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Regional Planning Partnership

April 19, 2007
Preliminary Draft Metropolitan Transportation Plan 2035 (MTP 2035)

Issue: What input do RPP members want to give concerning the attached Preliminary Draft MTP?
Recommendation: For information only.

Discussion: Staff has laid out the framework for a preliminary draft MTP as attachments to this memo, consisting of:

m Attachment A: general discussion of policy direction, built from Board discussion in January; summary of a
preliminary MTP budget and budget assumptions;
m  Attachment B: key project recommendations;
m  Attachment C: performance measure table and analysis of the preliminary draft alternative;
The following attachments (D — G) can be downloaded on the SACOG website
(http://www.sacog.org/calendar/2007/04/19/board/pdf/07-Prelim%20Draft%20MTP%20FINAL.pdf):
= Attachment D: summary project recommendations by corridor; an overview of open issues for Board discussion
= Attachment E: detailed preliminary listing of transit, road capacity improvements, and operational and other
projects recommended by staff for the MTP 2035;
m Attachment F: a review of unresolved issues from the previous MTPs
m  Attachment G: a timeline of MTP 2035 next steps

This staff recommendation has been assembled by melding several sources

= Workshop input from citizen planners and Board members during the past 15 months supplemented with polls and
market research,

m Several rounds of discussions with local agency staffs about local plans and expectations, and new ideas from the
workshops or SACOG staff analysis,

m Supporting studies and technical analysis of many alternative MTP options by staff, seeking the best affordable
system performance and efficiency.

The attachments are described as comprising a Preliminary Draft MTP, but it is important that the Partnership
understand it consists primarily of the project list and revenue assumptions for the next MTP. The full plan draft,
including policies, time-phasing, and an accompanying environmental document, will not be available until later this
summer. The preliminary draft presented here is closer to a first look than a final package; staff is seeking Partnership
discussion and input. Staff is still analyzing investments and beginning to spread project timing to match the flow of
revenues over time.

The draft project list we are presenting now would fit into the “financially constrained” part of the plan. In other
words, it contains only projects that can be backed by revenues reasonably expected to be available during the
planning period. These projects do not necessarily represent the complete picture, or vision, of where the Board would
like to go with the region’s transportation investments. We will be working with the advisory committee, including
the Partnership, next month to fill in a draft of what is referred to in the attachments as that broader “vision,” to be
built from projects that the Board desires to include and would improve the performance of the plan but would not be
affordable until additional funding (from new sources that might reasonably be considered) can be brought to bear.

MC:ts
Attachments

Key Staff: Pete Hathaway, Director of Transportation Planning, (916) 340-6235
Matt Carpenter, Senior Planner, (916) 340-6276
David H. Young, Senior Planner, (916) 340-6232
Jason Crow, Senior Planner, (916) 340-6219
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PRELIMINARY DRAFT MTP 2035 SUMMARY

Attachment B

NEW RAIL
Transit Emphasize widespread and frequent bus
Strategy service on arterial streets with new services
and strategic rail investments
Heavy Rail e 2 more Capitol Corridor trains daily with
track improvements
Lighter Rail | » South Line extension to Cosumnes River
College
e Gold and Blue Line track improvements for
increased peak-period frequencies
* Downtown Sacramento to Natomas to
International Airport
* Downtown Sacramento to West
Sacramento
e Rancho Cordova Town Center
NEwW Bus
Local Buses | = 48 of 133 lines (36%) w/ 10-20 minute
& Shuttles peak period service vs. 7 of 83 (8%) total
today
e 17 neighborhood shuttles
e increased ADA paratransit service
Bus Rapid e 12 lines w/15-20-minute service connecting
Transit Roseville, Rocklin, Folsom, eastern Sac.

Co, Citrus Heights, Natomas, northern Sac.
Co, Rancho Cordova, South Sac, EIk
Grove, Downtown

e Watt & Sunrise with busways at US 50
interchanges

Express Bus

e 14 of 40 lines (35%) with 20-30-minute
service on freeways (utilizing carpool lanes
where available)

e 26 of 40 lines (65%) with 40 minute or less
frequent service on freeways

BRIDGES

Sacramento e New 4-lane bridge, Broadway in
River Sacramento to 15" in West Sac.
Feather « 5™ St. bridge rebuilt/widened to 6 lanes
River e 10" Street bridge widened to 6 lanes
American e New Auburn/Folsom Dam Bridge in
River Folsom

e New multi-modalTruxel Bridge between
downtown Sacramento and Natomas
e Hazel & Howe Bridges expanded to 6 lanes

NEW
ROADS
Road Emphasize grid of improved arterial streets
Strategy w/sidevyalks & bike lanes over ﬂ_’eeway
expansions to accommodate regional growth
US 50 El e Carpool lane extension, EI Dorado Hills to
Dorado Shingle Springs interchange
e New auxiliary lanes on US50 w/
connected parallel roads between El
Dorado Hills and Shingle Springs
e 4-lane Green Valley, Folsom to EIl Dorado
Hills
US50 e Carpool lane extension, Sunrise to Watt
Sacramento e New auxiliary lanes, various locations in
Sacramento, Rancho Cordova, and Folsom
e Rebuilt interchanges at US50 & SR99,
US50 & I-5
1-80 Yolo *  New carpool lanes, Davis to West Sac,
with new bike bridge across the Yolo
Causeway
1-80 e Carpool lane extension, Watt west to I-5
Sacramento * Roseville Road widened to 4 lanes
1-80 Placer e Carpool lane extension + 2 new auxiliary
lanes, Sac. County line to SR65
e |-80/SR 65 interchange rebuild
SR 65 e New 2 & 4 lane Lincoln Bypass
expressway
e New carpool lanes, 1-80 to Blue Oaks
* New 2 lane parkway north and east around
Wheatland, connecting to SR 65 on either
end
* New 4 lane Goldfields Parkway east of
Marysville, connecting to SR 65 at
Olivehurst
Placer e New 4-lane expressway with a northern
Parkway alignment between SR65 at Whitney and
SR 99/70 at Sankey
SR 99/70, * New carpool lanes, I-5 to Placer Parkway
Sacramento, e SR99 & SR70 both 4-lane expressways,
Sutter & Placer Parkway to Yuba City/Marysville
Yuba
I-5 North, e New carpool lanes, downtown Sacramento
Sacramento to Sac. International Airport
e 1-80/SR70-99 Interchange Rebuilt
I-5 South, e New carpool lanes, US50 to Cosumnes
Sacramento River Boulevard
SR 99, e New auxiliary lanes, Florin to Calvine
Sacramento
Elk Grove- e Grid of 4 & 6 lane roads, running east-
Rancho west from Keifer Blvd. to Elk Grove
Cordova-El Blvd., and North-South from Watt Ave to
Dorado Jaeger Rd.
Corridor e Grant Line Road expanded to 6 lanes

from SR 99 to Bradshaw & 4 lanes
between Bradshaw and White Rock with
right-of-way preserved.




Preliminary Draft 2035:

Selected Travel Indicators, Year 2005 and 2035

Attachment C

MTP 2035- Draft % Change from 2005
Performance Measure 2005 | Low High Low High
Growth in Jobs and Households
Number of Households 767,274 1,267,344 +65%
Number of Jobs | 1,003,596 1,541,832 +54%
Weekday Travel by Households
Vehicle Trips/HH 8.4 7.8 8.0 -1% -4%
Vehicle-Hours of Travel/HH 15 14 15 -10% -1%
Vehicle-Miles of Travel/HH 49.1 435 44.5 -11% -9%
Congested VMT/HH 3.9 4.0 4.4 +3% +13%
% Trips by Transit 1% 2% 3% +82% +173%
% Trips by Walk/Bike 6% 7% 9% +13% +45%
Other Systemwide Statistics
Transit Boardings (Regionwide) | 146000 | 475000 | 634,000 +225% +334%
Weekday Vehicle Miles of Travel on Roadways (in 1,000's)...
...by Households 39,659 56,408 57,627 +42% +45%
...by Commercial Vehicles 12,218 19,431 19,436 +59% +59%
..by External Trips 1,225 1,938 1,939 +58% +58%
All Sources 53,102 77,777 79,002 +46% +49%

Source: SACOG, March 2007. All estimates based on SACMET travel demand model, with 4 D’s post processing.

Description of Performance Measures:
e Growth in Jobs and Households—per the growth projections adopted in
December 2006
e Weekday Travel by Households—these measures were used in all MTP
workshops, to portray changes to travel by residents of the region in their daily
activities. All measures reported “per household” to allow for trend comparisons
to 2005.
o Vehicle Trips, Hours, and Miles per Household: Estimates of the total
travel by private vehicles generated by residents of the region.
0 Congested Vehicle-Miles of Travel: Estimates of the vehicle mileage
occurring in roadways with heavy congestion
0 % Trips by Transit: The percent share of all person trips which use transit.
0 % Trips by Walk/Bike: The percent share of all person trips which use
bike and walk (i.e. non-motorized) modes of travel.
e Other Systemwide Statistics
o Transit Boardings (Regionwide)—total of all expected passenger
boardings to transit vehicles for an average weekday.
0 Vehicle Miles of Travel on Roadways—tally of all vehicle-miles traveled
(VMT) on roadways within the region for an average weekday. VMT is
broken down by “source” of the travel: 1) travel by households or




Attachment C

residents of the region in course of their daily activities; 2) travel by
commercial vehicles (vans, utility vehicles and trucks of all sizes) for
commercial purposes (deliveries, etc.)

Why are Ranges of Estimates Shown?

The performance measures are shown as ranges because two travel models were used.
The primary tool is the travel demand model SACOG has used since the 1990s called
SACMET with an adjustment process (“4Ds”) developed during the Blueprint study.
The 4Ds adjustment accounts for limitations in the model to fully represent the
impact of land use mix, density, and design plus travel accessibility especially on
short trips.

SACOG has developed a new, state-of-the-art travel demand model which uses
parcel-level land use data, called “SACSIM”. SACSIM has been utilized recently in
parallel with SACMET + 4Ds. The results have confirmed the value of the Blueprint
land use vision in terms of reducing the average amount of vehicle travel by
households within the region and in limiting the growth in congested travel.
However, the SACSIM results show smaller increases in transit and non-motorized
mode shares than does SACMET + 4Ds. The ranges bracket the results of the
Preliminary Draft MTP for both models.






