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Regional  Planning Partnership I tem #2 
 

Action Summary 
September 25, 2013 

Attendees: 
Rick Bettis, Breathe California 
Mike Brady, Caltrans 
Victoria S. Cacciatore, SACOG 
José Luis Cáceres, SACOG 
Scott Carson, FHWA 
Rick Carter, City of Elk Grove 
Rosemary Covington, Sacramento Regional 
Transit 
Jason Crow, ARB 
Renée Devere-Oki, SACOG 
Eric Fredericks, Caltrans District 3 
Gordon Garry, SACOG 
Bruce Griesenbeck, SACOG 

Monica Hernández, SACOG 
Matt Jones, YSAQMD 
Nick Lagura, City of Citrus Heights 
Amy Lee, SACOG 
Mark Loutzenhiser, SMAQMD 
Luke McNeel-Caird, PCTPA 
Marilee Mortensen, Caltrans 
Karina O’Connor, EPA 
Refugio Razo, Sacramento County 
Erik Reitz, Yolo County Transportation 

District 
Sam Shelton, SACOG 
Mark Thomas, Rancho Cordova

 
1. Introductions & Information Sharing. Mr. Bettis informed the Partnership of National 

Plug-In Day on Saturday and Sunday, September 28 and 29, which is an event to heighten 
awareness of electric vehicles. Ms. Hernández informed the group that nominations for 
SACOG Salutes are open from October 1 through November 1 and can be submitted through 
the SACOG website. She also informed the group of the first annual Sacramento Farm-to-
Fork Festival taking place on Saturday, September 28. 

2. Approve August 28, 2013 Action Summary. Mr. Brady noted that he was not listed as an 
attendee. With the addition of Mr. Brady to the list of attendees, Mr. McNeel-Caird moved to 
approve the action summary; Mr. Fredericks seconded. The Partnership voted in favor of 
approving the action summary and the motion carried. 

3. Update on Eastern Solano Projects of Air Quality Concern. Mr. Jones explained that part 
of the Sacramento Federal Nonattainment Area (SNFA) for PM2.5 falls within eastern Solano 
County, which is not part of the SACOG Metropolitan Planning Area but is part of 
Metropolitan Transportation Commission’s (MTC) region. MTC bears the responsibility of 
programming and making conformity determinations on projects in this area, but SACOG 
must account for those projects and any associated air quality impacts. As such, he explained 
that he serves as a liaison between the two regions to keep the Partnership abreast of any 
projects that may affect air quality in the SFNA that are geographically located in MTC’s 
region.  
 
Mr. Jones informed the Partnership that there were no projects of air quality concern in 
eastern Solano County this quarter. 
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4. Project Level Conformity Working Group Update. Mr. Cáceres updated the Partnership 
on recent activity from the Project Level Conformity Group (PLCG), which reviews potential 
projects of air quality concern within the SACOG region. Mr. Cáceres informed the 
Partnership that there have not been any projects determined to be of air quality concern 
since May 2013. 

 
The Partnership inquired about the thresholds that must be met in order for a project to be 
considered of air quality concern. Mr. Caceres provided an overview of the four criteria for 
determining if a project is of air quality concern, such as whether the project is designated as 
exempt (e.g., some bicycle/pedestrian projects) or non-exempt (e.g., intersection 
channelization), and other criteria that are predominantly geared towards determining a 
project’s potential impact on diesel emissions. Mr. Cáceres explained that after reviewing 
this designation, a project found to be of air quality concern would undergo a hot spot 
analysis, which is a quantitative model run. 
 
Mr. Cáceres reminded the Partnership that anyone is welcome to join the PLCG and to please 
contact him if they are interested. 

5. Delivery Plan 2014. Mr. Shelton informed the Partnership that there will be three unique 
requests for project lists by SACOG staff in the near future for planning purposes. Mr. 
Cáceres will contact local jurisdictions regarding the 2013/16 Metropolitan Transportation 
Improvement Program (MTIP), Mr. Shelton will be in contact regarding the 2014 Delivery 
Plan, and Mr. Holtzen will be requesting transportation project lists for the Metropolitan 
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy Update.  

SACOG will work directly with PCTPA and EDCTC for the different calls for projects. 

6. Call for Conformity-Related Project Changes to the 2013/16 Metropolitan 
Transportation Improvement Plan. Mr. Cáceres informed the Partnership of the call for 
projects for a Type 5 formal amendment to the 2013/16 MTIP, also known as a “model run” 
amendment. This type of amendment occurs about yearly and is the one time when local 
jurisdictions are able to request changes to the list of non-exempt projects in the MTIP. Mr. 
Cáceres noted that the amendment will focus on changes to project details that are 
particularly critical, such as changes to scope and timeline. He also noted that SACOG is in 
the midst of its flexible funding round and anticipates including changes related to newly 
funded projects in this amendment. Local jurisdictions are encouraged to submit any 
revisions to their projects, as the goal is to keep the MTIP project list as accurate as possible. 

Mr. Cáceres described the negative repercussions of an inaccurate project list, namely that a 
project may have its federal funding delayed or, in the worst case, discontinued. The MTIP 
amendment, MTP/SCS amendment, and air quality conformity determination is expected to 
be complete by May 30, 2014. Mr. Carson of FHWA noted that he is now responsible for 
reviewing the MTIP and MTP/SCS amendments as well as the conformity determinations for 
SACOG. 

7. 2016 MTP/SCS Update.  
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a. Draft Work Plan. Ms. Hernández informed the Partnership that SACOG staff 
presented an MTP/SCS work plan to the SACOG Board of Directors in August. The 
Board was very supportive of the proposed approach to focus the MTP/SCS update on 
plan implementation and challenges. 

Direction from the SACOG Board was to help facilitate staff’s outreach process with 
local jurisdiction planning staff. Ms. Hernández noted that the draft work plan includes 
information related to timing and opportunity for input and review, and that some of 
the deadlines in the work plan are statutorily required while others are more flexible. 

b. Early Engagement and Communications Strategy. Ms. Hernández discussed the 
Early Engagement and Communications Strategy, which will be conducted in early 
October with a focus on issue exploration with stakeholders and focus groups. Public 
workshops are scheduled for the summer of 2014, and staff will work with planning 
departments now through summer 2014. Staff will start writing the draft plan in fall 
2014. Ms. Hernández mentioned that transit access to health care facilities was of 
particular interest in this MTP/SCS cycle and that staff has included advocacy groups 
for disabled populations. 

Ms. Hernández directed the Partnership to contact Kacey Lizon, Clint Holtzen, 
Christine O’Rourke, or herself with any questions. 

c. Regional Monitoring Report. Mr. Griesenbeck presented the salient findings from 
the draft Regional Transportation Monitoring Report. He informed the Partnership that 
the themes found in this report would be considered in the upcoming MTP/SCS 
update. The Partnership and other agency staff members are encouraged to comment 
on the draft plan, which is anticipated to be finalized in the fall. 

A copy of Mr. Griesenbeck’s PowerPoint and the draft Regional Transportation 
Monitoring Report was made available to the Partnership. 

d. Approach to Growth Projections for the 2016 MTP/SCS Update. Mr. Garry 
presented SACOG’s proposed approach to growth projections for the 2016 MTP/SCS 
Update. Staff is still determining how much population and employment growth has 
taken place and is discussing how much is likely to happen in the future compared to 
growth projections. Staff is looking to focus the update on implementation issues, 
which would call for minimal effort in revisiting growth projections. The SACOG 
Board is supportive of this strategy, but staff is still looking for comments from 
stakeholders. 

Mr. Garry explained that the growth projections will drill down to the county and city 
level, but these numbers will not finalized until the plan is adopted by the Board. 

8. Other Matters. None. 

9. Adjournment. Mr. Jones moved to adjourn the meeting; Mr. McNeel-Caird seconded the 
motion. The Partnership voted in favor of adjournment and the motion carried. 
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