
 
 Item #16-1-11 

SACOG Board of Directors  Report 
 
January 14, 2016 
 
Chief Executive Officer's Report  
 
The following is a brief status report on some of the major issues and projects currently 
being advanced by SACOG.   
 
Note:  
 
In case you have missed my news, after careful thought I have decided that 2016 will be my last 
year as Chief Executive Officer at SACOG. Attached please find the January 11, 2016 press 
release and my letter to all of you. 
 
The Board of Directors, under Roseville Vice-Mayor Susan Rohan’s leadership, will be 
conducting an inclusive process, involving SACOG member cities and counties as well as 
stakeholders, to find the candidate with the right skills to lead SACOG staff starting in 
2017.  Kirk Trost, SACOG Chief Operating Officer, is our lead staff contact for this process.  If 
you have thoughts or questions to share he is reachable at ktrost@sacog.org, 916-340-6210. 
 
Crude by Rail  
Over the past 18 months, two crude by rail projects have come before the Board of Directors:  a 
project sponsored by Phillips 66 in San Luis Obispo County to ship 53,000 barrels of crude oil 
per day to the Santa Maria Refinery, and a project sponsored by Valero Oil to ship 70,000 
barrels of crude oil per day to the Benicia Refinery.  Both projects likely would result in crude 
oil by rail shipments through the Sacramento region.  The Board authorized comment letters on 
the environmental impact reports for both projects.  The letters have focused on the Board-
adopted general areas of safety concern: 
 

• Advance notification of shipments; 
• Limitations on storage of shipments in urbanized areas; 
• Support for training and outfitting emergency response crews; 
• Utilization of best available freight cars; 
• Priority funding for rail safety projects; 
• Utilization of best-available inspection equipment and protocols; and 
• Implementation of positive train controls to prioritize areas with crude oil shipments. 

 
The projects have now circulated final environmental impact reports and set the projects for 
hearings.  In the case of the Phillips 66 project, the final environmental impact report proposes 
additional mitigation measures that addresses some, but not all, of SACOG’s concerns.  For 
example, the final report includes a measure requiring Union Pacific Railroad to implement 
Positive Train Control where crude oil is shipped by rail.  The Valero project includes no 
changes in response to SACOG’s comment letters.  Staff will submit final letters before the 
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hearings for each project, consistent with the board-adopted general areas of concern, 
reaffirming our concerns and stating that the responses to our comments are inadequate.   
 
Special Federal Policy Briefing on February 4 
On February 4, immediately following the Transportation Committee (at approximately 12 p.m.), 
SACOG’s Federal Policy Advisor Beth Osborne from Transportation for America will be 
presenting on the new federal transportation bill, the FAST Act, discussing the potential actions 
on transportation in the last year of the Obama Administration, and giving guidance to help 
prepare for the Metro Chamber’s Cap-to-Cap program April 9-13. The presentation will end by 1 
p.m. in time for the Land Use and Natural Resources Committee to begin. 
 
Board members, local jurisdiction staff, and interested stakeholders are welcome to attend. 
Lunch will be provided. To RSVP, or for questions, contact Erik Johnson at (916) 340-6247 
or ejohnson@sacog.org. 
 
CONSENT ITEMS:   
All of the items on the consent calendar received unanimous support at the Strategic Planning 
Committee. 
 
ACTION ITEMS:  
 
Item #5 – Approve Regional Approach for the Cap-and-Trade Affordable Housing and 
Sustainable Communities (AHSC) Program:  This item received unanimous support from the 
Strategic Planning Committee. 
 
Item #6 – Approve Process for 2016 Strategic Planning, Outreach, and CEO Recruitment:  This 
item was discussed at the Strategic Planning Committee but was not agendized.   
 
WORKSHOP ITEMS: 
Item #7 - The 2016 Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Update: 
Responses to Comments, Draft Final Plan and Final Environmental Impact Report.  The 
Strategic Planning Committee heard a verbal presentation comments and responses to comments 
earlier this month and gave general feedback that staff should proceed with a briefing for the full 
Board. The purpose of this briefing is to afford the Board opportunity for discussion and question 
in preparation for certification of the Final EIR and adoption of the final plan next month. The 
Transportation Committee will be the recommending committee on the item in February and 
LUNR and GRPA Committees will also hear the item as information.    
 
Item #8 – Sacramento Regional Transit District Systemwide Improvement Initiative:  Director 
Schenirer will provide a verbal presentation to the Board. 
 
LAND USE ACTIVITIES: 
During the months of December and January SACOG staff conducted the following work:  

 
• At the request of the City of Sacramento provided a letter of concurrence on an SCS 

consistency determination for the proposed Yamanee mixed-use project (letter attached). 

mailto:ejohnson@sacog.org


SACOG Board of Directors P a g e  |  3   

• At the request of the City of Davis, provided expert testimony to the Davis city council 
on the Nishi Gateway project.  

• Staff began preparations for a February visit from cities participating in the Portland State 
University Urban Sustainability Accelerator program. The cities will be coming to the 
region to visit examples of Blueprint implementation in local jurisdictions in the region.  

 
CALENDAR:   
 
February 4 10:00 a.m. Transportation Committee Meeting 
February 4 1:00 p.m. Land Use & Natural Resources Committee Meeting 
February 8 10:00 a.m. Government Relations & Public Affairs Committee Meeting 
February 18 9:30 a.m. SACOG Board Meeting 
February 18 11:00 a.m. Innovation Task Force Meeting 
 
 
Approved by: 
 
 
 
Mike McKeever 
Chief Executive Officer   
 
Attachment 







DETERMINATION OF MTP/SCS CONSISTENCY WORKSHEET 
For Qualifying Transit Priority Projects and Residential/Mixed-Use 

Residential Projects 
As of July 31, 2012i

 

 
Background: Pursuant to SB 375, streamlined CEQA review and analysis is available to Transit Priority 
Projects (TPPs) and residential or mixed-use residential projects that are consistent with the SCS. The 
SCS was adopted by the Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG) Board as part of the 
Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy for 2035 on April 19, 2012. The 
California Air Resources Board issued an Acceptance of GHG Quantification Determination for the 
SACOG SCS on June 12, 2012. 

 
Streamlined CEQA review available to TPPs consists of one of the following: (1) a Sustainable 
Communities Environmental Assessment (SCEA) pursuant to Public Resources Code (PRC) § 21155.2(b) 
or (2) an EIR pursuant to PRC § 21155.2(c).ii

 

 
Streamlined CEQA review available to residential or mixed-use residential projects consists of an EIR 
pursuant to PRC § 21159.28(a). 

 
Purpose: The purpose of this worksheet is to provide lead agencies with assistance on three issues: 

1. Whether a proposed project qualifies as a TPP; 
2. Whether a proposed project qualifies as a residential or mixed-use residential project (at 

least 75 percent of the total building square footage is residential); 
3. Whether the TPP or residential/mixed-use residential project is consistent with the general 

land use designation, density, intensity and applicable policies of the MTP/SCS for 2035 
adopted by the Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG). 

 
The lead agency has responsibility to make the final determination on these matters and to determine the 
applicable and appropriate CEQA streamlining, if any. 

 
Directions: This worksheet should be completed by the lead agency, relying on the project description of 
the proposed project, MTP/SCS Chapters 3 and 4, and MTP/SCS Appendix E-3. Regardless of whether this 
worksheet is used, pursuant to PRC § 21155(a) and PRC § 21159.28(a), a project can only be consistent 
with the MTP/SCS if it is consistent with the general land use designation, density, building intensity, and 
applicable policies specified for the project area in the adopted SCS. This worksheet only applies to the 
MTP/SCS for 2035 (adopted April 19, 2012); subsequent MTP/SCS adoptions may require updates to this 
form. 

 
Lead agencies are welcome to contact SACOG for assistance in completing this worksheet. For 
assistance, contact Kacey Lizon at klizon@sacog.org or 916-340-6265. 

 
 

 

 

Project Title:    Yamanee (P15-047)  
 

Proposed project is located in (city/county name): City of Sacramento 
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1. Transit Priority Project Designation (PRC § 21155(b)) 
 

A project must meet the requirements of items 1.A, 1.B, 1.C, and 1.D, below, to qualify as a Transit 
Priority Project.    For items 1.C and 1.D, the definition of an MTP/SCS Transit Priority Area is: the area 
within one-half mile of a rail station stop or a high-quality transit corridor included in the MTP/SCS.  A 
high-quality transit corridor has fixed route bus service with service intervals of 15 minutes or less 
during peak commute hours. See MTP/SCS Chapter 3 for the map of Transit Priority Areas. 

 

1.A. [ X ] The Project has a minimum net densityiii of 20 dwelling units per 

acre. Calculation: 

Total housing units proposed in Project 134 ÷  Total Project parcel area (in netii acres)±0.44 
 

= 304.5 du/ac (Should be ≥20 du/ac) 
 
 

1.B. [ X ] At least 50 percent of the Project’s total building square footage is in residential use, AND, 
 

[ X ] The total building square footage of the Project has 25 percent or less non-residential use, or, 
if it has between 26 and 50 percent in non-residential use, has a minimum FAR of 0.75. 

 

Calculations: 
 

Total Project residential square footage  156,090  ÷  Total Project building square footage  177,032 
=  88 percent (Should be ≥ 50%) 

 
 

Total Project building square footage 177,032 ÷ Total Project parcel(s) area square footage 19,200   
=  9.2 (Should be ≥ 0.75) 

 
 
 

1.C. [ X ] The Project is located within an MTP/SCS Transit Priority Area and the qualifying transit 
service is (transit route name/applicable street name/number or light rail stop name as 
identified in the adopted MTP/SCS):  A “high quality transit corridor” is “a corridor with fixed 
route bus service with service intervals no longer than 15 minutes during peak commute 
hours” (Public Resource Code, Section 21155 [b][3]). The location of project site is adjacent 
to a high- quality transit corridor. The Regional Transit Bus Route 30 stops at the project 
site, at the intersection of J and 25th Streets and provides 15-minute headways during peak 
commute hours in both the morning and afternoon. No part of the project site is greater 
than ½ mile from this identified transit stop/transit corridor. 
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1.D. [ X ] No more than 25 percent of the area of the Project parcels are farther than one-half mile 
from the TPA transit stop/corridor and no more than 10 percent of the residential units or 100 
units, whichever is less, in the project are farther than one-half mile from the TPA transit 
stop/corridor.  

Calculations: 
 

Project area outside of ½ mile TPA          0  ÷  Total Project area        0  
=         0 (Should be ≤ 25%) 

 
 

Project residential units outside of ½ mile TPA        0  
=         0 (Should be ≤ 10% or less than 100 units) 

÷  Total Project units     0 
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SECTION 1 CONCLUSION: 
[ X ] The proposed project meets the requirements of 1.A, 1.B, 1.C, and 1.D and therefore 

qualifies as a Transit Priority Project. 
 

[  ] The proposed project does not meet all the requirements of 1.A, 1.B, 1.C, and 1.D and therefore 
does not qualify as a Transit Priority Project. 

 
 
 
2. Residential or Mixed-Use Residential Project Designation for Projects Located 

Outside of an MTP/SCS TPA 21159.28(a) 

A residential or mixed-use residential project using the streamlined CEQA review to complete an EIR 
pursuant to PRC § 21159.28(a) must meet the following requirement: 

 

2.A. [ X ] At least 75 percent of the total building square footage of the project consists of residential 
use. 

Calculation: 
 

Total Project residential square footage 156,090 ÷  Total Project building square footage  177,032 
= 88 percent (Should be ≥ 75%) 

 
 

SECTION 2 CONCLUSION: 
 
[ X ] The proposed project meets the requirements of 2.A and therefore qualifies as a residential or 

mixed-use residential project. 
 

[ ] The proposed project does not meet the requirements of 2.A and therefore does not qualify as a 
residential or mixed-use residential project. 

 
IF A PROJECT DOES NOT QUALIFY AS EITHER A TRANSIT PRIORITY PROJECT (UNDER 
SECTION 1) OR A RESIDENTIAL OR MIXED-USE RESIDENTIAL PROJECT (UNDER SECTION 

2), THE PROJECT DOES NOT QUALIFY FOR SB 375 CEQA STREAMLINING. DO NOT PROCEED 
TO SECTION 3. 

 
 
3. Required Consistency with the SCS: General Use Designation, Density and Intensity, and 

Applicable MTP/SCS Policies (PRC § 21155(a) and PRC § 21159.28(a)) 

3.A. Applicable MTP/SCS Policies. For the purposes of determining SCS consistency, the policies of 
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the MTP/SCS are embedded in the metrics and growth forecast assumptions of the MTP/SCS. Projects 
consistent with the growth forecast assumptions of the MTP/SCS, as determined by application of items 
3.B. and 3.C, are consistent with the MTP/SCS and its policies. 
  
3.B. Applicable Community Type. The MTP/SCS land use forecast is illustrated using Community 
Types. In order to determine the general use designation, density and intensity of the Project area 
within the MTP/SCS, the Project must be located within a Community Type designated in the MTP/SCS. 
The MTP/SCS defines density/building intensity in terms of the amount of growth (residential and non- 
residential) forecasted and the amount of build out potential within each Community Type area.  SACOG 
monitors development activity on an annual basis to check that the amount of development is consistent 
with the growth forecast of the MTP/SCS. 

For the purposes of the lead agency’s determination of SCS consistency, use MTP/SCS Appendix E-3 to 
identify the Community Type for the Project and fill in the applicable information, below for 3.B.1 and 
3.B.2. 

 

3.B.1. The Project is located in the following Community Type: 
 

[ X ] Center and Corridor Community 

[  ] Established Community 

[  ] Developing Community (list the specific name of the Developing Community as identified 
in the jurisdiction narrative in Appendix E-3): 

 

[  ] Rural Residential Community 
 
 
 

3.B.2  [ X ] According to Appendix E-3 of the MTP/SCS, the forecast includes 69,208 new housing 
units and 77,098 new employees by 2035 in the City of Sacramento, with approximately 52 
percent of the employment growth (39,753) and 62 percent of the housing (43,099) in Center 
and Corridor Communities (Table 2-2) (SACOG 2012, Appendix E-3, page 54). Development 
from the project when added to other entitled projects will not exceed the MTP/SCS build out 
assumptions for the City or the Center and Corridor Communities in the City. 
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3.C. General Use Designation, Density and Building Intensity. The foundation of the land use 
designations for the MTP/SCS is adopted and proposed local general plans, community plans, specific 
plans and other local policies and regulations.  A project is consistent with the MTP/SCS if its uses are 
identified in the applicable MTP/SCS Community Type and its uses meet the general density and building 
intensity assumptions for the Community Type. The proposed project does not have to include all allowed 
uses in the MTP/SCS. 

 

3.C.1. Determine consistency of the Project using one of the methods below: 

Option A: 

[ X ] The Project is located in a Center and Corridor Community or an Established 
Community and the Project uses are consistent with the allowed uses of the 
applicable adopted local land use plan as it existed in 2012 and are at least 80 
percent of the allowed density or intensity of the allowed uses. Therefore, the 
Project is consistent with the MTP/SCS.v 

OR  (*for the Yamanee project, both Options A and B are met) 

Option B: 

[ X ] The Project is located in a Center and Corridor Community or an Established 
Community and the Project uses have been reviewed in the context of, and are 
found to be consistent with, the general land use, density, and intensity 
information provided for this Community Type in Appendix E-3 of the MTP/SCS. 
Therefore, the Project is consistent with the MTP/SCS. 

OR 

Option C: 

[ ] The Project is located in a Rural Residential Community and the Project 
residential density does not exceed the maximum density of one unit per acre as 
specified in the MTP/SCS, and employment development in the Project is at least 
80 percent of the allowed intensity of the land use designations of the adopted 
general plan. Therefore, the Project is consistent with the MTP/SCS. 

 
OR 

Option D: 

[ ] The Project is located in a Developing Community and the Project’s average 
net density meets or exceed the average net density described for this specific 
Developing Community (as referenced by name of applicable specific plan, 
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master plan, or special plan in MTP/SCS Appendix E-3) and employment 
development in the Project is consistent with the general employment land uses 
described for this specific Developing Community.vi Therefore, the Project is 
consistent with the MTP/SCS. 

 
SECTION 3 CONCLUSION: 

The proposed project is consistent with the General Use Designation, Density and Intensity, and 
Applicable MTP/SCS Policies for the following reasons (summarize findings on use designation, 
density and intensity for the Project evaluation completed in Section 3): 

  
Consistency with the MTP/SCS 
 
The proposed project would be located within a MTP/SCS designated “Center and Corridor Community” 
community type. Center and Corridor Community’s consist of areas that are typically higher density and 
more mixed than surrounding land uses. The MTP/SCS identifies that Transit Priority Areas “provide 
additional opportunities to realize the benefits of smart land use during the MTP/SCS planning period” 
(Chapter 3, page 46).   
 
The proposed project includes at least 50 percent residential use square footage (88%), proposes a 
minimum density of at least 20 units per acre, and is located entirely within ½ mile of a major transit stop, all 
preconditions of a transit priority project (Public Resource Code, Section 21155 [a] and [b]).  Additionally, 
the proposed project would be consistent with identified benefits outlined in the MTP/SCS for proposed 
developments within Transit Priority Areas, as it would: (1) increase housing options near high quality 
transit, (2) provide for increase ridership to support existing and new rail and bus services and reduce 
vehicle miles traveled and GHG emissions, and (3) increase farebox recovery rates.   
 
Consistency with the City of Sacramento General Plan 
 
The proposed project would be implemented consistent with the City of Sacramento 2035 General Plan, 
which designates the project site as “Urban Corridor Low.”  The Urban Corridor Low designation pertains to 
corridors in which uses and urban form are described as follows, “At major intersections, nodes of intense 
mixed-use development are bordered by lower-intensity single-use residential, retail, service, and office 
uses. Street-level frontage of mixed-use projects is developed with pedestrian-oriented uses.” The increased 
floor area ration of the project would be consistent with 2035 General Plan Policy LU 1.1.10, which permits 
new development to exceed the maximum allowed density if the project provides a significant community 
benefit.   
 
As a condition of approval, the applicant will be required to ensure that the project will provide significant 
community benefit to the satisfaction of the City of Sacramento. 
 
Part of the Option A criteria stipulates that the project is consistent with the local land use plan as it existed 
in 2012 and that the proposed density is at least 80% of the allowed density/intensity. While the City 
prepared a General Plan update recently and adopted the 2035 General Plan on March 3, 2015, this 
updated General Plan did not change the allowable land use compared to that which existed in 2012 (the 
2030 General Plan). Under the 2030 General Plan, as with the 2035 General Plan, the project site was 
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designated “Urban Corridor Low.” The allowed floor area ratio (FAR) was not changed as a part of the 
General Plan update.  
 
Downtown Housing Initiative 
 
The proposed project would support the Downtown Housing Initiative, a City policy unanimously adopted by 
the Sacramento City Council on August 25, 2015 to promote the construction of 10,000 residential units in 
the Central City by 2025. The purpose of this Initiative is to create a better regulatory environment that 
would help to streamline review procedures and encourage the development of housing in the Central City. 
The Initiative focuses on four strategies: 
 

• Transit-Oriented Development: provide housing for people who want to live in neighborhoods 
where transit service provides an alternative to driving.  

 
• Housing Conversion: preserve and repurpose the stock of older buildings to provide additional 

housing opportunities. 
 

• SMART! Housing: support technologically integrated housing that is energy-efficient, with easy 
access to amenities to help attract innovators, technopreneurs, the creative class, employees, 
millennials, and empty nester.  

 
• Rapid Re-Housing: match vulnerable populations in collaboration with non-profit and County 

partners. 
 
Preliminary targets for this 10,000-unit goal include 60 percent of the dwelling units for market-rate 
housing, 25% for workforce housing, and 15% for rapid re-housing for the community’s vulnerable 
populations.1 
 
Summary 
 
The project is consistent with the uses and densities described for the Center and Corridor Communities in 
the MTP/SCS. The project is consistent with the allowable land uses from the City’s General Plan and other 
pertinent local policies, and is at least 80 percent of the allowed density or intensity of the allowed uses. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 

i This document may be updated as users provide feedback on its utility. 
ii If a TPP complies with an additional series of requirements set forth in PRC § 21155.1, it qualifies as a Sustainable 
Communities Project and becomes eligible for a complete exemption from CEQA. This worksheet does not address 

                                                           
1 Please see the City’s Downtown Housing Initiative Plan available online at: http://www.indowntownsac.com/wp-
content/uploads/2015/08/SHRA_DHIPlan_8-10-15.pdf  

http://www.indowntownsac.com/wp-content/uploads/2015/08/SHRA_DHIPlan_8-10-15.pdf
http://www.indowntownsac.com/wp-content/uploads/2015/08/SHRA_DHIPlan_8-10-15.pdf
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Sustainable Communities Projects. 
iii Net density is not defined in PRC §2115(b). In the MTP/SCS, net density is defined as follows: Housing units 
divided by the acres on which housing is built, exclusive of public rights-of-ways, parks, schools and public areas 
(MTP/SCS Appendix E-3, pg. 34). 
iv The MTP/SCS build out for each Community Type assumes development that is entitled as of January 1, 2008. 
SACOG monitors housing permits on an annual basis and will ensure that housing and employment projects relying 
on the SB 375 CEQA benefits will not exceed the capacity assumed in the MTP/SCS. 
v The MTP/SCS general land use, density and intensity in Center and Corridor Communities and Established 
Communities is based on 80 percent of the allowed density or intensity of the land use designations in adopted 
general plans as they existed in 2012, unless otherwise noted in Appendix E-3. 
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vi The MTP/SCS land use forecast in Developing Communities was modeled according to adopted and proposed 
specific plans, master plans, and special plans as they existed in 2012, and is based on the housing and employment 
totals and the average net density of these plans, as outlined in Appendix E-3. 



33
C

hapter 3 
 Sum

m
ary of G

row
th and Land U

se Forecast 

M
TP/SC

S w
ith B

lueprint R
eference and TPA

Figure 3.2
Yuba County

Yolo County

El Dorado County

Sutter County

Sacramento County

Placer County

Galt

Citrus Heights
FolsomWoodland

Loomis

Auburn

Colfax

Wheatland

Lincoln

Sacramento
Rancho
Cordova

Yuba City

Rocklin

Isleton

Winters

Elk Grove

Roseville

Davis

South Lake Tahoe

West
Sacramento

Marysville

Placerville

Live Oak

Galt

Citrus Heights
FolsomWoodland

Loomis

Auburn

Colfax

Wheatland

Lincoln

Sacramento
Rancho
Cordova

Yuba City

Rocklin

Isleton

Winters

Elk Grove

Roseville

Davis

South Lake Tahoe

West
Sacramento

Marysville

Placerville

Live Oak

50

50
5 99

505

128

99

113

113

45

70

65

70

49

174

193

88
16

99

20

20

80

80

80

80

5

Center/Corridor Community
Developing Community
Established Community
Rural Residential Community
Lands Not Identified for Development 
in the MTP/SCS or Blueprint
Blueprint Growth Footprint Not Identified for 
Development in the MTP/SCS Planning Period
Blueprint Vacant Urban Designated Lands Not Identified 
for Development in the MTP/SCS Planning Period
Transit Priority Areas*
City Boundaries
County Boundaries
Rivers/Lakes

Figure 3.2 

MTP/SCS with Blueprint Reference 
and Transit Priority Areas
SACOG 2011

MILES

KILOMETERS

0 5 1010 15 20

0 5 10 15 20

* Areas within one-half mile of a rail station stop or a high-quality
transit corridor included in the Metropolitan Transportation Plan. 
A high-quality transit corridor has fixed route bus service with
service intervals of 15 minutes or less during peak commute hours.

AHolmqvist
Callout
Central City Center/Corridor Community






	11-CEO Report
	11-CEO Report Attachment - Yamanee_SignedSCSConsistencyLetterPackage
	Determination-MTP-SCS-Consistency-Worksheet_Yamanee_12-30-2015 (2).pdf
	DETERMINATION OF MTP/SCS CONSISTENCY WORKSHEET
	Project Title:    Yamanee (P15-047)
	1. Transit Priority Project Designation (PRC § 21155(b))
	SECTION 1 CONCLUSION:
	SECTION 2 CONCLUSION:



	11-CEO Report Attachment Press Release



