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MTP/SCS Stakeholder Meeting Summary Report 
 
On Friday, October 18, 2013 staff met for 5 hours with stakeholders representing agriculture, active 
transportation, affordable and market rate developers, the environment, social equity, rural 
communities, public health, air quality, and economic development. The day consisted of topic-specific 
presentations followed by prompted discussions on each topic. As staff presented the meeting 
outcomes for the day, participants were encouraged to ask questions during the presentations for 
clarification and share their opinions, concerns, and ideas during the discussions.  
 
Meeting Desired Outcomes: 

• Hear participant perspectives on issues the SACOG Board will consider when adopting a 
framework for the development of the 2016 MTP/SCS 

o This includes issues around growth projections, investing more into fix-it-first projects, 
and the infrastructure and economic challenges of infill and Greenfield development. 

• Create a shared base of knowledge of the state and federal requirements for developing the 
MTP/SCS 

• Create a shared understanding of the Blueprint and the 2012 MTP/SCS 
• Create opportunity for cross-sectoral conversations 

o Build a cross-sectoral sounding board that staff can tap into during the plan update to 
provide the SAOCG Board with feedback throughout the process.  

o As a sounding board, participants are critical in presenting the interests of your 
constituents, and helping staff understand the impacts of our work on your constituents 
in the near- and long-term.  

 
Below are the prompt questions used to start the stakeholder discussions. For each question, themes 
are teased out with the supporting comments made by meeting participants.     
 
Question 1:  Is the direction of the Blueprint consistent with the mission/goals of your work? Of the 
information presented, what are priority issues for you? 
This discussion varied from table to table but the conversations were primarily about challenges and 
opportunities related to the implementation of the Blueprint. The conversations also identified issues 
related both to the Blueprint and the 2012 and 2016 MTP/SCS. 
 
Theme: There are Blueprint implementation challenges that should be addressed at the local and 
regional level. 

• Barriers to infill need to be removed; infill is far more difficult without subsidies. 
• SACOG should work to get a form of Redevelopment back. 
• There is a challenge with people or groups thinking growth is growth. There are differences in 

how to plan for economic growth in rural settings while maintaining the rural character. There is 
no cookie cutter for growth. 

• Agricultural lands need to be preserved, spheres of influence are moving into agricultural lands. 
• Local plans i.e. general plans/specific plans need to better align with the Blueprint and 

Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) 
 
Theme: There are no local incentives to implement the Blueprint.  

• There are fewer or no incentives for infill/smart growth in rural communities where there is 
already a lack of water/sewer infrastructure increasing costs to developers. 
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• Blueprint is only a plan with no teeth, there are no carrots or sticks-how do you keep people 
interested? There should be some incentives to implementation. If not financial then some 
policy related levers/incentives. 

• SB 375 CEQA streamlining is not enough, local governments need to make infrastructure 
improvements. 

 
Theme: What are unintended positive and negative consequences of the Blueprint? 

• There are other issues besides transportation that have an effect on communities such as 
education, job training, and access to other areas. 

• There needs to be more emphasis on rural land (ag/open space/habitat) planning. 
• A strategy to build affordable housing not just plan for it across the region. 
• Blueprint implementation is important in the downward trend of vehicle miles traveled (VMT) in 

the region. 
• Where are the jobs going in the Blueprint, regional planning should support neighborhood 

planning. 
• Need to identify the unintended consequences to rural areas because of the urban infill focus, 

rural towns and cities need their own infill. 
• The lack of planned public investment in rural areas can lead to more segregation. 

 
Theme: Blueprint (and MTP/SCS) should do more. 

• Additional work on how the road/transit systems and other transportation modes affect public 
health. 

• There should be more emphasis on bringing/linking destinations closer to existing and planned 
transit, biking and walking. 

• Good infill needs better transit. 
• Air quality should be considered at the base of the Blueprint. 
• How do we begin to frame and plan for growth and sustainability that is appropriate for rural 

areas? Centers of development and public investment are needed to support local rural 
economies. 

  
Question 2:  How do you see the transportation and land use elements of the MTP/SCS affecting your 
work? What are your thoughts on updating the current MTP/SCS with a focus on addressing 
challenges to implementation? 
Some of the issues described below came naturally from the first group discussion about the Blueprint 
presentation, but are separated out to align with the topic they most relate to.  
 
Theme: More incentives are needed to implement the SCS, and there are challenges to implementing 
the SCS at the regional, local, and neighborhood scales. 

• There is a need for incentives/planning to make the SCS more meaningful at the neighborhood 
level. 

• There are challenges with implementation at the local level, and very little resident capacity in 
certain areas to drive the implementation investments from the local government. 

• There are no local incentives to implement the SCS. 
• There needs to be planning to prevent displacement when gentrification occurs in transit 

priority areas. 
• General Plans are not consistent with the MTP/SCS. 
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• CEQA streamlining is not enough to support infill and SCS implementation; would like to see 
some type of streamlined public review process.  

• The MTP/SCS should consider and identify new funding to make up for the loss of 
Redevelopment and other lost revenue. 

• There are analytical gaps due to limitations of the regional travel model. There is need to better 
understand neighborhood/local travel to understand the needs of the community i.e. the 
underserved by affordable housing and transit. 
 

Theme: The current SCS does not adequately address the growth of rural areas. 
• Transit does not serve the rural areas of the region well; it is infrequent and unaffordable. 
• What are the unintended consequences of the emphasis of investment and planning in the 

transit priority areas (TPA)? Particularly, what will be the effect on rural areas? 
• The next MTP should include information on what rural investment looks like with rural centers 

helping to reduce commutes and support smart planning. 
• The SCS has little impact on what greenfield developers will do. 

 
Theme: Additional or enhanced analysis of low income and minority populations should be included in 
the next plan. 

• Better environmental justice analysis that looks at people in place, housing + transportation cost 
burden and access to education and jobs. 

• TOD investment in low income areas is hard because of the market demand, how do you 
support the low income areas rather than maintaining areas of poverty? 

• There needs to be ways to encourage job growth that will meet the needs of all economic levels. 
Is it prescriptive or market based? 

• There are many unmet needs in transportation and housing. 
• Public transit fares are too high and should be part of the discussions. 
• There are historic and unintended bad decisions. We have to make sure growth and investment 

meet the needs of low income people, we cannot only think of the future markets. 
• How do you link public transportation investment in building more affordable housing? Create 

trade-offs and incentives. 
 
Theme: Better understanding of the health impacts of the MTP/SCS should be developed. Health 
impacts include the traditional issues around air quality, chronic disease, but in the growing practice of 
research on health and the built environment, also includes access to: affordable health care, affordable 
housing, affordable food, affordable transportation, affordable education/training, employment 
opportunities, and parks and open space. 

• People don’t understand the link of transportation and jobs. There is a need to provide 
information on the implications of jobs and housing getting further separated. 

• If you have a strong SCS you should have a strong Regional Housing Needs Plan. 
• There should be emphasis on the health impacts (positive/negative) of the transportation 

system. 
• There should be consideration/research done on the health impacts of transit-oriented 

development (TOD). 
 

Question 3:  What do you think about the current proposed approach to updating the growth 
projections for the 2016 MTP/SCS (i.e.using the same projected amounts of growth in the current 
MTP/SCS and extending the end year from 2035 to 2036?  
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This conversation also included comments on new approaches or issues for implementing the MTP/SCS. 
 
Theme: An approach that considers only minor refinements to the growth projections for the 2016 is a 
strategic move that will better allocate resources to focus on the implementation issues with the current 
MTP/SCS. 

• It seems like a sound approach; there is the still the same growth speed projected; better to use 
available resource for research on implementation issues. 

• Are there other innovative lower-cost ways, besides public transit, to move people efficiently 
such as pay-as-you-go or private transportation opportunities that are not being considered in 
the MTP/SCS? 

• When considering the growth projection approach, consider what the goal is and that the best 
use of resources may be spent on implementation. 

• Not enough time has passed to re-do growth projections; four years in planning is no time at all. 
• Better use of resources is to work on the current financial/performance monitoring 

implementation commitments presented in the current plan. Help local governments get and 
use the data.  

• The growth projections should stay the same; they may already be too aggressive. 
• Jobs drive population increases, not housing. It’s not clear yet what the economy will look like in 

the future, so there is no basis for updating the projections. 
• Given the past few years, the reliability of the growth forecast is questionable and it updating it 

wouldn’t spur a policy change 
• There could be issues with redoing the growth assumptions given the uncertainty of the current 

economic climate. 
• Implementation should include plans for station planning, with a look at displacement issues 

associated with TOD, develop impact assessments. Provide more assessment information to 
policy makers and provide funding for project implementation.   

• The MTP/SCS should focus on researching and addressing implementation challenges. It is a 
reasonable approach and it’s best to keep the projections where they are so that they don’t 
decrease. 

• Are we so focused on the status of the current transit system that we aren’t innovating new 
transit ideas? 

 
Question 4: What do you think of the trade-off issues presented associated with a transportation 
system maintenance strategy? 
 
Theme: Better data and tools are needed to understand the near- and short-term trade-offs of different 
types of investment. 

• Provide us with more tools/analyses are needed to better weigh projects. For example, 
comprehensive return on investment. 

• Need a clearer understanding of the colors of money, and eligible projects in order to weigh in. 
• What are equivalent measures for different types of measures? 
• What type of road lifecycle should we target, what is long term payoff? 
• Should we reconsider pavement types and the overlay/patch maintenance model? What are the 

cost tradeoffs over time?  
• There needs to be more information to understand road system efficiencies.  

 
Theme: A maintenance approach should be context sensitive. 
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• It is difficult to determine where to put transportation monies because there are so many 
competing needs. 

• You should maintain roads that transport tourists to farms and other agricultural-related travel, 
especially in areas where the economy is dependent on these sectors (e.g. El Dorado County). 

• A maintenance plan should also focus on where we want to concentrate growth. 
• There needs to be balance in maintaining the transportation needs in rural areas. 
• Since maintenance of existing roads is key to avoid spending more money later, the real wiggle 

room in transportation funding is in developing new roads. More money should be shifted from 
new roads to transit and other modes of transportation. Plus new roads also have an air quality 
component and may generate more use, thus increasing the need for maintenance funds in the 
future. 

 
Theme: There needs to be more clarity in the process of how projects get funded. 

• The MTIP list of improvements is a black box to the public. It’s difficult to know what projects 
have the most impact. The public depends on SACOG staff to do that analysis. 

• Clarity in the process (MTP/SCS and local road investment) is important. 
• It is important to know the specific trade-offs and amounts of grant/discretionary funds to make 

good decisions. 
 
Theme: Additional funding should be secured for the 2016 MTP/SCS. 

• We should look into financing mechanisms and funding sources that do not require us to tap 
into funding for other modes (e.g., maintenance).  We need new compelling financing models 
and we need to change public’s opinion that they shouldn’t pay more for something they 
already get. We could consider road tolls as a revenue source, but would need to weigh the 
impacts on tourists. Mode shifts also means less revenue from the gas tax. 

• There needs to be plans to increase resources for system maintenance. 
 

 
Question 5:  Does the information presented reflect your understanding of the current economic, 
housing, and transportation climate? Are we missing anything? (Full Group Discussion) 
 
Theme: Additional reporting that breaks out the current conditions in low income and minority 
communities and by income and age. 

• The report could use more demographic breakdowns by race, income and other factors against 
the trends we’re seeing.  

• Can you break down the report by different communities? 
• There should be more detail on the economic reporting that includes breakdown by race, 

ethnicity, household size, and age. 
• The type of data reported at the regional level would be useful at the community/neighborhood 

level, to better understand local needs. 
• More information on Generation Y/Millennials would be good to have and consider. They are 

still doing many of the same things as Generation X and Baby Boomers, just later in life, and 
their early choices are different than previous generations. 

 
Theme: Better understanding of the job market is needed. 
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• Jobs are a driving factor to growth in the region. The report shows job loss; is there information 
about corresponding higher education enrollments, retraining etc?  

• Types of jobs are changing.   

 
Theme: More housing information is needed. 

• SACOG can make assumptions about jobs and transportation but it needs to include housing and 
the types that we need.   

• There could be more information on housing costs trends.   
• You are missing a housing piece, on the trend of new housing and preference, current vacancy 

rates for different housing types and economic factors related to housing. 
• This should include housing cost information, this is an important market factor to understand. 
• Do we expect a housing market comeback?  Generation Y is a big market – bigger than the Baby 

Boomers, and they are getting married and having kids later and buying their first house later. 
They will also drive the housing type demand differently than previous generations.  

Theme: Additional comments. 
• The information is helping to quantify what we are observing. 
• “The Lost Decade” of economic growth (2008-2018) is an interesting observation, does this hold 

true for education and other areas? 

 
Question 6: Which of the performance measures presented are the most important to you/your 
work? Which additional performance measures would you be interested in seeing? (full group 
discussion) 
A deeper presentation and conversation on performance measure will occur at the next meeting of this 
group. Participants, expressed interest in more detail on current performance measures, and what types 
of data are needed to create new measure to better address their questions. As such, staff committed to 
the topic for the next meeting in early 2014. 
 
Theme: Additional transportation measures. 

• The report could measure proximity to medical services and the relationship between 
transportation and housing costs.   

• Is there a metric for connectivity, such as density of intersections in an area? 
• Is there a way to show how we performed as a region (looking backwards) versus what we 

projected it to be (looking forward)?  
• Jobs are not equitably distributed throughout the region.  Jobs that require work at night are 

not conducive to transit and they don’t go into the neighborhoods that need them.  

Theme: Additional measure for environmental justice communities is needed. 
• One request is that we measure EJ areas versus non-EJ areas for transportation performance.  

We need to look at the age and condition of housing in those areas.  
• The problem with the federal poverty data is that it doesn’t including the cost of housing. 
• The relationship between displacement and community development should be examined. 
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• Are local governments meeting the goals of RHNA? 
• How do you assess, especially in environmental justice areas, that you are increasing 

opportunity? 
 
Theme: Measures associated with quality of life. 

• The Human Impact Partners has quality of life performance metrics that we should consider 
using. 

• We should consider coverage of green trees as a metric, and housing units per acre.  We could 
also include access to parks and open space.   

• It would be good to share what innovations are working at the local government level. 
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MTP/SCS Stakeholder Meeting Participant Evaluation Summary 
 

RANKING: 1. Strongly Disagree 2. Disagree 3. Neutral 4. Agree 5. Strongly Agree 
  
This meeting was well organized. 

Average: 4.69 

  

The length of the meeting was appropriate to get through the material. 

Average:  3.92 

  

I was able to express issues and/or concerns about the 2016 MTP/SCS. 

Average:  4.54 

  

I have a good understanding of the 2016 MTP/SCS process. 

Average:  3.16 

  
I understand this this was this a first step in creating a cross-sectoral sounding board for SACOG staff and the 
Board of Directors. 
Average:  4.08 

  

The meeting was beneficial to me.  

Average:  4.37 

  

Were there any parts of the meeting that should be avoided in the future? 

* Can' think of anything. 
* No. 
* Nothing really - liked discussion foremost. 
* No. 
* Not sure. 

  

What should be done next time to make the presentations more effective? 

* More front end info about your (SACOG) resources; processes to help frame  the input you get. 

* Not sure how to do it, but would've been nice to be able to reference back to slides during smaller group 
discussions. Some of this  happened organically during large group discussions. 
* A bit more data is needed to better answer some of the questions. 
* Maybe handouts so we can mark and reference? This is a bit more detailed and you want us to do more than 
just nod. 
*Perhaps encouraging everyone to read documents ahead of time so the presentations reference knowledge. 
* Maybe provide a "key" glossary. 
* Pre-meeting information. I was not fully aware as to the purpose of the meeting. 
* Perhaps - handouts of some additional information. 
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* Tighten some of them up a little - be more succinct - but this is a minor comment. Overall, the day was 
excellently organized! 
How can SACOG make the information presented at this meeting more meaningful or useful to you? 

* More background? Not that I have time to read everything. 
* Materials provided are helpful. 
* Send out the presentations and the compiled comments. 
* A little homework …. Not too much. 
* Did a good job. 
* Keep explaining it with its implications. 
* Advance access to presentation/reports. 

  

Additional Comments 
* Try to focus in an implementation. How to streamline and deal with community or special interest "pushback". 
* Please use other economic benchmarks, and not just FPL. 
As being a first time attendee of such a meeting, thank you. Very well done and I look forward to continuing to 
be engaged and provide input 
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AGENDA 
 

9 a.m.  Welcome & Introductions  
9:20 Meeting Outcomes & What is SACOG? 
9:30 Sacramento Region Blueprint Overview  
10:15 2012 MTP/SCS Overview  
11:00 Break 
11:10 Regional Growth Projections  
11:55 Lunch  
12:05 Transportation System Maintenance  
12:50 Transportation Monitoring Report  
1:35 MTP/SCS Performance Metrics  
2:20 Wrap up & Next Steps 
2:30 Adjourn 

 

Sacramento Area 
Council of 
Governments 
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95814 

tel:916.321.9000 
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Title Agency/Organization City Jurisdiction Sector
Executive Director WALKSacramento Sacramento Region Active Transportation

Program Director
Woodland Bike 
Campaign Woodland Yolo Active Transportation/Biking 

Advocate
CA League of Womens 
Voters Sacramento Region

Active 
Transportation/Transit/Seniors

Board Member Sac Housing Alliance Sacramento Region Affordable Housing
Policy Director Housing California Sacramento State Affordable Housing

District Director
US Department Housing 
& Urban Devolopment Sacramento Region Affordable Housing

Deputy Director of 
Housing Policy

CA Department of 
Housing & Community 
Development Sacramento State Affordable Housing

President/CEO Nehemiah Corp Sacramento Region Affordable Housing Developer
Agricultural 
Commissioner El Dorado County Placerville El Dorado Agriculture
Agricultural 
Commissioner Sacramento County Sacramento Sacramento County Agriculture
Executive Director Capay Valley Vision Esparto Capay Valley Agriculture
Agricultural 
Commissioner Yolo County Woodland Yolo County Agriculture
Agricultural 
Commissioner Placer County Auburn Placer County Agriculture
Agricultural 
Commissioner Yuba County Marysville Yuba County Agriculture
Ag Commissioner Sutter County Yuba City Sutter County Agriculture
Executive Director BREATHE CA Sacramento Region Air Quality

President/CEO Valley Vision Sacramento Region Community Based Organization

Executive Director Ubuntu Green Sacramento Sacramento City Community Based Organization

Executive Director
Mutual Assistance 
Network Sacramento Sacramento City Community Based Organization

Executive Director Asian Resources Sacramento Sacaramento City Community Based Organization
Advocate/Community 
Organizer

Resources for 
Independent Living Sacramento Region Disabled Community

Branch Manager
FREED-Center for 
Independent Living Marysville

Yuba & Sutter 
Couties Disabled Community

President Rainbow Chamber Sacramento Region Economic Development

Executive Director
Greater Sacramento 
Urban League Sacramento Region Economic Development
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President/CEO

Sacramento Asian-
Pacific Chamber of 
Commerce Sacramento Region Economic Development

President/CEO
El Dorado County 
Chamber of Commerce Placerville El Dorado County Economic Development

Predisdent/CEO
El Dorado Hills Chamber 
of Commerce El Dorado Hills El Dorado Hills Economic Development

Senior Vice President, 
Public Policy & Economic 
Development

Sac Metro Chamber of 
Commerce Sacramento Region Economic Development

Senior Vice President SACTO Sacramento Region Economic Development

President/CEO
Sacramento Hispanic 
Chamber of Commerce Sacramento Region Economic Development

President/CEO
 Sacramento Black 
Chamber of Commerce Sacramento Region Economic Development

Director
Center for Strategic 
Economic Research Sacramento Region

Economic 
Development/Regional Data

Supervisor, Electic 
Transportation SMUD Sacramento Region Energy

Economic Development 
Executive, Greater 
Sacramento Region PG & E Sacramento Region Energy

Executive Director Sac Tree Foundation Sacramento Region Environment

Executive Director ECOS Sacramento Region Environment

External Affairs Manager
The Nature 
Conservancy Sacramento Region Environment

Conservation Program 
Coordinator Sierra Club Sacramento Region Environment
Public Information 
Officer Sacramento Metro Fire Sacramento Sacramento County Fire

President/Co-founder Domus Development Sacramento State
For-Profit Affordable Housing 
Developer/Infill Developer

Manager of 
Environmental Policy CA Trucking Assn Sacramento State Goods/Freight

Manager of Enviro Policy CA Trucking Assn Goods/Freight

Project Director Cordova Hills, LLC Sacramento Sacramento Greenfield Developer
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Health in All Policies 
coordinator

CA Department of 
Public Health Sacramento State

Health & Built 
Environment/Active 
Transportation

Community Benefits 
Director Sutter Health Sacramento Region Health Care Provider

Program Manager The CA Endowment Sacramento

State/So 
Sacramento & 
County Health Foundation

Program Manager
Sierra Health 
Foundation Sacramento Region Health Foundation

Director, Local 
Government Affairs UC Davis Davis Region Higher Education

Associate Vice 
Chancellor: Workforce & 
Economic Development Los Rios CC District Sacramento Sacramento County Higher Education/TOD

Predisdent/CEO Community Link Sacramento Sacramento County Human Services

Executive Director Capitol Health Network Sacramento Sacramento County Human Services

Public Information 
Officer CA Highway Patrol West Sacramento Region Law Enforcement
Principal & Pressident MacKay & Somps Roseville Region Market Rate Development
Executive Director Region Builders Sacramento Region Market Rate Development

Capitol Area 
Development Manager CADA Sacramento Sacramento Infill Development

President StoneBridge Sacramento Sacramento Market Rate Developer

Vice President Richland Homes Roseville Region Market Rate Developer

Managing Principal
Economic & Planning 
Systems Sacramento Region Market Rate Developer

Director of 
Governmental & 
Legislative Affairs

North State Building 
Industry Association Roseville Region Market Rate Development 

Founding Partner/Legal 
Counsel Taylor Wiley Sacramento Sacramento

Market Rate Development 
Attorney

Executive Director
 Mutual Housing 
California Sacramento

Yolo & Sacramento 
Counties

Non-profit Affordable Housing 
Developer

Public Health Officer Sacramento County Sacramento Sacramento County public health

Director of Litigation, 
Advocacy & Training

CA Rural League 
Assistance, Inc. Marysville

Yuba, Sutter, El 
Dorado counties Rural Social Equity
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Senior Planner Area 4 Agency on Aging Sacramento

 Placer, Sacramento, 
Sutter, Yolo & Yuba 
counties Seniors/Aging

Professor
Community & Regional 
Development Davis Region Social Equity

Counsel
Western Poverty Law 
Center Sacramento State Social Equity

Deputy Director  Opening Doors Sacramento Region Social Equity

Director  
UCD Center for 
Regional Change Davis Region Social Equity

President CA Capital/CDFI Sacramento Region
Social Equity/Economic 
Development

Associate Professor UC Davis Davis Region
Social Equity/Equitable SB 375 
Investment

Tribal Liaison
Yocha Dehe Wintun 
Nation Brooks Sovereign Nation Tribal Government

Government Affairs
United Auburn Indian 
Community Auburn Sovereign Nation Tribal Government

Legal Counsel
Shingle Springs Band of 
Miwok Indians Shingle Springs Sovereign Nation Tribal Government

Executive Director
Regional Water 
Authority Sacramento Region Water

Executive Director Yolo Children's Alliance Davis Yolo Youth Services
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Organization Sector
WALKSacramento Active Trans
CA League of Women Voters Active Transportation/Transit
Sac Housing Alliance Affordable Housing Advocate
Housing CA Affordable Housing Advocate
El Dorado County Agriculture
Sacramento County Agriculture
BREATHE CA Air Quality
Resources for Independent Living Disabled Residents
El Dorado County Chamber of Commerce Econmic Development
Sac Metro Chamber Econmic Development
ECOS Environment
The Nature Conservancy Environment
Sac Tree Foundation Environment/Trees
Domus Development For-Profit Affordable Housing Developer
CA Endowment Health Foundation
Sierra Health Foundation Health Foundation
Cordova Hills, LLC Market Rate Developer
Taylor-Wiley Law Market Rate Development
NSBIA Market Rate Development
StoneBridge Properties Market Rate Development
Sacramento County Public Health
CA Rural League Assistance, Inc. Rural Social Equity/Housing
UC Davis Social Equity/Equitable SB 375 Implementation
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