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1415 L Street Suite 300 
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Wednesday, January 21, 2015, at 2:00 p.m. 

 
The Strategic Planning Committee may take up any agenda item at any time, regardless of the order listed.  Public comment 
will be taken on the item at the time that it is taken up by the committee.  We ask that members of the public complete a request 
to speak form, submit it to the clerk of the committee, and keep their remarks brief.   If several persons wish to address the 
committee on a single item, the chair may impose a time limit on individual remarks at the beginning of the discussion.  Action 
may be taken on any item on this agenda.   
 

2014 Strategic Planning Committee Roll Call:  Directors Cabaldon, Davis, Griego, Miklos, Peters, 
Rohan, Sander, Stallard, and Chair Saylor  
 
Public Communications:  Members of the public may comment on any item on the agenda at the time that 
it is taken up by the Board.  We ask that members of the public come forward to be recognized by the Chair 
and keep their remarks brief. 
 
Consent Calendar: ◄ 
 

1. Unmet Transit Needs in the Sacramento Regional Transit District, Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo, and 
Yuba Counties, and the Cities Therein (Ms. VaughanBechtold) 

2. Programming Awards and Recommendations for Federal Transit Administration Section 5310 
Grants (Ms. VaughanBechtold) 

3. Distribution of Proposition 1B Transit System Safety, Security, and Disaster Response Account 
Bond Funds (Ms. Doherty) 

4. Appointment to Regular Position of Planning Manager (Mr. Trost) 
5. Appointment to Regular Position of Manager of Policy and Administration (Mr. Trost) 
6. Appointment to Regular Position of Finance Manager (Mr. Trost) 
7. Temporary Appointment Extension (Mr. Johnson)  

 
Action: ◄ 

 
8. Cap-and-Trade Update and Affordable Housing and Sustainable Communities Program  Final 

Guidelines (Ms. Devere-Oki) 
9. State Advocacy Update (Mr. Johnson) 

10. Federal Advocacy Update (Mr. Johnson)  
 

Information:  
 
11. 2016 Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy Update (Ms. Lizon)  
12. Summary of Interviews with Industry Forecasters on Draft Projections through 

2020 (Mr. Garry/Mr. Chew) 
13. Webcast of SACOG Board of Directors Meetings (Mr. Concannon) 
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CLOSED SESSION: 
 

14. CONFERENCE WITH LEGAL COUNSEL – ANTICIPATED LITIGATION 
Initiation of litigation pursuant to subdivision (c) of Section 54956.9: One (1) Case (Mr. Trost) 

 
Other Matters 
 
 
Adjournment 
 
 
◄ Action Requested 
 

 
Prepared by:         Approved by: 
 
 
 
Mike McKeever Don Saylor 
Chief Executive Officer Chair 
 
The Meridian Plaza Building is accessible to the disabled.  If requested, this agenda, and documents in the agenda packet can be made 
available in appropriate alternative formats to persons with a disability, as required by Section 202 of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 
1990 and the Federal Rules and Regulations adopted in implementation thereof.  Persons seeking an alternative format should contact 
SACOG for further information.  In addition, a person with a disability who requires a modification or accommodation, including auxiliary 
aids or services, in order to participate in a public meeting should contact SACOG by phone at 916-321-9000, e-mail (contact@sacog.org) 
or in person as soon as possible and preferably at least 24 hours prior to the meeting.   Parking is available at 15th and K Streets 



 

  Item #15-1-1 
Strategic Planning Committee Consent  
 
January 14, 2015 
 
Unmet Transit Needs in the Sacramento Regional Transit District, Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo, 
and Yuba Counties, and the Cities Therein   
 
Issue:  The Transportation Development Act (TDA) requires that SACOG, as the four-county Regional 
Transportation Planning Agency, make annual unmet transit needs findings for the Sacramento Regional 
Transit District (SRTD) and for jurisdictions eligible to use TDA funds.  SACOG must hold a final public 
hearing before the Board prior to the Unmet Transit Needs findings being finalized. 
 
Recommendation:  That the Strategic Planning Committee recommend that the Board hold a public 
hearing on unmet transit needs at its January 29, 2015 meeting.  Staff will then bring recommended SACOG 
Unmet Transit Needs findings to the Board for consideration and approval in the February cycle. 
 
Discussion:  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 
streets and roads projects, provided they have no transit requests that meet SACOG’s adopted definition of 
“unmet transit needs” that are “reasonable to meet.” 
 
It is the responsibility of the SACOG Board to make annual Unmet Transit Needs findings for each of the 
four counties and the cities therein and the SRTD.  SACOG plans to hold the final public hearing for the FY 
2015-16 Unmet Transit Needs process at the January 29, 2015, Board meeting.  This final public hearing is 
being held prior to bringing recommended findings to the Board for their review and approval in February, to 
allow time to analyze any comments received at the final hearing. 
 
Approved by: 
 
 
Mike McKeever 
Chief Executive Officer 
 
MM:BVB:ds 
 
Key Staff: Matt Carpenter, Director of Transportation Services, (916) 340-6276 
  Sharon Sprowls, Senior Program Specialist, (916) 340-6235 
  Azadeh Doherty, Senior Planner, (916) 340-6221 
  Gary Taylor, Senior Planner, (916) 340-6279 
  Barbara VaughanBechtold, Associate Planner, (916) 340-6226 



 Item #15-1-2 
Strategic Planning Committee Consent  
 
January 14, 2015 
 
Programming Awards and Recommendations for Federal Transit Administration Section 5310 
Grants 
 
Issue:   Twelve agencies in the SACOG region have applied for Federal Transit Administration (FTA) Section 
5310 funds to purchase equipment or provide services for the transport of seniors and people with disabilities. 
 
Recommendation:  That the Strategic Planning Committee recommend that the Board approve the Section 
5310 Scoring Committee’s project scores (Attachments A and B); certify that all twelve applicants meet Section 
5310 requirements and conditions and have been reviewed in the region’s public participation process 
(Attachment C); and certify, by resolution, that the awarded Sacramento Urbanized Area projects and those 
recommended projects outside the Sacramento Urbanized Area are consistent with SACOG’s adopted 
Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy and will be included in the Metropolitan 
Transportation Improvement Program. 
 
Discussion:  The FTA Section 5310 Grant Program provides transportation funds on a competitive basis for the 
purchase of equipment or services to transport or improve access to transportation for seniors and people with 
disabilities.  There are two funding categories: 1) “Traditional” capital funding, and 2) “Expanded” funding. The 
Section 5310 “Traditional” capital grant provides 80 percent of the cost of vehicles, “other equipment” such as 
computers and radios, and mobility management activities (e.g., travel training and one-stop call centers).  
Eligible applicants are private, non-profit organizations or public bodies that coordinate transportation service.  
“Expanded” funding eligible applicants are public transit providers, private, non-profit organizations, or public 
bodies that coordinate transportation service.  The Section 5310 “Expanded” grant program provides 80 percent 
of the cost of vehicles, “other equipment” and mobility management activities, and 50 percent of the cost of 
operating services.  With the availability of Transportation Development Credits, the FTA allows FTA 5310 
projects to be 100 percent federally funded.  
 
In the Sacramento Urbanized Area (UZA) for which SACOG is responsible, approximately $2.7 million in 
combined FFY 2013 and 2014 FTA 5310 funds are available.  This year’s Sacramento UZA applicants include:  
Asian Community Center (ACC Rides), City of Roseville (South Placer Call Center), Easter Seals Superior 
California (Sacramento), Paratransit, Inc., Pride Industries, Sacramento County Department of Health and 
Human Services (Senior Companions Program), United Cerebral Palsy of Sacramento, United Christian Centers 
of Greater Sacramento, and the Yolo County Transportation District.   
 
Statewide, the FTA Section 5310 Program has approximately $13 million in available funds for FFYs 2013 and 
2014 combined for small urban/rural projects.  In the Sacramento region, this year’s small urban/rural applicants 
are the Yolo Adult Day Health Center (Dignity Health) and Yolo County Transportation District.   
 
SACOG has entered into two Memoranda of Understanding with Caltrans.  The first gives SACOG the 
responsibility to award and program the Sacramento UZA FTA 5310 funds.  The second gives SACOG, as the 
Regional Transportation Planning Agency (RTPA), the responsibility for evaluating and scoring the region’s 
eligible small urban/rural 5310 projects.   
 



SACOG used Caltrans scoring criteria for both the “Traditional” and “Expanded” project applications inside the 
Sacramento UZA as well as for small urban/rural area project applications in the RTPA area.  SACOG elected 
to score the applications by using a Regional Evaluation Committee (REC) made up of SACOG staff.  The REC 
met and scored applications in December 2014.  Attachment A lists the REC’s scores for each project in the 
Sacramento UZA and recommended award amounts.  Attachment B lists the REC’s scores for each small 
urban/rural project in the RTPA area and the recommended priority list of projects to be forwarded to Caltrans.  
Small urban/rural 5310 applications in Placer and El Dorado counties are evaluated in a similar process 
conducted by the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency and the El Dorado County Transportation 
Commission.  
 
The SACOG Transit Coordinating Committee recommended the FTA 5310 UZA funding awards and small 
urban/rural recommendations at their December 17, 2014, meeting. Staff has reviewed and determined that all 
applicants meet requirements for MPO/RTPA certification and assurances (Attachment C).   
 
If approved, the Sacramento UZA funding awards will be forwarded to Caltrans for inclusion in the 5310 grant 
that Caltrans will submit to FTA in June 2015.  The regional small urban/rural priority project list will be 
forwarded to Caltrans for compilation into a statewide funding list.  Small urban/rural 5310 projects will be 
selected by Caltrans for funding in ranked order until all available funds are expended.  
 
Approximately $254,000 remains in 5310 Traditional funds. Since all 5310 applications received have been 
recommended for funding, SACOG staff intends to include those funds in a future call for projects.  
 
Approved by: 
 
 
Mike McKeever 
Chief Executive Officer 
 
MM:BVB:ds 
Attachments 

Key Staff: Matt Carpenter, Director of Transportation Services, (916) 340-6276 
 Sharon Sprowls, Senior Program Specialist, (916) 340-6235 
 Azadeh Doherty, Senior Planner, (916) 340-6221 
 Gary Taylor, Senior Planner, (916) 340-6279 

 Barbara VaughanBechtold, Associate Planner, (916) 340-6226  



Attachment A

  

FFY 2013 & 2014 Combined FTA 5310 Sacramento Urbanized Area Recommended Funding Awards - Traditional and Expanded
PROJECT FUNDS FFY 2013 FFY 2014 

SCORE  Request FUNDS FUNDS
Sacramento Co. DHHS - Senior Companion Program Operations Expanded 92 $160,000 $160,000 $0 $160,000
Roseville - South Placer Region Mobility Mgmt. Program Mobility Mgmt. Expanded 89 $234,000 $234,000 $0 $234,000
Roseville - South Placer Call Ctr. & Demand Response
Other Equipment Capital Expanded 89 $35,000 $35,000 $0 $35,000
Asian Community Center - Expand ACC Rides Operations Expanded 83 $300,000 $130,941 $169,059 $300,000
Paratransit Inc. - Mobility Mgmt. Mobility Mgmt. Expanded 74 $107,866 $0 $107,866 $107,866
Yolo County Transportation District - Beyond ADA Operations Expanded 58 $300,000 $0 $300,000 $300,000
United Cerebral Palsy (UCP) of Greater Sacramento - video equip. Capital Traditional 86 $8,000 $8,000 $0 $8,000
Easter Seals - 4 vehicles Capital Traditional 83 $265,000 $265,000 $0 $265,000
United Cerebral Palsy (UCP) of Greater Sacramento - 4 vehicles Capital Traditional 78 $292,000 $292,000 $0 $292,000
Asian Community Center - 2 minivans Capital Traditional 78 $92,000 $92,000 $0 $92,000
United Christian Centers - minivan Capital Traditional 78 $46,000 $46,000 $0 $46,000
Asian Community Center - 2 minivans Capital Traditional 77 $92,000 $66,919 $25,081 $92,000
Paratransit Inc. - Mobility Mgmt. Mobility Mgmt. Traditional 74 $292,134 $0 $292,134 $292,134
United Christian Centers - computers and software Capital Tradtional 73 $2,599 $0 $2,599 $2,599
Pride Industries - 3 buses Capital Traditional 72 $219,000 $0 $219,000 $219,000

Expanded Funds Remaining $0 (total available $1,136,866) 100% of available funds have been requested.
Traditional Funds Remaining $254,459 (total available $1,563,192) 83.7% of available funds have been requested.

Total Funds Remaining $254,459

Project Descriptions:
APPLICANT PROJECT TYPE

Asian Community Center - Expand ACC Rides Operations Expanded

Roseville - South Placer Region Mobility Mgmt. Program Mobility Mgmt. Expanded
Roseville - South Placer Call Ctr. Other Equipment Capital Expanded

Sacramento Co. DHHS - Senior Companion Program Operations Expanded

Yolo County Transportation District - Beyond ADA Operations Expanded
Asian Community Center Capital Traditional
Easter Seals Capital Traditional

Paratransit Inc. - Mobility Management Mobility Mgmt.
Expanded/
Traditional

DESCRIPTION

3 replacement buses & 1 replacement accessible minivan

Group and Individual Travel Training throughout the Sacramento UZA.

Paratransit/Demand Response Services for seniors and persons with disabilities that
go beyond what is required under the ADA.
4 accessible minivans to Expand ACC Rides service expansion

FUNDS 
AWARDAPPLICANT PROJECT TYPE

Mileage reimbursement and stipend for low-income volunteers to transport low-income
isolated and frail seniors and people with disabilities where traditional transit is otherwise 
insufficient or inappropriate.

Expand ACC rides services.
South Placer Regional Mobility Training Program, South Placer Transit Ambassador
Program and South Placer Transit Information/Call Center.
South Placer Info/Call Center and Demand Response Other Equipment



Attachment B 
 

RECOMMENDED FTA 5310 SMALL URBAN/RURAL PROJECTS 
     

          SECTION 1 SECTION 2 SECTION 3 
SECTION 

4 PROJECT FUNDING 
REQ APPLICANT PROJECT TYPE VIN QTY SCORE SCORE SCORE SCORE SCORE 

Yolo Adult Day 
Health Center 

Traditional - 
Capital, Service 

Expansion 

Minivan SE 1 32 18 8 18 76 $46,000 

Yolo Adult Day 
Health Center 

Traditional - 
Capital, Service 

Expansion 

Minivan SE 1 32 18 11 18 79 $46,000 

                  Total $92,000 

           Yolo County 
Transportation 
District* 

Expanded - 
Operations Beyond 

the ADA 

Operations NA 1 NA NA NA NA 0 $300,000 

                  Total $300,000 
         Grand Total $392,000 

           * Per an MOU with Caltrans, SACOG does not score Statewide (small urban/rural) Expanded 5310 Applications, and instead only confirms the applicant's 
eligibility. 
 Only the Statewide 5310 Scoring Committee will score these applications. 

 



Attachment C 
 

 
 
 
 
 

MPO/RTPA 5310 
CERTIFICATION AND ASSURANCES 

 
 The Sacramento Area Council of Governments certifies and assures that the requirements and 
conditions of 49 U.S.C. 5310/MAP-21 Section 20009 have been met by all applicants recommended for 
funding. 
 
 The Sacramento Area Council of Governments certifies and assures that the Section 5310 applications 
awarded funding or recommended for funding were included in the region’s public participation process as 
required by Statewide and MPO Planning Regulations. 
 
 The Sacramento Area Council of Governments certifies by the attached resolution that the projects 
recommended for funding are consistent with the local area’s Regional Transportation Plan (Metropolitan 
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy) and the Public Transit and Human Services 
Transportation Coordinated Plan.  The projects awarded funding in the Sacramento Urbanized Area and 
recommended for funding outside the Sacramento Urbanized Area, if awarded, will also be programmed in the 
Federal Transportation Improvement Program (Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program or MTIP). 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Certifying Representative: 
 
Name:   Mike McKeever                         Signature:        
 
Title:     Chief Executive Officer             Date:   January 29, 2015                        

 
 
 
 
 
 

 



 
 
 
 
 
 

 
 

SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 1 – 2015 
 

APPROVING FTA SECTION 5310 ENHANCED MOBILITY FOR SENIORS AND 
INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES SACRAMENTO URBANIZED AREA FUNDING 
AWARD AND PROGRAMMING FOR: ASIAN COMMUNITY CENTER (ACC RIDES), 

CITY OF ROSEVILE (SOUTH PLACER CALL CENTER), EASTER SEALS 
SUPERIOR CALIFORNIA (SACRAMENTO), PARATRANSIT, INC., PRIDE 

INDUSTRIES, SACRAMENTO COUNTY DEPARTMENT OF HEALTH AND HUMAN 
SERVICES (SENIOR COMPANIONS PROGRAM), UNITED CEREBRAL PALSY OF 

SACRAMENTO, UNITED CHRISTIAN CENTERS OF GREATER SACRAMENTO 
AND THE YOLO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION DISTRICT 

 
 WHEREAS,  the Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG) is the 
Metropolitan Planning Organization and the Regional Transportation Planning Agency 
responsible for transportation planning in the Sacramento region; and 
 
 WHEREAS, SACOG is responsible for preparing and adopting the Metropolitan 
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy and the Metropolitan Transportation 
Improvement Program; and 
 
 WHEREAS, SACOG is responsible for awarding and programming Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA) 5310 Enhanced Mobility for Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities 
“Traditional” and “Expanded” funds in the Sacramento Urbanized Area; and  
 
 WHEREAS, SACOG has reviewed the FTA Section 5310 Grant Program project 
applications for Fiscal Year 2014/15 and awarded funds to the Asian Community Center (ACC 
Rides), City of Roseville (South Placer Call Center), Easter Seals Superior of California 
(Sacramento), Paratransit Inc., Pride Industries, Sacramento County Department of Health and 
Human Services (Senior Companions Program), United Cerebral Palsy of Sacramento, United 
Christian Centers of the Greater Sacramento Area, and the Yolo County Transportation District. 
 
 NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that SACOG certifies that: 
 

1. The awarded projects are consistent with SACOG’s adopted Metropolitan 
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (MTP/SCS). 
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2.   The awarded projects are included in the SACOG Public Transit and Human Services 
Transportation Coordinated Plan as required by the Federal Transit Administration (FTA). 

 
3. The awarded projects will be programmed in the Metropolitan Transportation 

Improvement Program (MTIP). 
 

 PASSED AND ADOPTED, this 29th day of January 2015, by the following vote of the 
Board of Directors: 
 
AYES: 
  
NOES:  
 
ABSTAIN:  
 
ABSENT:  
 
 
 
 
_____________________________   _____________________________ 
Don Saylor      Mike McKeever 
Chair       Chief Executive Officer 
 
 



 
 
 
 
 

 
 

SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 2 – 2015 
 

APPROVING FTA SECTION 5310 ENHANCED MOBILITY FOR SENIORS AND 
INDIVIDUALS WITH DISABILITIES FUNDING PROGRAMMING FOR: YOLO 
ADULT DAY HEALTH CARE (DIGNITY HEALTH) AND THE YOLO COUNTY 

TRANSPORTATION DISTRICT 
 

 WHEREAS,  the Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG) is the 
Metropolitan Planning Organization and the Regional Transportation Planning Agency 
responsible for transportation planning in the Sacramento region; and 
 
 WHEREAS, SACOG is responsible for preparing and adopting the Metropolitan 
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy and the Metropolitan Transportation 
Improvement Program; and 
 
 WHEREAS, SACOG is responsible for scoring and recommending Federal Transit 
Administration (FTA) 5310 Enhanced Mobility for Seniors and Individuals with Disabilities 
“Traditional” and “Expanded” small urban/rural projects in the SACOG Regional Transportation 
Planning Agency area; and  
 
 WHEREAS, SACOG has reviewed and scored FTA Section 5310 Grant Program small 
urban/rural project applications for Fiscal Year 2014/15 and recommends the Yolo Adult Day 
Health Care (Dignity Health) and Yolo County Transportation District projects. 
 
 NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that SACOG certifies that: 
 

1. The recommended projects are consistent with SACOG’s adopted Metropolitan 
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (MTP/SCS). 

 
2.   The recommended projects are included in the SACOG Public Transit and Human 

Services Transportation Coordinated Plan as required by the Federal Transit Administration 
(FTA). 
 

3. If awarded, the recommended projects will be programmed in the Metropolitan 
Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP). 
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PASSED AND ADOPTED, this 29th day of January 2015, by the following vote of the 

Board of Directors: 
 
AYES: 
  
NOES:  
 
ABSTAIN:  
 
ABSENT:  
 
 
 
 
_____________________________   _____________________________ 
Don Saylor      Mike McKeever 
Chair       Chief Executive Officer 
 
 



 
 

 Item #15-1-3 
Strategic Planning Committee Consent  

January 14, 2015   

Distribution of Proposition 1B Transit System Safety, Security, and Disaster Response Account 
Bond Funds 
Issue:  Should transit safety and security project nominations for the Proposition 1B Transit System Safety, 
Security, and Disaster Response Account (TSSSDR) be recommended for approval?  

Recommendation:  That the Strategic Planning Committee recommend that the Board approve the list of 
regionally-funded transit safety and security projects that was submitted by SACOG to the California 
Governor’s Office of Emergency Services (Cal OES); and the authorizing resolution.  

Discussion:  In December 2014, Cal OES requested Investment Justifications (applications) for the FY 
2014/15 Transit System Safety, Security, and Disaster Response (TSSSDR) program, with a deadline of January 
15, 2015. The TSSSDR program is a ten-year, transit capital, state bond program for safety and security 
projects. SACOG is the recipient of these (GC 8879.58(a)(2)/PUC 99313) funds for the four-county region, 
including Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo, and Yuba counties. A total of $1,398,859 in regional funding is available 
for distribution in FY 2014/15.  The counties of El Dorado and Placer complete separate processes for regional 
TSSSDR funds.  

At the December meeting of the regional Transit Coordinating Committee (TCC), consensus was reached on the 
projects to be funded, as reflected in In order to meet the January 15 deadline that ensures the funding will be 
available to the region, SACOG staff will be submitting a provisional application to Cal OES before the January 
meeting of the SACOG Strategic Planning Committee and Board. It will be clear in the submitted application 
that the funding recommendations are provisional and subject to possible changes by the SACOG Board later in 
January.  

SACOG held a call for projects from December 2, 2014, to December 16, 2015.  A total of four applications 
were received.  A selection committee comprised of SACOG staff reviewed the applications and discussed 
funding recommendations with the Transit Coordinating Committee (TCC).  The TCC is responsible for 
reviewing projects and making project nomination recommendations to the Board.  At its December 17, 2014, 
meeting, the TCC endorsed all of the project applications, listed in Attachment A, for nomination to Cal OES.   

To meet the January 15 deadline, SACOG staff must submit preliminary Investment Justifications to Cal OES, 
prior to the approval of the project list by the Board.  It will be clear in the submitted application that the 
funding recommendations are provisional and subject to possible changes by the SACOG Board later in 
January. With Board action on the funding recommendations and resolution, staff will return to OES to confirm 
the agencies and associated projects that will receive funding.   

Approved by: 
 
 
Mike McKeever 
Chief Executive Officer 
 
MM:AD:ds 
Attachments 
Key Staff: Matt Carpenter, Director of Transportation Services, (916) 340-6276 
 Sharon Sprowls, Senior Program Specialist, (916) 340-6235 
 Azadeh Doherty, Senior Planner, (916) 340-6221 



Attachment A

Transit System Safety, Security, and Disaster Response Account Funding Requests, FY 2014/15
GS 8879.58(a)(2)  [PUC 99313]

Sacramento County              
AGENCY                                      PROJECT TITLE (Dec. 2, 2014 Call for Projects)

AGENCY
REQUEST

STAFF
RECOMMEND

Elk Grove/e-tran New Mobile Radio System $222,084 $222,084
SRTD Computer Aided Dispatching System $768,000 $768,000

LRT station/Bus stop physical security enhancements* $148,250 $0
Paratransit, Inc. Back up cameras and associated hardware/software $128,606 $128,606

Sacramento County Allocation $1,118,690
Sacramento County Total Request $1,118,690

Balance $0
Yolo County                 
AGENCY                                      PROJECT TITLE (Dec. 2, 2014 Call for Projects)

AGENCY
REQUEST

STAFF
RECOMMEND

YCTD Mobile Vehicle Data Terminals w/ AVL $153,836 $153,836

Yolo County Allocation $153,836
Yolo County Total Request $153,836

Balance $0
Yuba & Sutter Counties                     
AGENCY PROJECT TITLE (Dec. 2, 2014 Call for Projects)

AGENCY
REQUEST

STAFF
RECOMMEND

Yuba-Sutter Transit No Funds Requested $0 $0
Yuba & Sutter County Allocation $126,333

Yuba & Sutter County Total Request $0
Balance $126,333

Regional Allocation $1,398,859
Regional Total $1,272,526
Prior Year = $0 Bal. $126,333

*SRTD has agreed to defer their LRT station/Bus stop improvements project and the Sacramento County agencies have agreed 
that the project should receive preference during the next Prop. 1B Call for Projects.



Transit System Safety, Security, and Disaster Response Account Funding Requests
GC 8879.58(a)(2)  [PUC 99313]
FY 2014/15

AGENCY PROJECT TITLE

Elk Grove

Purchase/install 
new mobile 
radio system for 
Elk Grove transit 
fleet

SRTD
Computer Aided 
Dispatching 
System

Paratransit, 
Inc.

Back Up 
Cameras and 
Auxiliary 
Equipment 
Project

AGENCY PROJECT TITLE

YCTD

Bus Stop and 
Facility Safety 
and Security 
Improvements 

Sacramento County

Yolo County 

Yolo County Transportation District (YCTD) will increase passenger, driver and public safety and 
security on Yolobus by purchasing and installing intelligent transportation systems (ITS) 
including automatic vehicle location (AVL) systems, onboard video surveillance systems and other 
ITS equipment.  All of these systems help to improve public safety by increasing YCTD’s ability to 
track and monitor bus activities.  AVL allows dispatchers to know where every bus in the fleet is 
located in real time.  AVL also informs both dispatchers and drivers when the bus is off route.  
Onboard video surveillance systems allow YCTD to review incidents and event to monitor driver, 
passenger and general public interaction.  

PROJECT DESCRIPTION

This project consists of the purchase and installation of a new mobile radio system for the City of 
Elk Grove transit bus fleet. This system will include two new base station units for dispatch 
functions, up to 75 new mobile radio devices for the City’s buses, 8 portable radio units for 
management staff, and all necessary supporting software/licensing for the radio equipment. 

This investment will allow for the purchase and installation of computer aided dispatching and 
route simulation software for Agency’s bus and rail systems. It will increase RT’s capacity to 
prepare for, and respond to, disaster situations in which continued operation of the public 
transportation system is integral to disaster response. In addition, it will allow for enhanced inter-
agency mass transit coordination in the event of regional disasters or other emergency situations.

Purchase and installation of 150 backup cameras and auxiliary equipment for the Paratransit, Inc. 
Demand Response fleet.  The backup cameras will allow for improved visibility for drivers when 
maneuvering in reverse and will also allow for the capture of video when rear end collisions 
occur.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION
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SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
 

RESOLUTION NO. XX – 2015 
 

APPROVING THE TRANSIT SYSTEM SAFETY, SECURITY, AND DISASTER 
RESPONSE ACCOUNT FUNDING REQUEST FOR FY 2013/14 (Grant # 6661-0002) 

IN THE AMOUNT OF $1,398,859 
 

WHEREAS, the Highway Safety, Traffic Reduction, Air Quality, and Port Security 
Bond Act of 2006 authorizes the issuance of general obligation bonds for specified purposes, 
including, but not limited to, funding made available for capital projects that provide increased 
protection against security and safety threats, and for capital expenditures to increase the 
capacity of transit operators to develop disaster response transportation systems; and 
 

WHEREAS, the California Governor’s Office of Emergency Services (Cal OES) 
administers such funds deposited in the Transit System Safety, Security, and Disaster Response 
Account under the California Transit Security Grant Program (CTSGP ); and 

 
WHEREAS, SACOG, as the Regional Transportation Planning Agency for Sacramento, 

Sutter, Yolo, and Yuba counties, is responsible for approving and submitting applications for 
CTSGP funds pursuant to GC Section 8879.58(a)(2); and 

 
WHEREAS, SACOG staff has conducted the project selection process in accordance 

with the Guidelines and Evaluation Form approved by the Board on April 10, 2008; and  
 

WHEREAS, the SACOG Board of Directors has reviewed the proposed projects and 
recommended that SACOG support and submit Project Investment Justifications (applications) 
for these projects; and 
 

WHEREAS, the City of Elk Grove is recommended for $222,084 of FY 2014/15 TSS 
funds for a New Mobile Radio System; and 

 
WHEREAS, Paratransit, Inc. is recommended for $128,606 of FY 2014/15 TSS funds 

for Back Up Cameras and Associated Hardware/Software; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Sacramento Regional Transit District is recommended for $768,000 of 

FY 2014/15 TSS funds for the Computer-Aided Dispatching System; and 
 
 WHEREAS, the Yolo County Transportation District is recommended for $153,836 of 
FY 2014/15 TSS funds for Mobile Vehicle Data Terminals with AVL. 

 



  NOW, THEREFORE BE IT RESOLVED, that the SACOG Board of Directors hereby 
approves the distribution of TSS funds to the projects and in the amounts described above, and 
authorizes the Chief Executive Officer to execute any agreements necessary for the purpose of 
developing, submitting, and implementing these projects.  

 
PASSED AND ADOPTED this 29th day of January 2015, by the following vote of the 

Board of Directors: 
 
AYES:  
 
NOES:  
 
ABSTAIN:  
 
ABSENT:  
  
 
_________________________  _____________________________ 
Don Saylor   Mike McKeever 
Chair   Chief Executive Officer  
 



 
 

 Item #15-1-4 
Strategic Planning Committee Consent  

January 14, 2015 
 
Appointment to Regular Position of Planning Manager 
 

Issue:  Should Kacey Lizon be appointed to the regular position of Planning Manager? 
 
Recommendation:  That the Strategic Planning Committee recommend that the Board authorize 
the Chief Executive Officer (CEO) to appoint Kacey Lizon to the regular position of Planning 
Manager. 
 
Discussion:  In December 2013, in recognition of Kacey Lizon’s leadership as the Metropolitan 
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy Project Manager, the CEO promoted Ms. 
Lizon as Acting Planning Manager.  SACOG’s personnel rules allow that after 12 months in an 
acting position, the Board may approve a regular status for acting appointments made by the 
CEO.  Ms. Lizon has performed well in her new position over the course of the year, meeting the 
performance objectives in her employment contract and contributing significantly as a member of 
the agency’s management team. All management employees at SACOG are on employment 
contracts with “at will” status and agree to annual performance objectives. 
 
Approved by: 
 
 
Mike McKeever 
Chief Executive Officer 
 
MM:EJ:ds 
           
Key Staff: Kirk Trost, Chief Operating Officer/General Counsel (916) 340-6210 
 
 



 
 

 Item #15-1-5 
Strategic Planning Committee Consent  

January 14, 2015 
 
Appointment to Regular Position of Manager of Policy & Administration 
 

Issue:  Should Erik Johnson be appointed to the regular position of Manager of Policy & 
Administration? 
 
Recommendation:  That the Strategic Planning Committee authorize the Chief Executive 
Officer (CEO) to appoint Erik Johnson to the regular position of Manager of Policy & 
Administration. 
 
Discussion:  In January 2014, in recognition of Erik Johnson’s leadership as the principal staff 
person on state and federal legislation, as well as in development and implementation of 
SACOG’s new team-based organizational structure, the CEO promoted Mr. Johnson as Acting 
Manager of Policy & Administration.  SACOG’s personnel rules allow that after 12 months in an 
acting position, the Board may approve a regular status for acting appointments made by the 
CEO.  Mr. Johnson has performed well in his new position over the course of the year, meeting 
the performance objectives in his employment contract and contributing significantly as a 
member of the agency’s management team.  All management employees at SACOG are on 
employment contracts with “at will” status and agree to annual performance objectives. 
 
Approved by: 
 
 
Mike McKeever 
Chief Executive Officer 
 
MM:EJ:ds 
           
Key Staff: Kirk Trost, Chief Operating Officer/General Counsel (916) 340-6210 
 
 



 
 

 Item #15-1-6 
Strategic Planning Committee Consent   

January 14, 2015 
 
Appointment to Regular Position of Finance Manager  
 

Issue:  Should Stacy Niccum be appointed to the regular position of Finance Manager? 
 
Recommendation:  That the Strategic Planning Committee recommend that the Board authorize the 
Chief Executive Officer (CEO) to appoint Stacy Niccum to the regular position of Finance 
Manager. 
 
Discussion:  In June 2013, after the retirement of Dave Ghiorso as Finance Manager, the CEO 
promoted Ms. Niccum as Acting Finance Manager.  SACOG’s personnel rules allow that after 12 
months in an acting position, the Board may approve a regular status for acting appointments made 
by the CEO.  Ms. Niccum has performed well in her new position over the course of the year, 
meeting the performance objectives in her employment contract and contributing significantly as a 
member of the agency’s management team.  All management employees at SACOG are on 
employment contracts with “at will” status and agree to annual performance objectives. 
 
Approved by: 
 
 
Mike McKeever 
Chief Executive Officer 
 
MM:EJ:ds 
           
Key Staff: Kirk Trost, Chief Operating Officer/General Counsel (916) 340-6210 
 
 



 
 
 

  Item #15-1-7 
Strategic Planning Committee           Consent  
 
January 14, 2015 
 
Temporary Appointment Extension 
  
Issue: Should SACOG extend one temporary appointment? 
     
Recommendation:  That the Strategic Planning Committee recommend that the Board approve the 
extension of one temporary appointment.   
 
Discussion:  Pursuant to the Personnel Rules, the Board must authorize any temporary appointments 
for a period of more than six months.  SACOG currently has one temporary appointment that requires 
such action.   
 
Samar Lichtenstein is fulfilling a critical role on the Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable 
Communities Strategies (MTP/SCS) Team this fiscal year.  With many staff hours being directed 
towards the development of the MTP/SCS, and with an existing backlog of project work due to shifts 
in staff assignments, she is providing valuable professional support in a number of areas of the 
MTP/SCS.  Funding is available through core federal transportation planning funds and is included in 
the adopted OWP.  
 
This position is crucial to SACOG’s overall work program and staff recommends extension of the 
appointment. 
 
Approved by: 
 
 
Mike McKeever 
Chief Executive Officer 
 
MM:EJ:ds 
      
Key Staff: Kirk Trost, Chief Operating Officer/General Counsel, (916) 340-6210 

Erik Johnson, Acting Manager of Policy & Administration, (916) 340-6247 



 
 

 Item # 15-1-8 
Strategic Planning Committee Act ion  

January 14, 2015 
 
Cap-and-Trade Update and Affordable Housing and Sustainable Communities (AHSC) Program 
Final Guidelines 
 
Issue:  What approach should SACOG use to increase regional competitiveness in Cycle 1 of the Cap-and-
Trade Affordable Housing and Sustainable Communities (AHSC) program? 
 
Recommendation:  That the Strategic Planning Committee provide direction to SACOG staff on 
approaching and assisting local jurisdictions in the development of Concept Proposals for the AHSC 
program. 
 
Discussion:  The state Cap-and-Trade program consists of multiple funding programs which are in various 
phases of development (Attachment A).  In previous committee cycles, staff has provided updates on the 
status of guideline development for two programs under the “transportation and sustainable communities” 
category: the Low Carbon Transit Operations Program and Affordable Housing and Sustainable 
Communities Program. 
 
Low Carbon Transit Operations Program (LCTOP) 
The LCTOP was created to provide operating and capital assistance for transit agencies to reduce greenhouse 
gas emissions and improve mobility, with a priority on serving disadvantaged communities.  Draft 
Guidelines, released in early November by Caltrans and CalSTA, are guiding this non-competitive program 
in the interim. A total of $25 million has been made available in FY 2014/15, to be allocated according to 
State Transit Assistance (STA) program statutes.  Eligible transit agencies have been notified of their share 
of the available funds (Attachment B) and have until February 1, 2015, to submit expenditure proposals to 
Caltrans.  Proposals will be reviewed by Caltrans and ARB to assure compliance with the requirements of SB 
862 and the interim guidelines.  By April 1, 2015, Caltrans will submit a final list of approved expenditures 
to the State Controller’s Office, and the approved amount of funds will be available for release by April 15, 
2015.  Beginning in FY 2015/16, five percent of all annual auction proceeds for Cap-and-Trade will be 
appropriated to this program each year.   
 
Affordable Housing and Sustainable Communities Program (AHSC) 
This $130 million statewide competitive program, to be implemented by the Strategic Growth Council 
(SGC), will target projects that facilitate the reduction of GHG emissions by improving mobility options, 
increasing infill development, and protecting agricultural land from sprawl development. As noted at the 
December Board committee meetings, SACOG staff had specific concerns related to restrictive project 
eligibility requirements in Draft AHSC Guidelines and on the proposed manner of including MPOs in the 
review process as required by SB 862.  In late December, SGC released a summary of proposed guideline 
changes, and Final AHSC Guidelines were released on January 9, 2015. While adjustments were made to the 
guidelines that address some of SACOG’s concerns, these changes did not achieve the results desired by 
many commenting parties.  The SGC will take action on the Final Guidelines at their January 20, 2015 Board 
meeting. Attachment C is a high-level summary of this program. 
 



Critical dates to note following the approval of the Cycle 1 Final Guidelines are: 
 

• Late January 2015: Funding solicitation and application to be released. 
• Mid-February 2015: Conceptual Proposals for projects are due. 
• Mid-April 2015: Full applications are due. 
• June 2015: Recommended awards announced for SGC approval.  

 
As described in the Final Guidelines (summarized in Attachment D), MPOs, as part of the Conceptual 
Proposal review process, may inform the SGC of views on proposed projects’ support of implementation of 
the region’s SCS.  Additionally, should projects within the region be invited to submit a full application, an 
MPO may provide advisory project recommendations.   
 
The February deadline will make it challenging for applicants to develop the needed inputs for consideration 
in a Concept Proposal.  For this reason, SACOG has scheduled a workshop for all potential applicants on 
January 30th to share data and assist in project calculations. SACOG staff has also identified the following 
potential options for best utilizing our MPO involvement in the process and increasing regional 
competitiveness: 
 

1) SACOG actively engages the Board in the creation of a prioritization method for projects.-or- 
2) SACOG actively engages eligible project sponsors and provides technical assistance in the 

development of Concept Proposals beyond the January 30th workshop.-or- 
3) SACOG pursues a regional application interconnecting several small size projects into one larger, 

more regionally competitive and GHG-reducing project. -or- 
4) SACOG pursues a hybrid approach of the above options. 

 
Given the condensed timeline and project eligibility restrictiveness, staff is seeking guidance from the 
Committee on which, if any, of these options to pursue.   
 
Approved by: 
 
 
 
Mike McKeever 
Chief Executive Officer 
 
MM:RDO:ds 
Attachments 
 
Key Staff:  Renée DeVere-Oki, Team Manager of Programming & Project Delivery, (916) 340-6219 

Greg Chew, Senior Planner, (916) 340-6227 
 Azadeh Doherty, Senior Planner, (916) 340-6221  
 



Cap-and-Trade Programs Attachment A

Cap and Trade Program (Agency/Department)
Potential Projects Identified by 
Implementing Agencies

FY 2014-15 
Appropriations 
by Agency

Planning/Design

Right-of-way acquisition of Initial 
Operating Segment

Construction of Initial Operating 
Segment

Connectivity to existing/future rail 
systems by adding new rail cars/engines
Increase service and reliability of 
intercity and commuter rail systems
Encourage multi-modal transit via 
integrated ticketing / scheduling

New/expanded bus or rail services or 
expanded intermodal transit facilities
Service or facility improvements,
e.g. equipment, fueling, and 
Intermodal affordable housing
Transit capital projects
Active transportation/complete streets

Transit-oriented development
Agricultural land preservation
Local planning and implementation

Passenger ZEV rebates

Heavy duty hybrid/ZEV trucks and buses

Freight demonstration projects

Pilot programs (car sharing, financing, 
etc.) in disadvantaged communities

Single-Family Weatherization

Multi-Family Weatherization

Solar PV and Water Heating

Energy audits

Building retrofits for energy efficiency

Energy generation

Water use and energy use efficiency

Dairy digesters

Alternative and renewable fuels

Efficient hydro energy turbines

Water conservation and efficiency 
grants

Delta coastal wetlands

Mountain meadows
Water use efficiency in wetlands

Urban and community forestry
Fire risk reduction/ improved forest 

tForest health

Organics composting/ anaerobic 
digestion
Increased recycling manufacturing
Organics and recycling project loans
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Weatherization Upgrades/Renewable Energy (CSD)
Installation of energy efficiency and renewable energy projects in single and multifamily 
low-income housing units within disadvantaged communities. Weatherization measures 
typically include weather-stripping, insulation, caulking, water heater blankets, fixing or 
replacing windows, refrigerator replacement, electric water heater repair/replacement, and 
heating and cooling system repair/replacement. Renewable energy measures include 
installation of solar water heater systems and photovoltaic systems.

$   75M

Energy Efficiency in Public Buildings (CEC)
Energy efficiency and energy generation projects in public buildings, including the 
University of California, the California State University, and courts. Energy savings projects 
will include lighting systems, energy management systems and equipment controls, building 
insulation and heating, ventilation, and air conditioning equipment.

$  20M 

Agricultural Energy and Operational Efficiency (CDFA)
Projects that reduce GHG emissions from the agriculture sector by capturing greenhouse 
gases, harnessing greenhouse gases as a renewable bioenergy source, improving 
agricultural practices and promoting low carbon fuels, agricultural energy, and operational 
efficiency.

$  25M 

Water Action Plan - Water-Energy Efficiency (DWR)
Funding for grants that support water use efficiency and conservation projects, leak 
detection and repair projects that reduce GHG emissions, with additional consideration 
given to disadvantaged communities. The funding will also support projects at the 
Thermalito and Hyatt State Water Project facilities.

$  30M
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High Speed Rail (HSRA)
Construction of the initial construction segment in the Central Valley and further 
environmental and design work on the statewide system. The Budget also provides an 
ongoing commitment that allows for the advancement of the project on multiple segments 
concurrently, which yields cost savings and creates an opportunity for earlier potential 
private sector investment. These investments in the high-speed rail system will alleviate 
pressure on California’s current transportation network and will provide both 
environmental and economic benefits.

$  250M

Transit and Intercity Rail Capital Program (CalSTA)
Competitive grant program for rail and bus transit operators for capital improvements to 
integrate state and local rail and other transit systems, including those located in 
disadvantaged communities, and those that provide connectivity to the high-speed rail 
system. The Transportation Agency will prepare a list of projects recommended for funding, 
to be submitted to the California Transportation Commission for programming and 
allocation.

$  25M 

Low Carbon Transit Operations Program (Caltrans to local agencies)
Support new or expanded bus and rail services, with an emphasis on disadvantaged 
communities. Expenditures are required to result in an increase in transit ridership and a 
decrease in GHG emissions.

$   25M 

Affordable Housing and Sustainable Communities (SGC and member agencies) 
Implementation of sustainable communities strategies required by SB 375, and to provide 
similar support to other areas with GHG reduction policies, but not subject to SB 375 
requirements. Projects that benefit disadvantaged communities will be given priority. Also, 
projects will reduce GHG emissions by increasing transit ridership, active transportation 
(walking/biking), affordable housing near transit stations, preservation of agricultural land, 
and local planning that promotes infill development and reduces the number of vehicle 
miles traveled.

$ 130M 

Low Carbon Transportation (ARB)
Accelerate the transition to low carbon freight and passenger transportation, with a priority 
for disadvantaged communities. This investment will also support the Administration’s goal 
to deploy 1.5 million zero-emission vehicles in California by 2025. ARB administers existing 
programs that provide rebates for zero-emission cars and vouchers for hybrid and 
zero-emission trucks and buses. These expenditures will respond to increasing demand for 
these incentives, as well as provide incentives for the pre-commercial demonstration of 
advanced freight technology to move cargo in California, which will benefit communities 
near freight hubs.

$ 200M

November 12, 2014- http://www.arb.ca.gov/cc/capandtrade/auctionproceeds/ggrfprogrampage.htm#Transportation
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Water Action Plan - Wetlands and Watershed Restoration (DFW)
Implement projects that provide carbon sequestration benefits, including restoration of 
wetlands (including those in the Delta), coastal watersheds and mountain meadows. In 
addition to furthering the goals of AB 32, these types of projects are integral to developing 
a more sustainable water management system statewide.

$  25M 

Sustainable Forests (CAL FIRE)
Urban forests in disadvantaged communities and forest health restoration and 
reforestation projects that reduce wildfire risk and increase carbon sequestration. These 
expenditures will enhance forest health and reduce fuel loads in light of climate change 
increasing wildfire intensity and damage.

$  42M 

Waste Diversion (CalRecycle)
Financial incentives for capital investments that expand waste management infrastructure, 
with a priority in disadvantaged communities. Investment in new or expanded clean 
composting and anaerobic digestion facilities is necessary to divert more materials from 
landfills. These programs reduce GHGs and support the 75% solid waste recycling goal.

$  25M



TRANSIT OPERATOR BASE 1/ % OF TOTAL ALLOCATION 2/

City of Elk Grove $2,066,619  2.5% $7,208  

City of Folsom $409,697  0.5% $1,429  

Sacramento Regional
Transit District $72,039,741  87.5% $251,260  

Yuba-Sutter
Transit Authority $1,395,546  1.7% $4,867  

City of Davis $2,640,606  3.2% $9,210  

Yolo County
Transportation District $3,767,731  4.6% $13,141  

TOTAL $82,319,940  100.0% $287,115  

1. Each operator's revenue basis is based on latest eligible allocations as reported by the State

Controller's Office for Low Carbon Transit Operations Program (COP) funding.

2. Entire amount must be used for transportation planning and mass transportation purposes.

REVENUE

Local Share of Statewide PUC Allocation:  $25,000,000

December 2014
SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

ALLOCATION OF LOW CARBON TRANSIT OPERATIONS PROGRAM  (COP)
FY 2014-15

PUBLIC UTILITY CODE SECTION 99314

 99314:3:34 PM1/12/2015 LCTOP Allocations FY14-15  12-01-2014_4_1.xls
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POPULATION
AS A ALLOCATION  2/

JURISDICTION   POPULATION 1/ % OF TOTAL

SACRAMENTO COUNTY
Unincorporated 564,657 31.01% $184,909 3/

Citrus Heights 84,345 4.63% $27,621
Elk Grove 159,074 8.74% $52,092
Folsom 72,294 3.97% $23,674
Galt 24,185 1.33% $7,920
Isleton 815 0.04% $267
Rancho Cordova 66,927 3.68% $21,917 4/

Sacramento 473,509 26.00% $155,062 4/

SUTTER COUNTY
Unincorporated 21,669 1.19% $7,096
Live Oak 8,341 0.46% $2,731
Yuba City 65,841 3.62% $21,561

YOLO COUNTY
Unincorporated 25,186 1.38% $8,248
Davis 66,471 3.65% $21,767
West Sacramento 50,460 2.77% $16,524
Winters 6,974 0.38% $2,284
Woodland 56,908 3.12% $18,636

YUBA COUNTY
Unincorporated 57,696 3.17% $18,894
Marysville 12,250 0.67% $4,012
Wheatland 3,493 0.19% $1,144

TOTAL 1,821,095 100.00% $596,359

1. Sources: Report E-5, Department of Finance, Demographic Research Unit, 1/1/2013

2. Entire amount must be used for transportation planning and mass transportation purposes.

3. Of this amount, 94.6% (the percent of Unincorporated Sacramento County's population which is within the Sacramento Regional

Transit District) or $174,924 is reserved in whole or part for either SRTD or Paratransit, Inc.  The balance of $9,985 may be

used by the County or SRTD if the County has met all of its transit needs.

4. Entire amount is reserved for SRTD.

5. Sacramento Regional Transit District total = $351,903.

Regional Share of Statewide PUC Allocation:  $25,000,000

December 2014
SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

ALLOCATION OF LOW CARBON TRANSIT OPERATIONS PROGRAM  (COP)
FY 2014-15

PUBLIC UTILITY CODE SECTION 99313

 993133:34 PM:1/12/2015 LCTOP Allocations FY14-15  12-01-2014_4_1.xls
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Figure 1 
AHSC Program Summary 

Project Area 
Types 

Transit Oriented Development (TOD)  
Project Area 

Integrated Connectivity Project (ICP)               
Project Area 

 
Transit 

Requirements 
(All Project 

Areas) 
§102 

 MUST include Qualifying Transit, which means a transit line serving the public that is operated by 
a public entity (directly or via contract), or operated as a grant recipient (or sub-recipient) from a 
public entity.  

 Qualifying Transit includes various forms of Rail Service, Bus Service and Flexible Transit 
Service.  

 All Project Areas MUST also include a Transit Station/Stop, which is a designated drop-off and 
pick-up location served by at least one Qualifying Transit line departing two or more times during 
Peak Hours (unless it is Flexible Transit Service). 

 
Project Area 

Specific Transit 
Requirements  

§102 

 MUST be served by Qualifying High Quality 
Transit  

 Headway frequency of 15 minutes or less 
during Peak Hours 

 Requires dedicated right-of-way or multiple 
Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) features 

 CANNOT be served by Qualifying High 
Quality Transit 

Required 
Components 

§102  

Project Area MUST include an Affordable 
Housing Development (funded either through 
AHSC Program funds or other sources).   
AHSC Program funds MUST be used for 
Projects which include an Affordable Housing 
Development OR Housing-Related 
Infrastructure Capital Use AND a 
Transportation-Related Infrastructure Capital 
Project 

AHSC Program funds must be used for Projects 
which MUST include at least one (1) Capital 
Project combined with at least one (1) additional 
Capital Project, Planning or Program Cost 

Eligible Uses 
§103 

Capital Projects: 
 Affordable Housing Developments 
 Housing-Related Infrastructure 
 Transportation-Related Infrastructure (includes Active Transportation and Transit-Related 

Infrastructure) 

Planning and Program Costs: 
 Pre-Development Costs Related to Project Implementation  
 Active Transportation Programs  
 Transit Ridership Programs 
 Criteria Air Pollutant  Reduction Programs 

Affordable 
Housing 

Development 
Requirements 

§103 

Affordable Housing Developments may be: 
 New construction  
 Acquisition and Substantial Rehabilitation including preservation of affordable housing at-risk  
 Conversion of one or more nonresidential structures to residential dwelling units  

Funds Available  
§106 

No less than 40 percent of available funds will be 
allocated to TOD Project Areas 

No less than 30 percent of available funds will be 
allocated to ICP Project Areas 

Project Awards  
§104 

Minimum:   $1 Million 
Maximum:  $15 Million 

Minimum:   $500,000 
Maximum:   $8 Million 

Statutory 
Funding  

Set-asides 
§106 

 50 percent of the annual proceeds for the AHSC Program shall be  for Affordable Housing (Health & 
Safety Code § 39719(a)(1)(C)) 

 50 percent of AHSC Program expenditures shall be for projects benefitting Disadvantaged 
Communities (Public Resources Code § 75214) 
 

Note:  A single project can address both set-asides above, and are not mutually exclusive. 
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Figure 7 
AHSC Program Application Review Process 

 
 

 
 
 
 
 

Initial Point Score Letters Released 

NOFA Workshops      
and      

Technical Assistance 

Select Concepts invited by State to submit 
Full Application 

Appeal of Initial Point Scores  
must be submitted by Applicant within  
3 business days of Initial Letter release 

Full Applications Due 

Concept Proposals Due 

Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA) and Concept Proposal Released 

Concept Proposal Review 

(a) State Review of Statutory and 
Programmatic Thresholds 

(b) MPO review of proposed Project’s support 
of SCS implementation 

Full Application Review 

(c) Interagency State Review and Scoring 

(d) State/MPO Consultation and MPO 
project recommendations for SGC 
consideration 

Staff Award Recommendations Released to Public 

Staff Finalizes Review and Statewide Rankings 

Strategic Growth Council Approves Staff Recommendations for Awards 
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 Item #15-1-9 

Strategic Planning Committee Act ion 
 
January 14, 2015 
 
State Advocacy Update 
 
Issue:  What policy objectives should SACOG pursue at the state level in 2015? 
 
Recommendation:  Staff is not proposing changes to the State Advocacy Principles at this time, but the Strategic 
Planning Committee may wish to make modifications. 
 
Discussion: On January 5, Governor Brown delivered his inaugural address. Two sections are of direct relevance to 
SACOG: transportation funding and climate change goals. Governor Brown cited the $59 billion backlog in 
transportation maintenance, and called on Republicans and Democrats to come together to pay for this need. On climate, 
the Governor called for meeting three goals within the next 15 years: 1) increase from 1/3 to 1/2 the electricity derived 
from renewable sources; 2) reduce petroleum use in cars by up to ½; and 3) double the efficiency of existing buildings 
and make heating fuels cleaner.  
 
The Governor will release his proposed budget on January 9, and staff will analyze its contents for these and other areas 
of relevance to SACOG’s programs.  
 
The attached State Advocacy Principles are unchanged from 2014, as there was little focus on areas where SACOG was 
focused beyond water. The principles are organized under broad principles, and further divided into specific policy goals, 
and then strategies for achieving each goal. Staff is interested in any input from the Strategic Planning Committee on 
additions, deletions, or refinements.  
 
For 2015, key legislative issues of interest to SACOG include new revenues for transportation, implementation of cap-
and-trade, affordable housing funding, and any additional financing mechanism for community redevelopment.  
 
Staff will bring additional updates to the Government Relations and Public Affairs Committee as these issues move 
forward. 
 
Approved by: 
  
 
 
Mike McKeever 
Chief Executive Officer 
 
MM:EJ:ds 
Attachment 
 
Key Staff: Erik Johnson, Acting Manager of Policy & Administration, (916) 340-6247 



SACOG State Advocacy Principles       Attachment A 

Principle Goal Strategies 
Financial Stewardship 
Revenue • Give regions and local governments additional revenue options and protections, including 

transferring legal control of state funds to local governments for transportation 
• Restructure the state budget to help stabilize transportation funding 

• Advocate for funding for transportation 
through cap-and-trade revenues 

• Support new ways to fund transportation 
needs 

Financing • Offer regions and local governments tools for community revitalization and infrastructure, 
and provide them with additional financing options 

• Support tax-increment financing through 
enhanced Infrastructure Financing Districts or 
another method such as Sustainable 
Communities Investment Authorities 

Spending Flexibility • Provide local governments more flexibility and options, particularly for transit 
operations/capital and road maintenance/rehabilitation, in both rural and urban areas 

• Advocate for increased flexibility 

Government 
Structure 

• Modify representation on state boards and commissions to provide equitable representation 
for those entities that directly impact SACOG or its members, and where appropriate, a 
dedicated Sacramento region representative 

• Advocate for representation from the 
Sacramento region on state bodies 

Economic Vitality 
Goods Movement • Fund goods movement improvements in the Sacramento region • Advocate for goods movement funding 
Rail • Fund rail freight improvements and regional air quality programs, and coordinate state 

passenger rail planning 
• Support implementation of the San Joaquin 

Corridor JPA 
• Seek funding for intercity rail improvements  

Rural Roads • Fund improvements on rural farm-to-market roads • Advocate for farm-to-market road 
improvements 

Smart Land Use 
SB 375/AB 32 
Implementation 

• Protect assets and tools that help existing communities of all sizes and support smart growth, 
Senate Bill 375 implementation, and Assembly Bill 32 implementation 

• Work with the Administration on tools to 
assist regions and local governments 

Affordable Housing • Amend housing element law and/or administrative procedures to give jurisdictions flexibility 
to provide affordable housing that is appropriate for their community, and remove 
disincentives and regulatory obstacles to providing affordable housing, including devolution 
of decision making from HCD to regions and local governments 

• Work with other regions and local 
governments to come up with improvements 
to existing law/procedures that meet the 
objective of providing affordable housing 

SB 375 
Implementation 
Funding 

• Create performance-based funding for local governments and regions to implement Senate 
Bill 375.  

• Ask the Administration and the Legislature to 
create funding for regions and local 
governments to effectively implement SB 375 
requirements 

SB 375 Technical 
Assistance 

• Help local governments and regions use CEQA benefits from Senate Bill 375 • Work with the Administration on tools and 
implementation of CEQA benefits (e.g., SB 
743, SB 226) to assist regions and local 
governments 

Page 1 of 2  Revised January 2014 



SACOG State Advocacy Principles       Attachment A 

 
Principle Goal Strategies 
Environmental Quality & Sustainability 
Ag Land 
Preservation 

• Strengthen the Williamson Act, and provide additional resources and tools for local 
governments to preserve farmland and open space through public or private 
programs 

• Support legislation that would allow local governments 
to preserve agricultural lands 

Regulatory Reform • Reform regulations to streamline review and approval of transportation and smart 
land use projects with low environmental impacts and positive benefits to state 
regional and local goals 

• Work with the Administration and the Legislature on 
regulatory and legislative improvements to the 
regulatory process 

Flood and Water 
Resources 

• Involve regional and local governments in flood management and water resources • Serve as a convener and assist with educating local 
officials about water and flood management issues 

Flood Protection • Support local flood protection efforts with funding and administrative support.  • Support local requests for state funding for flood 
protection 

Habitat 
Conservation 

• Fund innovations that link natural resource mitigation and habitat valuation on 
agricultural lands 

• Encourage the Administration and the Legislature to 
provide such funding 

Access & Mobility 
Complete Streets • Support complete streets designed to accommodate cars, transit, bicyclists, and 

pedestrians including education, encouragement, and infrastructure for Safe Routes 
to School 

• Support legislation and regulations that encourage and 
fund multi-modal infrastructure 

• Advocate for improving the process for planning and 
implementing bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure 

Transit Operations • Solve the PEPRA labor issue between the U.S. Department of Labor and California 
transit agencies  

• Support legislation and regulatory actions to create a 
permanent solution 

Transit Asset 
Management 

• Increase the state of good repair for transit vehicles • Encourage the Administration to provide statewide 
support for transit maintenance 
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 Item #15-1-10  
Strategic Planning Committee Act ion 
 
January 14, 2015 
 
Federal Advocacy Update  

Issue: What policy objectives should SACOG pursue at the state level in 2015? 

Recommendation: Staff is not proposing changes to the State Advocacy Principles at this time, but the Strategic 
Planning Committee may wish to make modifications.  

Discussion: Attached is a monthly update from SACOG’s Federal Policy Services consultant, Transportation for 
America. Congress returned on January 6. With Republican majorities in the House and Senate, there is some hope that a 
transportation authorization bill will move forward this year, but a significant funding obstacle remains. The current 
transportation authorization bill, MAP-21 was extended last fall until this May. The federal excise tax on gasoline 
continues to generate less than MAP-21 authorizes, so Congress will need to come up with alternative funding sources or 
raise the gas tax in order to make the Highway Trust Fund whole. The most likely scenario is several short-term 
extensions of MAP-21 until after the 2016 presidential election, funded by transfers from the general fund or other 
existing revenues.   
 
The attached Federal Advocacy Principles are unchanged from 2014, as there was no movement on federal 
transportation policy or funding. The principles are organized under broad principles, and further divided into specific 
policy goals, and then strategies for achieving each goal. Staff is interested in any input from the Strategic Planning 
Committee on additions, deletions, or refinements. 
 
The second week of February, SACOG staff Mike McKeever and Erik Johnson will travel to Washington, DC with 
Board Chair Saylor and Vice Chair Rohan to meet with the region’s Congressional representatives and members of the 
Administration to discuss SACOG’s federal priorities.  
 
Staff will bring additional updates to the Government Relations and Public Affairs Committee throughout the year. 
 
Approved by: 

 
 
Mike McKeever 
Chief Executive Officer 
MM:EJ:ds 
 
Attachments 
 
Key Staff: Erik Johnson, Acting Manager of Policy and Administration, (916) 340-6247   



Monthly Report to SACOG 
December 29, 2014 

CURRENT NEWS 

PRESIDENT SIGNS OMNIBUS APPROPRIATIONS BILL 

On December 16, President Obama signed H.R.83, the FY2015 Omnibus; Consolidated 
and Further Continuing Appropriations Act (now Public Law No. 113-235).  This bill provides 
funding for all parts of the federal government for the remainder of FY2015 except the 
Department of Homeland Security (DHS), which was funded on a continuing resolution 
through Feb. 27.  The Republican caucus held the DHS portion of the bill for the new 
Congress, when they will control both chambers, in order to have a vehicle to respond to 
the President’s executive actions on immigration. 

At the U.S. Department of Transportation (USDOT), the FY2015 spending bill includes $500 
million for another round of TIGER grants—a $100 million drop from last year. And while all 
capital eligibilities were continued, planning grants were not. The bill also provides $2.12 
billion to the Federal Transit Administration’s New Starts program—a $177 million increase 
from last year. Amtrak would receive $1.39 billion, the same as last year.  

A more detailed accounting of what was in the bill for transportation programs was sent out 
earlier in the month and is attached. 

At the Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), the bill would continue to 
fund community development programs. The Community Development Block 
Grant programs would receive $3 billion—$30 million less than enacted in the last fiscal 
year budget. The Choice Neighborhoods program would be funded at $80 million—$10 
million less than last year. But the bill maintains $5 million for Choice Neighborhoods 
planning grants to develop and implement comprehensive neighborhood revitalization 
strategies for distressed neighborhoods, the same as last year. Funding for the HOME 
program, which helps communities fund the creation, rehabilitation, and preservation of 
affordable housing properties through flexible matching funds and technical assistance, 
would be allocated $900 million—$100 million less than last year. 

And at the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), the Brownfields program—often the 
first source of funding for communities working on revitalization—would receive $2.61 billion 
in funding. In the past, House appropriations bills included provisions that would defund or 
restrict the EPA smart growth programs, which provide competitive technical assistance 

Attachment A 
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opportunities to help local towns, cities, and counties reinvigorate their local economies. 
That language was omitted this year. 

CONGRESS REQUIRES STATES AND MPOs TO MEASURE BIKE/PED SAFETY 

Included in the omnibus appropriations bill for 2015 was a small provision calling for the 
USDOT to issue a rule requiring state DOTs and Metropolitan Planning Organizations 
(MPOs) to adopt a separate safety performance measure for non-motorized users of our 
transportation system.  Transportation for America and many others have long advocated 
for this.   

Under the current surface transportation law, Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st 
Century (MAP-21), Congress directed USDOT to create a framework for measuring the 
performance of the transportation system, and USDOT released the first of three related 
rules on that topic earlier this year.  That first rule dealt with measuring safety (see our 
original post for more details).   

One of several major flaws in that proposal was that it lumped motorized and non-motorized 
users together into a single category. Non-motorized roadway users – people walking or 
riding bicycles – often require very different roadway design for their protection.  In fact, 
some safety projects designed with cars in mind can be hazardous to those who are not in 
cars.  By allowing states and MPOs to avoid looking specifically at the needs of non-
motorized users, the proposed rule would make it possible for states and MPOs to focus on 
motor vehicle traffic, even at the expense of other users.  

The 2015 omnibus spending bill requires USDOT to issue the new performance measure by 
the end of the fiscal year.  It is possible that the Department will add it to one of the two 
remaining rules.  Because the second one – addressing state of repair measures – is due 
out in the near future, it is more likely to be held until the third rule, which is expected in the 
summer. 

CONGRESS PASSES TAX EXTENDERS PACKAGE 

Just before ending the 2014 session, Congress also passed a retroactive tax extenders 
package to keep 54 tax breaks alive through December 31, 2014.  The tax breaks had 
expired at the beginning of 2014 but, with this extension, taxpayers can claim them on their 
2014 tax returns.  The package will add almost $42 billion to the budget deficit over the next 
decade. 

The biggest tax break for individuals allows people who live in states without an income tax 
to deduct state and local sales taxes on their federal returns. Also included in the package 
was an extension of the commuter tax benefit, a pre-tax benefit of $245 per month for public 
transit use. The transit benefit had dropped to $130 per month on January 1, 2014.  This 
provision brings the benefit back up to $245 so that transit commuters get the same tax 
benefit that drivers receive to write-off parking costs. 
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CONFIRMATIONS 

Only one USDOT confirmation made it through the final days of the Congressional session 
to Senate approval.  Mark R. Rosekind was confirmed as Administrator of the National 
Highway Traffic Safety Administration (NHTSA).  Rosekind comes to NHTSA after serving 
for the past four years as a member of the National Transportation Safety Board (NTSB), 
the agency that investigates major transportation accidents. 

The nominations for Therese McMillan as Administrator of the Federal Transit 
Administration and Carlos Monje for Assistant Secretary of Transportation Policy were not 
approved. They will have to be re-nominated by the President in the new Congress.  

COMMERCE SUBCOMMITTEE HOLDS A HEARING ON PASSENGER RAIL  

On December 10, the Commerce Subcommittee on Surface Transportation and Merchant 
Marine Infrastructure, Safety, and Security held a hearing to discuss the nation’s passenger 
rail investment needs.  Testifying at the hearing was Peter Rogoff, Undersecretary for 
Transportation Policy at USDOT; Anthody Coscia, Chairman of the Amtrak Board; John 
Previsich, president of SMART Transportation Division, the largest railroad operating union; 
and Ray Chambers, Executive Director of the Association of Independent Passenger Rail 
Operators. 

Chairman Richard Blumenthal (D-CT) led the hearing pointing out that passenger rail 
service is good for people, economic growth, and job creation. He said that the nation is 
failing to use rail as extensively as it should and that investing in more passenger rail 
service should be viewed as an urgent and immediate priority.   

Ranking Member Roy Blunt (R-MO) pointed out that railroads are an efficient way to move 
people and goods and expressed support for the last passenger rail investment and 
improvement bill (the Passenger Rail Investment and Improvement Act of 2008, or PRIAA) 
because it introduced competition into the system. He also showed great interest in 
Amtrak’s implementation of positive train control. 

Undersecretary Peter Rogoff mentioned that USDOT had transmitted to Congress the 
GROW AMERICA Act, which was the first time any administration has transmitted a surface 
transportation bill that integrates passenger rail into a comprehensive transportation funding 
bill. The proposal includes the creation of a new rail account within the highway trust fund to 
provide predictable and dedicated funds for rail.  

Anthony Coscia discussed, in his opening statement, Amtrak’s $3.2 billion in revenues in 
FY2014, their record ridership over the past 8 of the 9 years and the lowering of their 
operating deficit to $227 million, the lowest in the company’s history in inflation-adjusted 
dollars. Operating costs are now 92 percent covered by profits. However, he pointed out 
that Amtrak is seriously undercapitalized and that is most evident in the Northeast Corridor. 
He argued for a national rail program and said that the GROW AMERICA Act is a good 
place to start.  
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The hearing was relatively brief and friendly with no discussion about whether the Senate 
would have its own rail authorization bill in the new Congress.  However, the sponsors of 
the House rail bill, the Passenger Rail Reform and Investment Act of 2014 (PRRIA), are 
likely to reintroduce and move the legislation in 2015. 

 

WHAT TO WATCH 

 

 

UNSURE OF FEDERAL FUNDING ARKANSAS CUTS TRANSPORTATION PROJECTS 

The Arkansas Highway and Transportation Department announced on December 23rd that it 
would cut three projects worth $30 million from its January bid letting due to uncertainty 
over federal highway funding. 

In May, Congress will need to put more funding into the highway and transit programs to 
stave off cuts because gas tax receipts are not bringing in enough funding to cover the full 
program authorization. 

This is the second time in nine months the Arkansas Highway and Transportation 
Department cut back its construction plans. In March of 2014, they announced they were 
removing 10 projects from its April letting because of the potential cuts to the federal 
program if Congress did not act to fill the last hole in funding by the time the funds ran low in 
the late summer.  

Congress eventually reached a deal that kept federal highway funds flowing to the states, 
and all but one of the 10 projects the pulled from the April list were awarded contracts. The 
department opened bids on the final project but deemed the bids too high. 

Now, the department is seeing risk in letting their 2015 contracts.  The Tennessee 
Department of Transportation has also cut back its construction budget, delaying 12 
construction projects and 21 right-of-way acquisitions totaling $400 million because of 
uncertainty over federal funds. 

As the May deadline for Congress to act approach, other states may take similar action.  
With each temporary funding patch, the job gets tougher for Congress and the likelihood of 
cuts increases.  In 2015, many are hoping that low gas prices combined with negotiations 
over broad tax reform package creates an opening for a more permanent fix to the federal 
transportation funding problem. 



SACOG Federal Advocacy Principles       Attachment B 

Principle Goal Strategies 
Economic Vitality 
Revenue • Ensure stable funding sources for all modes of transportation infrastructure investments. • Advocate for transportation funding 

reform and a sustainable revenue 
source for the Highway Trust Fund 

Transportation 
Authorization 
Implementation 
 

• Implement MAP-21 regulations in a way that support integrated transportation and land use 
planning. 

• Comment on regulations impacting 
SACOG or its members. 

Transportation 
Authorization 

• Reauthorize the transportation bill to provide funding and policy that supports a multi-modal 
transportation system, including performance-based funding and additional regulatory 
streamlining. 

• Fund data collection and support, including development of open-source tools, that would allow for 
more performance-based transportation funding and support performance-based decision-making. 

• Work with Congress and the 
Administration on policy ideas for a 
long-term transportation vision. 

• Support funding and policy measure 
that incentivize land use benefits 
from implementation of Blueprint 
and MTP/SCS. 

Spending Flexibility • Adjust funding formulas to support rural roads and other rural infrastructure needs, including farm-
to-market roads. 

• Advocate for Farm Bill programs that 
provide funding for rural community 
infrastructure. 

Agricultural 
Infrastructure 

• Fund local and regional agricultural infrastructure to improve food access and national food 
security, especially to assist with promoting a connection between rural and urban areas of the 
region, and also to help producers get their products to all markets. 

• Advocate for Farm Bill programs that 
provide funding for agricultural 
infrastructure. 

Emergency Routes • Fund evacuation planning and supportive transportation infrastructure including bridges, local 
roads, as well as state and federal highway connections. 

• Advocate for funding from federal 
agencies that would support 
evacuation planning and 
infrastructure. 

Broadband • Support economic development in rural communities by funding broadband connectivity. • Support regional efforts to expand 
broadband connectivity. 

Equity and Choice 
Complete Streets • Support planning and fund Complete Streets in rural and urban communities designed to 

accommodate cars, transit, bicyclists, and pedestrians including education, encouragement, and 
infrastructure for Safe Routes to School. 

• Advocate for such funding in the 
next transportation authorization 
bill.  

Transit • Provide discretionary funding for a balanced transit network to support: an integrated rail network 
that includes funding for light rail car rehabilitation and replacement needs; lifeline and choice bus 
riders through funding to replace and expand fleets and improve facilities; enhanced passenger rail 
service on Capitol Corridor; and new streetcar and light rail transit along corridors with supportive 
land uses. 

• Advocate for such funding in the 
next transportation authorization 
bill.  
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Smart Land Use 
Integrated Planning 
Funding 

• Support continued funding for transportation and land use linked planning and formula 
incentives for high performing projects resulting from integrated planning, support for 
regional planning tools for modeling and data gathering, and ongoing public education 
and engagement related to travel behavior.  

• Advocate for such funding in the next 
transportation authorization bill.  

Blueprint 
Implementation 

• Fund SACOG to implement the Blueprint preferred growth scenario, and continue 
technical assistance for cities and counties.  

• Advocate for funding Centers of Excellence in 
the next transportation authorization bill.  

Transit-Oriented 
Development 
Funding 

• Encourage implementation of Blueprint preferred growth scenario with unique funding 
sources for new and improved infrastructure to support concentrated housing and 
employment in high frequency transit corridors.  

• Advocate for such funding in the next 
transportation authorization bill. 

First-Tier Suburb 
Revitalization 

• Support the revitalization of aging suburban commercial corridors through investing in 
infrastructure system retrofits and context-sensitive design for infill developments.  

• Advocate for such funding in the next 
transportation authorization bill. 

Open Space 
Conservation 

• Support open space conservation efforts, including market-based solution resource lands 
protections.  

• Ask resource agencies to support open space 
conservation in the region. 

Economic 
Development 

• Support regional economic development planning and fund implementation. • Support local efforts, such as Next Economy, to 
secure federal economic development funding 

Environmental Quality & Sustainability 
Regulatory Relief for 
Blueprint 

• Encourage continued application of regulatory strategy with federal resource agencies 
that incentivize Blueprint implementation. 

• Advocate for aligning regulatory streamlining 
with regional growth strategies. 

Habitat 
Conservation 

• Fund innovations that enhance natural resource services, particularly habitat, on 
agricultural lands. 

• Support local requests for habitat conservation 
funding. 

Energy Conservation • Incentivize energy conservation, for regional efforts as well as local implementation. • Support local efforts to use federal funding for 
energy conservation. 

Natural Resources 
Data 

• Fund natural resources data development, including implementation of the Six-County 
Aquatic Resources Inventory, and overall planning to support habitat conservation plans 
in the region.  

• Advocate for continued support from the 
Administration for regional natural resources 
data development and planning. 

Flood Protection • Fund local flood protection efforts for improved public safety, with sensitivity to unique 
land uses and resource impacts on property owners in designated floodplains. Pursue 
streamlining and integrated planning opportunities with federal agencies to expedite 
construction of federally identified levee improvement projects as regional assets. 

• Work with flood protection agencies in the 
region to advocate for federal actions that 
improve flood protection while not harming the 
economic viability of existing communities. 

• Support regular authorization of the Water 
Resources Development Act, as well as annual 
appropriations.  

Engine Retrofit • Continue eligibility for diesel engine replacement/retrofit programs. • Support federal programs that fund clean goods 
movement. 
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 Item #15-1-11 
Strategic Planning Committee     Information 

January 14, 2015    
 
2016 Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (MTP/SCS) 
Update 
 
Issue: What is the status of the 2016 Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy 
update?  
 
Recommendation: This item is for information. 
 
Discussion: In December, the Board adopted Framework 2.0, the Framework for a Draft Preferred 
Scenario for the 2016 MTP/SCS Update. Staff is developing a discussion draft preferred scenario 
according to the action items set forth in the framework.  The discussion draft preferred scenario will 
include a draft land use forecast, transportation revenue forecast and budget, and transportation project 
list.  A large part of this work is focused on identifying the range of possible revenue and budget 
strategies that could shift more investment into road and transit maintenance.   Staff will bring results of 
this transportation forecasting and modeling work to the Board in January and February to support the 
Board’s discussion on investment strategies.   
 
On the same time frame, staff anticipates sending the discussion draft preferred scenario to local agency 
staffs on January 26 for a six-week review period. The purpose of this early vetting period is to receive 
input from local agencies on a preferred scenario (Framework 3.0) before the SACOG Board adopts one 
in April 2015 (Attachment A). To support local review of the discussion draft information, staff will 
present the scenario to the SACOG Regional Planning Partnership and Planners Committees on January 
28, to the SACOG Board Committees in their February meetings, and to the MTP/SCS stakeholder 
sounding board group on February 6. In the month of February, staff will also present the discussion draft 
scenario at elected official information meetings that will be held in each of the six counties in the region 
(Attachment B).   
 
Approved by: 
 
 
 
Mike McKeever 
Chief Executive Officer 
Attachments 
MM:KC:ds 
 
Key Staff: Matt Carpenter, Director of Transportation Services, (916) 340-6276 
 Kacey Lizon, MTP/SCS Manager, (916) 340-6265 
  
 



Attachment A 
 
2016 MTP/SCS Update: Schedule of Board Actions Leading to Final Plan Adoption 
(Updated January 12, 2015 to reflect Board adoption of Framework 2.0) 
 

Board Action Date of Action Contents/Direction 
Framework 1.0: 
Policy Framework 

Adopted December 2013 • Set implementation-focused theme for plan update with 
five policy themes: transportation funding, investment 
strategy, investment timing, land use forecast, plan effects. 

• Set region-level growth projections of population, 
employment and housing for the plan horizon year (2036). 

• Set overall schedule for the plan update. 
Framework 1.5:  
Scenarios 
Development 
Framework 

Adopted March 2014 • Set parameters for three regional land use and 
transportation scenarios for use in public workshops and 
plan development. 

• Initiated phasing analysis of transportation investments in 
current plan. 

• Initiated analysis of different levels and types of 
transportation revenue sources. 

• Set schedule for creation of Framework 2.0. 

Framework 2.0:  

Draft Preferred 
Scenario Framework 

Adopted December 2014 • Sets guidelines, task and process for developing a draft 
preferred scenario (land use forecast, revenue forecast, 
project list, performance outcomes). 

• Sets a minimum of six weeks for review and vetting of a 
preliminary draft preferred scenario. 

Framework 3.0: 
Draft Preferred 
Scenario 

Targeted for April 2015 • Sets details of Draft Preferred Scenario (for years 2020, 
2035, and 2036) for use in development of Draft Plan and 
EIR: 

o Land use forecast 
o Revenue Forecast 
o Budget and Project List 
o Performance Outcomes 

Draft Plan (2016 
MTP/SCS) 

Targeted for September 2015 • Release Draft 2016 MTP/SCS for public comment. Draft 
Plan includes written discussion of the detailed land use 
and transportation information above plus: policies and 
strategies, an environmental justice analysis, discussion of 
natural resources. 

Final Plan (2016 
MTP/SCS) 

Targeted for February 2016 • Adopt 2016 MTP/SCS, certify Final EIR, adopt air quality 
conformity finding.  

 
 



ATTACHMENT B 

MTP/SCS Elected Official Information Meetings 
 
In accordance with the statutory requirements of SB 375, SACOG is conducting Elected Official 
Information Sessions in each of the six counties in the SACOG region.  The information sessions are 
intended to provide an opportunity to city and county elected officials to hear a staff briefing, give input 
and ask questions on and about the preliminary draft Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable 
Communities Strategy for 2016 (MTP/SCS).  Elected officials from cities and counties in the region are 
encouraged to share this opportunity with their jurisdictional staff to attend.  Notices for each meeting 
will be sent to the city and county clerks.  No action will be taken in these meetings, they are for 
information only. 
 
Staff is working with local jurisdictions to confirm meeting times and locations. Below is a list of 
confirmed meetings as of January 12, 2015 
 
El Dorado County 
Thursday, February 5 
5-6:30 p.m.  **Dinner will be served** 
El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Office 
2828 Easy Street 
Placerville, CA 95667 

Meeting will occur immediately after the El 
Dorado County Transportation Commission 
meeting 
 
Yolo County 
Monday, February 9 
5:30-6:45 p.m. **Dinner will be served** 
Yolo County Transit District Office 
350 Industrial Way 
Woodland, CA 95776 

Meeting will be immediately prior to the Yolo 
County Transit District meeting 
 
Sutter County  
Tuesday, February 17 
3:30-5 p.m.  
Yuba City Council Chambers 
1201 Civic Center Boulevard 
Yuba City, CA 

Placer County 
Wednesday, February 25 
9-10:30 a.m. 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
Offices 
299 Nevada Street 
Auburn, CA 95603 

Meeting will occur the Placer County 
Transportation Planning Agency meeting 
 
Sacramento County 
Thursday, February 26 
11:30 a.m. – 1 p.m. **Lunch will be served** 
Sacramento County Offices 
700 H Street, Third Floor Community Room 
Sacramento, CA 95814 

Meeting will occur between the Sacramento 
Metropolitan Air Quality Management District 
meeting and the Sacramento Transportation 
Authority Meeting 
 
Yuba County 
Pending Confirmation 

Meeting will occur immediately preceding the 
Yuba City Council meeting 
 
For questions or to RSVP contact Rosie Ramos at 916-340-6208 or rramos@sacog.org.    
 

mailto:rramos@sacog.org


 
 

 Item #15-1-12 
Strategic Planning Committee   Information 

January 14, 2015 
 
Summary of Interviews with Industry Forecasters on Draft Projections through 2020 
 
Issue:  What are the views of real estate and growth forecasters regarding SACOG’s draft 2020 growth 
projections?  
 
Recommendation: This is for information only. 
 
Discussion: SACOG staff has been working to update interim year projections for the 2016 Metropolitan 
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (MTP/SCS) Update.  One key interim year is 
2020.  For the 2012 MTP/SCS, the SACOG Board adopted growth projections including the year 2020.  
For the 2016 MTP/SCS update, SACOG staff is re-visiting the 2020 projections with particular attention 
to the pace of recovery from the recession. SACOG’s draft 2020 projections show that from 2014 to 2020 
the region will grow by 42,500 housing units, a population increase of 196,000 people and an 
employment increase of 107,000 jobs.  Attachment A details SACOG’s draft projections. 
 
To validate the draft projections, staff sought an unbiased peer review by locally-based experts who track 
and/or project growth in the region.  SACOG contacted seven experts, of which six responded to 
SACOG’s request for comments.  They are: 
 
 Walter Schwarm, Demographer at the California Department of Finance;  
 Dr. Sanjay Varshney, Wells Fargo Bank and former dean of the School of Business 

Administration at Sacramento State University;  
 Dr. Jeffrey Michael, University of the Pacific;  
 Greg Paquin, The Gregory Group;  
 Ryan Sharp, Economic Planning Systems; and  
 Stephen Levy, Center for Continuing Study of the California Economy.   

 
Five of the six experts gave either a phone or in-person interview with staff; a summary of these 
interviews is included in Attachment B.  The sixth expert, Stephen Levy, provided a letter of his review 
(Attachment C).  All six experts generally stated that SACOG’s projections were within the range of 
reasonableness and that many of the assumptions are consistent with their own.  There may be some 
specific differences in opinion, but none so dramatic to indicate that SACOG’s projections are 
unwarranted.  
 
Approved by: 
 
 
Mike McKeever 
Chief Executive Officer 
 
MM:GG:ds 
Attachments  
Key Staff: Gordon Garry, Director of Data and Research (916) 340-6230 
  Kacey Lizon, Planning Manager, (916) 340-6265 

Greg Chew, Senior Planner, (916) 340-6227 



 Attachment   A 

Summary : 2016 MTP-SCS Draft Projections (January 8, 2015)

Vacancy 
Rate 

Assumption
Dwelling Units 

(DU)

DU 
Change 

from        
2012 SCS

Households 
(HH)

Household 
Population Employment

Group 
Quarters 

Population
Persons 
Per HH

Employment 
/DU

2008 8.1% 889,434 4,352 819,434         2,215,044 966,285           52,000      2.70     1.09
2012 8.0% 902,089 -9,277 829,922         2,249,575           900,196           52,000      2.71     1.00
2014 6.0% 908,980 -15,819 854,441         2,283,521           935,743           54,000      2.71     1.03
2020 4.5% 951,480 -52,671 908,269 2,479,575           1,042,385 57,000      2.73     1.10
2027 4.5% 1,050,480 -39,565 1,002,773 2,737,571           1,178,434        61,000      2.73     1.12
2036 5.0% 1,187,880 -330 1,128,486 3,086,409           1,326,851        68,000      2.74     1.12

SUMMARY:  2014 to 2020 Projections
42,500     = increase # in Dwelling Units 2014 to 2020

196,054   = increase # in Population 2014 to 2020
106,642   = increase # in Employment 2014 to 2020

Year
2012 

MTP/SCS 2016 MTP/SCS

Lag of 
2016 vs. 
2012 SCS Time Period 2012 MTP/SCS

2016 
MTP/SCS

2008 885,082 889,434 '08-'12 0.7% 0.4%
2012 911,366 902,089 -9,277 '12-'14 0.7% 0.4%
2014 924,799 908,980           -15,819 '14-'20 1.4% 0.8%
2020 1,004,151 951,480 -52,671 '20-'27 1.2% 1.5%
2027 1,090,045 1,050,480 -39,565 '27-'36 1.0% 1.5%
2036 1,188,210 1,187,880 -330

Year
2012 

MTP/SCS 2016 MTP/SCS

Lag of 
2016 vs. 
2012 SCS Time Period 2012 MTP/SCS

2016 
MTP/SCS

2008 2,215,044 2,215,044       '08-'12 0.90% 0.39%
2012 2,295,205 2,249,575       -45,630 '12-'14 0.90% 0.75%
2014 2,336,367 2,283,521       -52,846 '14-'20 1.31% 1.43%
2020 2,519,947 2,479,575 -40,372 '20-'27 1.50% 1.49%
2027 2,784,204 2,737,571 -46,633 '27-'36 1.21% 1.42%
2036 3,086,213 3,086,409       196

Year
2012 

MTP/SCS 2016 MTP/SCS
Lag of 

2016 vs. Time Period 2012 MTP/SCS
2016 

MTP/SCS
2008 966,285 966,285           '08-'12 0.9% -1.7%
2012 1,001,700 900,196           -101,504 '12-'14 0.9% 2.0%
2014 1,019,892 935,743           -84,149 '14-'20 0.9% 1.9%
2020 1,072,544 1,042,385 -30,159 '20-'27 1.6% 1.9%
2027 1,192,698 1,178,434 -14,264 '27-'36 1.3% 1.4%
2036 1,327,423 1,326,851       -572

HH Population growth

Dwelling Unit growth

Employment growth

Dwelling Units

Employment

Household Population
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Summary of Peer Comments 
Regarding SACOG’s Draft 2020 Growth Projections 

(Draft January 8, 2015)  
 
For the 2016 Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (MTP/SCS) update, 
SACOG staff is re-visiting its interim year growth projections, including the year 2020 (Attachment A).  To 
ensure that these projections are realistic, staff sought a peer review by locally-based industry experts 
who track and/or project growth in this region.  SACOG interviewed six experts to provide peer review.  
This document summarizes their comments.   
   

Walter Schwarm – California Department of Finance 
 
Walter Schwarm is a demographer with the California Department of Finance.  Many of the driving 
forces – such as rates of birth, household formation, vacancy, etc. – that SACOG based its growth 
projections in the Sacramento region are similar to his own views.   The six-county Sacramento region 
has lagged behind other, more populated regions of the state, particularly the Bay Area, in terms of 
economic recovery.  Economic drivers that were strong for the Sacramento region during the housing 
boom years, such as migration of households with equity from the Bay Area, have substantially 
weakened during this recovery period.  Birth rates have also decreased, particularly amongst teens and 
those 18-24 years old.  Couples are having children later, and fewer of them.  The next wave of 
increased births will not start happening until 2019; until then the current rate will remain.   
 
The trend of increased rents will impede household formation rates as more young adults will live with 
their parents or remain doubled up with roommates.   And although there is a high demand for new 
rental properties, multi-family units are not being built at the rate necessary to keep up with demand.  
This is in large part because multi-family builders were burned during the boom years with high 
requirements and amenities.  In the economic recovery stages, those builders are not coming back until 
profitability improves.  
 
According to Schwarm, SACOG’s projections are consistent with and within the ranges of the 
Department of Finance (DOF) projections.  DOF uses a population per dwelling unit range between 2.5 
and 2.6, and SACOG uses 2.55.  For the 2020 population per dwelling unit rate, DOF has only a slightly 
higher rate due to slight increases in household formation rates.  In all, Schwarm concludes that 
SACOG’s projections through 2020 are reasonable.   
 

Sanjay Varshney – Sacramento State University/Wells Fargo Bank 

Dr. Sanjay Varshney has been the dean of the Sacramento State School of Business Management for the 
past ten years.  Recently, he announced he would step down from the position but would remain a 
professor of finance at Sacramento State and also serves as a Wealth Management Advisor for Wells 
Fargo Bank.   

Attachment B 
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According to Varshney, SACOG’s projections through 2020 on jobs, housing and employment are very 
reasonable.  SACOG’s underlying assumptions are similar to what his group, the Sacramento Business 
Review at Sacramento State University, is using for its forecast.   Some of the key factors affecting the 
region’s growth rate are: vacancy rates, how quickly housing follows increases in population, and ethnic 
birth rates.  In addition, with the slowing global economy, output from the US will be impacted, which 
will affect California and then the Sacramento region.  We’re seeing this impact in the region through 
the private sector, which has not been creating jobs.  There will still be some population migration from 
the Bay Area to Sacramento at select housing price points, but it will not be anything like it was during 
the boom years.  

The region saw some healthy gains in the overall housing market in 2012 and 2013 but slowed in 2014. 
New planned communities in 2014 have been soft.  The key issue is affordability, not supply or demand:  
housing growth depends on incomes rising relative to the cost of housing but employment has not 
improved and wages remain stagnant despite population growth.  Right now there is no urgency to 
build.    

 

Jeff Michael, Business Forecasting Center, University of the Pacific 
 
Dr. Jeffrey Michael is Director of the Business Forecasting Center at the University of the Pacific in 
Stockton. The Center produces quarterly economic forecasts for California and selected Northern 
California metro areas in addition to special reports on current business and public policy issues 
impacting the region. 
 
The boundaries of the geographic area that Michael tracks is a bit different that the SACOG 6 county 
region.  Michael defines the Sacramento region as a four-county area (El Dorado, Placer, Sacramento 
and Yolo counties) including the Tahoe basin.  The SACOG region includes those four counties, excluding 
the Tahoe Basin, plus Sutter and Yuba Counties. 
 
According to Michael, 2014 was something of a head-scratcher in that there was a pause in regional 
housing production when it was expected to take off.  In 2012 and 2013 the housing market was 
showing signs of recovery.  Prices may have been undervalued then, but have since leveled off in 2014.  
He wonders if new housing products still cannot compete with existing homes despite the price 
recovery.  The production costs may still be too high compared the sales prices.  He suspects that 
builders have raised their prices for new product after years of selling at very thin margins or even at a 
loss just to stay busy. 
 
The multi-family residential market is tough to predict according to Michael.  There has not been a lot of 
production, particularly outside of downtown Sacramento.  The problem is that the rents are not high 
enough to cover the cost to construct.  In addition, there are a lot of single-family houses being used as 
rentals, but there is probably a pent-up demand for multi-family housing from people who are doubled 
up in roommate situations or multi-generational housing, but cannot afford to rent their own home.  
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Michael also states that the period from 2015 through 2020 will be a period of uncertainty. SACOG’s 
projects, according to Michael, are probably lower than his through 2020.  SACOG has peak building 
years starting in 2022 at an annual rate of 15,500 dwelling units.  He projects a peak building year of 
2019, at an annual rate of 17,000 dwelling units.  However, the geography used by SACOG and Michael 
is somewhat different, as described above. 
 
Michael’s very rough employment growth forecasts are about 15,000 jobs more from 2014 through 
2020 than SACOG’s projection of 106,642 new jobs.  And when compared to SACOG’s new housing units 
projection of 42,500 during this timeframe, Michael said his rough estimate, without having fully 
researched this topic, would be about 10,000 more total units in 2020, or an average of 2,000 more per 
year over the next 5 years.     
 
Despite the differences in whether to use his more aggressive projections or SACOG’s more conservative 
projections, Michael believes SACOG’s projections from 2014 through 2020 remain within the range of 
reasonableness.   

 
Greg Paquin – The Gregory Group 

Greg Paquin is owner of The Gregory Group, a Folsom-based firm dedicated to projecting housing 
growth in selected regions of California, including the six-county Sacramento area.   The firm’s clients 
include many of the residential housing builders in this region.   

According to Paquin, the influence of migration from the Bay Area is less than it was during the housing 
boom, but one big factor still in effect is the migration of Bay Area empty nesters.  As the population 
ages, those over 55 in the Bay Area are looking for retirement destinations.  Select amenity-rich, newer 
communities in the region will appeal to this group.  The biggest challenge is that buyers are very picky 
and looking at communities several times before deciding on what they want.   Another trend that we 
have not yet seen return is the migration of young Bay Area couples in large numbers to Sacramento to 
start families.  

The Gregory Group and SACOG use different base year estimates to calculate their projections but the 
resulting projections are very close.  SACOG projects employment growth at 17,700 jobs a year, while 
Paquin projects about 20,000.  However, the key factor relating to housing growth is the type of jobs 
being created:  higher paying jobs are needed to drive demand for new housing but many of the 
projected new jobs are lower income.  Paquin’s general population annual growth rate is 1.3 to 1.4 
percent, while SACOG uses 1.35 percent.   

SACOG’s projection of 42,500 new dwelling units between 2014 and 2020 is a little higher than Paquin’s 
projection.  He projects between 35,000 and 37,000 new for-sale units (single family and attached).  His 
numbers do not include rental, which accounts for another 500 to 1000 units.  Even though there is a 
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demand for new rentals, he thinks most builders will not construct rentals during this time period 
because they do not pencil financially.   

 

Ryan Sharp, Economic and Planning Systems (EPS)  

Ryan Sharp is a Senior Vice President at EPS, a land economics consulting firm with an office in 
Sacramento.  Before EPS, Sharp was as director for the Center for Strategic Economic Research, a part of 
the Sacramento Area Commerce and Trade Organization or SACTO. 

SACOG’s method for projecting growth looks first at the economy, then population, then housing and 
household formation.   Sharp’s method focuses on employment first, then population, then other 
economic indicators.   He considers SACOG’s 1.9 percent employment growth rate a reasonable annual 
average.  The 11 percent employment growth rate used from 2014 to 2020 is also reasonable, but noted 
that other private projections suggest between 9 and 12 percent.  According to Sharp, historical data 
show regional employment growth rates slightly above or close to population growth rates on an annual 
average basis.   

SACOG’s projected housing growth may be low in comparison to other projections Sharp has seen.  The 
SACOG projections show a 5 percent growth rate whereas other studies show from 7.5 to 9 percent 
growth during this 2014-2020 period; however, Sharp notes that those other studies are math-driven 
rather than reality-based.  A lower projection could be 6 to 7 percent.   

Sharp believes SACOG’s population projection of 8.6 percent from 2014-2020 may be high. Other 
projections assume a 6 to 8 percent population growth rate; although SACOG’s annual average of 1.5 
percent population growth is not unreasonable for the long range beyond 2020.     

Overall, however, Sharp considers the suite of all of SACOG’s projections within the range of 
reasonableness.   

 

Stephen Levy, Center for Continuing Study of the California Economy 
 
Stephen Levy has served as SACOG’s consultant on population, housing and employment projections 
since the development of the Blueprint in the early 2000s.   He has not worked with SACOG staff on the 
current projection for the 2016 Update of the MTP/SCS, so he was asked to evaluate SACOG’s 
projections through 2020.    He provided the attached letter (Attachment C) summarizing his views and 
concluded that the SACOG’s projections are reasonable.   
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CENTER FOR CONTINUING STUDY OF THE CALIFORNIA ECONOMY  
 

385 HOMER AVENUE • PALO ALTO • CALIFORNIA • 94301 
 

TELEPHONE:  (650) 321-8550 
FAX:  (650) 321-5451 

                                                                                                      www.ccsce.com  
 
DATE:  December 15, 2014 
 
TO:               Gordon Garry, Mike McKeever and Greg Chew 
              
FROM: Stephen Levy 
 
SUBJECT:    Review of SACOG Update 
 
The Period to 2020 
 
Jobs 
 
The SACOG region lags other regions in California in recovering from the 
recession. Job levels in October 2014 are still below pre-recession levels. 
 
However the last 12 months have brought job growth of more than 2% and a 
sharp drop in the unemployment rate for the six-county region from 12.9% in 
2010 to 6.8% in October 2014. 
 

 
 
Two sectors—construction and government, heavily hit during the recession and 
important to the regional economy, have begun to recover. The state budget is 
growing again as revenues surge and construction is finally picking up. The other 
large sectors—Professional and Business Services and Health Care—showed 
substantial growth in the past 12 months and exceed pre-recession levels. 
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The forecast update for 2020 is reasonable. The forecast expects about 17,500 
jobs a year to be added between 2014 and 2020. The new UCLA state forecast 
released on December 10th anticipates strong job growth of over 2% for each of 
the next two years, which could add almost half the forecast SACOG job growth 
by early 2017. In addition the housing cost gap between the region and the Bay 
Area has widened again making the SACOG region more attractive. The region 
should come close to the 2012 MTP/SCS forecast as it already took account of 
the deep recession but the update, which shows a small decrease from the 2012 
MTP/SCS forecast, is prudent given the slower pace of recovery in the region. 
 
Much will depend, as discussed below, on the pace of housing growth between 
2014 and 2020. 
 
Population 
 
With fewer jobs in 2020 compared to the 2012 MTP/SCS forecast, there will be 
fewer people. And some of the new jobs will be filled by existing residents 
currently unemployed workers find jobs and the unemployment rate falls.  
 
Population growth in the region did pick up in 2014 according to the latest DOF 
estimates but annual population growth is well below levels of ten to fifteen years 
ago. Migration into the region from other parts of California and the nation 
(+4,384) was positive for only the second time since 2007.  
 

 
 
 
The 2016 MTP/SCS forecast anticipates population growth of approximately 
32,000 a year between 2014 and 2020. That would require a pickup in growth 
back to the levels in 2006 and 2007 but still far below the 50,000 new residents 
per year in the years around 2000. This is possible, again depending on how 
much and what kind of housing is built, as more population growth relative to jobs 
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will be likely as the unemployment rate nears full employment and baby boomers 
retire and need to be replaced. It is more likely that the region’s population in 
2020 will be slightly lower than forecast as opposed to be slightly higher. 
 
Housing 
 
This is the most difficult part of the forecast to assess as it depends both on job 
growth and migration (demand) and the response of builders (supply). 
 
One fact is that since 2007 additions to the housing stock have lagged regional 
population growth. Additions to the housing stock have average just over 3,000 
units a year while annual population growth has been near 20,000. Note; The 
household population growth estimates in the spreadsheet show lower growth 
within the SACOG region for 2008-2014 than the full six county DOD estimates 
show by a wide enough margin to be worth checking. 
 
So there should be some pent up demand for housing as the economy improves. 
 
On the other hand the lagging housing production since 2007 means that the 
2020 housing stock total and intervening growth will certainly be less than 
anticipated in the 2012 MTC/SCS. The only issue is by how much will the 2020 
total fall short of the 2012 plan forecast. 
 
Both the May 2014 forecast of 966,480 units and the newer forecast of 947,980 
units are possible. It is difficult without a lot more specific knowledge about land 
use and zoning policies and talking to builders to make a more precise 
assessment of what will happen in housing by 2020. 
 
Beyond 2020 
 
It is probably wise to reassess the long-term job outlook in the next (after 2016) 
MTP/SCS forecast. There are and will be significant changes in U.S. growth—
population and jobs—and more data on how the SACOG region economy is 
progressing to warrant new projections to 2040. 
 
DOF is about to release new long-term county population projections. I expect 
that there will be changes from past projections in births (lower) and Asian 
population growth (higher).  
 
The state HCD is preparing new housing forecasts to 2025 that will examine the 
impact of demographic changes on household forming behavior. The 
combination of lower fertility rates and an aging population could lead to reduced 
housing size and a market for smaller units. 
 
None of these changes will materially affect the outlook to 2020. 
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 Item #15-1-13 
Strategic Planning Committee Information 
January 14, 2015 
 
Webcast of SACOG Board of Directors Meetings 
 
Issue: Should meetings of the SACOG Board of Directors be live webcast for audio and/or video? 
 
Recommendation:  None; this item is for information and discussion only.   
 
Discussion:  Currently, our Board Room audio visual system collects an audio recording of the Board meeting, which is 
posted to the website following the meeting.  Major presentations are video recorded using a tripod mounted camera, edited 
and posted to the internet following the meeting.  Recent upgrades to Board Room visual presentation systems would allow 
for live audio web casting of SACOG's Board of Directors’ meetings.  Enhancements described below could add either 
cameras for video streaming of the presenters to the Board or cameras to video stream both the presenters and Board 
interaction.   
 
Audio 
SACOG’s old system allowed an internal broadcast of Board meetings to the desks of staff through the phone system.  The 
new system could restore that functionality through a live audio webcast.  Staff has delayed implementing a live audio 
stream pending consultation with the Board.  There are two options.  Option 1 would provide an audio broadcast internal to 
the SACOG offices.  Option 2 would provide a live audio webcast of the Board meetings available to any Internet user.  The 
cost of either option is approximately $500 a year. 
 
Video 
Staff also has researched camera options for video recording.  Option 3 would install a mounted camera in the Board room 
for around $8,000 to only record presentations.  A webcast could then be built by adding the audio stream.  Option 4 would 
provide multiple cameras to simultaneously record the presenters and Board members.  Capital estimates for this option are 
between $22,000 and $80,000 depending on the technology used.  Historically, SACOG would have needed to work with the 
cable systems’ metro channel providers to secure broadcast space and technical assistance to share live video feeds of 
meetings.  New web-based technologies may allow staff to edit the meeting live and run a multiple camera system from a 
mobile workstation that could be placed in the Board room and operated by existing SACOG staff.  The video of these 
meetings could be archived on SACOG’s YouTube site.  Staff is still researching the video systems, the ability of existing 
staff to operate the video system, and the need for expert advice to initiate and train staff on the new system. 
 
Peer Agency Review 
Staff conducted a review of member and peer agency practices regarding audio or video recording of meetings.  The attached 
Table 1 shows that the majority of our members and peers provide video or audio records of their meetings. 
 
Summary of Options 
Option 1:  Internal audio broadcast of Board meetings. 
Option 2:  Live audio webcast of Board meetings available to the public. 
Option 3:  Add ability to video record Board presentations. 
Option 4:  Add ability to audio/video webcast of Board meetings available to the public. 
 
Approved by: 
 
Mike McKeever 
Chief Executive Officer 
 
MM:JC:ds 
Attachment 
Key Staff: Kirk Trost, Chief Operating Officer/General Counsel, (916) 340-6210 
  Joe Concannon, Data Services Manager, (916) 340-6234 



Table 1 – Peer Agency Review 

Agency Audio or Video Cast Past Meetings 
Available on Video?  Software Used? Size of Board 

El Dorado County Video Video Granicus 5 
Placer County Video Video Granicus 5 
Sacramento County Video Video SIREpub 5 
Sutter County Video None MediaTraq 5 
Yolo County Video Video Swagit 5 
Yuba County Cable Only Audio In-House Legistream 5 
City of Auburn Video None Granicus 5 
City of Citrus Heights Video Video 6 Months Windows Media 5 
City of Colfax Cable Only None N/A 5 
City of Davis Video Video Granicus 5 
City of Elk Grove Video Video Granicus 5 
City of Folsom Video Video Granicus 5 
City of Galt Video Video pbtech 5 
City of Lincoln Video Video Vimeo 5 
City of Live Oak N/A None N/A 5 
City of Marysville N/A None Boarddocs 5 
City of Placerville Video Video Youtube 5 
City of Rancho Cordova Video Video SIREpub 5 
City of Rocklin Audio Audio Civica 5 
City of Roseville Video Video Granicus 5 
City of Sacramento Video Video Granicus 9 
City of West Sacramento Video Video Windows Media 5 
City of Wheatland N/A N/A N/A 5 
City of Winters Cable Only Video In-house N/A 5 
City of Woodland Video Video Granicus 5 
City of Yuba City Video Video Youtube 5 
Association of Bay Area 
Governments Video Video Youtube 9 

MTC Audio Audio Amazonaws 21 
Sac Regional Transit Cable Only Video In-house N/A 9 
Sacramento Metro Air 
Quality District Video None N/A 14 

SAFCA Video Video N/A 13 
SANDAG Audio Audio SoniclearGov 19-30 
SCAG Video  Video Granicus 86 
SFLAFCO Video Video Granicus 8 
SMUD Video Video Granicus 7 
SRCSD Video Video SIREpub 17 
El Dorado County LAFCO N/A None N/A 7 
Placer County LAFCO N/A Audio In-House N/A 7 
Sacramento LAFCO Cable Live None N/A 7 
Sutter County LAFCO N/A Audio In-House N/A 7 
Yolo County LAFCO Audio Audio N/A 5 
Yuba County LAFCO N/A None N/A 5 

 



 
 
 

 

 Item #15-1-14 
Strategic Planning Committee    Closed Session 

January 14, 2015     
 
 
Conference with Legal Counsel – Anticipated Litigation 
 
 
Issue:  Whether to initiate litigation. 
  
Recommendation:  Review one case of potential litigation in closed session.  
 
Discussion:  A summary of the litigation will be presented during closed session.  

Approved by: 
 
 
 
Mike McKeever 
Chief Executive Officer 
 
KT:le 
 
Key Staff:  Kirk Trost, Chief Operating Officer/General Counsel, (916) 340-6210 
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