
Sacramento Area Council of Governments
3000 S Street, Suite 300 • Sacramento, CA 95816

SACOG-02-009

F I N A L  D R A F T

MAY 15,  2002



“Delivering transportation projects, providing public information and
serving as a dynamic forum for regional planning and collaboration

in the greater Sacramento Metropolitan Area.”

SACOG Mission

The Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG) is an association of local governments formed by six
counties and eighteen cities.  SACOG serves the Counties of El Dorado, Placer,  Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo and
Yuba and the Cities of Auburn, Citrus Heights, Davis, Elk Grove, Folsom, Galt, Isleton, Lincoln, Live Oak,
Marysville, Rocklin, Roseville, Sacramento, West Sacramento, Wheatland, Winters, Woodland and Yuba City.

SACOG is governed by a Board of Directors composed of County Supervisors or City Councilpersons, ap-
pointed by the member jurisdictions.  The Board is advised by several policy and technical committees.  A full
time staff is employed to implement Council policies and work programs as well as coordinate the efforts of
consultants who are retained to augment the staff ’s efforts.

SACOG serves as an advisory agency to local government on matters of interjurisdictional concern, and has
developed a comprehensive planning program in transportation and has been designated to fulfill mandates in
airport land use planning and air quality.

Board of Directors

Muriel Johnson, Chair Supervisor, Sacramento County

Bill Hughes, Vice-Chair Councilmember, City of Citrus Heights, representing Citrus Heights, Elk Grove,
Folsom, Galt and Isleton

Christopher Cabaldon Councilmember, City of West Sacramento, representing Davis, West Sacramento,
Winters and Woodland

Steve Cohn Councilmember, City of Sacramento

Jim Cooper Councilmember, City of Elk Grove, representing Citrus Heights, Elk Grove,
Folsom, Galt and Isleton

Tom Cosgrove Councilmember, City of Lincoln, representing Auburn, Colfax, Lincoln, Rocklin
and Roseville

Roger Dickinson Supervisor, Sacramento County

Rusty Dupray Supervisor, El Dorado County

David Flory Councilmember, City of Woodland, representing Davis, West Sacramento, Winters
and Woodland

Ted Gaines Supervisor, Placer County

Claudia Gamar Mayor, City of Roseville, representing Auburn, Colfax, Lincoln, Rocklin
and Roseville

Lauren Hammond Councilmember, City of Sacramento

Sandra Hilliard Councilmember, City of Yuba City, representing Live Oak and Yuba City

Paul McNamara Councilmember, City of Marysville, representing Marysville and Wheatland

Steve Miklos Councilmember, City of Folsom,  representing Citrus Heights, Elk Grove, Folsom,
Galt and Isleton

Roger Niello Supervisor, Sacramento County

Donald Schrader Supervisor, Yuba County

Dan Silva Supervisor, Sutter County

Tom Stallard Supervisor, Yolo County

Jody Lonergan (Ex-Officio), Acting Director for Caltrans District 3



Table of Contents

A New Plan for the Region .......................................................................................................................................1
Development of the Plan......................................................................................................................................... 4
Growth in the Region .............................................................................................................................................. 6
Sources of Input for the Final Draft Plan ................................................................................................................6
Goals, Issues, and Content of the Final Draft Plan ...............................................................................................14
The Second Tier Vision ..........................................................................................................................................28
Funding ...................................................................................................................................................................29
Analysis ...................................................................................................................................................................29
The Programming Process .....................................................................................................................................41
Comment Opportunities .......................................................................................................................................42
References ................................................................................................................................................................43
Acknowledgements ...................................................................................................................... Inside Back Cover

Maps

Map 1. Sacramento Metropolitan Planning Area ........................................................................................5
Map 2. Current and Future Housing ...........................................................................................................8
Map 3. Current and Future Employment ....................................................................................................9
Map 4. Final Draft MTP for 2025 ...............................................................................................................17
Map 5. Home-to-Work Commute Patterns ...............................................................................................20
Map 6. Traffic Congestion in 2000 .............................................................................................................36
Map 7. Traffic Congestion in 2025 .............................................................................................................37

Tables

Table 1. Regional Growth, 2000-2025 ...........................................................................................................7
Table 2. Fastest-Growing Communities, 2000-2025 .....................................................................................7
Table 3. Goals and Guiding Principles ........................................................................................................11
Table 4. Project Summary ............................................................................................................................15
Table 5. Connector Projects .........................................................................................................................22
Table 6. Revenue Estimates - Summary by Year, 2003-2025.......................................................................30
Table 7. Summary of Funding Available in the Region 2003-2025 ............................................................31
Table 8. Summary of Funding and Expenditures 2003-2025 .....................................................................32
Table 9. Key Performance Indicators ...........................................................................................................34

Appendices

Appendix A. MTP Dates and Milestones ......................................................................................................... A-1
Appendix B. Members of the Transportation Roundtable ..............................................................................B-1
Appendix C. Public Outreach ........................................................................................................................... C-1
Appendix D. Demographic/Land Use, Modeling, And Financial Assumptions ............................................. D-1
Appendix E. Inter-regional Transportation ...................................................................................................... E-1
Appendix F. SACOG Regional Aviation System Plan ...................................................................................... F-1
Appendix G. Aviation Capital Improvement Program .................................................................................... G-1
Appendix H. Elements of the Congestion Management System in SACOG’s Planning and

Programming Process .................................................................................................................. H-1
Appendix I. Capital Projects .............................................................................................................................. I-1
Appendix J. Carryover Projects ......................................................................................................................... J-1
Appendix K. Intelligent Transportation Systems Strategies ............................................................................ K-1
Appendix L. Draft Community Design Program Criteria ............................................................................... L-1



A P P E N D I X  G

Aviation Capital Improvement  Program

The Regional Aviation Capital Improvement Program (CIP) consists of the following airport projects which
have been submitted by individual airports for State funding. These projects are included in the California
Department of Transportation’s 2001 Capital Improvement Program, which is a component of the California
Aviation System Plan. Aviation projects must be included in the State CIP in order to be eligible for state
funding. The following tables provide a brief description of each project, and include information on esti-
mated project cost, source of primary funding, and the year for which funding is being requested. When the
FAA is listed as the primary funding source for a project, the airport is seeking the 5 percent State match for
projects funded primarily with federal Airport Improvement Program funds. Some airports list both the State
and the FAA as primary funding sources in order to obtain funding from either source if it becomes available.

The column headings on the project lists are identified as follows:

PROJECT DESCRIPTION - An abbreviated project description.

COST - Estimated project construction costs, usually in current dollars. Each airport prepares its own cost
estimates which, generally, are not reviewed by Caltrans. When the project is programmed the cost is reviewed
by the Caltrans Aeronautics Program.

PRIMARY FUNDING - Boxes are checked indicating the funding source anticipated by the sponsor.

REQUESTED YEAR - The year that is requested by the sponsor that the project be funded.

AIRPORT: Franklin Field

Planning Agency: Sacramento Area Council of Governments
Type of Airport: General Aviation - NPIAS

PRIMARY FUNDING

NO. Project Description Cost State FAA Local Requested
Year

1 Apron reconstruction and expansion $1,549,500 X X 2002

 and midfield taxiway

2 TW A Overlay and Pavement Study $200,000 X 2002

3 Apron Rehabilitation and Security Upgrade $300,000 X 2002

4 RW 18/36 Overlay $240,000 X 2003

5 RW 09/27 Overlay  $230,000 X 2004

6 TW B Overlay $140,000 X 2005

7 TW C Overlay $160,000 X 2005

8 Master Plan $100,000 X 2006

TOTAL $2,919,500
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AIRPORT: McClellan Airfield

Planning Agency: Sacramento Area Council of Governments
Type of Airport: General Aviation - Non-NPIAS

PRIMARY FUNDING

NO. Project Description Cost State FAA Local Requested
Year

1 CLUP $30,000 X X 2002

2 Pavement Condition Assessment  $75,000 X 2002

3 Airfield Vault Repair & Circuits Upgrade $5,500,000 X 2003

4 Replace VOR $150,000 X 2003

5 Replace RW lights & Circuits $1,600,000 X 2004

6 Replace ILS & RVR  $360,000 X 2004

7 Master Plan  $125,000 X 2005

8 TW/ RW Pavement Rehabilitation $2,000,000 X 2007

9  RW Storm Drain System Upgrade $4,000,000 X 2008

10 Ramp Lighting Installation & Upgrade $150,000 X 2008

11 Install ASOS  $100,000 X 2010

TOTAL $14,090,000

AIRPORT: Sacramento Executive

Planning Agency: Sacramento Area Council of Governments
Type of Airport: Reliever

PRIMARY FUNDING

NO. Project Description Cost State FAA Local Requested
Year

1 Airfield Lighting Electrical Improvements  $600,000 X 2002

2 RW 12/ 30 Pavement Rehabilitation  $720,000 X 2002

3 South tiedown apron rehabilitation  $350,000 X 2002

4 TW “E” Rehabilitation $350,000 X 2002

5 TW “H” Pavment Rehabilitation  $220,000 X 2002

6 South T Hangar apron rehabiltation $480,000 X 2003

7 TW “D” Overlay  $110,000 X 2004

8 Overlay Terminal and FBO Aprons $1,100,000 X 2005

9 Overlay Terminal and FBO Aprons $1,100,000 X 2006

TOTAL $4,180,000
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AIRPORT: Sacramento International

Planning Agency: Sacramento Area Council of Governments
Type of Airport: Primary

PRIMARY FUNDING

NO. Project Description Cost State FAA Local Requested
Year

1 Install Global Positioning System equipment  $200,000 X 2002

2 Surface Movement Guidance and Control Plan  $327,000 X 2002

3 ARFF 568 Replacement (Fire Truck)  $200,000 X 2002

4 Taxiway “A” Rehabilitation  $200,000 X 2002

5 Terminal A Apron Expansion, Phase I  $200,000 X 2002

6 Terminal A Apron Expansion, Phase II  $200,000 X 2002

7 Terminal A Apron Expansion, Phase III  $200,000 X 2002

8 Terminal B Apron Lighting Replacement  $200,000 X 2002

9 Upgrade Airfield Lighting Computer $200,000 X 2002

Control System

10 SMUD feeder from Powerline Road substation  $339,125 X 2003

11 Overlay R/ W 16R- 34L & associated taxiways $6,000,000 X 2003

12 Terminal B Apron Reconstruction $200,000 X 2003

TOTAL $8,466,125

AIRPORT: Sacramento Mather

Planning Agency: Sacramento Area Council of Governments
Type of Airport: General Aviation - NPIAS

PRIMARY FUNDING

NO. Project Description Cost State FAA Local Requested
Year

1 GA apron rehabilitation $477,800 X 2002

2 TW “D” MITL $200,000 X 2002

3 Overlay TW “D” $300,000 X 2002

4 Perimeter Rd. Reconstruction $1,400,000 X 2002

 (Air Cargo Access Rd.)

5 Apron Flood Lighting, Phase I and II $638,500 X 2002

6 Master Plan $400,000 X 2002

7 NPDES washrack, GA  $183,000 X 2002

8 RW 4R- 22L Asphalt Rehabilitation $2,444,000 X 2002

9 Replace ILS and install DME & RVR $800,000 X 2003

10 Apron Flood Lighting, Phase III $500,000 X 2003

11 Maintenance Apron Rehabilitation $300,000 X 2003

12 RW 22L PCC rehabilitation $1,250,000 X 2003

13 TW “A”, “A!”, “G” MITL installation  $400,000 X 2003
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14 Air cargo feeder ramp $1,000,000 X 2004

15 RW 22L TDZ and centerline lights $2,500,000 X 2004

16 Runway 4L- 22R Medium $400,000 X 2004

intensity runway lights

17 Runway 4R PCC pavement rehabilitation $1,250,000 X 2004

18 Air cargo ramp PCC rehab $2,000,000 X 2005

19 Alert ramp and TW “Z” rehab $500,000 X 2005

20 TW “D” (North) PCC rehab, MITL and signs $1,500,000 X 2005

21 TW “E” (North) PCC rehab, MITL and signs $1,500,000 X 2005

22 TW “A”, “A!”, “G” PCC rehab $1,500,000 X 2006

TOTAL $21,443,300

AIRPORT: Sutter County

Planning Agency: Sacramento Area Council of Governments
Type of Airport: General Aviation - NPIAS

PRIMARY FUNDING

NO. Project Description Cost State FAA Local Requested
Year

1 Overlay RW $202,000 X 2002

2 Overlay apron, TWs 17 and 18 $270,000 X 2002

3 Hangar area lighting, security fence, Parking lot $100,000 X 2002

4 Runway and taxiway lighting $200,000 X 2002

5 Master Plan $50,000 X 2003

6 Overlay Tiedown Area  $300,000 X 2003

7 New hangar area drainage improvement  $200,000 X 2003

8 Hangar Construction $250,000 X X 2004

9 RW extension  $360,000 X 2005

TOTAL $1,932,000
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AIRPORT: University

Planning Agency: Sacramento Area Council of Governments
Type of Airport: General Aviation - NPIAS

PRIMARY FUNDING

NO. Project Description Cost State FAA Local Requested
Year

1 Prune Trees at Approaches $7,139 X 2003

2 Tree Clearance Mitigation at Main R/ W $10,383 X 2003

3 Perimeter Fencing $246,605 X 2003

4 AC directional signage $28,554 X 2003

(lighted or self reflective signage)

5 Runway Lighting Improvements $111,621 X 2003

6 Concrete Pad for Fueling Area $17,652 X 2003

7 Access Road Realignment, North end of Runway  $65,594 X 2003

8 North Safety Zone Bike Path Relocation $107,987 X 2004

9 Runway & Taxiway drainage improvements  $80,133 X 2004

10 Site Security Lighting Improvements  $87,739 X 2004

11 Pedestrian Safety Improvements $39,415 X 2004

12 Site Improvements for apron expansion $166,637 X 2004

13 Underground High Voltage Electrical  $36,446 X 2004

aboveground line, north end of RW

14 Dress- up shoulders of taxiways, & over- runs  $17,548 X 2005

15 Fire Protection Systems Improvements  $75,807 X 2005

16 Upgrade power airport $115,114 X 2005

(new transformer & generators)

17 Airport Entrance Road Realignment  $84,230 X 2005

18 Restroom Upgrade (ADA compliance)  $84,230 X 2005

19 Pilot activated lighting (on runways) $7,019 X 2005

20 Overlay tie down area  $299,297 X 2006

21 Upgrade tie downs  $39,420 X 2006

22 Center line strobe lighting, on approaches  $51,099 X 2006

23 Directional Signing $7,300 X 2006

24 Parking Lot Improvements  $328,496 X 2006

15 New Administration Building $583,993 X 2006

26 GPS Approach Qualification $7,868 X 2006

27 Extend utilities for apron expansion  $40,518 X 2006

(i. e. underground power, storm drain, water)

TOTAL $2,755,929
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AIRPORT: Yolo County - Davis/Woodland/Winters

Planning Agency: Sacramento Area Council of Governments
Type of Airport: General Aviation - NPIAS

PRIMARY FUNDING

NO. Project Description Cost State FAA Local Requested
Year

1 Install VASI/ PAPI  $83,000 X 2002

2 Rehabilitate TW $276,000 X 2002

3 County apron expansion  $745,000 X 2002

4 T- hangar development $1,037,000 X 2002

5 Rehabilitate Hardstand TW $112,000 X 2002

6 Equipment storage area fencing  $11,000 X 2002

and improvements

7 Woodland Aviation apron expansion $521,000 X 2002

8 Prestar apron expansion $516,000 X 2002

9 Instrument RW marking/ HIRL upgrade $222,000 X 2002

10 Hangars, 20 max $716,000 X 2002

11 Resurface RW $756,000 X 2002

12 Leasehold site infrastructure $58,000 X 2002

(E. Woodland Aviation)

13 Well $350,000 X 2002

14 Aviation Weather Observing System $165,000 X 2002

15 Helipad $60,000 X 2007

16 Future FBO site infrastructure 149,000 $149,000 X 2007

17 EAA apron development $18,000 X 2007

18 County apron expansion $456,000 X 2007

19 Perimeter fence/ gates  $347,000 X 2007

20 Additional county apron $385,000 X 2007

21 Terminal building $565,000 X 2007

22 Hangar site development $232,000 X 2007

23 Hangars, 20 max $722,000 X 2007

24 Future FBO site development  $86,000 X 2007

 (N. Woodland Aviation)

25 Slurry seal existing County apron  $16,000 X 2007

26 West Side site preparation/ development $255,000 X 2007

27 MALS Approach lighting $168,000 X 200

TOTAL $9,027,000
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AIRPORT: Yuba County

Planning Agency: Sacramento Area Council of Governments
Type of Airport: General Aviation - NPIAS

PRIMARY FUNDING

NO. Project Description Cost State FAA Local Requested
Year

1 Construct and pave service road $83,000 X X 2002

2 Seal Coat & Mark RW $263,000 X X 2003

3 Apron Drainage Improvement - Ph. 1 $300,000 X X 2003

4 Medium intensity lights; TW to crosswind $150,000 X X 2004

5 Crosswind RW 5/ 23 lighting $85,000 X X 2004

6 Construct airport terminal facilities $1,350,000 X 2004

7 Rehabilitate control tower $200,000 X X 2004

8 Apron Drainage Improvement - Ph. 2 $300,000 X X 2004

9 Acquire land for RPZ for Runway 5/23  $ X 2005

10 Maintenance facility $275,000 X X 2005

11 Construct (2) helipads $ X 2005

12 Construct parallel TW $150,000 X X 2005

13 Construct 3000' runway 14/32 extension $3,235,000 X 2007

14 Construct new 9500 lineal foot parallel taxiway $2,150,000 X 2008

TOTAL $8,541,000

Ground Access Projects

AIRPORT: Yuba County

Planning Agency: Sacramento Area Council of Governments
Type of Airport: General Aviation - NPIAS

NO. Project Description Cost Requested
Year

1 Construct corporate area access road $150,000 2002

2 Construct new airport main entrance 2005

from a new highway off-ramp

TOTAL $150,000
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Elements of the Congestion Management System in
SACOG’S Planning and Programming Processes
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A P P E N D I X  I

Capital Projects

The attached list includes capital projects included in this plan, organized by county, then by funding agency,
then by funding category (Tier 1: Publicly Funded, Tier 1: Developer or Partially Developer Funded, and Tier
2), and then alphabetically by street location.

The list does not include projects that have been “lump-summed” including bicycle/pedstrian, bridge repair,
road rehabilitation, landscaping, and small projects that are not regionally significant, nor does it include
transit operations, which are also lump-summed.

The Metropolitan Transportation System

The system described here will continue to be the major focus of the Metropolitan Transportation Plan.  It
consists of the following components, which are listed alphabetically.

Bicycle and pedestrian ways  — Metropolitan Transportation System includes bicycle ways that are regionally
significant, using criteria developed by SACOG’s Bicycle Task Force in 1993.  Criteria for have not yet been
developed for regionally significant pedestrian ways but will be included in the next update of the plan.

Community connectors  — these are roads or transit services that serve as the primary connections between
communities.  They are critical to the region’s economy and mobility.

Freight distribution routes  — in addition to roadways already covered, this category includes the Port of
Sacramento’s Deep Water Channel into the Sacramento River and the freight rail network.

Ports and airports  — these intermodal facilities are a critical element in the movement of freight and long-
distance passenger travel.

Public-transit routes, including bus, light rail, heavy rail passenger lines, and associated facilities such as
stations or terminals and their grounds  — public transit is an important element in mobility, air-quality and
congestion-relief strategies.

River crossings and approaches  — river crossings are vital links across natural barriers.  Since the number of
available river crossings is limited, these facilities often are congested.

Roads with projected traffic volumes over 25,000 vehicles per day by the year 2025   — this criterion was
developed to address that portion of the road system that accommodates the greatest travel demand.

Six-lane roadways   — same as the previous criterion.

State highways, and interchanges  — State routes and interchanges play a major role in the transportation
system and are required as part of the system by federal and state legislation.

Transportation management facilities and services, including demand-, system-, and operations-management
— this category includes such things as park-and-ride lots, ramp meters, ridesharing services, and other
strategies aimed at improving the efficiency of the transportation system, or increasing the use of alternative
modes of travel.  By improving efficiency, these facilities and services contribute to the overall performance of
the system.
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A P P E N D I X  K

Intelligent Transportation Systems Strategies

Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) encompass information and communications technologies that are
increasingly being used by traffic and transit managers to improve the operating efficiency of their systems.  In
an era of funding and environmental constraints for roadway expansion, ITS have been embraced as a means
to deal with the increased demands on the region’s transportation system resulting from strong population
and business growth.  ITS are the technologies that will enable a fully integrated, multi-modal transportation
system that gives operators the ability to enhance and integrate transit services, smooth traffic flow, improve
safety, enhance emergency services, and provide traveler information.

The Transportation Equity Act for the 21st Century (TEA-21) places greater emphasis on the deployment of
ITS as an integrated system linking multiple jurisdictions.  This approach will enable the sharing of traffic and
transit data, as well as systems operations where applicable.  As part of the requirements for ITS deployment,
an Architecture depicting how agencies are interconnected is needed.  As well, ITS must be mainstreamed into
the planning and funding process via the Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP).  SACOG included ITS as a
specific element of the 1999 MTP and is expanding the scope of this element for the current plan.

Planning and Development Activities

The Sacramento region has made good progress in planning for the deployment of ITS starting with the
development of an Early Deployment Plan (EDP) in 1996.  The EDP identified “user services” that stakehold-
ers believed would address many regional transportation needs and suggested a list of ITS projects that would
meet these needs.

An ad hoc ITS committee had been formed during the EDP process and met informally until 1999 when it was
formalized as the Sacramento Region ITS Partnership, an advisory committee to the SACOG Board of Direc-
tors.  The Partnership has initiated a number of needed planning studies, which have laid the groundwork for
a regionally-integrated ITS deployment.  Those studies and planning efforts include:

� The development of a regional ITS communication system that links the operations centers in the region.
In early 1999, a conceptual report on the Sacramento Transportation Area-wide Network (STARNET) was
completed.  STARNET soon became a regional priority leading to the completion of a Needs Assessment
Study in late 2001, which identifies system improvements needed at each operation center in order link
them via STARNET.

� A list of eighteen ITS projects identified as candidates for federal ITS funding.  This list was compiled by
the Partnership to help prioritize projects, mostly corridor improvements, that support the EDP.  The list
will continue to be updated as studies are completed and projects advanced.

� The development of a federally-required regional ITS architecture.  Through a two-tiered Federal Highway
Administration process, the ITS Partnership developed a draft ITS architecture in early 2000.  This draft
became the basis for the final working architecture completed in June of 2001, which identifies stakehold-
ers, their ITS elements, and the interconnections between systems.

Through continued Partnership effort, the ITS initiative in the Sacramento region has evolved into a more
comprehensive deployment strategy.  As a result, the EDP is no longer a valid guide for ITS deployment and a
new Strategic Deployment Plan (SDP) will be completed by June 2003.  The SDP will reflect the changes that
have occurring since the 1996 EDP and set direction for future ITS planning efforts.  The SDP will first identify
the project components that will finalize STARNET, followed by strategic corridor improvements that will
enhance traffic and transit operations throughout the region.
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Major ITS Projects in the MTP

Projects in El Dorado County
1. Ramp Signals on U.S. 50 Install signals on U.S. 50 ramps at Ponderosa Road, South Shingle

Springs, and North Shingle Road. ELD15670

2. Latrobe Rd. Signal installation at U.S. 50 eastbound ramps. ELD15660

Projects in Placer County
3. I-80 Ramp metering at all interchanges from Foresthill Road to the

Sacramento County Line.

Projects in Sacramento County
4. Various locations Install Smart Traffic Calming in south Midtown area.  SAC22540

5. I-5 Install ramp meters, HOV Bypasses, additional on ramps, traffic
monitoring stations and Closed Circuit TV installation on I-5
from Pocket Rd. to I-80. CAL18370

6. I-80 Install ramp metering, traffic monitoring stations, Closed Circuit
TV installation, message signs, and upgrade count stations to
Traffic Management System on I-80 from Yolo Co. line to Route
244 (Longview Dr.). CAL18380

7. U.S. 50 at I-5 Construct Traffic Operation System (Jct. 50 to I-5) CAL17800

8. ITS on Arden Way Operating and Maintenance for Arden Way Smart Corridor from
2010 to 2025. SAC22891

9. ITS on Arden Way Smart Corridor on Arden Way from Del Paso to Watt Ave.
SAC22890

10. ITS Watt Ave. Watt Corridor - Phase 2 and 3. Traffic signal coordination, transit
priority, monitoring equipment and traveler information on a
major arterial corridor, plus supporting communications.
VAR10080

11. Traffic Operation Center Connect 100 traffic signals, including ITS technology, that are
located outside of the Central City to the City’s existing Traffic
Operations Center. SAC20761, SAC20762, SAC20763, SAC20764

12. ITS on Greenback/ Sunrise Blvd. Smart Corridor on Greenback/Sunrise Blvd. SAC22770

13. Various Locations Traffic Operations System SAC20840

14. Fair Oaks Boulevard Widening Widen Fair Oaks Blvd from Marconi Ave. to Engle Rd. from 4 to 6
lanes including signal modifications at Marconi, Stanley, Grant,
and Engle Rd. SAC16800

15. Central Train Tracking Sacramento Regional Transit District: purchase computerized
train tracking system that will provide automatic train locations
and a public address system to advise customers of train ap-
proaches and service delays. REG17160
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16. Stockton Blvd. Bus Rapid Transit In Sacramento:  Stockton Boulevard, construct bus rapid transit
improvements from Cosumnes College to downtown Sacramento.
REG17670

17. Sunrise Boulevard Bus Rapid Transit In Sacramento County, implement bus rapid transit on the
Sunrise Boulevard corridor. REG17430

18. Watt Avenue Bus Rapid Transit In Sacramento County, implement bus rapid transit on Watt
Avenue corridor. REG17330

19. LRV Communication Kits* Sacramento Regional Transit District: retrofit existing communi-
cation kits with upgraded audio system and automatic interior/
exterior visual signs for stop announcements and train destina-
tions. REG17110

Projects in Yolo County
20. U.S. 50, various locations Yolo County portion of U.S. 50 traffic operations system and

ramp metering at various locations. CAL16880

21. U.S. 50 From I-80 to Sacramento County line—install traffic operations
system (message signs, ramp metering, CCTV) CAL10530

22. I-5, various locations Yolo County portion of I-5 traffic operations system and ramp
metering. CAL16890

23. U.S. 50 Install ramp meters and modify ramp design at South River Rd.
interchange. YOL15680

24. U.S. 50 Jefferson Blvd. interchange—expand the ramps and signals from 1
to 2 lanes, add ramp metering and turn lanes, and related street
closures. YOL15900

25. Various throughout Yolo County Implement ITS, Phase I, joint project of Yolo County Transporta-
tion District, Unitrans, and Davis Community Transit. YCT10670

Projects in Various Counties
26. Various Locations Caltrans District 3 TOS projects. Includes ramp meters, HOV on-

ramp lanes, traffic monitoring stations, closed circuit television
cameras, changeable message signs, highway advisory radio,
weather monitoring systems, loop detectors, etc. CAL16800

27.  STARNET Various traffic and transit operation centers in the region; hard-
ware and software upgrades enabling a wide-area network to
share transportation data and operations.  Fiber optic and wire-
less infrastructure is included in the project.

*Not on MTP project list because it is lump summed.
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A P P E N D I X  L

Draft Community Design Program Criteria
[The following is a working draft developed by SACOG staff to illustrate the possible uses

of the regional Community Design funds.]

The Community Design program would provide funding for transportation improvements that promote a
multi-modal transportation system.  It would be similar to the successful Transportation for Livable Commu-
nities program of the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (which plans for the 9-county San Francisco
Bay Area).  Program criteria will be prepared with active input from SACOG members.  SACOG will develop
the program criteria through consultation with its members and other stakeholders.  For illustrative purposes
(these examples are not exhaustive) staff has prepared the following information about how the program
might possibly be structured.

Transportation Investments that Can Create
Multi-Modal system Benefits

� Pedestrian linkages (sidewalks, pathways, tunnels, bridges) and amenities (street trees, lighting, benches,
plazas).

� Street design and construction, including multi-modal street rights-of-way, traffic calming and grid street
patterns.

� Bike paths or on-street lanes.

� Transit service enhancements such as transit stop amenities (shelters, restrooms, benches) and community
transit.

� Shared parking systems, parking garages.

Planning Actions That can lead to Multi-Modal System Benefit

� Community or Specific Plans (bus or light rail station areas, infill neighborhoods, redevelopment plans/
districts, city center plans, newly developing areas).

� Zoning and development code amendments (transit oriented development standards, mixed use districts,
minimum densities, changes to housing mix, parking standards, refined LOS (Level of Service) street
standards, multi-modal right-of-way design, street connectivity, design standards for multi-family and
other higher density land uses)

Program Ideas

� Planning grants to local governments.

� Quick response grants to help (re) design development applications for smart growth.

� Subsidize capital cost of transportation infrastructure improvements (note: certain projects might qualify
for funding based on land uses such as providing a certain amount of housing, but the funds would
usually be applied to help pay the costs of transportation improvements associated with the project).

� Foster partnerships with community groups.
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Examples

Theoretical examples to illustrate the types of projects that might be eligible for Community Design Program
funding follow.

Small Town Downtown Revitalization Mixed Use Project
Many older downtowns have some two-story buildings that used to have residences or offices on the second
floor, have scattered vacant parcels or surface lots, or low density structures that could be converted to two
story mixed projects.  The economics of retail/residential mixed use projects are often challenging in today’s
market.  The transportation benefits of mixed use projects include higher ratios of walk trips for shopping and
employment, and generally adding vitality to a central place in the community.  Community Design funds
could potentially be awarded based on the number of dwelling units or bedrooms created by the residential
component of the project and then applied to pay for transportation improvements like improved sidewalks,
pedestrian lighting, better bus stops, parking, etc.  This would reduce the developer’s costs, helping to make the
project economically viable.

Multi-Modal Transportation Facilities and Downtown Revitalization
The City of Woodland currently has a planning grant from SACOG with federal funds that is a good example
of the type of project the Community Design program might fund.  The City is preparing a neighborhood
revitalization plan for a parcel adjacent to the downtown, a major employer, and a lower income residential
neighborhood.  The Plan will strive to meet several transportation related objectives, including providing
facilities and parking for both local and inter city transit service, using a possibly relocated old railroad depot
as a tourism oriented historical museum, and providing mixed use housing near employers and downtown
retailers.  A range of transportation improvements might be eligible, including a transit facility, parking,
sidewalks and street furniture, and an internal circulation system.

Light Rail Transit Oriented Development
The light rail system is being expanded to serve south Sacramento, Rancho Cordova and the City of Folsom.
In the future Light Rail or Enhanced Bus Transit service may serve the Airport, West Sacramento, Davis, Elk
Grove and other areas.  Studies conducted through Regional Transit’s Transit for Livability Communities
program have itemized a variety of investments that could help stimulate development at these stations,
including: sidewalks, pedestrian/bike paths, pedestrian bridges, parking lots and garages, and assistance for the
residential component of mixed use projects.  Land use plans for over 20 station areas are being prepared,
affecting approximately 5,000 acres of land.  The types of investments that could beneficially promote transit-
oriented development around these stations have been estimated to cost several millions of dollars.  For
example, a mixed use Civic Center, retail project and associated improvements and parking at the Mather
Field/Mills station would require approximately $1.7 million in assistance to construct at today’s rents, and
would then serve as a catalyst to increase the economic viability of transit oriented development projects on
several surrounding parcels.
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