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2016 Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy Update 

Recommendation: None; this item is for information and discussion. 

Discussion: 2016 Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy Update 

 
SCENARIO FRAMEWORK 

Item #10 

 

SACOG staff have drafted three regional land use and transportation scenarios for the 2016 MTP/SCS update 

following a scenario framework adopted by the SACOG Board in March, 2014. SACOG will use the 

scenarios in the following ways: to inform discussions of the SACOG Board, stakeholders, member and 

partner agencies, and public workshop participants on policy issues of the plan update; as alternatives for the 

environmental impact report; as the basis for making necessary updates to the current (2012) MTP/SCS. 

 

The scenarios are designed to illustrate trade-offs and effects of different development patterns and 

transportation investments compared to the adopted MTP/SCS.  As such, the scenarios represent a range of 

reasonably foreseeable land use and transportation futures. Each scenario covers the same time period of 

2012 to 2036, has the same transportation budget of roughly $35 billion, and has the same population, 

employment, and housing projections of approximately 3,086,000 people, 1,327,000 jobs, and 1,188,000 

housing units. 

 

Based on the scenario framework, the scenarios pivot off of the currently adopted MTP/SCS as Scenario 2, 

the middle scenario, and bookend it with a less compact land use and transportation scenario (Scenario 1) 

and a more compact land use and transportation scenario (Scenario 3). This framework is generally the same 

as what was used for the 2012 MTP/SCS.  However, Scenarios 1 and 3 take into account new land use 

projects, updated land use plans, new transportation project submissions, revised transportation project 

scopes, costs, and completion years, and any other policy and market factor research SACOG has updated. 

 

Scenario 2, the current MTP/SCS, has been updated only to reflect a new base year and modifications to the 

regional program of transportation projects as described in the Metropolitan Transportation Improvement 

Program (MTIP).  The adopted MTP/SCS has a base year of 2008. The 2016 MTP/SCS update has a base 

year of 2012.  Differences between the 2008 and 2012 base year include a significant regional job loss and 

slow housing growth due to the recession as well as the release of the 2010 Census housing data. The 

primary land use differences between the current MTP/SCS and Scenario 2 are a result of these base year 

differences. Additionally, following the adoption of the MTP/SCS in 2012, a number of subsequent MTIP 

amendments and the preparation of a new MTIP for fiscal years 2015 to 2018, have modified the plan based 

on new funding awards for projects and scope, cost or year modifications for projects that have programmed 

funding through federal fiscal year 2018. Scenario 2 does not reflect transportation and land use project 

changes or updates or policy or market research that SACOG has received or researched specifically the 2016 

update. 

 

Scenario 1 has the most dispersed land use pattern due to the most growth of the three scenarios in 

Developing Communities (a.k.a. greenfield or new growth areas).  It correspondingly has the highest amount 
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of new roads and road expansions and relatively lower levels of investment in transit, walking and bicycling 

infrastructure.  Scenario 3 has the most compact land use pattern due to the most growth in Established and 

Center/Corridor Communities (a.k.a. infill areas). It correspondingly has the highest amount of transit, 

walking and bicycling infrastructure. 

 
EXPLANATION OF ATTACHMENTS 

 
Land Use (Attachments A, B and C) 

Attachment A is a table of housing units and employees by community type subarea, by jurisdiction for each 

of the three scenarios.  The build out estimates that were vetted with city and county staffs earlier this year 

are also included in this table for reference.  Attachment B is a map of all of the community type subareas 

and jurisdiction boundaries from the current MTP/SCS. Additional specific plan boundaries have been 

added for reference.  The map is not a scenario map per se; it is included to help describe the geographies 

that correspond with the table in Attachment A. Attachment C compares the jurisdiction-level distribution of 

housing and employment for the 2012 MTP/SCS and Scenario 2 so that you can see how other than minor 

differences due to base year adjustments, the integrity of the current plan is represented in Scenario 2. As 

noted above, Scenarios 1 and 3 consider existing and new projects and SACOG’s updated policy and market 

research. 

 
Transportation (Attachment D) 

Attachment D is the transportation project list that contains the latest project information based on local 

agency feedback from the November, 2013 MTP/SCS call for project updates and the April, 2014 

Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP) call for projects. 

 

The draft scenario assignments in the list are based on the board adopted scenario framework as well as 

financial constraint considerations. Scenario 2 consists of projects included in the current MTP/SCS and may 

not be reflective of project changes proposed for the 2016 plan update. Scenarios 1 and 3 consider existing 

and new projects submitted through the call for project updates. In general, projects that were evaluated 

during the last plan update in 2012 remain in the scenario(s) in which they were included last time. However, 

scenario assignments are subject to change based on sponsor agency input, land use assumptions, and 

financial constraint considerations. 

 
Current Process and Next Steps 

These scenarios are being reviewed by local jurisdictions and sponsor agencies. SACOG will consider any 

input as it revises the scenarios in August. The scenarios will then be used to develop educational materials 

for public workshops to be held in October. They will also be used as alternatives in the CEQA analysis of 

the 2016 draft MTP/SCS. Attachment E is a copy of the 2016 MTP/SCS update process map. 

 

Attachment 
 

Key Staff: Kacey Lizon, MTP/SCS Project Manager, (916) 340-6265 

Clint Holtzen, MTP/SCS Transportation Project Coordinator, (916) 340-6246 

Jennifer Hargrove, MTP/SCS Land Use Project Coordinator, (916) 340-6216 
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