.41

Board
Recommendation
(75% of WCCTAC $5,439 $2,679 $8.72 $6.59 $5.56
Maximum
Potential Fee)3

Notes:
1. Reflects the 2005 STMP Fee Schedule.
2. Reflects the 2005 STMP Fee Schedule if it had been consistently indexed to year 2018. The index is based on the
Engineering-News Record Construction Cost Index for the San Francisco Bay Area.
3. The WCCTAC Board recommended during the September 28, 2018 meeting that fee levels be set at 75 percent of the
maximum potential fee calculations.
Source: Fehr & Peers, 2018.

5.3.3 Maximum Potential Fee for Other Land Use
Categories

As with the previously adopted STMP ordinance, the updated STMP Model Ordinance also specifies fees
for the following land use categories: senior housing, hotel, storage facility, and other. The maximum
potential fees for the senior housing, hotel and storage facility categories were calculated by applying the
DUE factor for each category to the maximum potential fee per single family dwelling unit. Any land use
that has unique characteristics that are not captured under any of the land use categories in the ordinance
would fall under the “other” category, in which the fee is calculated based on the number of AM peak hour
trips. The maximum potential fee per AM peak hour trip was calculated by dividing the maximum potential
fee per single family dwelling unit by the AM peak hour trip generation rate (0.74) per single family dwelling

unit; the calculation is shown below.

e Maximum potential fee per single family dwelling unit = $7,252
e AM peak hour trip generation rate per single family dwelling unit = 0.74
e Maximum potential fee per AM peak hour trip = $7,252 / 0.74 = $9,800
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The STMP Administrative Guidelines provide further guidance for estimating the required fee for “other”
category projects. The maximum potential fee and Board-recommended fees (75 percent of the maximum

potential fee) for these land uses are summarized in Table 5-5.

Table 5-5: STMP Fee Levels for Other Land Use Categories

Board
WCCTAC Recommendation
Maximum (75% of WCCTAC
Potential Fee? Maximum
Potential Fee)?

AM Trip
Generation Rate'

Land Use

Single-Family Dwelling Unit 0.74 1.00 $7,252 $5,439
Senior Housing Dwelling Unit 0.20 0.27 $1,958 $1,469
Hotel Room 0.47 0.64 $4,641 $3,481
Storage Facility Sq. ft. 0.0001 0.00014 $1.02 $0.76
Other’ AM Peak Hour N/A N/A $9,800 §7,350

Trip

Notes:
1. AM peak hour trip rates are based on the following ITE codes found in the ITE Trip Generation Manual (10" Edition):
single-family= land use code 210, senior housing = land use code 252, hotel = land use code 310, storage facility = land
use code 151.
2. Fee estimate for senior housing, hotel, and storage facility land uses calculated by applying the DUE to the single-family
family fee per dwelling unit.
3. The STMP Administrative Guidelines provide further guidance for estimating the required fee for “other” category projects.
Sources: ITE Trip Generation Manual (10" Edition); Fehr & Peers, 2018.

5.4 Other Funding Sources

As with the 2005 update of the STMP, the fee revenue from the 2019 STMP update will not pay the total
cost of all transportation infrastructure improvements described in Table 3-1. Other funding will need to be
obtained, some of which has already been identified. The following projects on the updated STMP list have

identified other funding sources:

* Hercules Regional Intermodal Transportation Center (Project ID #9) has identified $1 million
in funding.

* Del Norte Area TOD Public Infrastructure Improvements (Project ID #15) has identified $7.1
million in funding.

* San Pablo Avenue Intersection Realignment at 23™ Street and Road 20 (Project ID #16) has
identified $9.5 million in funding.
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* |-80/Central Avenue Phase Interchange Improvements (Project ID #18) has identified $13.9 million
in funding.

Although additional funding sources have not yet been identified for the remaining projects, the following

describes a range of other funding sources that are potentially available to fund the remaining capital costs.

Measure J - Approved by Contra Costa County voters in 2004, it imposed a continuation of a half-cent on
the dollar sales tax for 25 more years beyond the original 1988 transportation sales tax measure (Measure
C) that expired in 2009. As with Measure C, the tax revenues will be used to fund a voter-approved
Expenditure Plan of transportation programs and projects. Measure J will provide approximately $2.5 billion

for countywide and local transportation projects and programs through the year 2034.

Regional Measure 3 - Approved by Bay Area voters in June 2018, Regional Measure 3 will raise tolls on the
Bay Area region's state-owned toll bridges by $1 beginning January 1, 2019. Tolls will rise by another $1 in
January 2022 with another $1 increase in January 2025. Toll revenues will be used to finance a $4.5 billion
set of highway and transit improvements along the toll bridge corridors and their approach routes. The
Regional Measure 3 Expenditure Plan currently contains $25 million for 1-80 corridor transit improvements
in Contra Costa, $100 million for AC Transit rapid bus corridor improvements, $90 million for Capital
Corridor improvements, and $150 million for San Francisco Bay Trail and Safe Routes to Transit

improvements,

One Bay Area Grants (OBAG) — Established in 2012, OBAG taps federal funds to maintain Metropolitan
Transportation Commission’s (MTC) commitment to regional transportation priorities while also advancing
the Bay Area’s land-use and housing goals. OBAG targets project investments in Priority Development Areas
(PDAs), where cities and counties can use OBAG funds to invest in streetscape enhancements, bicycle and
pedestrian improvements, Safe Routes to School projects, and transportation planning efforts. MTC
adopted the funding and policy framework for the second round of the OBAG program in November 2015.
The second round of OBAG funding is projected to generate about $916 million to fund projects from 2017-
18 through 2021-22. The OBAG 2 program is divided into a Regional Program, managed by MTC, and

County Program, managed by the nine Bay Area Congestion Management Agencies (CMAs).

Senate Bill 7 (SB 1) — Signed into law by Governor Jerry Brown in April 2017, SB 1 is expected to raise $52.4
billion for transportation investments over the next decade. Revenues to pay for SB 1 programs will come
from new transportation-related fees and adjustments to state taxes on diesel fuel and gasoline. By 2018-
19, MTC estimates SB 1 will generate more than $365 million per year for transportation in the nine-county
Bay Area. Most of that funding will be directed to maintenance and repairs of roadways and public transit
systems. Funding will also be available for mobility improvements and expanding bicycle and

pedestrian access.

FEHR 4 PEERS 11A-32



2019 Nexus Update of the Subregional Transportation Mitigation Program
Impact Fee — December 2018

State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP) Funds — Generated by gas tax revenues, these funds are
allocated by the State of California to Contra Costa County every two years for programming transportation
improvement projects. According to the 2078 Report of STIP Balances County and Interregional Shares
(California Transportation Commission, August 2018), about $87.3 million in STIP funds are currently

allocated to transportation projects in Contra Costa County.
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6. Summary of Required Program
Elements

This report has provided a detailed discussion of the elements of the updated West County Subregional
Transportation Mitigation Program and explained the analytical techniques used to develop this nexus

study. The report addresses all of the fee program elements required by AB 1600, as summarized below.
1. Identifying the purpose of the fee

The STMP has been in place for more than 20 years. The purpose of the STMP is to support regional
multimodal transportation system improvements needed to mitigate the transportation-related impacts of

new development in western Contra Costa County.
2. Identifying how the fee will be used and the facilities to be funded through the fee

The fee will be used to help fund capital improvement projects that will accommodate future transportation

needs in western Contra Costa. Table 3-1 identifies the projects to be funded through the fee.

3. Determining a reasonable relationship between the fee’s use and the type of development

on which the fee is imposed

As described in Chapter 4, different types of development generate traffic with different characteristics. The
calculations presented in Table 4-5 account for these different characteristics by applying dwelling unit
equivalent factors to each type of development. These considerations account for the differential impacts

on the transportation system generated by different development types.

4. Determining a reasonable relationship between the need for the public facility and the

type of development on which the fee is imposed

The need for the improvements listed in Table 3-1 has been established through the prior and current STMP
nexus studies. The STMP calculations presented in this report have been conducted by calculating the
growth in West County development as a percentage of the total future population and jobs. This is a
conservative approach since only a relatively modest portion of each project’s cost is included in the STMP,

reflecting the projected traffic and service population growth in western Contra Costa County.

5. Determining a reasonable relationship between the amount of the fee and the cost of the

public facility (or portion of facility) attributable to new development
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Chapter 5 of this report describes the calculations applied to determine the cost of the improvements listed
in Table 3-1 that is attributable to new development. Thus, a reasonable effort has been made to
quantitatively establish the relationship between the fees charged in the STMP and the costs of

transportation infrastructure improvements attributable to new development within western Contra Costa.

FEHR 4 PEERS 11A-35



Appendix A - 2019 Update of the STMP
Project List

FEHR ¥ PEERS 11A-36




8T0T ‘€ 494010

puowydry 000°L6TS 000'S60°'TS (TT0Z) Ue|d 4215\ *suelysapad/sisi2Adiq pue siaALp usamiaq sauljaysis anosdwi pue spaads mo|s 03 sdwed-yo Aemaaly ay3 asenbs- syuawanoldw|
9dAd1g puowiydly Jo AlD ‘ueld Suipuiyhepy *sdwed sS04k [9ARI]} 9]2A010 pue uelIsapad Joy sdwes Aemaaly Je sy[emssoud adLis- $S900Y 9pAdlg
pue juswadueyu3 ysues] AJuno) 1sam ‘pUOWIYDIY UMOIUMOP 03 UOIII3UU0I Ueliisapad pue 3|2Ad1q e apiaoad 01 19335 PAEZ YINOS UO Saue| [9AEJ} SUIAOWSI JO SUIMOIIRU JBPISUOD- '8 UBLIISaPad a8ueydiaiu|
‘uonpasiaul  Aemyied Aeg euliein/085-| .
Aemjed Aeg eulIB|A/2NUBAY J3X33IAl 1B Yied | sse|) APOOIA Ja213J0 3Y) 01 Saue| 331 193UU0d ‘Aemdiied eulie|p Suoje saue| ayiq usis pue adiis-
:paJaplisuod aq Aew syuswanoldwi Suimoljoy ay L sdwes a8ueyduaiul Aemyied Aeg eulIe|A/08S-| @Y1 18 s8UISS0J 3[9Ad1q pue uelisapad anoidw|
puowyry 000'9STS 000'6TSS (STOZ) ueld AlAndauuo) uoneyodsuel| ‘puUOWIYdIY |B4IUSD pue (Jeulwsa) Adia4 aininy Sulipnjaul) JuoJyialem syuawanosdw|
puowyd1y Yyinos ‘ueld Suipuiyhepy U29M13g SUOIIBUU0I 3|IA3Iq pue ueliIsapad anoldwi 01 ‘sdwed a8ueyaisiul Aepn JnogieH/08S-| aY3 1e s8uissoud 3joAd1q pue uelisspad anoidw) $S900Y 9pAdlg
pue Juswsdueyu3 ysuel] AJuno) 1ssm 3 UeLISapad a8ueyduaiu| ®
Aem anoqueH/08s-|
013D |3 000°6£S$ 000'SY0°€$ (6002) ue|d 1215e|A Aemuaaln ‘Aemuaal9 auo|yo Suoje syuawanoldwi Suidedspue| pue ‘A114ndas pue ssadde ‘Ajages ‘Buinysi| ‘Suiudis ‘SuipuiyAem ‘Suissold Juawa|dw) sjuawanosdw|
3U0JYO ‘ueld uonersodsuel] apimAUNO) Aemuaalg auojyo s
puowydry 000°€EETS 000'9£2°CTS ue|d uoneyodsuel| apimAUNo) “|lea| Aeg ayj Jeau sani|19e) JISuel] 0] $$3228 aA0Jdwi ued Jey) saunsofd ded Aay aie anoge paisi| s199(0ud ainso|) deg |ies| Aeg
‘ajould ‘Ayuno) *3|ould Ul 393J) 3|ould pue yIed JuoljAeg usamiaq Jusawdas 9|iw-1°0 ('€
*Auno) e150) e1ju0) palesodiodulun ul aNUSAY ssaudAD pue peoy sey usamiaq Juswdas 9|iw-g'T (7 14

‘puOWYIY Ul 3NUBAY 211p009 Suoje Juawsas a|iw-g'0 (‘T
:spuaw8as Suimojjoj ay) Suoje Ajuno) e3so) eajuo) 159N Ul sdes jied) Aeg aso[)

000'T80°9TS$ 000°SE9'P8S  d1ewWNsS3 150D [e10] - A103a1e) 13f0ud 519343 9313|dwo)
Aunopy 000°086'TS 000°2Z¥'0TS (dINLS) °9]UBIQOS |3 UMOIUMOP Ul SE3JE [I2J3WWOI pue 32eds AJlunwiwod 01 $S920e pasueyus apiAo.d [|Im eyl ,2Iueqos |3
weuo.d uonesiin uoneodsuel) UMO3} 4O 433U 3y} Ul doO| UOII.|NIII B 3PIACI |[IM YdIym ABAN 1d JO UOI3|dWOD SE ||oM Se peoy Weq O|qed UBS UO 31n3dNJiseljul [BPOWINW umojumoq Ul siuswasoidw| €
|euoi8aiqns ay3 jo arepdn 00T apnjoul Aew sjuswanoidw| ‘peoy youey 011se) pue AL |BLIOJ |3 USaMISq peoy weq ojqed Ues uo syuawanoidwi 19943s 919|dwod apinold peoy weq ojged ues
3jould ‘“Ayuno)y 000°627'VS 000°0TE‘€TS ue|d uoneyodsues] apimAluno) ‘ajould Nuuw._o._n_ EETINY

30 AMD 3U3 UIYIM Jwi| AND BY3 4O Y1IOU 1334 [B3UI| 006 INOJE 0} 33ULI]OS |3 P3relodiodulun Ul peoy weq ojged ues wody Aep uelddy Suole.  gy91dwo) Aepy ueiddy .
aJe sywi| 193f0.d YAV YIIM 1U)1sISu0d ssadde Sulnoidwl os|e 3|Iym ‘spue|si 98n)al UBIPaW pue SINO g|ng Se Yans ‘syuawieadl yjemapls pue Supjied
193.15-U0 ‘suoiledo| dois sng Sunsixa/aininy Japisuod os|e ||im 193foud ay] "JopLII0d 3yl IN0YSNOoIY] SBUE| YIg PUEB SY[BMSPIS SNONUIIUOI SPINOId
3jould 000'Z6T'€$ 000°008'9T$ Ue|d uopeyodsuel | apimAzunod *28pliq uelIsapad/a|pAdiq paledlpap mau
BunonuIsuod 1o a8pliq Sunsixe ay3 SuipesSdn Ag syoeul peod|iey o4 BIUBS JSAO SNUSBAY O|ged UBS UO UO393uu0d ueliisapad/ajoAdlq a1s|dwo) ('}
S9|N2I3H 000'9£$ 000'86€$ “j|emp.eoq pauueld sy} Wouy 19313S Y1 SSOIIE ‘DNUBAY O|qed UeS uo Ja3uad Suiddoys panoidde Ajusdai e 03 ssedoe
pue jJuawadueyul Jsuel] AJuno) 159\ Jsuel) pue uelysapad apinold 01 Alesssadau s1193[01d ‘@NUBAY 310WEIAS pue Aemyied JINA] UYO[ USaMIaq |EMPIROg | SSB|D aNUBAY O|qed Ues (‘3
03113D |3 000'955'T$ 000°06T'8% (¥102) "031419) [3 Ul S}USWAACIdW] Jisues) pue uetisapad
ue|d 214199dS SNUIAY 0|qed UBS 011143) ‘9194219 43310 pue BUB| YIq PaJaNg J0 2.l 3|24 [eUOIIR.IP SUIpN|dUl BNUBAY O|qed UeS Suoje sjuswaroidwi $393.35 219]dwo) usws|dw) (‘p

13 ‘ue|d uoneyiodsuel] apimAjuno)
o|ged ues 000°€19CS 000'SSL'ETS (£102) “pUOWIYDIY Ul BNUBAY ||[MO7] 03 O|qBd UBS Ul 193435 SI3AIY WOJ) 3NUBAY O|qed ues Suoje sjuswaoidwl Jisuel) pue uelsapad ‘@1q 39nJ3suo) (-2 Nm«uw_ohn_ [SEEMY 1
ue|d Ja1se\ UBLISIPad pue 39Adig o|qed 939|dwo) anuaAY o|ged ues
Ues ‘ue|d uoneyodsuel] apimAIuNo)

puowyory 000'665$ 0000ST'E$ ue|d Sulpuijhepn ‘ealy ||e|\ doy||iH 8y pue gnH Jsuel] 385]|0D BISOD BJIUOD BY) 0} SS30€ Uellsapad anoidwi 03 ‘@Al doy||iH pue anuaAy
pue juswadueyuy ysued| 3:300 1S9 0|qed ues usamiaq J3||I|A 112q0Y uo pue ﬁﬁ_m 1sea 3y} uo aAL(Q 4 N 11900y pue aALI(J 191sedueT] Usamlag anuaAy O|qed ues uo uolie|eisul
3j|emapis mau Suipnjau| “aAlQ doy||iH pue peoy eland e Usamiaq anuaAY o|qed ues Suoje syuawanoidwi uerysapad pue 8j2A2iq 19n13suU0) (*q
Aunon 000'9£9'T$ 000°0T98% (TT0Z) ueld BulpuyAem ‘yaed | sse|y snjd

pue JUBWdURYUT HSuel] AUNoD 1S9\ saue| € 0} saue|  woJlj Aempeod SupnpaJ Ag 1392040 0} 09POY WOJ) ANUBAY O|qed ues Suoje syusawaroiduwi uelsapad pue axiq 39n4isuo) (e
‘(L107) ue|d uoneyodsuel ] apimAuno)

s193[0.4 5399415 939|dwo)
(s)1osuods Juonedo||y Suipuny 21ewilsy 1s0) 9JU34349Y JUsWNI0Q uonduasaq 39loid 18loud
Suipunyg paunuap| 193fo4d |10
dINLS 2[q13113 J34y0

S103r0dd dINLS ALNNOD 1SIM

11A-37



JV.LOOM

JV.LOOM

S9|N2JaH

JVLIOOM

puowyary

puowyary

puowyary

puowyory

(s)1osuods

000°605°9€S

000€6£T$

000'SLT'0TS

000'6¥7£°0TS

000STL‘SS
000°80€S

000766

000'978$

00072€S

Juonedo||y
Suipung
dINLS 3|q18113

000000'T$

0$

Suipuny
paunuap|
84y0

000°0ST‘Z6TS$

000°00£¥TS

0000SS'€SS

000°€0Z°60TS

000°589'SZ$
000°00T‘T$

000°0SS€$

0000S6'7$

0000ST‘T$

9jewns3 150y
109/0.4d |er0L

8T0T ‘€ 494010

Apmis usued Aypeded-ysiH Aiunod 1ssp *WJ31-WNIPSW 3Y3 Ul JNJJ0 PN0I 19335 PAEZ O3 YHOU SLON [3p 0311I3D I WOJ) SNUSAY O|qed UBS UO Saue| Ajuo-snq
Buionpoulul pue Ja3ua) JisueL] S3|NJIAH AU 01 YLIou Ssjuawileal) sng pidey Suipuaix3 “Jopliiod ay) Suoje paonpouiul sjuawieas) Ajoud Jsuesy
pue |lejn doljjiH pue 383]|0) 150D BJIUOD 03 AIIAISS YIIM ABMYIE4 PUOWIYDIY O} PAPUBIXD 3q P|N0I sjuawanoidw] sng pidey ‘WIa1-110ys ay) u|

*191U3) JSUBJ] S9|NJIBH BY) 01 JaJUBD isued ] Aemdjied puowyaly ayl wodj sng pidey Suipuaixa
pue J91ua) Msuel] Aemsied PUOWYIIY SY3 03 PUBYEQ UMOIUMOP WOl 9In0J sng pidey ¥z, Sunsixs ayy Sunnewixoidde anuany ojged ues uo 1yg

Apnis psued| Aypeded-ysiH Ayuno) 1sam ‘0|qed UeS Jo A11D/383||0D) IS0 BIIUOD 03 PUOWYDIY WOy T JUsWSaS Joj papn|dul a.e 193foid ay3 Jo

saseyd aouelea|d [eluaWUOIIAUD [9A3] weuSoud pue SuusaulSus [enydadsuod ‘Buiuueld sy AjuQ "UOIILIS | YYg PUOWIYIIY BY) WOJ UOISUSIXD [ Y]

dIALLS 3Y3 o 33epdn *92IAI9s A1iay 1oy uonjeledaud spnjoul

5002 ‘ue|d uonepodsuel] apimAIUNO)  pInoa suawanoiduwil [eideds ainind 2318 ‘syuawanoldul Aajes ‘Suiduay ‘@8eurelp ‘syuawanoldwi yoel) Suipnjaul ‘e1so) BJIUOD 1SN Ul JOPLLIOD By}
‘Apnis ysued | Aypeded-ysiH Ayuno) 1sapn - Suoje syuswanosduwi [eaide) 239 ‘(Suondauuod [ied] Aeg '8'3) syuswanoldwi ssadde uelsisapad pue 3|dAd1q ‘syuawanoldw |led ‘sezejd pue aSeusis
‘wuoyie|d uoness ‘Supjied Suipnjoul ‘@21A19s Jop1iI0) [01ide) 40y dO1S UIeJ] MU BY] JO UOIINIISUOI 913]dw0d 03 SI D1 [Y $9|NJISH Jo aseyd Juaiin)

(£107) 1Woday |euly *191U92 JIsueJ] 9y 01 ssa22e Sulpinoad saue| 9|2A21q pue s)jemapls MaN-

21epdn Apnis sng ssaudx3 910z (£T02) SU011935J21Ul dALIQ P|eJa82114/08-| PUB BALIQ dWiN|g/08-| Y3 1 s8uIsS0d 32AdIq pue uelsapad anoidw-
Apmis ysueu) Aydeded-ysiH Ayuno) 1sopm :apnpul os|e Aew syuawanodw| J91ua) Jsuel| Aemded pUOWYILY JO SaLIBS Y
*W33-8U0| 01 WINIPAW Ay Ul INJ20 PInod syudwaroiduwl dwes Aemaaly pue s1o| apli-pue-yied Jo uoisuedx3 Ja1uad Hsues) [¥g/sng ssaidxg anuany

PleuopaBIA/08-| [B13US30d B puE Ja3ud) Jisuel] Aemiied puowydly ay3 je sdols 33eipauwiialul Yim ‘0dsiduely ues o} uoisuedxa pue ‘puepyeQ

‘9[1Maw3 ‘As|ayJag 01 YInos J93UID JSURL | SI|NJISH WO 08-] UO 2IAISS sng ssaudx3 Sunuawsa|dwi yum pajenosse sjuswanoldw [eyide)

91ewns3 1s0) |ejo] - AloSare) 199/04d pasndo4-ueliisapad pue ajpAdig Jayio

(44835 puowiyory (12202 14 00Z‘7) "SsuaWaA0IdWI

40 Ay) Aq paynuap) 193foid) v/N 950U} pua1Xa pue 123uu0d pjnom 3aafo.d siy3 pue ‘Aliadoud Alsuue) ayy pue uewyjoH usamiaq saiuadoud syl jo a8ejuoly ayy uoje yoesy
3J2A2 Aem-om e Jo suoiiod Suipjing pue Suluueld jo ssa0.d ay) ul ale syuswdo|ansp a1eAlld ‘jeulwsa | Alia4 01 uBWOH :yinos Aepy JnogueH ('p

(34835 puowiyory (3 009'T :PAIg UBWHOH U 00S'S :IUBWB3S PAg BuiInd pue Bulmnd M) 'yinos Aep Jnoguey

4o Ay) Aq paynuap) 193foid) v/N 13 UBWJOH pue Sunn) g UewyoH 1e Alessadau os|e aJe syulod ssadde Aemaauy 01 Juadelpe syuswanoidwi uelysapad pue 9|2Adig “|eapl aq pjnom

Aempeou pue aeu 9]9Ad Y1 Usamiaq Ja)Jng 3|eMSOIq e 0S ‘UoieSiiw uoin|jod J91eMUI0)S 10} SBaJe SNJ0J JNO JO BUO OS[e SI SIY] °S: o€} 9[2A21q
pasodo.d ay1 yum uoiouNnfuod ul PaIpNIs a4 [|IM Siy3 pue ‘pAjg SuiaND 159\ 4O 3pIs Yiou ay) uo Supjied ppe A1) ayi paisanbai aney sessauisnq
|B207 "SaUB| [9ARY B[2IY3A JO Jaquinu 3yl ulonpas Aq pasodoud si yoeuy 3942 Aem-om1 7 "pA|g uBWJOH pue ‘pA|g Suinan) ‘pAjg Sunand M (2

(34035 puowiydly (3 008 :PAIE P4BIIED S Y OOT‘E :3UBWSS BAY 01YO
4o Aup Aq panyiuap 323foid) v/N M) "8umnd M 1e sanijioey Sunsixa 0} paelies § Suoje papulxa aq PIN0I 3aell 3|2Ad ABM- 1O |IB1} JBJIWIS i/ *}|ING3. 3¢ 0} PA3U PJNOM PeO. 3y} JO
3pIS SIY1 U0 Ja1INS puB N2 BY] “IS PUZ PUB PBLIED US3MI] OIYO M JO 3pIS Yliou ay) Suoje |1eu) | sse|] e pjing o3 [esodoud e s| a1ay3 ‘pajie) aney
Ayiadoud peodjies uo sjuswases 4o suoisinboe asnedag ‘dAY OIYO M PUB PA|g pJeJle S Suipnjaul :ABMUS3ID PUOLWYIIY 0} PUOWIYDIY JUIod (*q
(44e2S pUOWIYIIY (1 00€ 2 Aj21eWIX04ddY) "9AY AINgsyMa] pue aAy peodjiey Suoje \\OY Sueljed
40 Aud Aq payiuap| 193foid) v/N pue peoJjies ysnoaya yied | sse|d e jo [eos wual-8uo| e 0} pooyloqysiau ayy y3noayl syuswaroiduwi 9|A1s-paeAd|noq 3JoAdIq WIDI-10YS Wol)
Asen pjnod JuaWSas sy | "9AY puoWYdIY g pielien S 1e |ied) Aeq Suilsixa 0] 041seD 13 AINGSYMa] 1€ [1BJ) MBU BY) WOJ) (eale pUoWYdIY Julod (‘e
9JU34349Y JUsWNI0Q uonduasaq 39loid

S103r0dd dINLS ALNNOD 1SIM

sjuawianoIdw| JOpLIO)
1isuel] anuaAy o|qed ues

£UONEIS puowiydly
wouJy (saseyd SunsauiSug
|enidaduo) 1 Suiuueld)
UoisudIX3 1HYe
J33u8)
uoneyodsuel] [epowalul
|euoiSay sa|ndJaH

(syuawanosdwi wia-pIN
8 Hoys) sng ssaudx3 08-|

syuawanoldw|
SomiaN ajpAdlg
98pug 03 Ausa4 puowiydry

18loud

(49

T

0T

sjuawanoidw| pajejay-uonels pue Jsuel)

11A-38



8T0T ‘€ 494010

000°VT8‘TS 000°005'6$ 000°0ZT'STS  @1ewns3 150D [ejo] - A10333e) 123f01d U01IIBSIAIU| pUe 122135 8207
o|qed ues 000'718'TS 000005'6$ 000°02T'STS ue|d uoneyodsuel] apimAuno)

1! 1d1115-3. ‘uoleIn8iyu0d-a1 193.3s ApN|oul Os[e [Im 13foud  0g peoy pue 1315 pIE
By 'ssa20e | yg aininy pue 3|dAd1q ‘ueliysapad adueyua ||im 1ey) 3193foud [eAowal 88pliq e Jo 1ied se uol3dasiaiul padids|-g pamays Jo Juawusijeay 1e Juawudijeay uoldasIalu|
anuaAy ojqed ues

9T

Sjuawanoidw| UoI3I3SIIU| PUE 19341S |EIO]

000'6EV'LTTS 000°00T°8% 000'060°8T9% 1353 350D [e30] - A103a3e) 123(0ud pasey 1els pue ysuely
013D |3 000'SLT'LS 000°00T°LS 000'T9LLES dINLLS @Y1 Jo a1epdn 00T ‘sjuawanolduwil Aeemuaaln auojyQ Jo/pue ‘sjeusis Jo ‘s3uissold 192415 ‘S199.35 Juddelpe 01 sjuswanoldwi ‘sjuswanoldwl yay ‘seade Suiiem sjuswianoiduwi 24n1dnaisesjul
UO1B]S 10 $$3208 UoIe)S 0] sjuawanosdwi ‘Bunysi| ‘e8eusis ‘syuswanoidwl ss90e JIsuel) sng pue ‘uelsisapad ‘9dAd1q ‘sani|ioe) Sunjied mau  d1jgnd QOL BaJy 910N [2d
103 payiwi| 30U 1nq ‘Buipnjaul syuswanoadwi apiaoad ||Im Sulpung uoilels 1Yy 910N 2@ 011443D |3 8yl punoue eale ay) ul (QOL1) uawdojanaq ST

PalUBLIQ MSue] 0} PalejaJ suaWanoidwi palejal-uoiieliodsues) 21jgnd ay) JO UOIIINIISUOD PUB ‘SAIPNIS [BIUSWIUOIIAUD ‘Buliaauidua ‘Suiuueld

14ve 000709°9% 0006SLVES (€T07) sisAjeuy suonesado *Aouanbauly 921n19s pasealdul Moj|e pue ‘pleA ul $1911Juod 3anpad ‘Aj9AI109443 240W 1334 ZI|1AN 0} ‘SHOBQUIN] JBDINb MO||e 0) JBA0SSOI) |BUOIIPPY
nWwo) a|qeuleisns | Yve 1308014 J9A0SS04) puowydly (‘p
puowydy ‘1yve 000'859% 000'S97'€S Apnis deg ajpAaig pue yem LYVE 10e} 9]2Ad1q papesSdn pue ‘@8eusis pue SuipuiyAem ‘syuswisnipe Suiwiy [eusis ‘sy|emssoud panosduil

‘syj|emapis pauapim ‘Suiysi| uerisapad Suipnjoul ‘A3aes pue ssadde uoilels anosduwi 0] UONE]S | ¥yg SUIPUNO.LINS S193.3S UO SJUBWAdURYUT
:sjuawanodw| sS320y pue A1aJeS aYig 3 UBLIISAPad 1HYE PUowydly (2
031443) |3 ‘1Y¥ve 000'6£7$ 000°092'TS (£102) Apn1s deo ajaAaig pue yjlep 14ve *salj|ioey 3oAd1q papesddn pue ‘98eusis pue SuipuiyAem ‘syuswiisnipe Suiwiy [eudis ‘S)|eMSS0.D sjuswanosdw|
panoidwi ‘syjjemapis pauapim ‘unysi| uernsapad panosdwi Suipn|dul ‘pA|g UOS|IED PUE UOIIRIS 1HYE U9M1a] S193.1S UO sjudawadueyul  Anoede) 1 Sunjied ‘ssaooy  pT
:sjuawanoldw] ssa20y pue A1ajes ayig 3 UBLIISAPad 1HYE BZe|d 01LBD |3 (g UONEeIS 1Yve Alunod 1S9
Lyva 000S6€'6S 0002r¥'6vS (€10¢) ueld 3da2u0) UONEZIUIBPOIN "SY[BMSSOID pasiel yum eale
- SUOI1e)S DLION |3 PUE BZB|d 01113) [  [epOWLIdIUl SN paAoJdl pUe ‘SWO0041sa. UOIIels Mau ‘wiiojie|d ay) 0} SI01eAJ| pue silels mau ‘Suidedspue| ‘eale apl ,u ssiy panoidwi ue apn|ou|
‘uolle1s | Yyg eze|d 011443 |3 P|o JedA-Gi ay) 1e sanss| Jiedas poos-jo-a1e1s ssalppe pue ‘Suewsade|d aoueyus ‘Aydeded puedxa ‘ssadoe anosdw|
:sjuswadueyu3 Ajede) pue UOIIEZIUISPOI UONEIS BZB|d 03113 |3 (&
IVIDOM 000'ZYT'ETS 000°008'TZTS  Apmis usues] Anoeded-ysiH Aunod 1sam *323(04d s1y3 Jo 1ed se pawinsse OS|e 3. SUOIIL)S | ¥g O] SSIIJE IUBYUS 1eY] S3NI|10R) sjuawanodw|
uelsapad 03 syuswanosdw] 'sa|ndIaH pue ||ejA dol||iH 01 aNUAAY O|qed Ues Suoje uoisualxa a|qissod Yiim ‘983]]0) B1SO) BJU0D 0} SUINUIIUOD  IOPLIIOD JISURI] 199115 PIET €T
U3 ‘Uo1els J0pLLIO) [01deD/1HYE PUOWYILY 03 UOKEIS P[3l] PUOWIYdIY A3|23iag JN pue [eUILISL AlIa4 PUOWYILY WO 1 ¥ 199115 PIET
uonelo||y Suipuny 21ewilsy 1s0) 9JU34349Y JUsWNI0Q uonduasaq 39loid 18loud
Suipung payniuap| 109/0.4d |er0L
dINLS 2[q13113 J34y0

(s)1osuods d

S103r0dd dINLS ALNNOD 1SIM

11A-39



8T0T ‘€ 494010

e3 uSisap pue 8 ejd AjJJea puny pjnoo 4 ay} 49 puoAag pusaixa Aew uonejuswsa|d 0ISU1Xd | YVg JO
20ueIIUSIS [eUOISAY JO S3IN0Y UO S3WN|OA 3]IIY3A SuIPNPa 25043 Jo aesn pases 0 3 3 eayul 3 q pue ue eI} 0 awano.duwi A0 eald afoud s192.15 213|dwo
d Y1 01 Pa1eJ0||e 3 P|NOM 18 02 [exided ay3 Jo uonod ay) sazile 0
210
000°T8L'T9TS 000°€L9°0V$ 000200°558$  @1eWIIS3 350D 151 323(04d [e30)
JV.LDOM 000°00S$ 000°00S$ ‘994 dIAILS 6T0Z 23 40 uoziioy Suiuue|d 1eaA-zz ay1 JaA0 ‘salepdn 234 pue sa1pnis snxau aAisuayaidwod om| sa1epdn Apnis snxanN aining -
s199f04d annessuIwpY
0002€2°02$ 000'€L0°EZS 000'Z£6°0TTS$  d1ewns3 150D [e30] - A1o3aje) afoud a8ueydiajul pue Aemaaiy
V12D ‘sjould 0007ES'TS 000'656'0TS ue|d SulpuyAep *S]USWIdUBYUS SUISSOII UOIII35131Ul 08-1/Pe0oY AS||eA 3jould- Siuawanoiduw| 98ueydiaiu)
pue juawadueyu3 ysuel] Ajuno) ‘sdweJ-uo 0g-| g/ PUe g3 ay3 03 aue| uiny 3ysi1 paledipap e apiroid 03 08-| 18 SUOIID3SIBIUI [eulwIR)-dwel peoy As||eA ajould UapIp-  peoy As||eA ajould/08-|
1S9\ ‘ue|d uoneyodsuel] apimAluno) PEIELT]
dweu je Suiddols Jayye |jiydn Suness|adoe sajoIYaA ssalppe 03 dwel-uo peoy Adj|eA 3jould g3 9yl WoJj auljuliew 0g-| 8yl 0juo agiaw anodwi- &
:suswanoldwi Suimol|os ay3 apnjoul Aew 103foad ay |
V12D ‘puowiydry 000'8857$ 000€L8'ETS 000'52Z'STS dIALLS @Y1 Jo d1epdn *91epdn dIALLS SIY3 Ul papn|aul si seyd puodas L "U0IIISIAIUI SNUIAY [21IUID/193.1S 031N UeS (z @seyd)
‘019D |3 S00Z ‘ue|d uoljeniodsues) apimAluno) 31 01 2NUBAY |BJIUSD/19241S 22314 1€ |eudis d1yjel) ay) Suiedsolal pue ,‘1no-1ysil ‘Uul-1ysil, 01 NUBAY [BJ1UDD 1B SSIIIE 193415 d2U3ld SulliaAu0d  syuswanoldw| a8ueydisiu|
19215 01BNl UBS pUE 193115 924314 SuI199Uu0d Aq 08-| JO 1SBa SUOI19sIaUl pazijeusdis ayl usamiaq Suideds ay) aseaJoul |[Im aseyd puodas ay| BNU3AY |e1U3)/08-|
*8T0Z Ul pa1a|dwiod aq |jim aseyd 1541 JO U0IIdNIISUOD “sdwel 08S-| 3Y3 1e S|eusis dijeJy [[elsul [|IM pue ‘sinoy ead 8T
puayaam Sulinp peoy uipAyY 1e dwel-uo g3 08S-| 1udelpe 3y 01 08-| G/ 0IUO SNUBAY [BJIUD) G\ WOU) SUIN] 3] 10241padl ||Im aseyd 1sa1) ay |
*saseyd om) ul paia|dwod aq ||1m 1aafoud ay| ‘anuaAy o|jqed
ues pue peoy UIpAyY Usamiaq anuaAY [e43ua) Suoje pue a8ueydlalul aNUBAY [JIUSD/08-| Y1 18 $S300B [ePOWINW pue suoiielado d1jjeu snoidw|
V12D ‘o|qed ues  00°000°0TT‘9TS 000°002°6$ 00088 78S dINLLS 2y jo a1epdn *a1epdn dIALLS SIY3 Ul PpNDUL S| Z 3seyd 19a.3S Jopewy Bulusijeas (z 3seyd)
500¢ ‘ue|d uoneyodsuel] apimAIUNo) pUE ‘24n12n.3s Ue|-9 B Y1m SUISS0I2IaA0 YAdS Sunisixa ay3 Suidejdal ‘4ads 03 sdwel-44o pue -uo ay1 SuidNIISU0IL 343340 1BIP|IM J9A0 8pliq  sjuswanolduw| aSueydisiul
M3U e y1m anuany apAigaiAl 03 HAdS 329UU0D 03 08-| JO BPIS IS3M B3 UO PROJ J03IBUUOI M3U B JO UOIIINIISUOD 3Y3 Sapnjoul aseyd puodas ayl  peoy weq ojqed Ues/0s-|
.mc_wwohuhw>0 :m_Luwwﬁwn SNUBAY
BPISIBAIY 9Y] 19NISU0II pue ‘dwiel-uo aALIQ [e1Od |3 pue duwiel-}Jo peoy weq ojged Ues uaamiag 08-| g Suoje aue| Aseljixne ay1 pusixa ‘Yuiou &
3Y3 01 08-| §/M 03 dwel-uo aALIQ [eMOd |3 3yl 31e20]3J ||IM (U01IdNJISU0D Japun) aseyd isaiy 3y ‘saseyd om) ul pazs|dwod aq ||im 393foad sy
*sal|ioey 3oAa1q pue uelsapad paroidwi apiroad
pue (sdwes anuaAy apAigdIA pue AL [B3IOd |3 BY3 01 suonealyipow Suipnjoul) agueydiaiul peoy weq ojqed ues/0g-| SunsIxa ayl 19n41suodsy

sjuswanosdwi aSueyaiaju] pue Aemaaly
(s)1osuods Juonedo||y Suipuny 21ewilsy 1s0) 9JU34349Y JUsWNI0Q uonduasaq 39loid 18loud
Suipunyg paunuap| 193fo4d |10
dIALLS 31913113 1240

S103r0dd dINLS ALNNOD 1SIM

11A-40



Appendix B - 2019 Update of the STMP
Project List Cost Estimate Summary
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ID

Project

STMP Projects and Estimated Costs

Description Reported Cost

Complete Streets Projects

1

2

3

San Pablo
Avenue
Complete
Streets
Projects

Appian Way
Complete
Streets Project

San Pablo
Dam Road
Improvements
in Downtown
El Sobrante

a.) Construct bike and
pedestrian improvements
along San Pablo Avenue from
Rodeo to Crockett.

b.) Construct bicycle and
pedestrian improvements
along San Pablo Avenue $3,000,000
between La Puerta Road and

Hilltop Drive.

c.) Construct bike, pedestrian

and transit improvements

along San Pablo Avenue from  $13,100,000
Rivers Street in San Pablo to

Lowell Avenue in Richmond.

d.) Implement Complete

Streets improvements along

San Pablo Avenue including

directional cycle track or $7,800,000
buffered bike lane and other

bicycle, pedestrian and transit
improvements in El Cerrito.

e.) San Pablo Avenue Class |

Boardwalk between John

Muir Parkway and Sycamore

Avenue.

f.) Complete

bicycle/pedestrian

connection on San Pablo $16,000,000
Avenue over Santa Fe

Railroad tracks.

Provide continuous sidewalks,

bike lanes, and improved bus

stops along Appian Way from

San Pablo Dam Road in

unincorporated El Sobrante

to about 900 lineal feet north

of the city limit within the

City of Pinole.

$8,200,000

$296,400

$22,200,000

Provide complete street
improvements on San Pablo
Dam Road between El Portal
Drive and Castro Ranch Road.

$6,900,000

Year of
cost
estimate

2017

2017

2017

2017

2011

2017

2017

2005

Escalation
Factor’

1.05

1.05

1.05

1.05

1.34

1.05

1.05

1.51

Estimated
Cost, 2018$

$8,610,000

$3,150,000

$13,755,000

$8,190,000

$398,000

$16,800,000

$23,310,000

$10,422,000
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Other Bicycle and Pedestrian-Focused Improvements

4

8

Bay Trail Gap
Closure

Ohlone
Greenway
Improvements

[-580/Harbour
Way
Interchange
Pedestrian &
Bicycle Access
Improvements

I-580/Marina
Bay Parkway

Richmond
Ferry to
Bridge Bicycle
Network
Improvements

Improve transit access by
closing three key Bay Trail
gaps: along Goodrick Avenue
in Richmond, between
Bayfront Park and Pinole
Creek in Pinole, and between
Atlas Road and Cypress
Avenue in unincorporated
Contra Costa County.
Implement crossing,
wayfinding, signing, lighting,
safety, access and security,
and landscaping
improvements along Ohlone
Greenway.

$11,135,000 2016 1.10

$2,900,000 2017 1.05

Improve pedestrian and
bicycle crossings at the I-
580/Harbour Way
interchange ramps.

$386,500 2011 1.34

Improve pedestrian and
bicycle crossings at the I-
580/Marina Bay Parkway
interchance ramps

a.) Point Richmond area: from
the new trail at Tewksbury &
Castro to existing Bay Trail at
S. Garrard & Richmond Ave.
b.) Point Richmond to
Richmond Greenway:
including S. Garrard Blvd and
W. Ohio Ave.

c.) W. Cutting Blvd, Cutting
Blvd, and Hoffman Blvd.

d.) Harbour Way South:
Hoffman Blvd to Ferry
Terminal.

$815,300 2011 1.34

$1,150,000 2018 1.00

$2,950,000 2018 1.00

$3,550,000 2018 1.00

$1,100,000 2018 1.00

Transit and Station-Related Improvements

I-80 Express
Bus

Capital improvements
associated with implementing
Express Bus Service on 1-80
from Hercules south to
Berkeley, Emeryville, Oakland,
and expansion to San
Francisco, with intermediate
stops at the Richmond
Parkway Transit Center and a
potential 1-80/Macdonald
Avenue Express Bus/BRT
transit center.

$104,003,000 2017 1.05

$12,276,000

$3,045,000

$519,000

$1,095,000

$1,150,000

$2,950,000

$3,550,000

$1,100,000

$109,203,000
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10

11

12

13

14

Hercules
Regional
Intermodal
Transportation
Center

BART
Extension

San Pablo
Avenue
Transit
Corridor
Improvements

23rd Street
Transit
Corridor
Improvements

West County
BART Station
Access,
Parking &
Capacity
Improvements

Current phase of Hercules
RITC is to complete
construction of the new train
stop for Capitol Corridor
service, including parking,
station platform, signage and
plazas, rail improvements,
bicycle and pedestrian access
improvements (e.g. Bay Trail
connections), etc. Future
capital improvements could
include preparation for ferry
service.

BART extension from the
Richmond BART Station. Only
the planning, conceptual
engineering and program
level environmental clearance
phases of the project are
included.

Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) on
San Pablo Avenue
approximating the existing
72R Rapid Bus route from
downtown Oakland to the
Richmond Parkway Transit
Center and extending Rapid
Bus from the Richmond
Parkway Transit Center to the
Hercules Transit Center.

23rd Street BRT from
Richmond Ferry Terminal and
UC Berkeley Richmond Field
Station to Richmond
BART/Capitol Corridor
station, then continuing to
Contra Costa College.

a.) El Cerrito Plaza Station
Modernization and Capacity
Enhancements.

b.) El Cerrito Plaza BART
Pedestrian & Bike Safety and
Access Improvements.

c.) Richmond BART
Pedestrian & Bike Safety and
Access Improvements.

d.) Richmond Crossover
Project.

$51,000,000

$14,000,000

$183,000,000

$116,000,000

$42,710,000

$1,200,000

$3,300,000

$27,000,000

2017

2017

2017

2017

2015

2017

2017

2012

1.05

1.05

1.05

1.05

1.16

1.05

1.05

1.29

$53,550,000

$14,700,000

$192,150,000

$121,800,000

$49,442,000

$1,260,000

$3,465,000

$34,759,000
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15

Del Norte
Area TOD
Public
Infrastructure
Improvements

Planning, engineering,
environmental studies, and
construction of the public
transportation-related
improvements related to
Transit Oriented
Development (TOD) in the
area around the El Cerrito Del
Norte BART station.

Local Street and Intersection Improvements

San Pablo
Avenue
Intersection
Realignment
at 23rd Street
and Road 20

Realignment of skewed 5-
legged intersection as part of
a bridge removal project that
will enhance pedestrian,
bicycle and future BRT access.

Freeway and Interchange Improvements

17

18

19

[-80/San
Pablo Dam
Road
Interchange
Improvements
(Phase 2)

[-80/Central
Avenue
Interchange
Improvements
(Phase 2)

I-80/Pinole

Valley Road

Interchange
Improvements

Reconstruct the existing I-
80/San Pablo Dam Road
interchange (including
modifications to the El Portal
Drive and McBryde Avenue
ramps) and provide improved
pedestrian and bicycle
facilities.

Improve traffic operations at
the 1-80/Central Avenue
interchange and along
Central Avenue between
Rydin Road and San Pablo
Avenue. The project will be
completed in two phases.
Improve merge onto the 1-80
mainline from the EB Pinole
Valley Road on-ramp to
address vehicles accelerating
uphill after stopping at ramp
meter, in addition to ramp-
terminal intersection
improvements.

Administrative Projects

Future Nexus

Study Updates

Two comprehensive nexus
studies and fee updates, over
the 22-year planning horizon
of the 2019 STMP Fee.

Total Estimated Cost

$25,000,000 2005 1.51

$14,400,000 2017 1.05

$80,750,000 2017 1.05

$14,500,000 2017 1.05

$10,437,000 2017 1.05

$500,000 2018 1.00
$789,283,200

$37,761,000

$15,120,000

$84,788,000

$15,225,000

$10,959,000

$500,00

$855,002,000

Notes:

"Most projects have cost estimates prepared in 2011 or more recently. For those projects, the escalation factor was calculated based
on the Annual Infrastructure Construction Cost Inflation Estimates (AICCIE) reported by OneSanfrancisco (onesanfrancisco.org).

Two projects (projects 3 and 15) have cost estimates dating to 2005; for those projects, an index of 1.37 as specified by WCCTAC's
STMP model ordinance was used to escalate the costs to 2016 dollars, and then the inflation rates for years 2016 and 2017 (reported
by onesanfrancisco.org) were used to escalate the cost to 2018 dollars.
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