
 

                          Item #17-2-3 
SACOG Board of  Directors  Consent 
 
February 9, 2017 
 
Approve Unmet Transit Needs Findings for Sacramento Regional Transit District, 
Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo, and Yuba Counties, and the Cities Therein   
 
Issue:  The state Transportation Development Act (TDA) requires that SACOG, as the four-
county Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA), make annual unmet transit needs 
findings for the Sacramento Regional Transit District (SRTD) and for jurisdictions eligible to use 
TDA funds. 
 
Recommendation:  The Transportation Committee unanimously recommends that the Board: 
(1) approve the minutes of the five public hearings held on unmet transit needs in Sacramento 
County, including the SRTD and cities therein, and in Sutter, Yolo and Yuba counties and the 
cities therein (see Attachments F-H), and of the public hearing held on January 19, 2017, before 
the SACOG Board of Directors (Attachment I); and (2) adopt the attached resolutions regarding 
FY 2017/18 unmet transit needs in each county, cities therein, and the SRTD.  
  
Committee Action/Discussion:   
Transportation Committee members asked the cost of the current Unmet Transit Needs process 
and questioned the applicability of the process to a transportation system that may look very 
different in the future. Staff noted that SACOG has already limited the number of public hearings 
compared with prior years, and continues to seek ways to streamline the process within the 
confines of what is required under the TDA. Upon review, staff calculated that the Unmet 
Transit Needs process costs approximately $10,000 per year, with 25 percent for newspaper 
advertising required under the TDA; 25 percent for outreach materials for transit vehicles; and 
the remainder for staff support and any costs for public hearing facilities and requested 
translation/interpretive services for limited English speakers or those with hearing impairments.  
 
Unmet Transit Needs Background  
State TDA statute established a Local Transportation Fund (LTF) for each county.  LTF 
revenues are derived from 1/4 cent of the state retail sales tax and are returned to each county 
according to the amount of tax collected.  LTF funds are apportioned to jurisdictions within each 
county on a population basis. In Sacramento County, the LTF apportioned to jurisdictions 
located within the SRTD may only be used for transit service.  However, jurisdictions located 
outside of the SRTD may use their LTF apportionments for street and road projects, provided 
they have no transit requests that meet SACOG’s adopted definitions of “unmet transit needs” 
that are “reasonable to meet.” 
 
Under TDA statute, it is the responsibility of the SACOG Board annually to make one of the 
following findings for each of the four counties and the cities therein and the SRTD: (1) there are 
no unmet transit needs; (2) there are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet; or (3) 
there are unmet transit needs, including transit needs that are reasonable to meet. These findings 
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must be made prior to SACOG’s approving TDA claims for street and road projects.   
 
FY 2017/18 Findings 
TDA statutes require that SACOG follow a specific process in making an unmet transit needs 
finding for each jurisdiction. Staff has carried out this process for FY 2017-18, described in 
Attachment A.  As part of the process, transit service requests were identified during public 
hearings (five in Fall 2016 and one before the SACOG Board in January 2017) and through the 
transportation planning process. These requests were evaluated as to whether they meet 
SACOG’s adopted unmet transit need definitions (Attachment A). The Social Service 
Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC) for each county participated in the analysis with staff 
and concurs with staff recommendations. Comments on operations, rather than on transit service 
areas and routes, have been shared with the respective transit agencies. 
 
The public transit operators and jurisdictions and their respective proposed findings are listed in 
the attached resolutions and summarized in Attachment B. Attachments C, D, and E provide 
more detail on comments and findings for each of the four counties. Only e-tran (City of Elk 
Grove Transit) and SRTD were found to have unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet for 
FY 2017/18 (Attachment C).  
 
Approved by: 
 
 
 
Kirk E. Trost 
Interim Chief Executive Officer 
 
KT:BVB:ds 
 
Attachments:  

A – Unmet Transit Needs Findings Process 
B – Social Service Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC) Unmet Transit Needs 

Findings Summary 
C – Sacramento/Sacramento Regional Transit District Comments and SSTAC Findings 
D – Yolo County Comments and SSTAC Findings 
E – Yuba/Sutter County Comments and SSTAC Findings 
F – Sacramento County and Sacramento Regional Transit District Public Hearing Minutes 
G – Yolo County Public Hearing Minutes 
H – Sutter County and Yuba County Public Hearing Minutes 
I – SACOG Board Public Hearing Minutes 

  
Resolutions:  

 Citrus Heights  Davis 
 Elk Grove  Folsom 
 Galt  Isleton 
 Live Oak  Marysville 
 Rancho Cordova  Sacramento Regional Transit 

District 



SACOG Board of  Directors        P a g e  |  3  

 Unincorporated Sacramento County  Unincorporated Sutter County  
 Unincorporated Yolo County  Unincorporated Yuba County 
 West Sacramento  Wheatland 
 Winters  Woodland 
 Yuba City  

 
Key Staff:  Matt Carpenter, Director of Transportation Services, (916) 340-6276 
  Azadeh Doherty, Senior Analyst, (916) 340-6221 

Barbara VaughanBechtold, Associate Planner, (916) 340-6226 
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SACOG Unmet Transit Needs Finding Process and Definitions 

The Transportation Development Act (TDA) is a state law, which provides funding for public 
transportation from a portion of sales tax collected from each county. The Sacramento Area 
Council of Governments has TDA administration responsibilities for Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo 
and Yuba Counties. The annual Unmet Transit Needs Finding process and definitions as 
described below is required by TDA law to identify transit service needs.  TDA Local 
Transportation Fund (LTF) revenues can be used for streets and roads projects in some 
jurisdictions after “reasonable to meet” transit services have been provided. 

1. Unmet Transit Needs Finding Process Requirements

TDA statutes require that SACOG follow a specific process in making an unmet transit
needs finding for each jurisdiction in the region.  The process includes the following
actions:

a. Establish a Social Service Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC) for each County to
participate in the unmet transit needs finding process.

The Social Service Transportation Advisory Council - Each county’s SSTAC participates
in the identification of unmet transit needs and the determination whether those needs are
reasonable to meet.  Advisory Council members preside, along with a SACOG Board
member, at unmet transit needs public hearings in each county.  Hearings are only held in
jurisdictions if all TDA LTF funds are not currently used for transit purposes, though
some entities, such as the Sacramento Regional Transit District, are required by statute to
hold hearings regardless of the TDA LTF use.

The composition of the SSTAC is set forth in statute and consists of representatives of
(number in parenthesis denote number of required representatives): potential transit
users who are 60 years of age or older (1); physically disabled (1); social service
provider for seniors, including a transportation provider (2); social service provider for
people with disabilities, including a transportation provider (2); social service provider
for persons of limited means (1); and, representatives of the Consolidated Transportation
Services Agency (CTSA), including a transit operator (2).  Where possible, SACOG also
seeks the participation of at least one current or potential public transit rider in order to
obtain input on transit service needs.

b. Identify transit service needs which have been considered as part of the transportation
planning process through Short Range Transit Planning, Comprehensive Operational
Analysis, and other studies; as well as the MTP/SCS.

c. Members of the SSTAC and at least one representative of the SACOG Board of
Directors, when available, conduct public hearings in Sacramento and Yolo counties and
a joint hearing in Sutter and Yuba counties to receive public comments regarding unmet
transit service needs.  A minimum of five hearings are held yearly within the four
counties in jurisdictions where all TDA LTF funds are not currently used for transit
purposes, including the SRTD.

Attachment A
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d. During a regularly scheduled Board meeting, the SACOG Board holds a sixth and final
public hearing to receive any additional testimony regarding transit service needs that
may be reasonable to meet.

e. SACOG staff compiles a list of unmet transit service needs for each transit operator for
SSTAC consideration to determine whether the Unmet Transit Needs are reasonable to
meet. SACOG staff and SSTAC members meet to review potential unmet transit needs
using Board adopted definitions of “unmet transit needs” and “reasonable to meet.”
(See the following section) An important consideration of whether a need is reasonable
to meet is the ability of an operator to maintain the farebox recovery ratio required
under the TDA statutes or established by SACOG.

SACOG staff and the SSTAC, including transit agency staff, make unmet transit needs
findings recommendations to the SACOG Board. The SSTAC may formulate an
independent recommendation to the SACOG Board. Generally, both the SSTAC and the
SACOG staff present a joint recommendation to the SACOG Board.

f. During a regularly scheduled Board meeting, the SACOG Board receives reports from
staff on the public input results and the joint recommendation. The Board will make one
of the following three possible findings affecting the next fiscal year (one for each
county, for the cities within, and for the Sacramento Regional Transit District):

1) there are no unmet transit needs, or
2) there are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet, or
3) there are unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet.

If it is determined there are unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet within the 
service area of a transit agency, then the transit agency must meet the needs before any 
TDA LTF funds can be released for streets and roads projects. 

2. Definitions of “Unmet Transit Needs” and “Reasonable to Meet”

TDA regulations require SACOG to adopt definitions of "unmet transit needs" and
"reasonable to meet" to guide staff and SSTAC analysis as to whether an identified need is an
"unmet transit need that is reasonable to meet". On August 20, 2015, the Board adopted the
following definitions:

a. Unmet Transit Needs - Are defined as:

Existing transit services or service variants, including services where transfers may be necessary to 
complete a trip, that are not adequately meeting the identified transportation needs of residents of 
the SACOG four-county Regional Transportation Planning Area (Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo and 
Yuba counties) who are likely to use public transportation.  This includes, but is not limited to: trips 
for education and training (excluding exclusive school bus transportation), employment, healthcare 
services, personal business, recreation, and social services. 

Per the TDA law operational comments cannot be considered unmet transit needs.  All operational 
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comments received during the annual Unmet Transit Needs Process are noted and shared with the 
applicable transit operator(s), allowing the operator(s) to discuss and address any significant 
operational issues with their staffs and governing bodies. 
 

b. Reasonable to Meet – Is defined as: 
 

An unmet transit need that meets the definition above and meets all of the following 
criteria shall be considered reasonable to meet: 

 
1. Community Acceptance - There needs to be demonstrated interest of citizens in the 

new or additional transit service (i.e. multiple comments, petitions etc.). 
 

2. Equity - The proposed new or additional service will benefit, the general public, 
residents who use or would use public transportation regularly, the senior population, 
and persons with disabilities; including assessments based on Title VI or other similar 
information where available. 

 
3. Potential Ridership - The proposed transit service will not reduce the agency’s 

ability to maintain the current transit service, including safety, security and 
maintenance, and will meet new service ridership performance standards 
established for the transit operator in their agency planning documents. 
Ridership performance standards include passengers per hour and passengers per 
mile. 

 
4. Cost Effectiveness - The proposed new or additional transit service will not affect the 

ability of the overall system to meet the state mandated farebox recovery ratio 
requirement after the two-year exemption period for new services, if the service is 
eligible for the exemption. The overall system service must meet minimum farebox 
return requirements as stated in the TDA statutes or established by SACOG. 

 

5. Funding - The proposed new or additional transit service will not cause the claimant 
to incur expenses in excess of the maximum allocation of TDA LTF funds. 
 

6. Feasibility - The proposed new or additional transit service can be implemented 
safely and in accordance with local, state, and federal laws and regulations. 
 









Attachment B

Location Hearing Date Hearing 
Time

SSTAC Findings

Yuba/Sutter Friday, Oct. 28, 
2016

2:00 PM There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the Unincorporated Areas of the County of Yuba.
There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the Unincorporated Areas of the County of Sutter.

Number of Service Related Comments: 1                                       Number of Unmet Needs Reasonable to Meet: 0

Marysville There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the City of Marysville.

Number of Service Related Comments: 0                                       Number of Unmet Needs Reasonable to Meet: 0

Yuba City There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the City of Yuba City.
Number of Service Related Comments: 0                                      Number of Unmet Needs Reasonable to Meet: 0

Live Oak There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the City of Live Oak.
Number of Service Related Comments: 0                                      Number of Unmet Needs Reasonable to Meet: 0

Wheatland There are no unmet transit needs in the City of Wheatland.
Number of Service Related Comments: 0                                      Number of Unmet Needs Reasonable to Meet: 0

Sacramento There are no unmet transit needs in the Unincorporated Areas of the County of Sacramento outside of the SRTD.

Number of Service Related Comments: 0                                     Number of Unmet Needs Reasonable to Meet: 0

Citrus Heights There are unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the City of Citrus Heights (as part of the SRTD).

Number of Service Related Comments: 0                                     Number of Unmet Needs Reasonable to Meet: 0

Elk Grove Thursday, 
Oct. 13, 2016

6:00 PM There are unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the City of Elk Grove.

Number of Service Related Comments: 9                                  Number of Unmet Needs Reasonable to Meet: 1

Fair Oaks/ 
Orangevale

Included in the SRTD.

Number of Service Related Comments: 0                                     Number of Unmet Needs Reasonable to Meet: 0

Folsom There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the City of Folsom.
Number of Service Related Comments: 2                                      Number of Unmet Needs Reasonable to Meet: 0

Galt Monday, October 
3, 2016

2:00 PM There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the City of Galt.

Number of Service Related Comments: 3                                     Number of Unmet Needs Reasonable to Meet: 0

Rancho 
Cordova

There are unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the City of Rancho Cordova (as part of the SRTD).

Number of Service Related Comments: 1                                       Number of Unmet Needs Reasonable to Meet: 0

Isleton There are no unmet transit needs in the City of Isleton.
Number of Service Related Comments: 0                                       Number of Unmet Needs Reasonable to Meet: 0

Number of Folsom Light Rail Service Related Comments: 1      Number of Folsom Light Rail Unmet Needs Reasonable to Meet: 0

Number of Service Related Comments: 27                                      Number of Unmet Needs Reasonable to Meet: 4

Yolo Wednesday, 
October 19, 

2016

4:00 PM There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the Unincorporated Areas of the County of Yolo.

Number of Service Related Comments: 2                                     Number of Unmet Needs Reasonable to Meet: 0

Davis There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the City of Davis.
Number of Service Related Comments: 2                                       Number of Unmet Needs Reasonable to Meet: 0

West 
Sacramento

There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the City of West Sacramento.

Number of Service Related Comments: 0                                       Number of Unmet Needs Reasonable to Meet: 0

Winters There are no unmet transit needs in the City of Winters.
Number of Service Related Comments: 0                                       Number of Unmet Needs Reasonable to Meet: 0

Woodland There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the City of Woodland. 
Number of Service Related Comments: 0                                       Number of Unmet Needs Reasonable to Meet: 0

2017-2018 Social Service Transportation Advisory Council Unmet Transit Needs Findings

There are unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the Sacramento Regional Transit District, including the cities of Citrus Heights 
and Rancho Cordova, as well as portions of Unincorporated Sacramento County.

2:00 PMMonday, October 
17, 2016

SRTD



Unmet Needs Comments - Sacramento County Attachment C

Not An Unmet Transit Need
Unmet Transit Need that is not 

Reasonable to Meet
Unmet Transit Need that is 

Reasonable to Meet Comments

All operational comments are shared with the transit operators, and/or 
the appropriate jurisdiction.

Sacramento County
1 Service Elk Grove Local Route 162 – is a circular route (similar 

to one run by Yolobus (42 A/B) and Roseville 
(routes A & B) and would be more useful if it 
operated like those other providers routes.  
The route should be operated as two routes 
(162A & 162B) that go opposite directions on 
the same route.  There should be no midday 
breaks in service, and services should run on 
an hourly not 1 hour 15 minute headway.

This route design is being addressed as part of the Comprehensive Operational 
Analysis, shifting to more linear, bi-directional travel.  These changes will be 
implemented in FY 2017-18. 

This is an unmet transit need that is reasonable to meet.

2 A new route 165 should operate on Franklin 
Blvd. mirroring the old RT route 65 and 
operate later.

There is existing service along Franklin Blvd.  Extending to Elk Grove's City 
Limit on the North and connecting to light rail at Cosumnes River College.  
While there is no direct service to the Franklin Light Rail Station, there is 
Regional Connectivity at the Cosumnes River College Light Rail Station.

This is not an unmet transit need.

3 There should be more transit options for 
commuters in Elk Grove, particularly in the 
area of Elk Grove Blvd. and Harbour Point 
Drive.

There are other transit service options in the Region that complement the 
current level of service provided through the e-tran commuter services.

This is not an unmet transit need.

4 The route 66 should have an earlier run in the 
morning leaving between 6-6:15 AM to allow 
for user to transfer to other services to take 
them beyond downtown Sacramento.

E-tran routes 52 and 53 currently provide service into Downtown Sacramento 
at the requested time.  In addition, there are other transit service options in the 
Region that can assist with this request.

This is not an unmet transit need.

5 The route 66 needs later service to give those 
returning from work more flexibility.

E-tran route 52 provides service out of Sacramento, as late as 5:50 PM.  In 
addition, there are other transit service options in the Region that can assist 
with this request.

This is not an unmet transit need.

6 Weekend service needs to be more frequent 
and run later, until at least 5 PM, especially 
considering the connection to light rail.

There's currently no demonstrated demand for this request.  Weekend service 
options are currently being analyzed through the e-tran/City of Elk Grove 
Comprehensive (Transit) Operational Analysis process.

This is not an unmet transit need.

There are unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the City of Elk Grove and the Sacramento Regional Transit District (incl. portions of Unincorp. Sacramento County
and the cities of Citrus Heights, Rancho Cordova and Sacramento). [Unmet Transit Needs are highlighted]

There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the cities of Folsom, Galt, Isleton, and the portion of Unincorporated Sacramento County that is not in the SRTD.

Page 1 of 6



Unmet Needs Comments - Sacramento County Attachment C

Not An Unmet Transit Need
Unmet Transit Need that is not 

Reasonable to Meet
Unmet Transit Need that is 

Reasonable to Meet Comments
7 Service Elk Grove There should be dedicated bus lines that run 

the length of Elk Grove Blvd. and Laguna 
Blvd. in Elk Grove.

This comment is too general to analyze effectively.

This is not an unmet transit need.

8 Bus rapid transit makes sense in Elk Grove 
and on a regional level.  BRT should link Elk 
Grove to light rail Goldline corporationg yard 
on Elk Grove Florin Road to Watt/Manlove 
Station which would allow faster trips to 
locations in east Sacramento County. 

This comment is too general to analyze effectively.

This is not an unmet transit need.

9 BRT should operated from Sheldon Road to 
the Power Inn light rail station or possibly to 
the University/65th Street station near CSUS.  

It is possible to access the locations listed using a combination of e-tran and 
RT transit services.

This is not an unmet transit need.

10 Service Folsom Have the Folsom Stage Line route 20 leave 
the Vista del Lago high school stop at 3:20 
PM in order to give student a more reasonable 
amount of time to catch the bus after the final 
bell at 3:08 PM.

Folsom Stage Line will look into this comment.  No other requests have been 
received regarding the specific timing of the route 20 schedule.

This is not an unmet transit need.

11 The Folsom Stage Line route 20 should offer 
a later run from Vista del Lago high school to 
allow students to participate in after school 
tutoring as well as other activities.

Folsom Stage Line will look into this comment.  No other requests have been 
received regarding later running times of the route 20 schedule.

This is not an unmet transit need.

12 The frequency of light rail trains from/to 
Folsom between 8 AM and 10 AM should be 
every 15 minutes.

Light rail service is available between 8 AM and 10 AM seven days per week 
to/from Folsom.

This is not an unmet transit need.

13 Service Galt The SCT/Link Highway 99 Express serves 
South Sac Co health services and CRC and 
Galt and Lodi.  The Highway 99 Express 
needs to run service on weekends.  Both 
regional transit districts (SRTD & SJRTD) 
run on weekends but the SCT link HWY 99 
does not run.  

The Highway 99 Express previously offered weekend service, but the service 
could not meet farebox recovery requirements.

This is an unmet transit need that is not reasonable to meet.

14 Evening and night service on the Highway 99 
service should be offered to get people home 
from the G1C. 

There is currently no demonstrated demand for this service

This is not an unmet transit need.
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Unmet Needs Comments - Sacramento County Attachment C

Not An Unmet Transit Need
Unmet Transit Need that is not 

Reasonable to Meet
Unmet Transit Need that is 

Reasonable to Meet Comments
15 Service Galt Expanded Highway 99 service hours should 

be in place 7 days a week as this would also 
offer options for CRC students as well.

There currently is not sufficient demand to support expanded service hours on 
the Highway 99 Express.

This is an unmet transit need that is not reasonable to meet.

16 Service SRTD
(incl. portions of 
Unincorporated Sacramento 
County)

Bus services, especially those connected to 
light rail services, should also have their hours 
extended on "event" nights at the Golden 1 
Center to allow those who attend events and 
work at the G1C to take transit to and from 
work.

There have been no other requests related to this service.  This request is too 
vague to analyze effectively.

This is not an unmet transit need.

17 RT route 15 currently operates seven (7) days 
per week, but should have expanded hours 
into the evening to allow riders more 
flexibility for employment and educational 
access.

The route 15 currently has its last trips at 8:10 PM and 8:40 PM.

This is not an unmet transit need.

18 RT route 30 currently operates seven (7) days 
per week, but should have expanded hours 
into the evening to allow riders more 
flexibility for employment and educational 
access.

The route 30 has its last trips at 9:40 PM and 9:53 PM.

This is not an unmet transit need.

19
RT route 38 currently operates seven (7) days 
per week, but should have expanded hours 
into the evening to allow riders more 
flexibility for employment and educational 
access.

The route 38 has its last trips at 7:26 PM and 8:15 PM.

This is not an unmet transit need.

20 RT route 51 currently operates seven (7) days 
per week, but should have expanded hours 
into the evening to allow riders more 
flexibility for employment and educational 
access.

The route 51 has its last trips at 9:49 PM and 9:56 PM.

This is not an unmet transit need.

21 RT route 86 currently operates seven (7) days 
per week, but should have expanded hours 
into the evening to allow riders more 
flexibility for employment and educational 
access.

The route 86 has its last trips at 8:27 PM and 8:34 PM.

This is not an unmet transit need.

22 RT route 88 currently operates seven (7) days 
per week, but should have expanded hours 
into the evening to allow riders more 
flexibility for employment and educational 
access.

The route 88 has its last trips at 8:21 PM and 8:38 PM.

This is not an unmet transit need.
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Unmet Needs Comments - Sacramento County Attachment C

Not An Unmet Transit Need
Unmet Transit Need that is not 

Reasonable to Meet
Unmet Transit Need that is 

Reasonable to Meet Comments
23 Service SRTD

(incl. portions of 
Unincorporated Sacramento 
County)

RT route 84 does not run on Sunday or in the 
evening.  If increased ridership along that 
corridor is desired, as well as on RT overall, 
then the route 84 should run on Sunday and 
during evenings 7 days per week.

This is an unmet transit need that is reasonable to meet.

24 The route 11 on Truxel Road served the old 
arena, and now serves the G1C area, but 
needs to run on Sunday and during the later 
evening hours.

Route 11 Saturday service currently meets performance standards (15 
passengers/hr.).

This is an unmet transit need that is reasonable to meet.

25

The route 23 on El Camino could inter line 
with route 88 to get to downtown Sacramento 
and should have a minor schedule adjustment 
to have the last bus leave at 10:50 PM.

Route 88 outbound trip at 10:50 PM would not meet ridership criteria; current 
last trip at 8:21 PM has 15 passengers per hour, which is below performance 
standard.

This is an unmet transit need that is not reasonable to meet.

26 The route 25 on Marconi does not run on 
Sunday, but could be used to go to downtown 
and interlink with route 86. 

Saturday service meets performance standard (25 passengers/hr.).

This is an unmet transit need that is reasonable to meet.

27 The route 25 on Marconi does not run in the 
evening. 

The route 25 has its last trips at 8:04 PM and 8:42 PM.

This is not an unmet transit need.

28 The route 29 only runs during commute hours 
but would be more efficient than current route 
22 (that runs all day) and be of more benefit 
to the public going downtown. 

Route 22 service east of Watt Ave. was eliminated in 2012 due to low 
productivity; therefore, this request would not meet performance standards.

This is an unmet transit need that is not reasonable to meet.

29 The route 56 should run seven (7) days a 
week to benefit riders going back to 
Meadowview or CRC and interline with route 
62 at the Pocket transit center would get 
riders downtown. 

The route 56 currently operates 7 days a week, and connects with multiple 
routes at the Pocket Transit Center, and Meadowview and CRC light rail 
stations.

This is not an unmet transit need.

30 The route 62 does not run in the evening or on 
Sunday, so should also have its scheduled 
changed to serve both those timeframes.

The route 62 does operate in the evenings.  The last inbound and outbound 
trips both depart at about 8:40 PM.  The route does not operate on Sunday and 
does not have sufficient ridership due to ridership criteria (currently a low 
productivity route on Saturdays of 13 passengers/hr.), and could not be cost 
effective.

This is an unmet transit need that is not reasonable to meet.
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Unmet Needs Comments - Sacramento County Attachment C

Not An Unmet Transit Need
Unmet Transit Need that is not 

Reasonable to Meet
Unmet Transit Need that is 

Reasonable to Meet Comments
31 Service SRTD

(incl. portions of 
Unincorporated Sacramento 
County)

RT route 6 should have later evening and 
weekend service considering it serves multiple 
residential areas and regional destinations.

The route 6 has evening service with the last trips  at 7:07 PM and 7:13 PM.  
The weekend service would not meet ridership criteria considerintg that 
weekday (M-F) service has low productivity at 15 passengers per hour and 
could not be cost effective.

This is an unmet transit need that is not reasonable to meet.

32 RT route 34 should have later evening service 
as it serves CSUS, which has a large 
contingent of students that take evening and 
night classes that do not finish until 10 PM.

Later evening service on Route 34 (up to and after 10 PM) would not meet 
performance standard since weekday (M-F) service has low productivity at 11 
passengers per hour, and could not be cost effective.  There has been no 
demand for more evening service to CSUS.

This is an unmet transit need that is not reasonable to meet.

33 RT route 109 should have later evening and 
possibly weekend service to give riders more 
options for commuting.

The last route 109 outbound trip has approximately 19 boardings; and no 
proven potential ridership for additional evening and weekend service.  The 
suggested changes would not meet ridership and/or cost effectiveness criteria.

This is an unmet transit need that is not reasonable to meet.

34 The last light rail train from 8th and O/Capitol 
on Sunday should be at 10:30 PM (north 
bound to Watt Avenue).

The last north bound trip from 8th/O to Watt/I-80 is currently scheduled to 
depart at 10:29 PM.

This is not an unmet transit need.

35 Sunday light rail hours should be equal to 
Saturday hours on light rail.

This is an unmet transit need that is reasonable to meet.

36 Regular light rail service should operate every 
30 minutes from beginning to end of service 
with no runs skipped.

Existing service currently meets the demand.

This is not an unmet transit need.

37 Have light rail from the Antelope area to 
dowtown Sacramento, to give more direct 
access to jobs and services.

Transit service currently exists in the Antelope area of Sacramento County 
that allows access to downtown Sacramento. The Watt/I-80 light rail station 
serves as light rail from north Sacramento and the Antelope area to downtown 
Sacramento. A specific origin and demand not identified.

This is not an unmet transit need.

38 There are not enough light rail stations in 
downtown Sacramento near major 
employment centers.

There are multiple light rail stations in downtown Sacramento within walking 
distance of multiple employment centers.

This is not an unmet transit need.
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Unmet Needs Comments - Sacramento County Attachment C

Not An Unmet Transit Need
Unmet Transit Need that is not 

Reasonable to Meet
Unmet Transit Need that is 

Reasonable to Meet Comments
39 Service SRTD

(incl. portions of 
Unincorporated Sacramento 
County)

The Sacramento International Airport should 
be connected to the light rail system.

Yolobus currently provides service to the Sacramento International Airport, 
and can be connected to via multiple regional transit routes in downtown 
Sacramento.

This is not an unmet transit need.

40 Make all trips on the route 22 (east bound)  
full-route trips to the end of the schedule for 
RT’s existing route 22.

If lengthened the last two (short) trips on Route 22 would not meet 
performance standard (appx. 7 & 2 boardings, respectively), or cost 
effectiveness criteria.

This is an unmet transit need that is not reasonable to meet.

41 Run the route 22 later over the full-route since 
it serves various regional destinations 
including Arden Mall, Kaiser hospital and 
various other retail and residential areas.

If lengthened the last two (short) trips on Route 22 would not meet 
performance standard (appx. 7 & 2 boardings, respectively), or cost 
effectiveness criteria.

This is an unmet transit need that is not reasonable to meet.

42 RT Neighborhood Ride going northbound, to 
and from North Oak Park similar to the 
Neighborhood Ride service offered in the 
Meadowview neighborhood.

This request is too vague to analyze effectively.

This is not an unmet transit need.

43 The Molina model for health provider 
coordinated transportation for non-emergency 
medical appointments would be helpful here 
(Oak Park) and throughout the region as well.

Paratransit, Inc. demand response services are currently available to eligible 
individuals in the Oak Park neighborhood of the City of Sacramento to travel 
to medical appointments and other destinations.  Other demand response 
services are available throughout the SACOG region.

This is not an unmet transit need.

44 The RT Sunrise bound gold line train needs to 
leave the 8th & N streets station later than 
4:11 PM in order to allow a more reliable 
connection with Yolobus route 340 
(Ziggaraut/CA DGS).

Light rail service is available every fifteen minutes at the 8th & N streets 
station in the Sunrise bound direction.

This is not an unmet transit need.

45 Operations SRTD
(incl. portions of 
Unincorporated Sacramento 
County)

The light rail trains are not maintained and 
need to be kept cleaner.

RT has increased cleaning of light rail trains and stations.

Operational comments are not analyzed as part of the unmet transit 
needs process, and are passed on to transit agencies to share with the 
appropriate departments.  This is not an unmet transit need.

46 Many light rail stations do not have enough 
"covered" area to protect riders against 
inclement weather.

A majority of light rail stations have shelters to provide protection from 
inclement weather.

Operational comments are not analyzed as part of the unmet transit 
needs process, and are passed on to transit agencies to share with the 
appropriate departments.  This is not an unmet transit need.

Operations SRTD
(incl. portions of 
Unincorporated Sacramento 
County)

The Sacramento Regional Transit model 
serving more than the city’s limits as a 
network, is a meaningful network that assist 
those dependent on it for access and 
opportunity for health, education and 
employment.  

Operational comments are not analyzed as part of the unmet transit 
needs process, and are passed on to transit agencies to share with the 
appropriate departments.  This is not an unmet transit need.

47 More bus services are needed in Citrus 
Heights, because you have to call the 
CityRide at 7 AM for a trip the following day. 
You can stay in the phone queue until 7:30 
AM before the operator even answers the 
phone. It’s getting harder and harder to get a 
ride and it’s sorely needed.

Operational comments are not analyzed as part of the unmet transit 
needs process, and are passed on to transit agencies to share with the 
appropriate departments.  This is not an unmet transit need.
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Unmet Needs Comments - Yolo County Attachment D

Not An Unmet Transit Need
Unmet Transit Need that is

Not Reasonable to Meet
Unmet Transit Need that is 

Reasonable to Meet Comments

All operational comments are shared with the transit operators, and/or 
the appropriate jurisdiction.

1 Service Yolo County (Unincorporated 
or Yolobus services operated 
outside of Yolo County)

The Y Shuttle offers deviation to the Davis 
Amtrak Station when operating.  Yolobus 
should offer a regular stop at or a route 
deviation to the Davis Amtrak Station.

This comment is not specific enough to analyze effectively.  YCTD stands to 
lose more ridership by deviating a route like the 42A and 42B to Amtrak, 
when, in fact most Yolobus riders are not traveling to or from the Amtrak 
Depot.  Depending on the day of the week and time of day, Unitrans riders can 
board Route Z at the M.U. stop, after transferring off of 42A or 42B on 
weekdays, and Route O at the M.U. stop on Saturdays.  On weekdays, Route A 
travels between the Silo and Amtrak Depot.  Route 42A or 42B riders would 
need to walk to the Silo bus stop on the UCD campus.

This is not an unmet transit need.

2 The Y Shuttle offers benefits to the local 40 
& 41 routes in West Sacramento due to a 
shorter alignment on those routes that leads to 
1/2 hourly headways vs. regular hourly 
headways.  When the Streetcar is 
implemented the 40 & 41 should maintain 1/2 
hourly schedules and operate 7 days per week.

This service would not be cost effective.   This was a temporary service 
adjustment for only large events at Golden One Center.   There currently are 
not sufficient TDA funds available for YCTD to permanently have 30 minute 
service on routes 40 and 41 seven days a week.

This is not an unmet transit need.

3 Operations Yolo County (Unincorporated 
or Yolobus services operated 
outside of Yolo County)

More varied methods of information 
dissemination/outreach should be used as 
many riders, seniors in particular, do not have 
internet access and/or smartphones.

YCTD will look into using more varied methods of information 
dissemmination and outreach.

Operational comments are not analyzed as part of the unmet transit 
needs process, and are passed on to transit agencies to share with the 
appropriate departments.  This is not an unmet transit need.

4 There are gaps in intercounty transit services 
that need to filled between Yolo and Solano 
counties.

Saturday service is available between Yolo and Solano counties.

Operational comments are not analyzed as part of the unmet transit 
needs process, and are passed on to transit agencies to share with the 
appropriate departments.  This is not an unmet transit need.

5 There are many intercity service gaps that 
need to be filled in Yolo County (times or day 
and days of the week).

This comment is not specific enough to analyze effectively.

Operational comments are not analyzed as part of the unmet transit 
needs process, and are passed on to transit agencies to share with the 
appropriate departments.  This is not an unmet transit need.

6 A majority of Yolobus express intercity routes 
run only Monday through Friday.  It would be 
helpful to those reliant on transit if those 
routes ran on weekends as well.

This comment is not specific enough to analyze effectively.

Operational comments are not analyzed as part of the unmet transit 
needs process, and are passed on to transit agencies to share with the 
appropriate departments.  This is not an unmet transit need.

There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the Unincorporated Areas of Yolo County or the cities of Davis, West Sacramento, Winters and Woodland.
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Unmet Needs Comments - Yolo County Attachment D

Not An Unmet Transit Need
Unmet Transit Need that is

Not Reasonable to Meet
Unmet Transit Need that is 

Reasonable to Meet Comments
7 Service Davis The Yolobus route 220 allows access to 

Vacaville only 3 time per day and has it's last 
run from Vacaville prior to 4 PM.  This route 
should offer more runs per day and/or later 
service to allow for better access to services, 
jobs and education.

This comment is not specific enough to analyze effectively.  There is 
insufficient evidence of satisfactory demand.

This is not an unmet transit need.

9 Many Unitrans routes do no run on Saturday 
and Sunday (A, B, C, D, E, F, J, L, and W).  It 
would be helpful to those reliant on public 
transit traveling in Davis if more of those 
routes ran on the weekend.

This comment is not specific enough to analyze effectively.  Multiple Unitrans 
routes run on Saturday and Sunday.

This is not an unmet transit need.

8 Operations Davis The Fairfield route 30 and the Yolobus route 
220 operate six day per week (M-Sat) and 
offer service between Fairfield and Davis 
(Sacramento M-F) and Davis and Vacaville 
respectively. Coordinated information 
dissemination, possibly a single pocket 
schedule or brochure, relating to these and 
other (Vacaville Transit) connecting transit 
services would be helpful to riders and 
potential transit riders to show how these 
services connect or provide alternatives to 
each other.

YCTD will look into coordinating information dissemination with other 
connecting transit operators.

Operational comments are not analyzed as part of the unmet transit 
needs process, and are passed on to transit agencies to share with the 
appropriate departments.  This is not an unmet transit need.

10 Operations West Sacramento The route 340 from the CA Dept. of General 
Services/Ziggurat Bldg. leaves at between at 
4:05 PM and arrives 8th & N streets at 4:11 
PM or later.  The Regional Transit Sunrise 
bound light rail train arrives at 4:11 or later.  
A majority of the time the RT Sunrise bound 
train is already gone when the 340 arrives and 
many riders miss their connection.  The 
Yolobus route 340 needs to leave earlier at 
4:00 PM so that riders can reliably make the 
connection to RT light rail.

RT light rail Goldline trains arrive/leave every 15 minutes heading to Sunrise. 
The City of West Sacramento and YCTD will be exploring other options for 
DGS and CalStrs employees in the near future.

Operational comments are not analyzed as part of the unmet transit 
needs process, and are passed on to transit agencies to share with the 
appropriate departments.  This is not an unmet transit need.
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Unmet Needs Comments - Sutter and Yuba Counties Attachment E

Not An Unmet Transit Need Unmet Transit Need that is
Not Reasonable to Meet

Unmet Transit Need that is 
Reasonable to Meet

Comments

All operational comments are shared with the transit operator, and/or 
the appropriate jurisdiction.

1 Operations Yuba & Sutter Counties 
(Yuba-Sutter Transit service 
area)

Yuba-Sutter Transit bus drivers do not 
consistently call out stops for visually 
impaired riders.

This is an on-going issue for all public transit agencies and Yuba-Sutter 
Transit will continue to emphasize with our service contractor the need for 
regular on-going refresher training and reminders on this and all ADA related 
requirements.

Operational comments are not analyzed as part of the unmet transit 
needs process, and are passed on to transit agencies to share with the 
appropriate departments.  This is not an unmet transit need.

2 Yuba-Sutter Transit bus drivers need to be 
educated on the ADA allowances for service 
animals in/on all public transit vehicles.

This is an on-going issue for all public transit agencies and Yuba-Sutter 
Transit will continue to emphasize with our service contractor the need for 
regular on-going refresher training and reminders on this and all ADA related 
requirements.

Operational comments are not analyzed as part of the unmet transit 
needs process, and are passed on to transit agencies to share with the 
appropriate departments.  This is not an unmet transit need.

3 Service Yuba County Yuba-Sutter Transit Dial-A-Ride does not 
serve all of the Plumas Lake area (Ella 
Avenue in particular).  This makes it difficult 
for those who are seniors or are disabled to 
get to a location that Dial-A-Ride does serve  
in an area that does not have sidewalks along 
a truck route.  For those with regular 
appointments, health issues and jobs it is 
difficult to deal with the lack of service.

Yuba-Sutter Transit Dial-A-Ride does not serve the Plumas Lake area.  There 
is very limited demand for Dial-A-Ride services in the Plumas Lake area.

This is an unmet transit need that is not reasonable to meet.

4 Operations Wheatland Return to 2-3 day per week service, but 
change the morning route to 7:20 AM, 
adding a 12:10 PM route, and a return trip to 
Wheatland around 5 PM.  The two earlier 
day trips would allow for more access to 
employment and education, and also use for 
shopping and recreational activities with the 
shorter wait between 12 & 5 PM.

Transit service in Wheatland is currently available five days per week.

Operational comments are not analyzed as part of the unmet transit 
needs process, and are passed on to transit agencies to share with the 
appropriate departments.  This is not an unmet transit need.

5 Operations Marysville Make the route 1 a timed transfer with the 
route 4B so kids going from Marysville to 
Yuba City High School can make it to school 
on time.

While timed transfers between the route 1 and route 4B are not currently 
possible, such transfers are established to make the broader Yuba-Sutter 
Transit services work as well as possible.

Operational comments are not analyzed as part of the unmet transit 
needs process, and are passed on to transit agencies to share with the 
appropriate departments.  This is not an unmet transit need.

There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the counties of Yuba and Sutter, including the Unincorporated Areas, and the cities within.
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Attachment F 

 

TRANSIT NEEDS PUBLIC HEARING  
IN THE CITY OF GALT 

MINUTES 
 

October 3, 2016 – 2:00 P.M. 
 
The hearing was conducted by Mark Crews representing the SACOG Board of Directors, with 
Adrienne Moretz and Diego Ayala of SACOG staff, Timothy Swank representing the 
Sacramento County Social Service Transportation Advisory Council (Sacramento County 
SSTAC), and Dan Klinker and Becky Egleston representing South County Transit Link 
(SCT/Link).  
 
Director Crews opened the hearing.   Ms. Moretz gave a brief overview of the the unmet transit 
needs hearing process.  Ms. Egleston described the existing SCT/Link transit services.  
 
Six attendees not on the hearing panel attended the Unmet Transit Needs hearing, and no items 
of correspondence were received.   All Unmet Transit Needs comments are listed below. 
 
Director Crews opened the hearing to public comment. 
 
SUMMARY OF PUBLIC TESTIMONY 
 

1. Mike Barnbaum, Sacramento, CA 
 
Mr. Barnbaum’s comments were delivered at the UTN hearing in Elk Grove and have 
been included here because they regard South (Sacramento/Galt) County Transit/Link 
bus services: 

 
Mr. Barnbaum commented on the SCT/Link - Highway 99 Express services that provide 
transit service to South Sacramento County/City healthcare facilities as well as Cosumnes 
River College and the cities of Galt and Lodi.  Mr. Barnbaum stated that he would like to 
see the Highway 99 Express service run service on weekends.  Both regional transit 
districts, Sacramento and San Joaquin, run on weekends but the SCT/Link HWY 99 does 
not run.  Mr. Barbaum said he had heard comments from riders that they can't get around 
when they need to.  He also said he’d like to see later evening and night service on the 
HWY 99 service to get people home from the G1C.  With these later services expanded 
to seven days a week. 
 

CORRESPONDENCE 
 

None. 
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TRANSIT NEEDS PUBLIC HEARING 
IN THE CITY OF ELK GROVE 

MINUTES 
 

October 13, 2016 – 6:00 P.M. 
 
The hearing was conducted by Darren Suen representing the SACOG Board of Directors, with 
Barbara VaughanBechtold of SACOG staff, David Soto representing the Sacramento County 
Social Service Transportation Advisory Council (Sacramento County SSTAC), Jean Foletta & 
Raquel Chavarria representing e-tran (Elk Grove Transit), Greta Vohlers of Sacramento Regional 
Transit and Tiffani Fink of Paratransit, Inc.  
 
Director Mark Suen opened the public hearing.  Ms. VaughanBechtold provided a brief overview 
of SACOG and the unmet transit needs hearing process. Eighteen people not on the hearing 
panel attended the Unmet Transit Needs hearing. 1 person testified at the hearing, and 1 item of 
correspondence was received. All Unmet Transit Needs comments are below. 
 
Ms. Foletta described the existing e-tran transit services as well as potential upcoming service 
change recommendations based on the recently completed Comprehensive Transit Analysis.  Ms. 
Vohlers described Regional Transit services.  Ms. Fink described Paratransit, Inc. services. 
 
Director Suen opened the hearing to public comment. 
 
SUMMARY OF PUBLIC TESTIMONY 
 

1. Mike Barnbaum, Sacramento, CA 
 

 Raise awareness of transit to G1C from SACOG region and San Joaquin. 

 Elk Grove – Comprehensive Operational Analysis/Comprehensive Transit Analysis 
(COA/CTA) is going to the City Council for a final decision/adoption October 26, 2016. 

 Local Route 162 – is a circular route (similar to one run by Yolobus (42 A/B) and 
Roseville (routes A & B) and would be more useful if it operated like those other 
providers routes.  The route should be operated as two routes (162A & 162B) that go 
opposite directions on the same route.  There should be no midday breaks in service, and 
services should run on an hourly not 1 hour 15 minute headway. 

 EG BRT - Make sense in Elk Grove and on a regional level, link EG to LRT Goldline 
Corp yard on Elk Grove Florin to Watt/Manlove Station faster trips to locations in east 
Sac Co.  Power Inn Road - from Sheldon to the Power Inn Station or possibly to the 
University/65th Street station near CSUS.  Route 165 - operate on Franklin Blvd 
mirroring the old RT route 65 and operate later. 
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CORRESPONDENCE 
 
 

1. Betty Henderson-Sparks, Elk Grove, CA 
 
I just moved to Elk Grove in July, from South Sacramento. 
 
I find that there should be more options for commuters, especially from Elk Grove Blvd. 
and Harbour Point Drive.  I currently take the e-tran route 66 to and from work.  It would 
be nice if I could take an earlier bus and have more choices coming home. 
 
Weekend service is appalling.  Three buses in the morning and three buses in the 
afternoon on Elk Grove Blvd. and no bus service on Laguna Blvd after about 3:00 in the 
afternoon.  How does one get back home if they are in Sacramento for a Saturday event?  
Get to Cosumnes River College light rail after 4:00 PM, then what? 
 
There is no one single bus that runs down Elk Grove Blvd. all the way or down Laguna 
Blvd. all the way.  Those are main thoroughfares.  It would be nice if both those streets 
had dedicated bus lines that ran from near the I-5 corridor to Old Town Elk Grove.  Then 
have other buses run up and down other streets, such as Big Horn Road, Bruceville Road, 
Franklin Blvd, and of course, Harbour Point Drive. 
 
I used to have Paratransit and sometime in the future I will need it again. 
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TRANSIT NEEDS PUBLIC HEARING 
FOR THE SACRAMENTO REGIONAL TRANSIT DISTRICT 

MINUTES 
 

October 17, 2016 – 2:00 P.M. 
 
The hearing was conducted by Jay Schenirer representing SACOG Board of Directors, Barbara 
VaughanBechtold staff at SACOG, Greta Vohlers of the Sacramento Regional Transit District, 
Tiffani Fink of Paratransit, Inc. and Mark Snaer representing the Sacramento County Social 
Service Transportation Advisory Council.  RT General Manager Henry Li also attended the 
hearing. 
 
Director Schenirer opened the public hearing.  Ms. VaughanBechtold provided a brief overview 
of SACOG and the unmet transit needs hearing process. Thirteen people not on the hearing panel 
attended the Unmet Transit Needs hearing. No attendees testified at the hearing, and 6 items of 
correspondence were received. All Unmet Transit Needs comments are below. 
 
Ms. Vohlers described the existing RT transit services and an upcoming (2017) route 
optimization study.  Ms. Fink described Paratransit, Inc. services. 
 
Director Schenirer opened the hearing to public comment. 
 
SUMMARY OF PUBLIC TESTIMONY 
 

1. Mike Barnbaum, Sacramento, CA 
 
Mr. Barnbaum’s comments were delivered at the UTN hearings in Elk Grove and Davis 
and have been included here because they regard Sacramento Regional Transit services: 

 

Mr. Barnbaum had multiple comments and ranked those comments and suggestions 
regarding RT services into three tier going from most important to least - Tier 1, 2 and 3 
bus lines.  He states he has spoken to riders and attendees at G1C events.  He feels that 
there has been too much of a focus on rail regarding the G1C, and that bus service is 
important too, especially for employees who may be using bus service as a connection to 
the RT LRT to/from the G1C.Talk to riders and attendees at G1C. 

 RT routes 15, 30, 38, 51, 86, and 88 are Tier 1 – these routes currently operate seven (7) 
days per week.  These routes need expanded hours into the evening, regardless of G1C 
events or not. 

 RT in outlying areas are Tier 2 – the route 11 on Truxel Road served the old arena, and 
now serve the G1C area, but doesn’t run on Sunday or during the later evening hours.  
The route 23 on El Camino could inter line with route 88 to get to downtown Sacramento 
and should have a minor schedule adjustment to have the last bus leave at 10:50 PM. The 
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route 25 on Marconi does not run in the evening or on Sunday, but could be used to go to 
downtown and interlink with route 86. The route 29 only runs during commute hours but 
would be more efficient than current route 22 (that runs all day) and be of more benefit to 
the public going downtown. The route 56 should run seven (7) days a week to benefit 
riders going back to Meadowview or CRC and interline with route 62 at the Pocket 
transit center would get riders downtown (62 does not run in the evening or on Sunday, 
so should also have its scheduled changed). 

 RT route 84 operates along Watt Avenue and does not run on Sunday or in the evening.  
If increased ridership along that corridor is desired, as well as on RT overall, then the 
route 84 should run on Sunday and during evenings 7 days per week. 

 RT express or local routes are Tier 3 – On routes 8, 34, 6, 109 etc. late evening and/or 
weekend service is needed to optimize route ridership potential. 

 RT light rail – In June 2010 cuts were made to light rail service.  Sunday night light rail 
service hasn't been reinstated.  Sunday hours should be equal to Saturday hours on light 
rail.  Regular service should operate every 30 minutes from beginning to end of service 
with no runs skipped (special event trains for G1C).  Last train from 8th and O/Capitol on 
Sunday should be at 10:30 PM (north bound to Watt Avenue). 

 
CORRESPONDENCE 
 

1. Nandini Narayan, Folsom, CA   
    

When I moved to Sacramento about 2 years ago, I amazed to learn about the availability 
of a light rail system. After using the rail system a few times to commute from Folsom to 
downtown (near 5th and R streets), I was very dismayed to find the following: 

• The frequency of trains in the AM and PM to/from Folsom is not suited for the needs 
of commuters - they need to be downtown is mostly between at 8 AM and 10 AM; 
they need to be in Folsom is mostly between 5 PM and 7 PM. Frequency of trains 
should be 15 minutes at these times.  

• There are no light rail stations within three blocks of the downtown location where I 
need to go. 

• The airport is not connected to light rail. 
• The trains are not maintained to keep them clean! 
• Many stations do not have enough “covered” areas, to protect against rainy weather. 

Please help me understand why these deficiencies exist, and if specific efforts have been 
made more recently than 2013 to address them? 
Thank you. 
 
 
 

 



 

  Page 6 of 7 

2. Jenny, Antelope, CA  
 
Hello, 

 
My name is Jenny and I live in Antelope. I’m in Sacramento County with Placer County 
literally on the edge of my backyard.  So I’m quite distant from local bus service, and 
don’t have any way to get to some of the bus stops as they are so far away. I mean like I 
said, I’m right out here by Don Julio. It would be beneficial to have a light rail station out 
in this area to go downtown Sacramento. Basically, that’s what I was thinking. I’m a 
senior citizen and I know that it’s difficult for me to travel (drive). I wanted to 
recommend that a light rail station in the Antelope area should be considered. That would 
be most convenient for the senior citizens that live out here. 
Thank you. Good bye 

 
3. JoAnn Evans, Citrus Heights, CA  

 
Hello,  

 
My name is JoAnn Evans. I’m calling regarding the Citrus Heights City Ride bus service, 
it is run by Regional Transit as I understand it. I am a senior citizen, 80 years old, in a 
wheelchair. My only form of transportation is the [City Ride] bus. The bottom line is that 
we need more bus services here in Citrus Heights, because you have to call them at 7am 
for a trip the following day. You can stay in the phone queue until 7:30 am before the 
operator even answers the phone. It’s getting harder and harder to get a ride and it’s 
sorely needed. We really need more services, and I thank you for taking the time to listen 
to me.  

 
4. Ingrid Breault, Folsom, CA  

 
My daughter just started attending Vista del Lago High School. She is out at 3:08 PM but 
the bus is scheduled to stop by her school at around 3:15 PM. This does not give my 
daughter enough time to make it to the bus stop especially when she has her backpack or 
guitar that she needs to carry for her classes. Her last class is at the other end of the 
campus and even if she ran to the bus stop she may not even make it. I dare any one of 
the adults and see if it is possible to make it every time. Can the bus wait at least until 
3:20 PM or even make a second stop - maybe an hour later? Thank you in advance. 

 
5. Michael Ludwig, Sacramento, CA  
 

Mr. Ludwig stated that one Unmet Transit Need in Sacramento County is adding on more 
full-route trip to the end of the schedule for RT’s existing route 22 in the eastbound 
direction.  Currently the last two runs of the day end at Arden Fair Mall rather than 
traveling the full length of the route to Watt Avenue.  The last full route eastbound trip on 
the route 22 currently leaves the Arden/Del Paso light rail station at 6:26 PM, which 
definitely seems early for a route that operates all day in both directions.  Mr. Ludwig 
missed this trip twice by less than 10 minutes each time in only the few month that he had 
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been living in the Arden-Arcade area.  Both incidences, on different days/time, he wanted 
to take the eastbound route 22 to Kaiser Hospital on Morse Avenue.  These last two 
additional trips seem easy to accommodate/provide because the current last full-route trip 
on route 22 ends at the Arden/Del Paso light rail station to the west and Arden Mall to the 
east and those trips are useless to anyone trying to travel east toward the areas of Arden-
Arcade where people actually live.  It may be easier to provide these last two even 
eastbound trips with the route 23. 

 
6. Miguel Barraza, Sacramento, CA  

 
Mr. Barraza would like to see an RT Neighborhood Ride going northbound, to and from 
North Oak Park similar to the Neighborhood Ride service offered in the Meadowview 
neighborhood.  He also thought that the Molina model for health provider coordinated 
transportation for non-emergency medical appointments would be helpful here and 
throughout the region as well. 

 
 
 



Attachment G 

 

 
TRANSIT NEEDS PUBLIC HEARING IN  

YOLO COUNTY, INCLUDING THE CITIES OF DAVIS,  
WEST SACRAMENTO, WINTERS, AND WOODLAND 

MINUTES 
 

October 19, 2016 – 6:00 P.M. 
CITY OF DAVIS COUNCIL CHAMBERS 

23 RUSSELL BLVD., DAVIS 
 
Conducted by Don Saylor of the SACOG Board; Barbara VaughanBechtold, SACOG staff; 
Terry Bassett and Jose Perez representing the Yolo County Transportation District (YCTD); 
Anthony Palmere and Teri Sheets representing Unitrans; James Haven and Linda Alemania 
representing Davis Community Transit (DCT) and the Yolo County Social Service 
Transportation Advisory Council (SSTAC). 
 
Two people testified at the hearing and one item of correspondence was received. 
 
Mr. Saylor opened the hearing at 6:00 p.m.  He introduced members of the hearing panel and 
explained that SACOG is responsible for administering the Transportation Development Act 
(TDA), which provides funds for transportation purposes throughout the SACOG region. 
 
Ms. VaughanBechtold explained that after the hearing, the Yolo County SSTAC will meet to 
assist SACOG staff in analyzing the hearing testimony based on criteria adopted by the Board of 
Directors and further explained the SSTAC membership makeup. 
 
Mr. Bassett provided an overview of the services provided by YCTD, highlighting new services 
related to the Golden 1 Center.  Mr. Palmere summarized the services provided by Unitrans. Mr. 
Haven summarized the services provided by DCT. 
 
Mr. Saylor opened the public hearing comment period. 
  
SUMMARY OF PUBLIC TESTIMONY 
 
 

1. Mike Barnbaum, Sacramento, CA  
  
Mr. Barnbaum represents a grassroots organization he founded called Ride Downtown 
[Sacramento] 916.  He stated that he was endorsing both transportation sales tax 
measures on the ballot in Placer and Sacramento counties.  Mr. Barnbaum provided 
multiple transit service comments: 
 

 Y shuttle – if a rider was not able to catch the Capitol Corridor at 10:30 PM [at the 
Sacramento Valley Station] a rider could notify the Y shuttle driver that they want to go 
to the Davis train station.  Regular Yolobus service does not serve the Davis train station.  
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The Yolobus regular route (42 A/B) or a route deviation to the Davis train station is 
needed.  There is an unmet transit need that is not being regularly met. 
 

 The Y shuttle has unintended benefits to local route 40 & 41 riders in West Sacramento 
making the route shorter, which leads to ½ hourly headways.  The routes 40 & 41 should 
maintain ½ hourly service when the Streetcar is implemented.  Both routes could operate 
7 days per week. 

 
2. Brent Posey, Davis, CA    

 
Mr. Posey rides many of the Unitrans, Yolobus, and Solano county bus routes as well as 
using the specialized Davis Community Transit services.  He stated that the Yolobus 
route 43 runs well.  Like all the Yolobus intercity routes, except 220, this and the other 
routes run only Monday through Friday.  Many Unitrans routes do not run on Saturday & 
Sunday and it would be helpful to those reliant on public transit traveling in or to Davis if 
more of those routes ran on the weekend.  A lot of the services in Yolo County need to 
fill service gaps (times of day and days of week). 
 
Mr. Posey said it was unfortunate that a person can only access Vacaville three (3) times 
per day and only six days per week.  Additionally he would like to see more coordinated 
information dissemination between the Fairfield and Suisun Transit that runs their route 
#30 which connects with the Yolobus route 220 that serves Davis, Winters and Vacaville, 
as well as with the Vacaville City Bus service that has multiple routes that connect with 
Yolobus in Vacaville.  Mr. Posey feels that this coordinated information dissemination, 
especially one pocket schedule with information for all connecting routes would be 
helpful since many people do not have internet access and the ability to figure out which 
buses connect where throughout the regions. 

 
 
CORRESPONDENCE 
 
 

1. Jeremy Taylor, West Sacramento, CA    
 

Hello Yolobus and RT, 
 
Our issue has been the same one over and over and over. We leave the Ziggurat Bldg. (CA 
Dept. of General Services 707 3rd Street, West Sacramento, CA) at 3:50-3:55 PM to catch the 
340 Bus at 3rd &G Street.  The Bus leaves at between 4:00 and 4:05. It arrives at 8th & N 
Street at 4:11 or later. The Regional Transit Sunrise bound light rail train arrives at 4:11 or 
later. Nine out of ten times the RT Sunrise bound train has already been and gone when the 
bus arrives and we riders miss our connection. So I either wait another half hour for another 
train or I start walking. I get lots of exercise except when it rains I just get wet. Either the RT 
Sunrise train needs to arrive between 4:11 and 4:14 PM or the Yolobus route 340 needs to 
leave earlier at 4:01. 
  
Thank you 
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TRANSIT NEEDS PUBLIC HEARING IN  
YUBA COUNTY AND SUTTER COUNTY, INCLUDING THE  

CITIES OF MARYSVILLE AND YUBA CITY 
MINUTES 

 
October 28, 2016 – 2:00 P.M. 

 
The hearing was conducted by Dan Flores, representing the SACOG Board of Directors, with 
Barbara VaughanBechtold of SACOG staff, Jenny Snyder of FREED representing the Joint 
Yuba and Sutter Counties Social Service Transportation Advisory Council, and Keith Martin and 
Matt Mauk of Yuba-Sutter Transit. 
 
Director Flores and Ms. VaughanBechtold provided an overview of SACOG and the unmet 
transit needs hearing process. Mr. Martin reviewed Yuba-Sutter Transit services, the upcoming 
rollout of the Connect Card universal transit fare card and Route 1 corridor study. No one who 
was not on the hearing panel attended the Unmet Transit Needs hearing. No one testified at the 
hearing; correspondence was received from three individuals.  
 
Ms. Snyder mentioned that improvements were needed in having drivers call out transit stops as 
they are required to do. 
 
Director Flores opened the hearing for public comment. 
 
PUBLIC COMMENT 
 
None 
 
CORRESPONDENCE 
 
 

1. Lesley Clarkson, Olivehurst, CA     
 
I live on Ella Ave in Plumas Lake. I have to hike a quarter mile to meet Dial-a-Ride. There 
are no sidewalks or shoulders only ditches. Sometimes going home the weather is over 90 
degrees. The transit drivers watch me, an aging lady with a cane and a big hat, walking away 
on a country road. Tractor trailers are hauling dirt on the road for the levee project. My 
neighbors used to get dial-a-ride at home, why can't I? They take me to Y.S.M.H. several 
times a week. Now that I have a job it will be four times a week. What options do I have?  
 
2. Guadalupe Mojica, Marysville, CA     
 
Making the route 1 a timed transfer with the route 4B so kids going from Marysville to Yuba 
City High can make it to school on time.  
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3. Nancy, Wheatland, CA   
 
Nancy would like to see the service days return in Wheatland to two or three days a week 
picking up twice a day at 7:20 in the morning and at 12:10 in the afternoon and returning to 
Wheatland around 5PM. I would prefer those hours instead of the 10 to 4 in the afternoon. 
That is too long to try to figure out what to do and not helpful for those needing to use the 
service to access employment or education. Thank you 

  
 



Attachment I 

 

TRANSIT NEEDS PUBLIC HEARING 
FOR THE SACOG BOARD – REGIONAL TRANSPORTATION PLANNING AGENCY AREA 

MINUTES 
 

January 19, 2016 – 9:30 A.M. 
 
The hearing was conducted by the SACOG Board of Directors and Azadeh Doherty staff at 
SACOG.  
 
Ms. Doherty provided a brief overview of SACOG’s responsibilities under the State of 
California Transportation Development Act and the corresponding unmet transit needs hearing 
process. One person testified at the hearing; and no items of correspondence were received.  All 
Unmet Transit Needs comments are listed below. 
 
SACOG Board Vice Chair Jay Schenirer opened the hearing to public comment. 
 
SUMMARY OF PUBLIC TESTIMONY 
 

1. Russell Rawlings, Sacramento, CA     
 
Mr. Rawlings commented as resident of the Oak Park neighborhood in the City of 
Sacramento.  He stated that he is a heavy user of Sacrament Regional Transit system, and 
dependent on transit for all his transportation needs.  He indicated how important it is to 
engage in this unmet transit needs process.  Mr. Rawlings asked that the Board members to 
consider that the Sacramento transit model serving more than the city’s limits as a network, is 
a meaningful network that assist those dependent on it for access and opportunity for health, 
education and employment.  He indicated his interest in seeing what kind of larger picture 
can be had in this process. 
 

CORRESPONDENCE 
 
None. 



 

 

 
 
 

 
 
 
 

SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
RESOLUTION NO. 04 – 2017 

 
FINDING THAT THERE ARE UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS THAT ARE REASONABLE 
TO MEET IN THE CITY OF CITRUS HEIGHTS AS PART OF THE SACRAMENTO 

REGIONAL TRANSIT DISTRICT 
 

 WHEREAS, the Sacramento Area Council of Governments has defined “unmet transit 
needs” and “reasonable to meet” in its Unmet Transit Needs Process and Definitions adopted on 
August 20, 2015; and 
 
 WHEREAS, “unmet transit needs” are defined as “existing transit services or service 
variants, including services where transfers may be necessary to complete a trip, that are not 
adequately meeting the identified transportation needs of residents of the SACOG four-county 
Regional Transportation Planning Area (Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo and Yuba counties) who are 
likely to use public transportation. This includes, but is not limited to: trips for education and 
training (excluding exclusive school bus transportation), employment, healthcare services, 
personal business, recreation, and social services”; those needs identified as unmet transit needs 
and have been considered as part of the transportation planning process; i.e., in Short Range 
Transit Plans, special transit studies, the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Complementary 
Paratransit Service Plans, and the Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (MTP/SCS), and that have not been implemented or funded; and 
 
 WHEREAS, unmet transit needs that are “reasonable to meet” are defined as meeting the 
definition above and all of the following criteria:  community acceptance, equity, potential 
ridership, cost effectiveness, funding and feasibility; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Citrus Heights identified transit needs considered in its 
transportation planning process; and 
 
 WHEREAS, public hearings on transit needs were held by SACOG for Sacramento 
County at the Galt City Council Chambers on October 3, 2016, at the Elk Grove City Council 
Chambers on October 13, 2016, at the Sacramento Regional Transit District Auditorium on 
October 17, 2016, and before the SACOG Board of Directors on January 19, 2017; and  
 
 WHEREAS, transit needs considered in the transportation planning process and 
identified from the public hearing testimony have been analyzed to determine whether they are 
reasonable to meet using the SACOG adopted criteria, as detailed in the attached staff report; and  
 



Resolution No. 04 – 2017  -2- February 16, 2017 
 

 

 WHEREAS, the Sacramento County Social Service Transportation Advisory Council 
participated in the identification of transit needs and concurs with the staff analysis and 
recommendation. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the SACOG Board of Directors finds 
that: 
 
There are unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the City of Citrus Heights as part of 
the Sacramento Regional Transit District. 
 
 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED, this 16th day of February 2017, by the following vote of the 
Board of Directors: 
 

 
 
 
 
_____________________________   _____________________________ 
Brian VeerKamp    Kirk E. Trost 
Chair       Interim Chief Executive Officer 
 
 

AYES: 
 

 

NOES:  
 

 

ABSTAIN:  
 

 

ABSENT:   



 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
RESOLUTION NO. 05 – 2017 

 
FINDING THAT THERE ARE NO UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS THAT ARE 

REASONABLE TO MEET IN THE CITY OF DAVIS 
 

 WHEREAS, the Sacramento Area Council of Governments has defined “unmet transit 
needs” and “reasonable to meet” in its Unmet Transit Needs Process and Definitions adopted on 
August 20, 2015; and 
 
 WHEREAS, “unmet transit needs” are defined as “existing transit services or service 
variants, including services where transfers may be necessary to complete a trip, that are not 
adequately meeting the identified transportation needs of residents of the SACOG four-county 
Regional Transportation Planning Area (Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo and Yuba counties) who are 
likely to use public transportation. This includes, but is not limited to: trips for education and 
training (excluding exclusive school bus transportation), employment, healthcare services, 
personal business, recreation, and social services”; those needs identified as unmet transit needs 
and have been considered as part of the transportation planning process; i.e., in Short Range 
Transit Plans, special transit studies, the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Complementary 
Paratransit Service Plans, and the Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (MTP/SCS), and that have not been implemented or funded; and 
 
 WHEREAS, unmet transit needs that are “reasonable to meet” are defined as meeting the 
definition above and all of the following criteria:  community acceptance, equity, potential 
ridership, cost effectiveness, funding and feasibility; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Davis identified transit needs considered in its transportation 
planning process; and 
 
 WHEREAS, public hearings on transit needs were held by SACOG for Yolo County at 
the City of Davis Council Chambers on October 19, 2016, and before the SACOG Board of 
Directors on January 19, 2017; and  
 
 WHEREAS, transit needs considered in the transportation planning process and 
identified from the public hearing testimony have been analyzed to determine whether they are 
reasonable to meet using the SACOG adopted criteria, as detailed in the attached staff report; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the Yolo County Social Service Transportation Advisory Council 
participated in the identification of transit needs and concurs with the staff analysis and 
recommendation. 



 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
RESOLUTION NO. 06 – 2017 

 
FINDING THAT THERE ARE UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS THAT ARE REASONABLE 

TO MEET IN THE CITY OF ELK GROVE 
 

 WHEREAS, the Sacramento Area Council of Governments has defined “unmet transit 
needs” and “reasonable to meet” in its Unmet Transit Needs Process and Definitions adopted on 
August 20, 2015; and 
 
 WHEREAS, “unmet transit needs” are defined as “existing transit services or service 
variants, including services where transfers may be necessary to complete a trip, that are not 
adequately meeting the identified transportation needs of residents of the SACOG four-county 
Regional Transportation Planning Area (Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo and Yuba counties) who are 
likely to use public transportation. This includes, but is not limited to: trips for education and 
training (excluding exclusive school bus transportation), employment, healthcare services, 
personal business, recreation, and social services”; those needs identified as unmet transit needs 
and have been considered as part of the transportation planning process; i.e., in Short Range 
Transit Plans, special transit studies, the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Complementary 
Paratransit Service Plans, and the Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (MTP/SCS), and that have not been implemented or funded; and 
 
 WHEREAS, unmet transit needs that are “reasonable to meet” are defined as meeting the 
definition above and all of the following criteria:  community acceptance, equity, potential 
ridership, cost effectiveness, funding and feasibility; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Elk Grove identified transit needs considered in its 
transportation planning process; and 
 
 WHEREAS, public hearings on transit needs were held by SACOG for Sacramento 
County at the Galt City Council Chambers on October 3, 2016, at the Elk Grove City Council 
Chambers on October 13, 2016, at the Sacramento Regional Transit District Auditorium on 
October 17, 2016, and before the SACOG Board of Directors on January 19, 2017; and  
 
 WHEREAS, transit needs considered in the transportation planning process and 
identified from the public hearing testimony have been analyzed to determine whether they are 
reasonable to meet using the SACOG adopted criteria, as detailed in the attached staff report; and  
 



Resolution No. 06 – 2017  -2- February 16, 2017 
 

 

 WHEREAS, the Sacramento County Social Service Transportation Advisory Council 
participated in the identification of transit needs and concurs with the staff analysis and 
recommendation. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the SACOG Board of Directors finds 
that: 
 
There are unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the City of Elk Grove. 
. 
 
 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED, this 16th day of February 2017, by the following vote of the 
Board of Directors: 
 

 
 
 
 
_____________________________   _____________________________ 
Brian VeerKamp    Kirk E. Trost 
Chair       Interim Chief Executive Officer 
 
 
 

AYES: 
 

 

NOES:  
 

 

ABSTAIN:  
 

 

ABSENT:   



Resolution No. 05 – 2017  -2- February 16, 2017 
 

 

 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the SACOG Board of Directors finds 
that: 
 
There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the City of Davis. 
 
 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED, this 16th day of February 2017, by the following vote of the 
Board of Directors: 
 

 
 
 
 
_____________________________   _____________________________ 
Brian VeerKamp     Kirk E. Trost 
Chair       Interim Chief Executive Officer 
 
 

AYES: 
 

 

NOES:  
 

 

ABSTAIN:  
 

 

ABSENT:   



 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
RESOLUTION NO. 07 – 2017 

 
FINDING THAT THERE ARE NO UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS THAT ARE 

REASONABLE TO MEET IN THE CITY OF FOLSOM 
 

 WHEREAS, the Sacramento Area Council of Governments has defined “unmet transit 
needs” and “reasonable to meet” in its Unmet Transit Needs Process and Definitions adopted on 
August 20, 2015; and 
 
 WHEREAS, “unmet transit needs” are defined as “existing transit services or service 
variants, including services where transfers may be necessary to complete a trip, that are not 
adequately meeting the identified transportation needs of residents of the SACOG four-county 
Regional Transportation Planning Area (Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo and Yuba counties) who are 
likely to use public transportation. This includes, but is not limited to: trips for education and 
training (excluding exclusive school bus transportation), employment, healthcare services, 
personal business, recreation, and social services”; those needs identified as unmet transit needs 
and have been considered as part of the transportation planning process; i.e., in Short Range 
Transit Plans, special transit studies, the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Complementary 
Paratransit Service Plans, and the Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (MTP/SCS), and that have not been implemented or funded; and 
 
 WHEREAS, unmet transit needs that are “reasonable to meet” are defined as meeting the 
definition above and all of the following criteria:  community acceptance, equity, potential 
ridership, cost effectiveness, funding and feasibility; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Folsom identified transit needs considered in its transportation 
planning process; and 
 
 WHEREAS, public hearings on transit needs were held by SACOG for Sacramento 
County at the Galt City Council Chambers on October 3, 2016, at the Elk Grove City Council 
Chambers on October 13, 2016, at the Sacramento Regional Transit District Auditorium on 
October 17, 2016, and before the SACOG Board of Directors on January 19, 2017; and  
 
 WHEREAS, transit needs considered in the transportation planning process and 
identified from the public hearing testimony have been analyzed to determine whether they are 
reasonable to meet using the SACOG adopted criteria, as detailed in the attached staff report; and  
 



Resolution No. 07– 2017  -2- February 16, 2017 
 

 

 WHEREAS, the Sacramento County Social Service Transportation Advisory Council 
participated in the identification of transit needs and concurs with the staff analysis and 
recommendation. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the SACOG Board of Directors finds 
that: 
 
There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the City of Folsom. 
. 
 
 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED, this 16th day of February 2017, by the following vote of the 
Board of Directors: 
 

 
 
 
 
_____________________________   _____________________________ 
Brian VeerKamp    Kirk E. Trost  
Chair       Interim Chief Executive Officer 
 
 
 
 

AYES: 
 

 

NOES:  
 

 

ABSTAIN:  
 

 

ABSENT:   



 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 
 
 

SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
RESOLUTION NO. 08 – 2017 

 
FINDING THAT THERE ARE NO UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS THAT ARE 

REASONABLE TO MEET IN THE CITY OF GALT 
 

 WHEREAS, the Sacramento Area Council of Governments has defined “unmet transit 
needs” and “reasonable to meet” in its Unmet Transit Needs Process and Definitions adopted on 
August 20, 2015; and 
 
 WHEREAS, “unmet transit needs” are defined as “existing transit services or service 
variants, including services where transfers may be necessary to complete a trip, that are not 
adequately meeting the identified transportation needs of residents of the SACOG four-county 
Regional Transportation Planning Area (Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo and Yuba counties) who are 
likely to use public transportation. This includes, but is not limited to: trips for education and 
training (excluding exclusive school bus transportation), employment, healthcare services, 
personal business, recreation, and social services”; those needs identified as unmet transit needs 
and have been considered as part of the transportation planning process; i.e., in Short Range 
Transit Plans, special transit studies, the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Complementary 
Paratransit Service Plans, and the Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (MTP/SCS), and that have not been implemented or funded; and 
 
 WHEREAS, unmet transit needs that are “reasonable to meet” are defined as meeting the 
definition above and all of the following criteria:  community acceptance, equity, potential 
ridership, cost effectiveness, funding and feasibility; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Galt identified transit needs considered in its transportation 
planning process; and 
 
 WHEREAS, public hearings on transit needs were held by SACOG for Sacramento 
County at the Galt City Council Chambers on October 3, 2016, at the Elk Grove City Council 
Chambers on October 13, 2016, at the Sacramento Regional Transit District Auditorium on 
October 17, 2016, and before the SACOG Board of Directors on January 19, 2017; and  
 
 WHEREAS, transit needs considered in the transportation planning process and 
identified from the public hearing testimony have been analyzed to determine whether they are 
reasonable to meet using the SACOG adopted criteria, as detailed in the attached staff report; and  
 



Resolution No. 08 – 2017  -2- February 16, 2017 
 

 

 WHEREAS, the Sacramento County Social Service Transportation Advisory Council 
participated in the identification of transit needs and concurs with the staff analysis and 
recommendation. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the SACOG Board of Directors finds 
that: 
 
There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the City of Galt. 
. 
 
 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED, this 16th day of February 2017, by the following vote of the 
Board of Directors: 
 

 
 
 
 
_____________________________   _____________________________ 
Brian VeerKamp    Kirk E. Trost 
Chair       Interim Chief Executive Officer 
 
 
 
 

AYES: 
 

 

NOES:  
 

 

ABSTAIN:  
 

 

ABSENT:   



 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
RESOLUTION NO. 09– 2017 

 
FINDING THAT THERE ARE NO UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS IN THE  

CITY OF ISLETON 
 

 WHEREAS, the Sacramento Area Council of Governments has defined “unmet transit 
needs” and “reasonable to meet” in its Unmet Transit Needs Process and Definitions adopted on 
August 20, 2015; and 
 
 WHEREAS, “unmet transit needs” are defined as “existing transit services or service 
variants, including services where transfers may be necessary to complete a trip, that are not 
adequately meeting the identified transportation needs of residents of the SACOG four-county 
Regional Transportation Planning Area (Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo and Yuba counties) who are 
likely to use public transportation. This includes, but is not limited to: trips for education and 
training (excluding exclusive school bus transportation), employment, healthcare services, 
personal business, recreation, and social services”; those needs identified as unmet transit needs 
and have been considered as part of the transportation planning process; i.e., in Short Range 
Transit Plans, special transit studies, the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Complementary 
Paratransit Service Plans, and the Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (MTP/SCS), and that have not been implemented or funded; and 
 
 WHEREAS, unmet transit needs that are “reasonable to meet” are defined as meeting the 
definition above and all of the following criteria:  community acceptance, equity, potential 
ridership, cost effectiveness, funding and feasibility; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Isleton identified transit needs considered in its transportation 
planning process; and 
 
 WHEREAS, public hearings on transit needs were held by SACOG for Sacramento 
County at the Galt City Council Chambers on October 3, 2016, at the Elk Grove City Council 
Chambers on October 13, 2016, at the Sacramento Regional Transit District Auditorium on 
October 17, 2016, and before the SACOG Board of Directors on January 19, 2017; and  
 
 WHEREAS, transit needs considered in the transportation planning process and 
identified from the public hearing testimony have been analyzed to determine whether they are 
reasonable to meet using the SACOG adopted criteria, as detailed in the attached staff report; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the Sacramento County Social Service Transportation Advisory Council 
participated in the identification of transit needs and concurs with the staff analysis and 
recommendation. 
 



Resolution No. 09 - 2017  -2- February 16, 2017 
 

 

 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the SACOG Board of Directors finds 
that: 
 
There are no unmet transit needs in the City of Isleton. 
. 
 
 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED, this 16th day of February 2017, by the following vote of the 
Board of Directors: 
 

 
 
 
 
_____________________________   _____________________________ 
Brian VeerKamp    Kirk E. Trost 
Chair       Interim Chief Executive Officer 
 
 
 
 

AYES: 
 

 

NOES:  
 

 

ABSTAIN:  
 

 

ABSENT:   



 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
RESOLUTION NO. 10 – 2017 

 
FINDING THAT THERE ARE NO UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS THAT ARE 

REASONABLE TO MEET IN THE CITY OF LIVE OAK 
 

 WHEREAS, the Sacramento Area Council of Governments has defined “unmet transit 
needs” and “reasonable to meet” in its Unmet Transit Needs Process and Definitions adopted on 
August 20, 2015; and 
 
 WHEREAS, “unmet transit needs” are defined as “existing transit services or service 
variants, including services where transfers may be necessary to complete a trip, that are not 
adequately meeting the identified transportation needs of residents of the SACOG four-county 
Regional Transportation Planning Area (Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo and Yuba counties) who are 
likely to use public transportation. This includes, but is not limited to: trips for education and 
training (excluding exclusive school bus transportation), employment, healthcare services, 
personal business, recreation, and social services”; those needs identified as unmet transit needs 
and have been considered as part of the transportation planning process; i.e., in Short Range 
Transit Plans, special transit studies, the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Complementary 
Paratransit Service Plans, and the Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (MTP/SCS), and that have not been implemented or funded; and 
 
 WHEREAS, unmet transit needs that are “reasonable to meet” are defined as meeting the 
definition above and all of the following criteria:  community acceptance, equity, potential 
ridership, cost effectiveness, funding and feasibility; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Live Oak identified transit needs considered in its transportation 
planning process; and 
 
 WHEREAS, public hearings on transit needs were held by SACOG for Yuba and Sutter 
Counties at the Yuba County Government Center (Marysville) on October 28, 2016, and before 
the SACOG Board of Directors on January 19, 2017; and  
 
 WHEREAS, transit needs considered in the transportation planning process and 
identified from the public hearing testimony have been analyzed to determine whether they are 
reasonable to meet using the SACOG adopted criteria, as detailed in the attached staff report; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the Joint Sutter-Yuba County Social Service Transportation Advisory 
Council participated in the identification of transit needs and concurs with the staff analysis and 
recommendation. 



Resolution No. 10 – 2017  -2- February 16, 2017 
 

 

 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the SACOG Board of Directors finds 
that: 
 
There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the City of Live Oak. 
 
 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED, this 16th day of February 2017, by the following vote of the 
Board of Directors: 
 

 
 
 
 
_____________________________   _____________________________ 
Brian VeerKamp    Kirk E.Trost 
Chair       Interim Chief Executive Officer 
 

AYES: 
 

 

NOES:  
 

 

ABSTAIN:  
 

 

ABSENT:   



 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
RESOLUTION NO. 11 – 2017 

 
FINDING THAT THERE ARE NO UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS THAT ARE 

REASONABLE TO MEET IN THE CITY OF MARYSVILLE 
 

 WHEREAS, the Sacramento Area Council of Governments has defined “unmet transit 
needs” and “reasonable to meet” in its Unmet Transit Needs Process and Definitions adopted on 
August 20, 2015; and 
 
 WHEREAS, “unmet transit needs” are defined as “existing transit services or service 
variants, including services where transfers may be necessary to complete a trip, that are not 
adequately meeting the identified transportation needs of residents of the SACOG four-county 
Regional Transportation Planning Area (Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo and Yuba counties) who are 
likely to use public transportation. This includes, but is not limited to: trips for education and 
training (excluding exclusive school bus transportation), employment, healthcare services, 
personal business, recreation, and social services”; those needs identified as unmet transit needs 
and have been considered as part of the transportation planning process; i.e., in Short Range 
Transit Plans, special transit studies, the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Complementary 
Paratransit Service Plans, and the Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (MTP/SCS), and that have not been implemented or funded; and 
 
 WHEREAS, unmet transit needs that are “reasonable to meet” are defined as meeting the 
definition above and all of the following criteria:  community acceptance, equity, potential 
ridership, cost effectiveness, funding and feasibility; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Marysville identified transit needs considered in its 
transportation planning process; and 
 
 WHEREAS, public hearings on transit needs were held by SACOG for Yuba and Sutter 
Counties at the Yuba County Government Center (Marysville) on October 28, 2016, and before 
the SACOG Board of Directors on January 19, 2017; and  
 
 WHEREAS, transit needs considered in the transportation planning process and 
identified from the public hearing testimony have been analyzed to determine whether they are 
reasonable to meet using the SACOG adopted criteria, as detailed in the attached staff report; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the Joint Sutter-Yuba County Social Service Transportation Advisory 
Council participated in the identification of transit needs and concurs with the staff analysis and 
recommendation. 



Resolution No. 11 – 2017  -2- February 16, 2017 

 

 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the SACOG Board of Directors finds 
that: 
 
There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the City of Marysville. 
 
 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED, this 16th day of February 2017, by the following vote of the 
Board of Directors: 
 

 
 
 
 
_____________________________   _____________________________ 
Brian VeerKamp     Kirk E. Trost 
Chair       Interim Chief Executive Officer 
 

AYES: 
 

 

NOES:  
 

 

ABSTAIN:  
 

 

ABSENT:   



 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
RESOLUTION NO. 12 – 2017 

 
FINDING THAT THERE ARE UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS THAT ARE REASONABLE 
TO MEET IN THE CITY OF RANCHO CORDOVA AS PART OF THE SACRAMENTO 

REGIONAL TRANSIT DISTRICT 
 

 WHEREAS, the Sacramento Area Council of Governments has defined “unmet transit 
needs” and “reasonable to meet” in its Unmet Transit Needs Process and Definitions adopted on 
August 20, 2015; and 
 
 WHEREAS, “unmet transit needs” are defined as “existing transit services or service 
variants, including services where transfers may be necessary to complete a trip, that are not 
adequately meeting the identified transportation needs of residents of the SACOG four-county 
Regional Transportation Planning Area (Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo and Yuba counties) who are 
likely to use public transportation. This includes, but is not limited to: trips for education and 
training (excluding exclusive school bus transportation), employment, healthcare services, 
personal business, recreation, and social services”; those needs identified as unmet transit needs 
and have been considered as part of the transportation planning process; i.e., in Short Range 
Transit Plans, special transit studies, the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Complementary 
Paratransit Service Plans, and the Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (MTP/SCS), and that have not been implemented or funded; and 
 
 WHEREAS, unmet transit needs that are “reasonable to meet” are defined as meeting the 
definition above and all of the following criteria:  community acceptance, equity, potential 
ridership, cost effectiveness, funding and feasibility; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Rancho Cordova identified transit needs considered in its 
transportation planning process; and 
 
 WHEREAS, public hearings on transit needs were held by SACOG for Sacramento 
County at the Galt City Council Chambers on October 3, 2016, at the Elk Grove City Council 
Chambers on October 13, 2016, at the Sacramento Regional Transit District Auditorium on 
October 17, 2016, and before the SACOG Board of Directors on January 19, 2017; and  
 
 WHEREAS, transit needs considered in the transportation planning process and 
identified from the public hearing testimony have been analyzed to determine whether they are 
reasonable to meet using the SACOG adopted criteria, as detailed in the attached staff report; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the Sacramento County Social Service Transportation Advisory Council 
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participated in the identification of transit needs and concurs with the staff analysis and 
recommendation. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the SACOG Board of Directors finds 
that: 
 
There are unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the City of Rancho Cordova as part 
of the Sacramento Regional Transit District 
. 
 
 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED, this 16th day of February 2017, by the following vote of the 
Board of Directors: 
 

 
 
 
 
_____________________________   _____________________________ 
Brian VeerKamp    Kirk E.Trost 
Chair       Interim Chief Executive Officer 
 
 
 

AYES: 
 

 

NOES:  
 

 

ABSTAIN:  
 

 

ABSENT:   



 
 
 
 

 
 

 
SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 

RESOLUTION NO. 13 – 2017 
 

FINDING THAT THERE ARE UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS THAT ARE REASONABLE 
TO MEET IN THE SACRAMENTO REGIONAL TRANSIT DISTRICT 

 
WHEREAS, the Sacramento Area Council of Governments has defined “unmet transit needs” 
and “reasonable to meet” in its Unmet Transit Needs Process and Definitions adopted on August 
20, 2015; and 
 
 WHEREAS, “unmet transit needs” are defined as “existing transit services or service 
variants, including services where transfers may be necessary to complete a trip, that are not 
adequately meeting the identified transportation needs of residents of the SACOG four-county 
Regional Transportation Planning Area (Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo and Yuba counties) who are 
likely to use public transportation. This includes, but is not limited to: trips for education and 
training (excluding exclusive school bus transportation), employment, healthcare services, 
personal business, recreation, and social services”; those needs identified as unmet transit needs 
and have been considered as part of the transportation planning process; i.e., in Short Range 
Transit Plans, special transit studies, the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Complementary 
Paratransit Service Plans, and the Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (MTP/SCS), and that have not been implemented or funded; and 
 
 WHEREAS, unmet transit needs that are “reasonable to meet” are defined as meeting the 
definition above and all of the following criteria:  community acceptance, equity, potential 
ridership, cost effectiveness, funding and feasibility; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Sacramento Regional Transit District identified transit needs considered 
in its transportation planning process; and 
 
 WHEREAS, public hearings on transit needs were held by SACOG for Sacramento 
County at the Galt City Council Chambers on October 3, 2016, at the Elk Grove City Council 
Chambers on October 13, 2016, at the Sacramento Regional Transit District Auditorium on 
October 17, 2016, and before the SACOG Board of Directors on January 19, 2017; and  
 
 WHEREAS, transit needs considered in the transportation planning process and 
identified from the public hearing testimony have been analyzed to determine whether they are 
reasonable to meet using the SACOG adopted criteria, as detailed in the attached staff report; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the Sacramento County Social Service Transportation Advisory Council 
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participated in the identification of transit needs and concurs with the staff analysis and 
recommendation. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the SACOG Board of Directors finds 
that: 
 
There are unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the Sacramento Regional Transit 
District, including the cities of Citrus Heights and Rancho Cordova, as well as portions of 
Unincorporated Sacramento County within the SRTD. 
. 
 
 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED, this 16th day of February 2017, by the following vote of the 
Board of Directors: 
 

 
 
 
 
_____________________________   _____________________________ 
Brian VeerKamp    Kirk E. Trost  
Chair       Interim Chief Executive Officer 

AYES: 
 

 

NOES:  
 

 

ABSTAIN:  
 

 

ABSENT:   



 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
RESOLUTION NO. 14 – 2017 

 
FINDING THAT THERE ARE NO UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS THAT ARE 

REASONABLE TO MEET IN THE UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF SACRAMENTO 
COUNTY OUTSIDE OF THE SACRAMENTO REGIONAL TRANSIT DISTRICT 

 
 WHEREAS, the Sacramento Area Council of Governments has defined “unmet transit 
needs” and “reasonable to meet” in its Unmet Transit Needs Process and Definitions adopted on 
August 20, 2015; and 
 
 WHEREAS, “unmet transit needs” are defined as “existing transit services or service 
variants, including services where transfers may be necessary to complete a trip, that are not 
adequately meeting the identified transportation needs of residents of the SACOG four-county 
Regional Transportation Planning Area (Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo and Yuba counties) who are 
likely to use public transportation. This includes, but is not limited to: trips for education and 
training (excluding exclusive school bus transportation), employment, healthcare services, 
personal business, recreation, and social services”; those needs identified as unmet transit needs 
and have been considered as part of the transportation planning process; i.e., in Short Range 
Transit Plans, special transit studies, the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Complementary 
Paratransit Service Plans, and the Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (MTP/SCS), and that have not been implemented or funded; and 
 
 WHEREAS, unmet transit needs that are “reasonable to meet” are defined as meeting the 
definition above and all of the following criteria:  community acceptance, equity, potential 
ridership, cost effectiveness, funding and feasibility; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the County of Sacramento identified transit needs considered in its 
transportation planning process; and 
 
 WHEREAS, public hearings on transit needs were held by SACOG for Sacramento 
County at the Galt City Council Chambers on October 3, 2016, at the Elk Grove City Council 
Chambers on October 13, 2016, at the Sacramento Regional Transit District Auditorium on 
October 17, 2016, and before the SACOG Board of Directors on January 19, 2017; and  
 
 WHEREAS, transit needs considered in the transportation planning process and 
identified from the public hearing testimony have been analyzed to determine whether they are 
reasonable to meet using the SACOG adopted criteria, as detailed in the attached staff report; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the Sacramento County Social Service Transportation Advisory Council 
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participated in the identification of transit needs and concurs with the staff analysis and 
recommendation. 
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the SACOG Board of Directors finds 
that: 
 
There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the Unincorporated Areas of the 
County of Sacramento outside of the Sacramento Regional Transit District. 
. 
 
 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED, this 16th day of February 2017, by the following vote of the 
Board of Directors: 
 

 
 
 
 
_____________________________   _____________________________ 
Brian VeerKamp    Kirk E. Trost 
Chair       Interim Chief Executive Officer 

AYES: 
 

 

NOES:  
 

 

ABSTAIN:  
 

 

ABSENT:   



 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
RESOLUTION NO. 15 – 2017 

 
FINDING THAT THERE ARE NO UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS THAT ARE 
REASONABLE TO MEET IN THE UNICORPORATED AREAS OF THE  

COUNTY OF SUTTER 
 

 WHEREAS, the Sacramento Area Council of Governments has defined “unmet transit 
needs” and “reasonable to meet” in its Unmet Transit Needs Process and Definitions adopted on 
August 20, 2015; and 
 
 WHEREAS, “unmet transit needs” are defined as “existing transit services or service 
variants, including services where transfers may be necessary to complete a trip, that are not 
adequately meeting the identified transportation needs of residents of the SACOG four-county 
Regional Transportation Planning Area (Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo and Yuba counties) who are 
likely to use public transportation. This includes, but is not limited to: trips for education and 
training (excluding exclusive school bus transportation), employment, healthcare services, 
personal business, recreation, and social services”; those needs identified as unmet transit needs 
and have been considered as part of the transportation planning process; i.e., in Short Range 
Transit Plans, special transit studies, the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Complementary 
Paratransit Service Plans, and the Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (MTP/SCS), and that have not been implemented or funded; and 
 
 WHEREAS, unmet transit needs that are “reasonable to meet” are defined as meeting the 
definition above and all of the following criteria:  community acceptance, equity, potential 
ridership, cost effectiveness, funding and feasibility; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the County of Sutter identified transit needs considered in its transportation 
planning process; and 
 
 WHEREAS, public hearings on transit needs were held by SACOG for Yuba and Sutter 
Counties at the Yuba County Government Center (Marysville) on October 28, 2016, and before 
the SACOG Board of Directors on January 19, 2017; and  
 
 WHEREAS, transit needs considered in the transportation planning process and 
identified from the public hearing testimony have been analyzed to determine whether they are 
reasonable to meet using the SACOG adopted criteria, as detailed in the attached staff report; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the Joint Sutter-Yuba County Social Service Transportation Advisory 
Council participated in the identification of transit needs and concurs with the staff analysis and 
recommendation. 
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 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the SACOG Board of Directors finds 
that: 
 
There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the Unincorporated area of the 
County of Sutter. 
 
 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED, this 16th day of February 2017, by the following vote of the 
Board of Directors: 
 

 
 
 
 
_____________________________   _____________________________ 
Brian VeerKamp    Kirk E. Trost 
Chair       Interim Chief Executive Officer 
 

AYES: 
 

 

NOES:  
 

 

ABSTAIN:  
 

 

ABSENT:   



 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
RESOLUTION NO. 16– 2017 

 
FINDING THAT THERE ARE NO UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS THAT ARE 

REASONABLE TO MEET IN THE UNINCORPORATED AREAS OF YOLO COUNTY 
 

 WHEREAS, the Sacramento Area Council of Governments has defined “unmet transit 
needs” and “reasonable to meet” in its Unmet Transit Needs Process and Definitions adopted on 
August 20, 2015; and 
 
 WHEREAS, “unmet transit needs” are defined as “existing transit services or service 
variants, including services where transfers may be necessary to complete a trip, that are not 
adequately meeting the identified transportation needs of residents of the SACOG four-county 
Regional Transportation Planning Area (Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo and Yuba counties) who are 
likely to use public transportation. This includes, but is not limited to: trips for education and 
training (excluding exclusive school bus transportation), employment, healthcare services, 
personal business, recreation, and social services”; those needs identified as unmet transit needs 
and have been considered as part of the transportation planning process; i.e., in Short Range 
Transit Plans, special transit studies, the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Complementary 
Paratransit Service Plans, and the Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (MTP/SCS), and that have not been implemented or funded; and 
 
 WHEREAS, unmet transit needs that are “reasonable to meet” are defined as meeting the 
definition above and all of the following criteria:  community acceptance, equity, potential 
ridership, cost effectiveness, funding and feasibility; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the County of Yolo identified transit needs considered in its transportation 
planning process; and 
 
 WHEREAS, public hearings on transit needs were held by SACOG for Yolo County at 
Davis City Council Chambers on October 19, 2016, and before the SACOG Board of Directors 
on January 19, 2017; and  
 
 WHEREAS, transit needs considered in the transportation planning process and 
identified from the public hearing testimony have been analyzed to determine whether they are 
reasonable to meet using the SACOG adopted criteria, as detailed in the attached staff report; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the Yolo County Social Service Transportation Advisory Council 
participated in the identification of transit needs and concurs with the staff analysis and 
recommendation. 
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 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the SACOG Board of Directors finds 
that: 
 
There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the Unincorporated Areas of the 
County of Yolo. 
 
 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED, this 16th day of February 2017, by the following vote of the 
Board of Directors: 
 

 
 
 
 
_____________________________   _____________________________ 
Brian VeerKamp    Kirk E. Trost 
Chair       Interim Chief Executive Officer 
 
 
 

AYES: 
 

 

NOES:  
 

 

ABSTAIN:  
 

 

ABSENT:   



 
 

 
 
 
 

SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
RESOLUTION NO. 17 – 2017 

 
FINDING THAT THERE ARE NO UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS THAT ARE 

REASONABLE TO MEET IN THE  
UNICORPORATED AREAS OF THE COUNTY OF YUBA 

 
 WHEREAS, the Sacramento Area Council of Governments has defined “unmet transit 
needs” and “reasonable to meet” in its Unmet Transit Needs Process and Definitions adopted on 
August 20, 2015; and 
 
 WHEREAS, “unmet transit needs” are defined as “existing transit services or service 
variants, including services where transfers may be necessary to complete a trip, that are not 
adequately meeting the identified transportation needs of residents of the SACOG four-county 
Regional Transportation Planning Area (Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo and Yuba counties) who are 
likely to use public transportation. This includes, but is not limited to: trips for education and 
training (excluding exclusive school bus transportation), employment, healthcare services, 
personal business, recreation, and social services”; those needs identified as unmet transit needs 
and have been considered as part of the transportation planning process; i.e., in Short Range 
Transit Plans, special transit studies, the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Complementary 
Paratransit Service Plans, and the Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (MTP/SCS), and that have not been implemented or funded; and 
 
 WHEREAS, unmet transit needs that are “reasonable to meet” are defined as meeting the 
definition above and all of the following criteria:  community acceptance, equity, potential 
ridership, cost effectiveness, funding and feasibility; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the County of Yuba identified transit needs considered in its transportation 
planning process; and 
 
 WHEREAS, public hearings on transit needs were held by SACOG for Yuba and Sutter 
Counties at the Yuba County Government Center (Marysville) on October 28, 2016, and before 
the SACOG Board of Directors on January 19, 2017; and  
 
 WHEREAS, transit needs considered in the transportation planning process and 
identified from the public hearing testimony have been analyzed to determine whether they are 
reasonable to meet using the SACOG adopted criteria, as detailed in the attached staff report; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the Joint Sutter-Yuba County Social Service Transportation Advisory 
Council participated in the identification of transit needs and concurs with the staff analysis and 
recommendation. 
 



Resolution No. 17 – 2017 -2- February 16, 2017 
 

 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the SACOG Board of Directors finds 
that: 
 
There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the Unincorporated Areas of the 
County of Yuba. 
 
 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED, this 16th day of February 2017, by the following vote of the 
Board of Directors: 
 

 
 
 
 
_____________________________   _____________________________ 
Brian VeerKamp    Kirk E. Trost 
Chair       Interim Chief Executive Officer 
 

AYES: 
 

 

NOES:  
 

 

ABSTAIN:  
 

 

ABSENT:   



 
 
 
 

 
 

SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
RESOLUTION NO. 18 – 2017 

 
FINDING THAT THERE ARE NO UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS THAT ARE 

REASONABLE TO MEET IN THE CITY OF WEST SACRAMENTO 
 

 WHEREAS, the Sacramento Area Council of Governments has defined “unmet transit 
needs” and “reasonable to meet” in its Unmet Transit Needs Process and Definitions adopted on 
August 20, 2015; and 
 
 WHEREAS, “unmet transit needs” are defined as “existing transit services or service 
variants, including services where transfers may be necessary to complete a trip, that are not 
adequately meeting the identified transportation needs of residents of the SACOG four-county 
Regional Transportation Planning Area (Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo and Yuba counties) who are 
likely to use public transportation. This includes, but is not limited to: trips for education and 
training (excluding exclusive school bus transportation), employment, healthcare services, 
personal business, recreation, and social services”; those needs identified as unmet transit needs 
and have been considered as part of the transportation planning process; i.e., in Short Range 
Transit Plans, special transit studies, the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Complementary 
Paratransit Service Plans, and the Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (MTP/SCS), and that have not been implemented or funded; and 
 
 WHEREAS, unmet transit needs that are “reasonable to meet” are defined as meeting the 
definition above and all of the following criteria:  community acceptance, equity, potential 
ridership, cost effectiveness, funding and feasibility; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of West Sacramento identified transit needs considered in its 
transportation planning process; and 
 
 WHEREAS, public hearings on transit needs were held by SACOG for Yolo County at 
Davis City Council Chambers on October 19, 2016, and before the SACOG Board of Directors 
on January 19, 2017; and  
 
 WHEREAS, transit needs considered in the transportation planning process and 
identified from the public hearing testimony have been analyzed to determine whether they are 
reasonable to meet using the SACOG adopted criteria, as detailed in the attached staff report; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the Yolo County Social Service Transportation Advisory Council 
participated in the identification of transit needs and concurs with the staff analysis and 
recommendation. 
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 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the SACOG Board of Directors finds 
that: 
 
There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the City of West Sacramento. 
 
 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED, this 16th day of February 2017, by the following vote of the 
Board of Directors: 
 

 
 
 
 
_____________________________   _____________________________ 
Brian VeerKamp    Kirk E. Trost 
Chair       Interim Chief Executive Officer 
 
 
 

AYES: 
 

 

NOES:  
 

 

ABSTAIN:  
 

 

ABSENT:   



 
 
 
 

 
 

SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
RESOLUTION NO. 19 – 2017 

 
FINDING THAT THERE ARE NO UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS IN  

THE CITY OF WHEATLAND 
 

 WHEREAS, the Sacramento Area Council of Governments has defined “unmet transit 
needs” and “reasonable to meet” in its Unmet Transit Needs Process and Definitions adopted on 
August 20, 2015; and 
 
 WHEREAS, “unmet transit needs” are defined as “existing transit services or service 
variants, including services where transfers may be necessary to complete a trip, that are not 
adequately meeting the identified transportation needs of residents of the SACOG four-county 
Regional Transportation Planning Area (Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo and Yuba counties) who are 
likely to use public transportation. This includes, but is not limited to: trips for education and 
training (excluding exclusive school bus transportation), employment, healthcare services, 
personal business, recreation, and social services”; those needs identified as unmet transit needs 
and have been considered as part of the transportation planning process; i.e., in Short Range 
Transit Plans, special transit studies, the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Complementary 
Paratransit Service Plans, and the Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (MTP/SCS), and that have not been implemented or funded; and 
 
 WHEREAS, unmet transit needs that are “reasonable to meet” are defined as meeting the 
definition above and all of the following criteria:  community acceptance, equity, potential 
ridership, cost effectiveness, funding and feasibility; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Wheatland identified transit needs considered in its 
transportation planning process; and 
 
 WHEREAS, public hearings on transit needs were held by SACOG for Yuba and Sutter 
Counties at the Yuba County Government Center (Marysville) on October 28, 2016, and before 
the SACOG Board of Directors on January 19, 2017; and  
 
 WHEREAS, transit needs considered in the transportation planning process and 
identified from the public hearing testimony have been analyzed to determine whether they are 
reasonable to meet using the SACOG adopted criteria, as detailed in the attached staff report; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the Joint Sutter-Yuba County Social Service Transportation Advisory 
Council participated in the identification of transit needs and concurs with the staff analysis and 
recommendation. 
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 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the SACOG Board of Directors finds 
that: 
 
There are no unmet transit needs in the City of Wheatland. 
 
 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED, this 16th day of February 2017, by the following vote of the 
Board of Directors: 
 

 
 
 
 
_____________________________   _____________________________ 
Brian VeerKamp    Kirk E. Trost 
Chair       Interim Chief Executive Officer 
 

AYES: 
 

 

NOES:  
 

 

ABSTAIN:  
 

 

ABSENT:   



 
 
 
 

 
 

SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
RESOLUTION NO. 20 – 2017 

 
FINDING THAT THERE ARE NO UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS IN  

THE CITY OF WINTERS 
 

 WHEREAS, the Sacramento Area Council of Governments has defined “unmet transit 
needs” and “reasonable to meet” in its Unmet Transit Needs Process and Definitions adopted on 
August 20, 2015; and 
 
 WHEREAS, “unmet transit needs” are defined as “existing transit services or service 
variants, including services where transfers may be necessary to complete a trip, that are not 
adequately meeting the identified transportation needs of residents of the SACOG four-county 
Regional Transportation Planning Area (Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo and Yuba counties) who are 
likely to use public transportation. This includes, but is not limited to: trips for education and 
training (excluding exclusive school bus transportation), employment, healthcare services, 
personal business, recreation, and social services”; those needs identified as unmet transit needs 
and have been considered as part of the transportation planning process; i.e., in Short Range 
Transit Plans, special transit studies, the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Complementary 
Paratransit Service Plans, and the Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (MTP/SCS), and that have not been implemented or funded; and 
 
 WHEREAS, unmet transit needs that are “reasonable to meet” are defined as meeting the 
definition above and all of the following criteria:  community acceptance, equity, potential 
ridership, cost effectiveness, funding and feasibility; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Winters identified transit needs considered in its transportation 
planning process; and 
 
 WHEREAS, public hearings on transit needs were held by SACOG for Yolo County at 
Davis City Council Chambers on October 19, 2016, and before the SACOG Board of Directors 
on January 19, 2017; and  
 
 WHEREAS, transit needs considered in the transportation planning process and 
identified from the public hearing testimony have been analyzed to determine whether they are 
reasonable to meet using the SACOG adopted criteria, as detailed in the attached staff report; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the Yolo County Social Service Transportation Advisory Council 
participated in the identification of transit needs and concurs with the staff analysis and 
recommendation. 
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 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the SACOG Board of Directors finds 
that: 
 
There are no unmet transit needs in the City of Winters. 
 
 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED, this 16th day of February 2017, by the following vote of the 
Board of Directors: 
 

 
 
 
 
_____________________________   _____________________________ 
Brian VeerKamp    Kirk E. Trost 
Chair       Interim Chief Executive Officer 
 
 
 

AYES: 
 

 

NOES:  
 

 

ABSTAIN:  
 

 

ABSENT:   



 

 

 
 
 
 

 
 

SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
RESOLUTION NO. 21 – 2017 

 
FINDING THAT THERE ARE NO UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS THAT ARE 

REASONABLE TO MEET IN THE CITY OF WOODLAND 
 

 WHEREAS, the Sacramento Area Council of Governments has defined “unmet transit 
needs” and “reasonable to meet” in its Unmet Transit Needs Process and Definitions adopted on 
August 20, 2015; and 
 
 WHEREAS, “unmet transit needs” are defined as “existing transit services or service 
variants, including services where transfers may be necessary to complete a trip, that are not 
adequately meeting the identified transportation needs of residents of the SACOG four-county 
Regional Transportation Planning Area (Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo and Yuba counties) who are 
likely to use public transportation. This includes, but is not limited to: trips for education and 
training (excluding exclusive school bus transportation), employment, healthcare services, 
personal business, recreation, and social services”; those needs identified as unmet transit needs 
and have been considered as part of the transportation planning process; i.e., in Short Range 
Transit Plans, special transit studies, the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Complementary 
Paratransit Service Plans, and the Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (MTP/SCS), and that have not been implemented or funded; and 
 
 WHEREAS, unmet transit needs that are “reasonable to meet” are defined as meeting the 
definition above and all of the following criteria:  community acceptance, equity, potential 
ridership, cost effectiveness, funding and feasibility; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Woodland identified transit needs considered in its 
transportation planning process; and 
 
 WHEREAS, public hearings on transit needs were held by SACOG for Yolo County at 
Davis City Council Chambers on October 19, 2016, and before the SACOG Board of Directors 
on January 19, 2017; and  
 
 WHEREAS, transit needs considered in the transportation planning process and 
identified from the public hearing testimony have been analyzed to determine whether they are 
reasonable to meet using the SACOG adopted criteria, as detailed in the attached staff report; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the Yolo County Social Service Transportation Advisory Council 
participated in the identification of transit needs and concurs with the staff analysis and 
recommendation. 
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 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the SACOG Board of Directors finds 
that: 
 
There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the City of Woodland. 
 
 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED, this 16th day of February 2017, by the following vote of the 
Board of Directors: 
 

 
 
 
 
_____________________________   _____________________________ 
Brian VeerKamp    Kirk E. Trost 
Chair       Interim Chief Executive Officer 
 
 
 

AYES: 
 

 

NOES:  
 

 

ABSTAIN:  
 

 

ABSENT:   



 
 
 
 

 
 

SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
RESOLUTION NO. 22– 2017 

 
FINDING THAT THERE ARE NO UNMET TRANSIT NEEDS THAT ARE 

REASONABLE TO MEET IN THE CITY OF YUBA CITY 
 

 WHEREAS, the Sacramento Area Council of Governments has defined “unmet transit 
needs” and “reasonable to meet” in its Unmet Transit Needs Process and Definitions adopted on 
August 20, 2015; and 
 
 WHEREAS, “unmet transit needs” are defined as “existing transit services or service 
variants, including services where transfers may be necessary to complete a trip, that are not 
adequately meeting the identified transportation needs of residents of the SACOG four-county 
Regional Transportation Planning Area (Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo and Yuba counties) who are 
likely to use public transportation. This includes, but is not limited to: trips for education and 
training (excluding exclusive school bus transportation), employment, healthcare services, 
personal business, recreation, and social services”; those needs identified as unmet transit needs 
and have been considered as part of the transportation planning process; i.e., in Short Range 
Transit Plans, special transit studies, the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) Complementary 
Paratransit Service Plans, and the Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities 
Strategy (MTP/SCS), and that have not been implemented or funded; and 
 
 WHEREAS, unmet transit needs that are “reasonable to meet” are defined as meeting the 
definition above and all of the following criteria:  community acceptance, equity, potential 
ridership, cost effectiveness, funding and feasibility; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the City of Yuba City identified transit needs considered in its 
transportation planning process; and 
 
 WHEREAS, public hearings on transit needs were held by SACOG for Yuba and Sutter 
Counties at the Yuba County Government Center (Marysville) on October 28, 2016, and before 
the SACOG Board of Directors on January 19, 2017; and  
 
 WHEREAS, transit needs considered in the transportation planning process and 
identified from the public hearing testimony have been analyzed to determine whether they are 
reasonable to meet using the SACOG adopted criteria, as detailed in the attached staff report; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the Joint Sutter-Yuba County Social Service Transportation Advisory 
Council participated in the identification of transit needs and concurs with the staff analysis and 
recommendation. 
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 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the SACOG Board of Directors finds 
that: 
 
There are no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the City of Yuba City. 
 
 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED, this 16th day of February 2017, by the following vote of the 
Board of Directors: 
 

 
 
 
 
_____________________________   _____________________________ 
Brian VeerKamp    Kirk E. Trost 
Chair       Interim Chief Executive Officer 
 
 

AYES: 
 

 

NOES:  
 

 

ABSTAIN:  
 

 

ABSENT:   


