


(Cities/counties can drop in their logo.)
Date:
To: MTC/ABAG
Attn: Draft EIR Comments
375 Beale Street, Suite 800, San Francisco, CA 94105
Email: eircomments@bayareametro.gov and info@bayareametro.gov	 
Dear MTC and ABAG Boards,
On behalf of [City/County Name], we submit the following comments regarding the Plan Bay Area 2050+ Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR).
We appreciate the regional significance of Plan Bay Area and the effort that goes into preparing the RTP/SCS and the DEIR. However, we have identified three, among many, issues that require clarification or correction to ensure the DEIR meets CEQA standards for accuracy and transparency.
1. Growth Forecasts (DEIR Table 2-14)
MTC’s population forecast with a growth rate of 24% is significantly higher than the growth rate published by the California Department of Finance (DOF) at 6.5%. The DEIR does not clearly disclose the assumptions, data sources, or modeling methods that explain these discrepancies. We request that staff provide documentation of demographic methodologies, reconcile differences with DOF projections; and conduct analyses that reflect alternative growth scenarios.
2.  Building Industry Association Settlement Agreement Components and Compliance Information. (Play Bay Area Introduction, (1.7.4 “2013 Settlement Agreement”) and Table 1.1
While this section acknowledges that the settlement created “ongoing obligations” for MTC and ABAG, it offers no explanation of how the settlement influences housing assumptions, fails to explain how the litigation settlement may affect local infrastructure capacity, displacement, or affordability. The omission of details about the settlement leaves local governments unable to evaluate whether PBA’s assumptions reflect a legal necessity or policy preference, how it impacts the Regional Housing Need Allocation process, or how assumptions about a severe housing crisis that justify passing unfunded legislative mandates, are baked into BIA’s Regional Housing Control Total. 

3. Alternatives to the Proposed Plan (Table 3.34: Summary Comparison of EIR Impacts)
The EIR identifies 67 impacts in the 14 categories of an EIR. Thirty-five of them (52%) are rated as “Significant and Unavoidable.”  Many are cushioned in the language of “if feasible,” in a move that  reduces regional accountability by transferring responsibility from regional planners, developing this Program EIR, to local jurisdictions, who are responsible for project-specific plans. Since there are no clear Plan Alternatives, hazards of the plan are likely to prevail, including findings like these: Climate—a net increase in greenhouse gas emissions; Hazards-- interfere with emergency evacuation plan; Housing—physically divide an established community; Public Utilities—inadequate water capacity to meet demand; and others.
In summary, we request that the MTC/ABAG Commissioners direct staff to provide corrected or supplemental information so local jurisdictions can fully understand environmental impacts and policy implications.
Thank you for your consideration.
Respectfully submitted,
[Mayor/Board Chair/City Manager/County Administrator]
[City/County Name]






    (Cities/counties can drop in their logo.)   Date:   To:   MTC/ABAG   Attn: Draft EIR Comments   375 Beale Street, Suite 800 ,  San Francisco, CA 94105   Email:  eircomments@bayareametro.gov   and  info@bayareametro.gov       Dear MTC and ABAG Boards,   On behalf of  [City/County Name] , we submit the following comments regarding the  Plan Bay  Area 2050+ Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) .   We appreciate the regional significance of Plan Bay Area and the effort that goes into preparing the  RTP/SCS and the DEIR. However, we have identified  three, among many,  issues that require  clarification or correction to ensure the DEIR meets CEQA standards for accurac y and   transparency .   1. Growth Forecasts (DEIR Table 2 - 14)   MTC’s p opulation forecast   with a growth rate of 24%   is   significantly higher than  the growth rate  published by the California Department of Finance (DOF)  at 6.5%.  The DEIR does not clearly  disclose the assumptions, data sources, or modeling methods that explain these discrepancies. We  request that staff   pr ovide documentation of demographic methodologies , r econcile differences with  DOF projections; and   c onduct analyses that reflect alternative growth scenarios.   2.    Building Industry Association Settlement Agreement Components and Compliance  Information . (Play Bay Area Introduction, (1.7.4 “2013 Settlement Agreement”) and Table 1.1   While th is   section acknowledges that the settlement created “ongoing obligations” for MTC and  ABAG ,   it offers no explanation of how the settlement influences housing assumptions,  fails to  explain how the litigation settlement may affect local infrastructure capacity, displacement, or  affordability. The omission of details about the settlement leaves local governments unable to  evaluate whether PBA’s assumptions reflect a legal nece ssity or policy preference , how it impacts  the Regional Housing Need Allocation process , or how assumptions about a severe housing crisis  that justify passing unfunded legislative mandates, are baked into BIA’s Regional Housing Control  Total .      3.  Alternatives to the Proposed Plan (Table 3.34: Summary Comparison of EIR Impacts)   The EIR identifies 67 impacts in the 14 categories of an EIR. Thirty - five of them (52%) are rated as  “Significant and Unavoidable.”  Many are cushioned in the language of “if feasible,” in a move that   reduce s   regional accountability by transferring responsibility from regional planners ,   developing this  Program EIR ,   to local jurisdictions , who are responsible for  project - specific plans. Since   there are  no clear Plan Alternatives, hazards of the plan are likely to prevail, including findings like these:  Climate — a net increase in greenhouse gas emissions; Hazards --   interfere with emergency  evacuation plan; Housing — physically divide an establishe d community; Public Utilities — inadequate water capacity to meet demand; and others.   In summary , we request that  the  MTC/ABAG  Commissioners direct staff to  provide corrected or  supplemental information so local jurisdictions can fully understand environmental impacts and  policy implications.   Thank you for your consideration.  

