
Sacramento Area
Council of
Governments

Land Use & Natural Resources Committee

Thursday, March 2, 2023 at 1:30 PM
REMOTE

Consistent with California Government Code Section 54953 and Assembly Bill 361, a meeting of the committee will be
held online.

Attend, watch or listen 
• The public can attend meetings at SACOG’s offices
• Watch the meeting live at https://us06web.zoom.us/j/84966983363, Webinar ID:  849 6698 3363
• Listen by phone 1-888-475-4499, Meeting ID: 849 6698 3363

Provide public comment – comments will be taken on the item at the time it is taken up by the committee
• In-person:  
Public comment may be made in person at SACOG’s offices. You will have 3:00 minutes to speak.  Please complete a
speaker form and provide it to the clerk.
• During the meeting by Zoom or phone:  
By Zoom:  tap on your name on the attendee list and then tap “Raise Hand”.  The clerk will call you by name when it is
your turn to comment.  You will have 3:00 minutes to address the committee.  
By phone:  press *9.  The clerk will call you by name or by phone number when it is your turn to comment.  You will have
3:00 minutes to speak.
• Written comments 
May be submitted via email to the clerk at rtadevich@sacog.org.  Comments requested to be read at the meeting will be
limited to 250 words.  Comments requested to be distributed to the committee members will be shared with members if
they are received at least one hour prior to the meeting.  Otherwise they will be shared after the meeting.    

Agenda Timing:  Time durations are estimates only.  Action may be taken on any item on this agenda.  The committee
may take up any agenda item at any time, regardless of the order listed.

Accessibility and Title VI:  SACOG provides access to all agenda and meeting materials online at
www.sacog.org/agendas-0.   Additionally, interested persons can sign up for email notifications at
https://www.sacog.org/pod/sign-notifications.  If you need a disability-related modification or accommodation to
participate in this meeting, please contact the Clerk to the Board (lespinoza@sacog.org) or by phone at (916) 340-6236.
 SACOG also provides services/accommodations upon request to persons who are limited-English proficient who wish to
address agency matters.  For accommodations or translations assistance, please call 916.321.9000, or for TDD/TTY dial
711, or email at contact@sacog.org. We require three working days' notice to accommodate your request.

La SACOG puede proveer asistencia/facilitar la comunicación a las personas y los individuos con conocimiento limitado
del inglés quienes quieran dirigirse a la agencia. Para solicitar asistencia, por favor llame al número 916.321.9000 o para
TDD/TTY llame al numero 711, o email a contact@sacog.org. Requerimos que solicite asistencia con tres días hábiles de
anticipación para poderle proveer asistencia.

Message from the Clerk:  In compliance with California Government Code Section 54952.3, the Clerk hereby announces
that the compensation for legislative body members attending the following simultaneous or serial meetings is: Board of
Directors $100; Transportation Committee $100; Land Use & Natural Resources Committee $100; Policy & Innovation
Committee $100, Strategic Planning Committee $100, Race, Equity and Inclusion Working Group $100, Funding Round
Working Group $100.  Compensation rates for these meetings are set pursuant to the Rules for the Sacramento Area
Council of Governments adopted in July 2005.
Pledge of Allegiance

https://us06web.zoom.us/j/84966983363
http://www.sacog.org/agendas-0
https://www.sacog.org/pod/sign-notifications


 
Roll Call: Directors Bulahan, Frost, Gore, Harris, Kennedy, Knisley, Kozlowski, West, Vice Chair Bains, Vice Chair
Lozano, and Chair Bradford

 
Public Communications: Any person wishing to address the committee on any item not on the agenda may do
so at this time. After ten minutes of testimony, any additional testimony will be heard following the action
items.

 
Consent:
1. Remote Committee Meetings (Est. Time: 0 minutes)

• Approval of virtual meetings following expiration of Executive Order No. N-25-20 and passage of
Assembly Bill 361.

2. Approve Minutes of the February 2, 2023, Committee Meeting (Est. Time: 0 minutes)
• A written record of the minutes of the February 2, 2023, meeting

Action:
3. Green Means Go funding recommendations: Planning and Capital categories (Garett Ballard-Rosa) (Est.

Time: 25 minutes)
• Staff has prepared a recommendation for project funding awards in the Planning and Capital

categories of the Green Means Go funding round. Funding awards are contingent on the California
Department of Housing and Community Development’s approval of SACOG’s Green Means Go
methodology.

 
Information:
4. 2025 Blueprint Pathways: Land Use Assumptions and Evaluation (Dov Kadin) (Est. Time: 45 minutes)

• The purpose of this item is to provide an overview of the 2025 Blueprint Pathways land use
assumptions and evaluate each pathway’s performance across a series of metrics to inform Board
conversations on priorities and tradeoffs for the regional plan update.

5. 2025 Blueprint Update on Upcoming Outreach and Engagement Activities (A.J. Tendick) (Est. Time: 15
minutes)

• SACOG is gearing up for a robust and far-reaching set of outreach and engagement activities to
support the development of the 2025 Blueprint.

 
Reports:
6. Committee Member Reports (Robert Tadevich) (Est. Time: 5 minutes)

• Reports from committee members

Receive & File:
7. Land Use Implementation Activities for February 2023 (Dov Kadin) (Est. Time: 0 minutes)

• The purpose of this item is to provide an overview of the land use related activities that staff
participate in to support Blueprint implementation on an on-going basis.

 



Other Matters

 
Adjournment

 
The next meeting of the Committee will be held on Thursday, April 6, 2023, at 1:30 PM remotely via Zoom.

This agenda and attachments are available on SACOG’s website at www.sacog.org. SACOG is accessible to the
disabled. As required by Section 202 of the Americans with Disabilities Act of 1990 and the Federal Rules and
Regulations adopted in implementation thereof, a person who requires a modification or accommodation,
auxiliary aids or services in order to participate in a public meeting, including receiving this agenda and
attachments in an alternative format, 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 72 hours prior to the meeting.
Parking is available at 15  and K Streets.th

http://www.sacog.org/
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Remote Committee Meetings 

Consent
Prepared by:  Robert Tadevich Approved by:  Clint Holtzen 
Attachments:  Yes Referring Committee: Not Applicable

1. Issue:
Approval of virtual meetings following expiration of Executive Order No. N-25-20 and passage of Assembly Bill 
361.

2. Recommendation:
Staff recommends approval of the resolution that would allow for this committee’s meetings to continue to 
be held remotely.

3. Background/Analysis:
The Brown Act is a state law that establishes the procedural framework for members of local government 
decision-making bodies to meet, debate, and act. The Act is designed to ensure that the public is informed 
about the views, discussions, and actions of governing officials. SACOG is subject to the Brown Act. On March 
12, 2020, the Governor issued Executive Order No. N-25-20 that waived certain requirements of the Brown 
Act including: · the requirement that the notice of each meeting location be provided for those members of 
the legislative body (board or committee) participating in the meeting; · the requirement that each meeting 
location be accessible to members of the public; · the requirement that members of the public be able to 
address the legislative body (board and committee) at each meeting location; · the requirement that agencies 
post agendas at all meeting locations; and · the requirement that at least a quorum of the legislative body 
(board and committee) participate from locations within the boundaries of the territory over which they 
exercise jurisdiction. With the Executive Order in place, SACOG has been holding it meetings remotely over 
Zoom since the beginning of the pandemic. The Governor's Executive Order expired on September 30, 2021.

4. Discussion/Analysis:
In September, the Governor signed Assembly Bill (AB) 361, which amends the Brown Act to allow continued 
flexibility for public meetings following the expiration of the Governor's Executive Order. The provisions of AB 
361 regarding remote meetings provide that public bodies may continue to meet remotely so long as state or 
local officials have imposed or recommended measures to promote social distancing. Staff recommends that 
the committee adopt a resolution (attached) determining that state or local officials have imposed or 
recommended such measures to promote social distancing. An additional stipulation of the legislation is that, 
every 30 days, legislative bodies must make findings that state and local officials continue to recommend 
measures to promote social distancing. As such, staff will bring this item to each committee and the board 
every month while a state of emergency exists. Attached is the authorizing resolution. Assembly Bill 361 

Land Use & Natural Resources Committee
Meeting Date: March 2, 2023

Agenda Item No. 1
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permits remote meetings but requires that: · agencies may not close public comment periods for written 
comments in advance of a meeting, but instead only close the comment period at the same time it is closed 
during a meeting; · that agencies must clearly advertise the means by which the public can observe the 
meeting and offer comment during the meeting via either a call or internet based option, the public must be 
given an opportunity to comment directly; and · that in the event of a disruption in the broadcasting of the 
meeting the legislative body (board or committee) would take no further action until meeting access would be 
restored to the public. AB 361 continues to remain in place but will sunset on January 1, 2024.

5. Fiscal Impact/Grant Information:
SACOG will continue to have minor cost savings from holding meetings remotely.



SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
LAND USE & NATURAL RESOURCES

RESOLUTION NO. 27– 2023

DECLARING ITS INTENT TO CONTINUE REMOTE TELECONFERENCE ONLY 
MEETINGS DUE TO THE GOVERNOR’S PROCLAMATION OF STATE EMERGENCY 
AND STATE REGULATIONS RELATED TO PHYSICAL DISTANCING DUE TO THE 

THREAT OF COVID-19

WHEREAS, the Land Use & Natural Resources Committee of the Sacramento Area Council 
of Governments (“SACOG”) is committed to preserving public access and participation in meetings 
of SACOG; and

WHEREAS, all meetings of SACOG are open and public, as required by the Ralph M. Brown 
Act (Cal. Gov. Code 54950 – 54963, the “Brown Act”), so that any member of the public may attend, 
participate, and observe SACOG conduct its business; and

WHEREAS, the Brown Act, Government Code section 54953(e), provides for remote 
teleconferencing participation in meetings by members of a legislative body, without compliance 
with the requirements of Government Code section 54953(b)(3), subject to the existence of certain 
conditions; and

WHEREAS, to continue meeting by remote teleconferencing means without complying with 
section 54953(b)(3), a required condition is that state or local officials have imposed or 
recommended measures to promote social distancing, and that the legislative body continues to make 
certain findings by majority vote at least every 30 days; and

WHEREAS, among other measures to promote physical distancing, the California Division of 
Occupational Safety and Health (“Cal/OSHA”) regulations at Title 8 Section 3205 recommend 
physical distancing in the workplace as precautions against the spread of COVID-19 and imposes 
certain restrictions and requirements due to a “close contact” which occurs when individuals are 
within six feet of another in certain circumstances; and

WHEREAS, the Centers for Disease Control and Prevention continue to recommend avoiding 
contact and keeping a safe distance from a person who has a suspected or confirmed case of COVID-
19; and



WHEREAS, to allow for physical distancing and remote meeting attendance in accordance 
with these recommended measures, SACOG does hereby find that SACOG, and each of its 
committees, shall conduct its meetings without compliance with paragraph (3) of subdivision (b) of 
Government Code section 54953, as authorized by subdivision (e) of section 54953, and that SACOG 
shall comply with the requirements to provide the public with access to the meetings electronically 
as prescribed in paragraph (2) of subdivision (e) of section 54953.

NOW, THEREFORE, IT IS HEREBY RESOLVED AND ORDERED by the Sacramento 
Area Council of Governments:

1. The foregoing recitals are true and correct.

2. SACOG and this Committee hereby recognize that state and local officials continue to 
recommend social distancing measures, which can impact the ability of SACOG and the public 
to meet safely in person. 

3. This Committee shall conduct public meetings in accordance with Government Code section 
54953(e) and other applicable provisions of the Brown Act for remote only teleconference 
meetings. 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 2nd day of March, 2023 by the following vote:

AYES: 

NOES: 

ABSTAIN:

ABSENT:

Gary Bradford James Corless

Chair Executive Director
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Approve Minutes of the February 2, 2023, Committee Meeting 

Consent
Prepared by:  Robert Tadevich Approved by:  Clint Holtzen 
Attachments:  Yes Referring Committee: Not Applicable

1. Issue:
A written record of the minutes of the February 2, 2023, meeting

2. Recommendation:
Staff recommends approval of the minutes as submitted.

3. Background/Analysis:
The committee met on February 2, 2023.

4. Discussion/Analysis:
Each month, the committee is asked to approve the minutes from the previous meeting.

5. Fiscal Impact/Grant Information:
There is no fiscal impact.

Land Use & Natural Resources Committee
Meeting Date: March 2, 2023

Agenda Item No. 2



SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
LAND USE & NATURAL RESOURCES  COMMITTEE

DRAFT ACTION MINUTES

The SACOG Land Use & Natural Resources Committee met remotely, in accordance with the 
California Government Code Section 54953 and Assembly Bill 361, on February 2, 2023, at 1:30 p.m.

Call to Order:  Vice Chair Bains called the meeting to order at 1:30 p.m.

Roll Call: 

Present:  Directors Bulahan, Frost, Harris, Kennedy, Knisley, Kozlowski, West, Vice Chair Bains, Vice 
Lozano

Absent:  Director Gore and Chair Bradford 

Public Communications:  None

Consent:  Upon motion by Director Frost, seconded by Vice Chair Lozano, the Land Use & Natural 
Resources Committee recommended that the board approve the following consent items:

1. Remote Committee Meeting

2. Approve the Minutes from the November 3, 2022, Committee Meeting 

*Director Knisley Abstained from the vote as they were not part of the committee last year.

Action:

3. Land Use & Natural Resources Committee Charge

Upon motion by Director Harris, seconded by Vice Chair Lozano, the Land Use & Natural 
Resources Committee unanimously recommended that the SACOG Board adopt the attached 
charge for the Land Use & Natural Resources Committee.  

4. Spare The Air Transportation Control Measure

Upon motion by Director Harris, seconded by Vice Chair Lozano, the Land Use & Natural 
Resources Committee unanimously recommended that the SACOG Board approve: (1) extension 
of the Spare The Air Program as a Transportation Control Measure in the update of the regional 
8-Hour Ozone Standard SIP; and (2) setting aside funding to continue the existing six-county  
commitment of $600,000 per year for the years 2025 through 2032. 



Land Use & Natural Resources Committee Minutes
February 2, 2023

Page 2 of 2
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Information:

5. Land Use Implementation Activities

The Land Use & Natural Resources Committee received and reviewed this report, presented by 
Dov Kadin, SACOG Staff.

6. 2025 Blueprint Update

The Land Use & Natural Resources Committee received and reviewed this report, presented by 
Clint Holtzen, SACOG Staff.

Reports:

7. Committee Members Reports

Vice Chair Bains, Vice Chair Lozano, and Director Harris reported out to the committee. 

Other Matters:  Director Houdesheldt, not part of the Land Use & Natural Resources Committee, made 
a public comment discussing the City of Roseville’s housing policy.

Vice Chair Bains adjourned the meeting at 2:45 p.m.
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Green Means Go funding recommendations: Planning and Capital categories 

Action
Prepared by:  Garett Ballard-Rosa Approved by:  Clint Holtzen 
Attachments:  Yes Referring Committee: Not Applicable

1. Issue:
Staff has prepared a recommendation for project funding awards in the Planning and Capital categories of the 
Green Means Go funding round. Funding awards are contingent on the California Department of Housing and 
Community Development’s approval of SACOG’s Green Means Go methodology. 

2. Recommendation:
That the Land Use and Natural Resources Committee recommend the SACOG board approve the Green 
Means Go Planning and Capital categories funding recommendation. The recommendation includes three 
related actions:

(1)  Approve the updated category budgets
(2)  Approve the programming recommendations, which consist of project scopes, funding amounts, and 

conditions
(3)  Authorize the SACOG executive director to execute any necessary memoranda of understanding with 

project sponsors and partners, and delegate authority to the executive director to program any 
residual balance in the program. First use of any Capital category residual funds would be toward fully 
funding that category’s partial award (Highway 49 Wastewater Capacity Improvement Project).

Even with a funding action by the SACOG board, the Green Means Go program methodology still needs to be 
approved by the California Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) prior to awards being 
finalized.

3. Background/Analysis:
Green Means Go is SACOG’s newest funding program. A collective effort by the six-county region in support of 
Green Means Go has resulted in SACOG receiving approximately $34 million in one-time state funding. The 
SACOG board has directed this one-time revenue to the new Green Means Go funding program and adopted 
the program’s funding guidelines. 

The Green Means Go funding program aims to catalyze infill residential development and improve housing 
affordability in locally-adopted Green Zones through investments in non-transportation infrastructure and 
planning activities. To meet these objectives the inaugural Green Means Go funding round has moved 
forward with three related categories: Early Activation, Planning and Capital. 

Land Use & Natural Resources Committee
Meeting Date: March 2, 2023

Agenda Item No. 3
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 Green Means Go Funding Program Categories

 

The SACOG board acted in November 2022, on the first category, $3.2 million in awards in Early Activation. 
The SACOG board will now consider funding awards in the $31.3 million available through the Planning and 
Capital categories.

4. Discussion/Analysis:
Review Process
Drawing on the revisions and lessons learned from the 2021 transportation funding round, SACOG held a pre-
application consultation period for the Green Means Go funding round. Through these pre-application 
meetings project sponsors discussed their needs, objectives, priorities, Green Zones, and proposed projects 
for the upcoming funding cycle. SACOG staff weighed in on those projects’ alignment within the board-
adopted objectives for Green Means Go, as well as which of the program’s three categories would be best 
suited based on the information provided.

After the pre-application period SACOG released an open call for projects for the Planning and Capital 
categories and convened an evaluation review working group to assess each submitted project.

Following an orientation meeting, each member of the evaluation working group independently reviewed and 
assessed applications based on their merit within the program’s evaluation criteria (projects in the Planning 
category only used the first three criteria, projects in the Capital category used all five criteria):

•  Accelerate infill residential development that improves housing affordability
•  Reduce vehicle miles traveled
•  Foster inclusive communities and affirmatively further fair housing
•  Deliver cost effective improvements
•  Leverage partnerships and policy match

The working group then convened to discuss and evaluate submitted projects in a review that considered the 
various inputs of the performance evaluation, including both qualitative and quantitative indicators. SACOG 
management staff compiled the working group findings into a final recommendation within funding 
availability. 

Revised category budget
At the onset of the Green Means Go funding round, the SACOG board adopted a funding range for both the 
Planning and Capital categories. The lower target for the Planning funding range was $5 million. Based on the 
submitted applications and working group review, staff recommends $4,865,000 in awards for the Planning 
category (or just under the original $5 million target). The board needs to approve the updated funding levels 
for each category: $4,865,000 for the Planning category and $26,435,000 for the Capital category. 
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Staff Recommendation

Staff recommends funding awards totaling $31.3 million through the combined Planning and Capital 
categories of the Green Means Go funding round. Attachment A is the summary table of the recommended 
awards. The attachment table also includes the awards from the Early Activation category, which the board 
adopted in November (in other words, the Early Activation awards are already final. Staff included them in the 
summary table to show the combined Green Means Go program: Early Activation, Planning and Capital). 
Attachment B provides a summary of the working group’s review of the submitted Planning and Capital 
applications, as well as lists project scope and conditions. The staff recommendation includes one partial 
funding award, the Highway 49 Wastewater Capacity Improvement Project. Staff recommends the board 
authorize the SACOG executive director to program any residual funds in the Capital category to meet that 
project’s category funding gap before any other program use. Finally, Attachment C is the board-adopted 
guidelines for the full Green Means Go funding round (including Early Activation as well as the Planning and 
Capital categories).  

State review of Green Means Go Methodology
Awards in the Planning and Capital category of Green Means Go are funded by SACOG’s allocation from the 
statewide REAP 2.0 program. While SACOG is guaranteed a funding allocation from the REAP 2.0 program, the 
agency’s application, proposed used, and methodology need to be approved by the state (with HCD as the 
administering agency).

SACOG submitted its REAP 2.0 application to the state at the end of 2022 and is awaiting approval. As such, 
Planning and Capital awards in Green Means Go cannot be finalized until SACOG’s REAP 2.0 application is 
approved. In other words, the state’s review of the REAP 2.0 application could potentially alter Green Means 
Go funding awards, even after the SACOG board has endorsed awards in the Planning and Capital categories 
(awards through the Early Activation category, adopted by the SACOG board in November 2022, come from a 
different funding source so do not face the same issue). While staff does not expect such a scenario, there is 
the possibility of the state review resulting in staff needing to present an updated funding recommendation 
for SACOG board consideration. 

Staff is coordinating closely with HCD on the status of our application. Our understanding is that the SACOG 
application has moved through the threshold review and now is being reviewed by the REAP 2.0 partnership 
(HCD, Governor’s Office of Planning and Research, Strategic Growth Council, and California Air Resources 
Board). Based on our conversations with the statewide partnership, we expect to hear about our REAP 2.0 
application within the next few weeks. Should the statewide review result in any changes to the Green Means 
Go methodology or proposed use, staff would then present an updated Green Means Go funding 
recommendation for SACOG board consideration.

5. Fiscal Impact/Grant Information:
Awards in the Planning and Capital categories of Green Mean Go are funded by SACOG’s application to the 
statewide REAP 2.0 program.



Summary of Funding Recommendations by Agency 
Green Means Go Funding Program: Early Activation, Planning, and Capital Categories*

Attachment A

Project Title Agency
Green Means Go 

Category
Funding Request

Funding 

Recommendation

Domes Infill Area City of Auburn Planning 650,000$                   $                  650,000 

Form-Based Code City of Auburn Early Activation 180,000$                   $                  180,000 

Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets Project – 

Phase 2
City of Citrus Heights Capital  $               3,385,000  $                             -   

Sunrise Tomorrow Infrastructure Support City of Citrus Heights Early Activation 160,000$                   $                  160,000 

Sunrise Tomorrow Infrastructure Support City of Citrus Heights Planning 190,000$                   $                  190,000 

Sayonara Drive Affordable Housing Development City of Citrus Heights Early Activation 357,000$                   $                             -   

300 Persifer Street City of Folsom Early Activation  $                  730,000  $                  374,000 

Bidwell Street Storm Drain Replacement City of Folsom Capital  $                  325,000  $                  325,000 

Hydraulic Analysis City of Folsom Planning  $                    40,000  $                    40,000 

Objective Design & Development Standards for 

Mixed-Use & Multi-Family Housing
City of Folsom Planning 243,000$                   $                  243,000 

Residential Infill Development Facilitation 

Program
City of Isleton Planning 100,000$                   $                  100,000 

Downtown Lincoln Green Zone City of Lincoln Planning  $                  400,000  $                  400,000 

Marysville Infrastructure Capacity City of Marysville Planning 293,000$                   $                  293,000 

Broadway Broadband Implementation Project City of Placerville Capital 3,552,000$               -$                           

Mills Crossing – Capital Development City of Rancho Cordova Capital  $               5,000,000  $               5,000,000 

Mills Crossing- Urban Housing Design and 

Engineering
City of Rancho Cordova Early Activation 486,000$                  486,000$                  

19th and Broadway Water Main Extension 

Project
City of Sacramento

Early Activation, 

Capital
968,000$                  

 Funded through 

another program 

27th and V Mixed Use and Mixed-Income 

Affordable Housing
City of Sacramento Capital 271,000$                  -$                           

805 R Street City of Sacramento Capital  $               1,300,000  $                             -   

Basin 111 Drainage Study City of Sacramento Planning  $                  200,000  $                  200,000 

Basin 151, 153, 158 Storm Drain Master Plans City of Sacramento Planning  $                  650,000  $                  650,000 

Del Paso Blvd Area Sewer Improvements City of Sacramento Capital  $               3,916,000  $               3,916,000 

Espresso at G-Z20-115 Water Line Extension City of Sacramento Early Activation  $                  190,000  $                             -   

Lavender Heights Water Infrastructure Expansion City of Sacramento Capital 1,083,000$               1,083,000$               

Meadowview Station Transit Oriented 

Neighborhood
City of Sacramento Planning  $                  300,000  $                  300,000 

Page 1 of 2



Summary of Funding Recommendations by Agency 
Green Means Go Funding Program: Early Activation, Planning, and Capital Categories*

Attachment A

Project Title Agency
Green Means Go 

Category
Funding Request

Funding 

Recommendation

River District – Sump 111 Improvements City of Sacramento Capital  $               7,000,000  $               7,000,000 

Stone Beetland Drainage – Affordable Housing 

Acceleration Project
City of Sacramento Capital 3,127,000$               -$                           

The Kind Project South Florin Road Corridor- 

Utility Tie In Work
City of Sacramento Capital 181,000$                  -$                           

Sacramento Ave Corridor Infill & Infrastructure 

Capacity, Needs, and Financing Plan
City of West Sacramento Planning  $                  650,000  $                  650,000 

Washington District Underground Utility 

Infrastructure Infill and Upgrade Project
City of West Sacramento Capital 4,000,000$               4,000,000$               

Harter Parkway Corridor Improvement Project City of Yuba City Capital  $               1,351,000  $               1,351,000 

North Plumas Corridor Infill and Housing 

Jumpstart
City of Yuba City Capital  $               1,708,000  $                             -   

Auburn Bowman Community Plan Update Placer County Planning  $                  499,000  $                  499,000 

Highway 49 Wastewater Capacity Improvement 

Project
Placer County Capital 5,000,000$               3,760,000$               

North Watt Avenue Corridor Plan SPA Update Sacramento County Planning  $                  650,000  $                  650,000 

San Juan Apartments by Mutual Housing: Offsite 

Improvements

Sacramento County and 

City of Sacramento
Early Activation  $               2,000,000  $               2,000,000 

*Early Activation awards already approved by SACOG board. Included here for reference
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Attachment B. Summary of Application Review 
 

Page 1 of 18 

City of Auburn:  Domes Infill Area 
Proposed Project:  
The City of Auburn envisions the Placer County-owned Domes site at 175 Fulweiler Avenue, 
comprised of approximately 17.5 acres and adjacent to the City of Auburn’s multi-modal center, 
to be developed as part of a Specific Plan area with a concentration of high-density housing 
options with improved accessibility to the Central Commercial Core, the Auburn Municipal 
Airport and regional job centers. 
 
Category:   Planning 
Request:    $650,000 
Recommendation:   $650,000 
 
Summary of Application Review: 
The Green Means Go working group reviewed the submitted project in relation to the criteria 
and objectives of the Planning category. The working group found the project met both the 
category objectives and performance outcomes. Staff recommends a full funding award. 
 

City of Citrus Heights:  Auburn Blvd Complete Streets  

Proposed Project:  
This project would install new non-transportation infrastructure, including telecommunications 
and stormwater systems over a one-mile corridor on Auburn Blvd. This corridor is a historically 
commercial area with potential for mixed use housing opportunities.   
 
Category:   Capital 
Request:    $3,385,000 
Recommendation:   No funding 
 
Summary of Application Review: 
The working group noted how the sponsor has done extensive work to provide a supportive 
local policy environment in the area, such as the Retail to Rooftop program, and has clear goals 
around revitalizing the corridor. The sponsor has been successful in bringing in other funding to 
the corridor. As such, the review group found strong indicators on the leverage and policy 
criteria, as well as on the sponsor’s focus on priority infill corridors.  
 
However, the working group did not feel like the proposed Green Means Go scope elements 
were the primary barrier to accelerating more housing on the corridor. In particular, broadband 
improvements are important, but may not be as catalytic in terms of unlocking infill housing 
compared to the infrastructure challenges faced by the other corridors in the Capital category. 
Further, the corridor has fewer housing sites identified than others in the category, with 
perhaps a weaker market demand that limits housing production in the nearer term. In short, 
while clearly responding to objectives around infill development, the working group felt the 
project’s scope would not lead to housing on the scale and timeline compared to others in the 



Attachment B. Summary of Application Review 
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oversubscribed category. Staff does not recommend funding for the project through this cycle 
of the Capital category of Green Means Go.    

City of Citrus Heights:  Sunrise Tomorrow Infrastructure 
Support 
Proposed Project:   
The Green Means Go Scope will include preliminary engineering of backbone infrastructure to 
support the redevelopment of the Sunrise Mall and the evaluation of infrastructure financing 
opportunities for the site. The GMG grant will assist with underground infrastructure; 
transportation infrastructure will be paid for with other local funding sources.  

 

The Sunrise Tomorrow Plan (benefitting project) is the transformation of the 100-acre Sunrise 
Mall Site (currently 1 million SF of high vacancy retail and 75 acres of parking) into a mixed-use, 
transit oriented village comprised of 2,200 residential units, 480 hotel rooms, 320,000 SF Retail, 
960,000 SF office, 450,000 SF community/institutional uses, and 25 acres of open and green 
space. 
 
Category:   Planning 
Request:    $190,000 
Recommendation:   $190,000 
 
Summary of Application Review: 
The Green Means Go working group reviewed the submitted project in relation to the criteria 
and objectives of the Planning category. The working group found the project met both the 
category objectives and performance outcomes. Staff recommends a full funding award. 
 

City of Folsom:  Bidwell Street Storm Drain Replacement 

Proposed Project:  
The project would replace a failing storm drain system in the historic district near multiple 
potential housing element sites.  
 
Category:   Capital 
Request:              $325,000 
Recommendation:   $325,000 
 
Summary of Application Review: 
The working group found the project to be a cost-effective solution to overcome a primary 
barrier to infill development: fixing the failed storm drain could enable more infill housing in a 
low VMT area with a mix of uses, high walkability, and proximity to light rail. Further, the 
project offers high impact, in that it would enable more mixed income and accessible housing 
within a high opportunity area. The sponsor has a proven track record of delivering mixed 
income and affordable units in the vicinity.  
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The working group felt the project’s scale was less than some others in the category, but did 
have a district, not site specific orientation (the review also noted the lower cost as a reflection 
of project scale). The working group also felt the sponsor’s supporting policy match was not as 
strong as some of the other submitted applications (such as in residential densities or reduced 
parking standards), yet noted the City is competing in the Planning category for complimentary 
planning efforts, has made improvements through the recent and ongoing REAP 1 award, and 
has participated in the ULI advisory services panel to think through approaches for a nearby 
infill corridor. The working group felt these collective efforts demonstrated the requisite 
commitment within the leverage criteria. Staff recommends a full funding award for the project 
as part of the Capital category of Green Means Go.   
 

City of Folsom:  Hydraulic Analysis 
Proposed Project:  
The city of Folsom is requesting a hydraulic analysis and evaluation of the existing storm drain 
system in the Natoma Street/Persifer Street alley to identify necessary improvements to 
resolve potential sewer tie-in issues for a proposed 10-unit affordable housing project at 300 
Persifer Street. 
 
Category:   Planning 
Request:    $40,000 
Recommendation:   $40,000 
 
Summary of Application Review: 
The Green Means Go working group reviewed the submitted project in relation to the criteria 
and objectives of the Planning category. The working group found the project met both the 
category objectives and performance outcomes. Staff recommends a full funding award. 
 

City of Folsom:  Objective Design and Development 
Standards for Mixed-Use and Multi-Family Housing 
Proposed Project:  
As part of the City of Folsom’s efforts to encourage higher intensity multi-family and residential 
mixed-use development in key areas of the city, the City plans to develop form-based objective 
design standards that will streamline review and approval, provide clear design direction, and 
ensure compatible development in four Green Zone areas in Folsom (1. East Bidwell Corridor 
including the Central Business District area; 2. Creekside area; 3. College-Broadstone area; and 
4. the Glenn-Iron Point TOD/TPA areas). To this end, the City proposes to utilize a combination 
of increased height limits, increased density, new floor area ratio (FAR) standards, build-to 
lines, and parking reductions along with the new objective design standards to encourage new 
multi-family and residential mixed-use development in the East Bidwell Corridor and the city’s 
TOD areas.  
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Category:   Planning 
Request:    $243,000 
Recommendation:   $243,000 
 
Summary of Application Review: 
The Green Means Go working group reviewed the submitted project in relation to the criteria 
and objectives of the Planning category. The working group found the project met both the 
category objectives and performance outcomes. Staff recommends a full funding award. 
 

City of Isleton:  Residential Infill Development Facilitation 
Program 
Proposed Project: 
The project would involve a market feasibility assessment and creation of a policy and 
incentives program to reduce regulatory and cost constraints for developing additional housing 
within the City of Isleton Historic Downtown, which is also the City’s Green Zone. The project is 
timely as it would be conducted in concert with and supplement the Isleton Main Street 
Redesign and Revitalization Plan community-driven planning effort, funded by a $213,000 
Caltrans Sustainable Communities to develop 30% plans to improve the streetscape and active 
transportation facilities, support revitalization, and preserve the rich heritage of this historic 
community in the Sacramento-San Joaquin Delta. 
 
Proposed Project:  Planning 
Request:    $100,000 
Recommendation:   $100,000 
 
Summary of Application Review: 
The Green Means Go working group reviewed the submitted project in relation to the criteria 
and objectives of the Planning category. The working group found the project met both the 
category objectives and performance outcomes. Staff recommends a full funding award. 
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City of Lincoln:  Downton Lincoln Green Zone 
Proposed Project:  
The planning project for the Downtown Lincoln Green Zone involves the adoption of a Specific 
Plan and Urban Design Standards that will expedite the development of infill projects that have 
a minimum density of 30 units per acre. Additionally, the planning project will include 
evaluating the feasibility of adopting an Enhanced Infrastructure Financing District (EIFD) to 
provide funding; and address the Zone’s aging utility infrastructure while also providing an 
ongoing source of funding for affordable housing by committing 20% of the tax increment 
generated by the EIFD to assist infill affordable housing projects. 
 
Category:   Planning 
Request:    $400,000 
Recommendation:   $400,000 
 
Summary of Application Review: 
The Green Means Go working group reviewed the submitted project in relation to the criteria 
and objectives of the Planning category. The working group found the project met both the 
category objectives and performance outcomes. Staff recommends a full funding award. 
 
 

City of Marysville:  Marysville Infrastructure Capacity 
Proposed Project:  
Conducting infrastructure plans and studies for upgrading sewer, water, and dry utility systems 
in Green Zones that would support residential development that improves housing 
affordability. The purpose of the Project is to determine existing water and sewer capacity to 
support future infill housing development and identify any constraints to service, so that high 
density housing can be streamlined. 
 
Category:   Planning 
Request:    $293,000 
Recommendation:   $293,000 
 
Summary of Application Review: 
The Green Means Go working group reviewed the submitted project in relation to the criteria 
and objectives of the Planning category. The working group found the project met both the 
category objectives and performance outcomes. Staff recommends a full funding award. 
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City of Placerville:  Broadway Broadband 
Implementation  
Proposed Project:  
The project would construct high speed broadband internet infrastructure to Placerville’s 
Broadway Corridor Green Zone.  The corridor is a disadvantaged community with a 6.5 acre site 
for 78 dwelling units that could go up to 280 dwelling units. The total area could facilitate up to 
1,900 dwelling units if fully developed. The project would install 4.6 miles of publicly owned 
fiber optic infrastructure to every affordable housing address while installing it in an already 
active construction zone.  
 
Category:   Capital 
Request:  $3,552,000 
Recommendation:  No funding 
 
Summary of Application Review: 
The working group noted how the sponsor has focused its planning efforts on the Broadway 
corridor. For example, the sponsor has participated in Civic Lab and secured prior REAP funding. 
The project aims to revitalize a commercial corridor and bring more housing to an area with a 
concentration of services and jobs and nearby active transportation improvements. Further, the 
proposed scope elements would fit into the timeline of an existing complete streets capital 
project, thus eliminating the need to do two separate construction projects. 
 
Despite these strong points, the working group thought the project had less potential, 
compared to the pool of submitted proposals, to meet the program’s primary objective of 
accelerating infill housing. Broadband is a needed improvement for the corridor, and likely a 
selling point for future developers, but the group did not see the proposed scope elements as 
much of a limiting barrier to housing relative to some of the infrastructure challenges faced by 
other corridors in the category. And while the Broadway corridor may have affordable housing 
opportunities, there are no housing sites currently identified in zone from the housing element, 
with the corridor largely commercial in nature. The review group concluded there also likely 
was a gap in market conditions, so that the proposed Green Means Go scope elements may not 
tip the scale from a pro forma perspective in activating the housing market.  
 
The Broadway corridor has opportunities for affordable housing, but the market opportunities 
may be farther into the future compared to other corridors in the category. Staff does not 
recommend a funding award for the project in the oversubscribed category. 
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City of Rancho Cordova:  Mills Crossing Capital 
Development  
Proposed Project:  
The project would fund housing and corridor infrastructure for Mills Crossing infill and TOD 
project for 10-acre, $140 million mixed used community adjacent to light rail. The infrastructure 
improvements would include sewer, storm and water systems, electrical, and renewable 
energy. The city has an executed agreement with a development company for predevelopment 
activities with a deadline.   
 
Category:   Capital 
Request:    $5,000,000 
Recommendation:  $5,000,000 
 
Summary of Application Review: 
The working group felt the proposed project would be a catalyst for development along the 
larger Folsom Blvd corridor, which includes numerous vacant and underutilized parcels. The 
corridor has had a lot of planning and focus, but a difficult time attracting infill development. 
The review group felt this infrastructure investment would help tilt the corridor towards market 
readiness and serve as a market signal to help catalyze projects in other suburban commercial 
corridors.  
 
The application demonstrated multiple partnerships and leverage, including both from the 
city’s policy match around zoning and planning as well as partners for the social support aspects 
of the project. Finally, the project would bring housing adjacent to the light rail, and the larger 
work includes improvements to access the system. Staff recommends a full funding award for 
the project. 
 

City of Sacramento:  19th and Broadway Water Main 
Extension Project 
Proposed Project:  
The project would construct 500 linear feet of water main between 19th and 20th Streets north 
of Broadway.  This would serve two new five-story mixed use buildings with 140 dwelling units 
of affordable housing.    
 
Category:   Capital 
Request:  $968,000 
Recommendation:  N/A (application withdrawn) 
 
Summary of Application Review: 
The sponsor withdrew the project from consideration (has been funded elsewhere).  
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City of Sacramento: 27th and V Mixed Use and Mixed-
Income Affordable Housing 

Proposed Project:  
The project would replace a water line to support a mixed use/mixed income project at 2700 V 
Street.  The housing component would be 100 percent affordable with 108 dwelling units.   
 
Category:   Capital 
Request:  $271,000 
Recommendation:   No funding 
 
Summary of Application Review: 
The project has strong alignment within the general Green Means Go objective of accelerating 
infill that improves housing affordability. However, the Capital category’s focus (reflected both 
in program guidelines and application) is on corridor-unlocking investments, not specific 
projects. The working group felt the project was site specific in nature, thus not meeting the 
objectives of the Capital category. Staff does not recommend a funding award for the project in 
the Capital category. The working group recommends the project could consider the state’s 
Infill Infrastructure Grant Program as one option for funding. 

 

City of Sacramento: 805 R Street 
Proposed Project:  
The project would install connections to water, gas and electricity and underground for power 
and communication lines for the R Street Courtyard, a 242 dwelling unit mixed use, transit 
oriented affordable housing project. The housing project is located at 805 R Street, 1.2 acres of 
state-owned land. 
 
Category:   Capital 
Request:  $1.3 million 
Recommendation:   No funding 
 
Summary of Application Review: 
The project has strong alignment within the general Green Means Go objective of accelerating 
infill that improves housing affordability. However, the Capital category’s focus (reflected both 
in program guidelines and application) is on corridor-unlocking investments, not specific 
projects. The working group felt the project was site specific in nature, thus not meeting the 
objectives of the Capital category. Staff does not recommend a funding award for the project in 
the Capital category. The working group recommends the project could consider the state’s 
Infill Infrastructure Grant Program as one potential approach for funding. 
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City of Sacramento:  Basin 111 Drainage Study 
Proposed Project:  
The Green Zone is in the River District north of the Railyards and Downtown Sacramento and 
south of the American River. The Department of Utilities developed a dynamic computer model 
of the drainage facilities for Basin 111; however, it is outdated and does not meet current 
standards. This project will develop a new computer model based on new development 
information and current standards and includes an alternative analysis to meet the department 
levels of service so that developers do not have to do individual studies to support their 
projects. 
 
Category:   Planning 
Request:    $200,000 
Recommendation:   $200,000 
 
Summary of Application Review: 
The Green Means Go working group reviewed the submitted project in relation to the criteria 
and objectives of the Planning category. The working group found the project met both the 
category objectives and performance outcomes. Staff recommends a full funding award. 
 
 

City of Sacramento:  Basin 151, 153, 158 Storm Drain 
Master Plans 
Proposed Project:  
The City of Sacramento is developing dynamic storm drainage models of basins 151, 153, and 
158 which will identify locations in our drainage system that do not meet our levels of service 
as defined in the City's Design and Procedures Manual. This project will develop and evaluate 
improvement alternatives to meet levels of service in the northern part of the city of 
Sacramento. 
 
Category:   Planning 
Request:    $650,000 
Recommendation:   $650,000 
 
Summary of Application Review: 
The Green Means Go working group reviewed the submitted project in relation to the criteria 
and objectives of the Planning category. The working group found the project met both the 
category objectives and performance outcomes. Staff recommends a full funding award. 
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City of Sacramento:  Del Paso Blvd Area Sewer  
Proposed Project:  
The project would increase wastewater capacity to support residential growth in the Del Paso 
Boulevard area.  There would be pipe and maintenance hole rehabilitation.  
 
Category:   Capital 
Request:  $3,916,000 
Recommendation:   $3,916,000 
 
Summary of Application Review: 
The working group felt the project strongly met the criteria of the Green Means Go program, 
including accelerating infill housing along a low VMT Green Zone corridor. The reviewers felt 
the proposed Green Means Go infrastructure improvements would help catalyze housing 
development and shift the market in the Green Zone. Currently the area has many vacant 
parcels but has faced infrastructure and market barriers that have limited investment.  
 
The corridor is planned for a large number of new housing units in the Sustainable Communities 
Strategy, and the reviewers thought the infrastructure investment could be the nudge needed 
to implement the vision for the area. Further, the sponsor has completed supporting 
infrastructure studies and outlined the approaches to deliver within the grant timeframe.  
 
Currently the area has more single-family housing zoning compared to many other Green Zone 
corridors in its placetype, though the reviewers recognized the sponsor is looking at this issue 
through its General Plan update. Finally, the working group stressed that as the corridor saw 
more investment, the improvements could lead to risks of gentrification and displacement. 
Under the application’s inclusive communities criteria, the sponsor laid out the place-based 
community infrastructure already in place (including partnerships with the active Community 
Based Organization and the neighborhood development action team) that recognize the risk 
and work against displacement pressures. Staff recommends a full funding award for the 
project through the Capital category of Green Means Go.  
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City of Sacramento:  The Kind Project South Florin Road 
Corridor – Utility Tie-in Work 

Proposed Project:  
This project has a public/private/non-profit partnership and would provide 216 affordable units 
and on-site services.  The project site located at Woodbine Ave along Florin Road would provide 
utility tie-in and help spur reinvestment in the Florin Road corridor.  
 
Category:   Capital 
Request:  $181,000 
Recommendation:   No funding 
 
Summary of Application Review: 
The project has strong alignment within the general Green Means Go objective of accelerating 
infill that improves housing affordability. However, the Capital category’s focus (reflected both 
in program guidelines and application) is on corridor-unlocking investments, not specific 
projects. The working group felt the project was site specific in nature, thus not meeting the 
objectives of the Capital category. Staff does not recommend a funding award for the project in 
the Capital category. The working group recommends the project could consider the state’s 
Infill Infrastructure Grant Program as one potential approach for funding. 

 

 

City of Sacramento:  Lavender Heights Water 
Infrastructure Expansion 

Proposed Project:  
The project would extend water infrastructure from 21st to 23rd Street along K Street and 
extend to Jazz Alley.  The proposed extension of water infrastructure would also increase the 
water main size from a 6” pipe to a 12” pipe thereby increasing capacity sufficient to serve 
thousands of multi-family residential units and improve fire safety in the Central City Corridors 
Green Zone. The Central City Plan’s goal is to add 23,000 new dwelling units by 2035 and with 
densities above 30 dwelling units/acre. There are approximately 900 planned dwelling units 
within the immediate project area.   
 
Category:   Capital 
Request:   $1,083,000 
Recommendation:   $1,083,000 
 
Summary of Application Review: 
The Green Means Go working group found the proposed project a highly cost-effective 
approach to unlock a large number of housing units in a low VMT area. The Green Zone has a 
strong mix of uses and travel mode options; more housing in this area will help reduce VMT.  
Further, the housing units will all likely all be above the 30 dwelling units per acre laid out in the 
overarching REAP 2.0 program guidance. Finally, the reviewer group felt the application laid out 
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a clear case around the barriers to development and thus the corridor/area-wide benefit of the 
project. 
 
In short, the review found the Green Means Go benefits high relative to the costs requested on 
the program. Some reviewers did feel like the growth assumptions presented in the application 
may be a bit aspirational, but that there was clear alignment between the infrastructure need 
and market demand. Staff recommends a full funding award for the project through the Capital 
category of Green Means Go. 

 

City of Sacramento:  Meadowview Station Transit 
Oriented Development 
Proposed Project:  
This project will facilitate a community-driven Master Plan for joint development of the 
Meadowview Station Transit Oriented Neighborhood, which will include affordable housing, 
community services, parks, and transit uses. The team will then identify the utility needs and 
community benefits to support the future neighborhood, compile an infrastructure finance plan 
and economic analysis to ensure the Master Plan is market feasible. 
 
Category:   Planning 
Request:    $300,000 
Recommendation:   $300,000 
 
Summary of Application Review: 
The Green Means Go working group reviewed the submitted project in relation to the criteria 
and objectives of the Planning category. The working group found the project met both the 
category objectives and performance outcomes. Staff recommends a full funding award. 
 

City of Sacramento:  River District Sump 111 
Proposed Project:  
The project would increase pumping capacity in the River District and install a trash capture 
device that is required to allow higher density projects without individual site drainage 
management. The majority of the 2,000 residential units planned for the area will be for lower-
income households. The State is building offices for up to 5,000 employees across the street 
from the pump station.  
 
Category:   Capital 
Request:  $7,000,000 
Recommendation:   $7,000,000 
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Summary of Application Review: 
The working group felt the project had some of the strongest alignment of any submitted 
proposal within the program objectives of accelerating infill housing that will help address 
affordability while also reducing vehicle miles travelled. The review felt that of all the proposals, 
this investment would probably help unlock the largest number of units; most of these units 
would be available for lower income households. Further, the investment would be for a full 
corridor/district, not tied to an individual development project.  
 
The working group noted the lack of financial match or partnerships in the project application, 
and the larger funding ask, but saw ample evidence of a strong policy match to accompany and 
compliment the infrastructure investment. Staff recommends a full funding award for the 
project.  
 

 

City of Sacramento:  Stone Beetland Drainage – 
Affordable Housing Acceleration Project 

Proposed Project:  
The project would reconstruct and relocate a trunk storm drainage pipeline from 27 to 42 
inches serving the Detroit Neighborhood, off of Meadowview Road. The pipeline would also 
convene stormwater flows from the proposed 232-unit transit village affordable housing within 
Stone Beetland project area and provide water quality treatment for the runoff from the 
Detroit neighborhood and plan area, as well as the adjacent Morrison Creek Light Rail. Stone 
Beetland is a future development located near the Morrison Creek LRT station.   
 
Category:   Capital 
Request:  $3,127,000 
Recommendation:   No funding 
 
Summary of Application Review: 
The working group discussed the project’s performance benefits in relation to the criteria of the 
Green Means Go program. Overall, the project has over 1,000 housing units planned, and looks 
to activate a vacant area near a light rail station. The benefitting project has clear infrastructure 
needs, and the infrastructure would also serve the existing Detroit neighborhood. Further, 
being pursued as a single entitlement, the project could likely move quicker through the 
development process (however, lends itself slightly less to the corridor framing of the Capital 
category). 
 
Despite these strengths, the Green Means Go review group had several comments in relation to 
the program objectives. First, the project falls within a Green Zone, but the overall zone is 
largely jurisdiction wide, including new growth areas outside of the existing built environment. 
Overall the working group felt the proposed project fit less with the infill criteria laid out by the 
overarching state REAP 2.0 program and in relation to its placetype. Further, the application 
discussed housing affordability in relation to the area closest to the light rail, but the review felt 
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the proposal did not make as strong a case about how the full project would contribute to 
housing affordability, or how the larger area would help reduce VMT. Staff does not 
recommend a funding award for the project in the oversubscribed Capital category. 

 

City of West Sacramento:  Sacramento Avenue Corridor 
Infill & Infrastructure Capacity, Needs, and Financing 
Plan 
Proposed Project:  
The Infill and Infrastructure Capacity, Needs, and Financing Plan will support and encourage 
more infill housing production and improve housing affordability in the Sacramento Avenue 
Corridor. It will do this by identifying zoning and development code changes and non-
transportation utility improvement needs. The Plan will include public engagement, field 
investigations and survey work, utility conditions and capacity assessments, capital 
improvement cost estimates, and an implementation, funding, and financing strategy. Based on 
funding received, the Plan will evaluate sewer, water, storm drain, electrical, gas, and/or 
telecommunications utilities in the Green Zone adjacent to and beyond Sacramento Avenue. 
 
Category:   Planning 
Request:    $650,000 
Recommendation:   $650,000 
 
Summary of Application Review: 
The Green Means Go working group reviewed the submitted project in relation to the criteria 
and objectives of the Planning category. The working group found the project met both the 
category objectives and performance outcomes. Staff recommends a full funding award. 
 

City of West Sacramento:  Washington District 
Underground Utility Infrastructure Infill and Upgrade 
Project  
Proposed Project:  
The project would complete the Underground Utility Infrastructure Project, by constructing 
infill and upgraded sewer, water, storm drainage, and associated appurtenances/infrastructure. 
It also includes 3,000 feet of fiber optics lines along Third Street which eventually will be used 
for the new I Street Bridge between C Street in West Sacramento and the Railyards in 
Sacramento.   
 
Category:   Capital 
Request:  $4,000,000 
Recommendations:   $4,000,000 
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Summary of Application Review: 
The working group felt the Green Zone corridor had strong potential for further infill growth, 
and that the proposed infrastructure investment would make a difference in overcoming the 
remaining market challenges for the corridor to activate the large amount of multi-family 
housing planned for the corridor. The sponsor thoroughly covered outreach conducted in the 
corridor, including the Washington Realized engagement activities. The proposed investment is 
well matched with other funding and with strong local policy contributions. In particular, the 
working group noted the strong alignment with the housing policy toolkit indicators asked in 
the application. Staff recommends full funding for the project, to complete the infrastructure 
improvements started as part of the 2017-2019 upgrades. 
 

 

City of Yuba City:  Harter Parkway Corridor Improvement 
Project 

Proposed Project:  
The project would construct sewer line along the Harter Parkway Corridor between Highway 20 
and Butte House Road. This is the first step in removing a barrier to infill development along the 
one-mile corridor. The city plans for 650 dwelling units of low-income housing in the Promotion 
Green Zone, which includes the Harter Parkway corridor.  
 
Category:   Capital 
Request:   $1,351,000 
Recommendation:   $1,351,000 
 
Summary of Application Review: 
The working group felt this infrastructure investment could be key in unlocking development in 
that Harter Parkway corridor. The area is a low vehicle mile travelled area, especially for its 
rural/small town placetype. The project proposal is well leveraged and draws from multiple 
planning and outreach efforts (including general and specific plans, and Green Zones shaped by 
public input). The application made a strong case, relative to other proposals, about 
revitalization and place-based community vitality in the Yuba/Sutter area. The broader effort 
also adds park space, adding a much-valued community amenity. Finally, the sponsor has 
shown clear momentum around the local policy environment for infill housing. The City is 
working with an outside consultant to simplify its development review, is looking to update the 
zoning code to provide more flexibility for residential development in commercial zones, and is 
actively engaging around infill development (such as the ULI technical advisory panel or the 
Blue Zones partnership). Staff recommends full funding for the project through the Capital 
category.  
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City of Yuba City:  North Plumas Corridor Infill and 
Housing Jumpstart 
Proposed Project:  
The project proposes to abandon public sewer and stormwater facilities on an undeveloped 
parcel and relocate them to adjacent streets. This removes a key barrier to infill, which would 
serve as catalyst for the North Plumas corridor and Redevelopment Green Zone.  The vision for 
the Green Zone is at least 370 lower-income multifamily residential units near the city’s 
downtown.  
 
Category:   Capital 
Request:  $1,708,000 
Recommendation:   No funding 
 
Summary of Application Review: 
The proposed project has many strengths that align with the objectives of the Green Means Go 
program. The project looks to build off the momentum on the south side of Plumas St by 
bringing infill development north. The reviewers thought the area was primed for infill housing 
growth, seeing a market readiness case for new development. As for the other project 
submitted by the sponsor, the application showed clear evidence of partnerships, leverage and 
local commitment.  
 
But the review also raised questions about if the infrastructure investment would lead to new 
housing. First, the review committee found the proposal more site specific in relation to other 
proposals. Further, it was not clear if the project ultimately would be able to develop into 
housing (per the Green Means Go guidelines, each project much have a deliverable housing 
component) given the ownership of the parcel. As such, the reviewers didn’t feel enough 
certainty that the investment would unlock housing. Staff does not recommend a funding 
award through the Capital category of Green Means Go.   

Placer County:  Auburn Bowman Community Plan Update 
Proposed Project:  
Placer County’s Community Development Resource Agency is working to update the Auburn 
Bowman Community Plan and prepare a Bowman Area Master Plan. As part of that work effort 
an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) is also proposed to be developed. The EIR will cover the 
update to the Auburn/Bowman Community Plan and candidate rezone housing sites from the 
County’s 2021–2029 Housing Element. The Community Development Resource agency is 
pursuing this project to build upon the revitalization and reinvestment that has taken place 
around the Placer County Government Center and through a history of investment dating back 
to 1997, and to pursue the Board of Supervisors goal to build a greater diversity of housing for 
Placer County residents. The Plan will serve to implement the community’s vision and realize 
new investment and reinvestment into the community. 
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Category:   Planning 
Request:    $499,000 
Recommendation:   $499,000 
 
Summary of Application Review: 
The Green Means Go working group reviewed the submitted project in relation to the criteria 
and objectives of the Planning category. The working group found the project met both the 
category objectives and performance outcomes. Staff recommends a full funding award. 

Placer County:  Highway 49 Wastewater Capacity 
Improvement Project 
Proposed Project:  
This project would increase wastewater collection system for services the Auburn/Bowman 
infill area.  The area contains 1,758 acres of land surrounding Highways 49 and 80 and has over 
1,000 planning affordable housing units. This project would implement the Auburn Bowman 
Community Plan that supports diverse housing types and multi-modal transportation and 
would remove a financial burden for development.  
 
Category:   Capital 
Request:    $5,000,000 
Recommendation:   $3,760,000 
 
Summary of Application Review: 
The Green Means Go working group found the project clearly met the objectives of a corridor-
wide transformative investment. The added infrastructure would benefit thousands of ultimate 
housing units, including 1,000 planned affordable units. The sponsor has provided a policy 
match to go with the types of development planned for the area and would leverage the Green 
Means Go funds with substantial other funding.  
 
The review group discussed how the new housing would affect VMT. The reviewers recognized 
the project’s local context, but did not reach consensus on the outcome. Some thought the new 
housing would help lower VMT relative to the project’s place type, while others felt the VMT 
reduction benefits were lesser compared to other submitted projects. And for the local policy 
match, some reviewers felt the proposed densities fell short compared to other projects, while 
others thought the corridor-wide approach allowed for a variety of housing types and densities.    
 
In short, the working group review felt the project infrastructure would be a housing activator 
(including for some of the largest number of affordable units seen in the program), yet had a 
mixed assessment on several of the other supporting program objectives. Staff recommends a 
partial award of $3.76 million, which fully expends the funding available to the category and 
program. Should there be any residual funds in the 2022/23 Green Means Go program 
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category, the staff recommendation is to use those residual funds towards this project’s $1.24 
million Capital category funding gap, prior to any other program use. 

Sacramento County:  North Watt Avenue Corridor Plan 
SPA Update 
Proposed Project:  
Sacramento County is requesting grant funds to review and revise the North Watt Avenue 
Corridor Plan SPA with the goal of transforming the corridor into a vital core for the 
surrounding neighborhoods and region. 
 
Category:   Planning 
Request:    $650,000 
Recommendation:   $650,000 
 

Summary of Application Review: 
The Green Means Go working group reviewed the submitted project in relation to the criteria 
and objectives of the Planning category. The working group found the project met both the 
category objectives and performance outcomes. Staff recommends a full funding award. 
 

 
 



 
 

 

 
 

Green Means Go 
2022 Funding 
Program 
REVISED GUIDELINES, DECEMBER 2022 VERSION 

• AUGUST CHANGES: UNDERLYING REAP 2 FUNDS NOW ALL 
STATE REVENUES (I.E., NO MORE FEDERAL FUNDS IN 
GREEN MEANS GO) 

• JULY CHANGES: EARLY ACTIVATION CALENDAR 

O APPLICATION DEADLINE EXTENDED TO SEPT 15, 2022 

O DEADLINE TO EXPEND FUNDING EXTENDED TO OCT 2024 
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Guidelines Summary 
This document contains the guidelines for the 2022 Green Means Go funding program of the 

Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG). 

The Green Means Go funding program is SACOG’s newest funding program. The program will award 

roughly $34 million in one-time funding through planning and capital infrastructure investments for 

non-transportation projects in locally-adopted Green Zones that improve housing affordability. The 

primary fund source for Green Means Go is the state-wide REAP 2.0 program.  

The broader Green Means Go effort, informed by the past two years of stakeholder engagement and 

board direction, provides the policy foundation for this funding program. SACOG conducted program-

specific outreach to develop the objectives, guidelines, eligiblity and criteria contained here. These final 

guidelines incoporated substantial feedback generated from multiple months of program outreach 

including into the application phase. 

Program Objectives 
The 2022 Green Means Go program has five objectives: 

• Accelerate infill residential development that improves housing affordability  

• Reduce vehicle miles traveled 

• Foster inclusive communities and affirmatively further fair housing 

• Deliver cost effective projects 

• Leverage partnerships and policy match 

Program Categories 
The 2022 Green Means Go funding program has three categories: 

 

These program guidelines explain each of the three categories, as well as provide more information on 

schedule, eligibility and evaluation criteria. 

Contact 
Please direct any questions regarding the 2022 Green Means Go funding program or the application 

process to: 

Garett Ballard-Rosa, Senior Planner  

E-mail: gballard-rosa@sacog.org 

Phone: 916-319-5183 

mailto:gballard-rosa@sacog.org
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Schedule 
Please note all dates are subject to change. SACOG has not yet received approval from the state agency 

partners overseeing the REAP 2.0 funds, which could impact the Green Means Go program schedule. To 

view the most recent information please go to: https://www.sacog.org/reap-2-green-means-go 

Ongoing:  

Pre application consultation- SACOG strongly encourages sponsors to meet with Green Means 

Go program staff to discuss potential applications. See the pre-application consultation section later in 

this document for more detail. Consultations are available up to the application deadline.  

Green Zone revisions- Through the 2022 Green Means Go funding program, project sponsors 

can update their local Green Zones. See the Green Zone revision section later in this document for more 

detail.  

Guidelines (all categories) 

April 28, 2022 Draft program guidelines released  

May 20, 2022 Deadline for comments on draft guidelines 

June 16, 2022 SACOG board acts on final program guidelines  

Category A: Early Activation projects 

July 11, 2022 Call for projects in Early Activation category 

September 15, 2022 Early Activation project applications due by 4:00 p.m. 

Nov 1, 2022 Staff releases recommendation for Early Activation category 

Nov 10, 2022 SACOG board acts on funding awards in Early Activation category 

Categories B and C:  Planning and Capital projects 

August 16, 2022 Call for projects in Planning and Capital categories 

October 27, 2022 Project applications due by 4:00 p.m. 

February 23, 2023 Staff releases funding recommendation for Planning and Capital categories 

March 16, 2023 SACOG board acts on funding awards in Planning and Capital categories  

  

https://www.sacog.org/reap-2-green-means-go
https://sacog.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=9fbf73e744c84aecbf7313fc74a04334&extent=-13593289.1417%2C4642921.5156%2C-13475423.244%2C4733575.8312%2C102100
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Schedule Graphic 
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Available funding 
The 2022 Green Means Go program will competitively award $34,300,000 to projects that meaningfully 

contribute to the performance outcomes, overall policy, and evaluation criteria identified in the REAP 

2.0 program guidelines.  

There are two revenue streams supporting the $34.3 million Green Means Go program: state revenues 

from the Regional Early Action Planning Grants (REAP 2.0) program and a grant to SACOG from the 

Strategic Growth Council (SGC). Originally, the REAP 2 program included substantial federal funds. 

Working with its regional partners, the state has updated the funding source of REAP 2 to be solely from 

state general funds (i.e., no longer any federal funds). As such, all the revenues supporting Green Means 

Go grants now derive from state funds.  

GREEN MEANS GO CATEGORIES 

 

The final total within the Planning and Capital categories will be based on submitted applications’ 

alignment with program objectives (i.e., the Planning category will award at least $5 million and the 

Capital category will award at least $21.3 million).   

The eligibility section that follows gives more detail on the types of uses funded by each category.  

https://hcd.ca.gov/grants-funding/active-funding/reap2.shtml
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General Eligibility (Categories A, B, and C) 
- The 2022 Green Means Go funding program will award projects located within the six-county 

SACOG region of El Dorado, Placer, Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo, and Yuba Counties. 

- Awarded projects must be in an adopted Green Zone within this six-county region. In other 

words, projects that fall outside of an adopted Green Zone will not be eligible in this program or 

any of its categories (a sponsor can update its Green Zone through the pre-application period, as 

described in the Green Zone section below).  

- Eligible project sponsors (i.e., lead applicants) will be the 22 cities and 6 counties within the 

SACOG region (El Dorado, Placer, Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo and Yuba counties). Partnerships 

between lead agencies and other public agencies or community groups are encouraged. The 

program application will provide space to identify, when applicable, if the lead applicant (city or 

county) differs from the implementing agency (city/county, special district, community group, 

etc.).  

- Applications must include a letter of support from a Community Based Organization located 

within (or working within) the Green Zone.  

- Each proposed use must be supportive of increasing residential infill development within Green 

Zones that improves housing affordability. Mixed-use developments/corridors meet this 

requirement, as long as the applicant can make the case that housing is a predominant use. The 

minimum threshold for predominate use is 51% of the corridor/project area devoted to housing. 

Note that this is a minimum eligibility threshold, and that applications will be evaluated on their 

ability to achieve further housing, in particular, housing that is affordable to low and moderate 

income cohorts.  

- Each proposed use must be consistent with the objectives of REAP 2.0, including affirmatively 

furthering fair housing. Further, each use must align with the SACOG board’s commitment to 

economic and racial equity and inclusion.  

- The program will fund non-transportation infrastructure and planning that accelerates infill 

housing and supports housing affordability. In other words, transportation projects are not 

eligible in the 2022 Green Means Go programs; instead, transportation projects in Sacramento, 

Sutter, Yolo and Yuba counties seeking regionally-administered transportation funds are 

encouraged to apply in SACOG’s Regional Transportation funding round (El Dorado and Placer 

counties have their own transportation funding programs). 

- Projects receiving Green Means Go funding must commit to reporting requirements for three 

years after the grant award. The reporting will ask for evidence that the changes referenced in 

the application have materialized.   

- Projects that receive an award through Green Means Go must submit a signed one-page letter 

following the award. The letter serves as a commitment to follow the state reporting 

requirements, as well as the ability to manage the received funds within the established 

timeline. SACOG will provide the letter template (i.e., all that is needed is the signature).  

https://sacog.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=9fbf73e744c84aecbf7313fc74a04334&extent=-13593289.1417%2C4642921.5156%2C-13475423.244%2C4733575.8312%2C102100
https://www.sacog.org/transportation-funding-programs
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Category A:  Early Activation - Additional  Eligibility and Uses 
The $3 million Early Activation category is designed to be the most flexible of the three Green Means Go 

categories. This category will fund either planning or implementation activities that accelerate infill 

residential development in the near-term that improves housing affordability, including site-specific 

activities (i.e., the funds can be used to support the development of specific housing projects). Eligible 

uses in this category will be the same non-transportation planning and infrastructure investments 

supported through Green Means Go (i.e., the distinction is that this category is project specific, while 

the other categories are corridor-wide). In addition to the general eligibility requirements described 

above for all categories, the Early Activation category includes the following additional eligibility screen: 

- Projects funded in the Early Activation category must fully spend the grant award by October 

2024. As awards will be made in November 2022, this represents a quicker timeframe for 

spending the grant funds. 

Category B: Planning - Additional Eligibility and Uses 
The guidelines for the statewide REAP 2.0 funding establish eligible planning uses in the Green Means 

Go program: 

1. Rezoning and updating planning documents and zoning ordinances, including community and 

specific plans, that lead to more infill housing that improves housing affordability. Note that per 

REAP 2.0, all uses that include the creation of planning documents must be accompanied by a 

commitment to adopt and implement. Further, the effort must target a Green Zone (see final 

bullet of this section for more detail on the link between planning and Green Zones) 

2. Eliminating the need for project-specific review for infill development that improves housing 

affordability through program level environmental clearance 

3. Conducting infrastructure plans and studies, such as for upgrading sewer, water, and dry utility 

systems in Green Zones that would support residential development that improves housing 

affordability 

4. Revamping local planning processes through other efforts that accelerate infill development 

that facilitates housing affordability, supply, and choice. 

Other eligibility criteria 
The Planning category includes the following additional eligibility criteria: 

- The maximum funding request in this category is $650,000 per project (though sponsors can 

apply for multiple projects) 

- As for all projects in any category, the project must be within a locally adopted Green Zone. In 

other words, the rezoning/planning document, environmental clearance, infrastructure planning 

or other planning use must be within a Green Zone. If a sponsor feels it has a more widespread 

planning activity that fits the objectives of Green Means Go, the sponsor must reach out to the 

Green Means Go program manager prior to the application submittal for a pre-application 

review to determine eligibility. In rare cases the use can be eligible if the sponsor can 
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demonstrate the primary benefit is to the locally-adopted Green Zone and meets the objectives 

of the Green Means Go program. 

- Sponsors must encumber the award by June 2024 and spend by June 2026 (though earlier use of 

the funds is preferred). 

Category C:  Capital - Additional Eligibility and Uses 
The largest category of the Green Means Go funding program will fund non-transportation 

infrastructure that accelerates infill residential development that improves housing affordability. Non-

transportation infrastructure can consist of: 

- Water 

- Sewer 

- Stormwater 

- Electricity 

- Broadband 

The capital category aims to fund corridor-level infrastructure investments that help unlock an area for 

increasing residential development. In other words, the category does not aim to award site-specific 

activities unless the site is at a transformative scale (in recognition of the local context) to change the 

development trajectory for the broader corridor and meet the objectives of Green Means Go. 

Sponsors can use the award to fully complete the project. For example, a sewer project that opens up a 

roadway to upgrade the underground sewer line can repave the roadway facility once the sewer is 

upgraded. But no costs for added transportation features beyond existing conditions can be included as 

part of the 2022 Green Means Go funding program project scope/cost (though these costs can be 

covered through other funding sources). As part of the leverage and cost effectiveness criteria (covered 

below in the evaluation criteria section), sponsors are encouraged to discuss if the Green Means Go 

project will be paired with a transportation or other corridor investment. This can be one way a sponsor 

demonstrates leverage.        

Finally, sponsors must encumber the award by June 2024 and spend by June 2026.  
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Project Evaluation Criteria 
The 2022 Green Means Go program will evaluate projects on five criteria. Three of the criteria 

(accelerate infill housing that improves housing affordability, reduce vehicle miles traveled, and foster 

inclusive communities) relate to project benefits/performance outcomes, while the other two gauge the 

project’s feasibility and ability to impact other complementary efforts in the Green Zone. These program 

guidelines give a summary overview of the five criteria. The categories’ individual applications will give 

more detail on each objective, including the quantitative data and qualitative narrative factors used in 

the applications to assess each of the criteria. Across each criteria, the evaluation guidance will 

recognize the differences between rural, suburban and urban environments and stress context-sensitive 

solutions. The quantitative metrics will use a placetype average so that projects are compared to those 

in similar community types. 

Evaluation Criteria  
Project benefit 

- Accelerate infill residential development that improves housing affordability 

- Reduce vehicle miles traveled 

- Foster inclusive communities and affirmatively further fair housing 

Other factors 

- Deliver cost effective projects 

- Leverage partnerships and policy match 

The Early Activation and Capital categories use each of these five criteria. The Planning category only 

uses the three performance outcome criteria (as part of a proposed planning application may be to 

determine project deliverability, cost, or partnerships).  

 

WEIGHTS OF EVALUATION CRITERIA BY PROGRAM CATEGORY 

Evaluation Criteria 
Category A:  

Early Activation 
Category B:  

Planning 
Category C:  

Capital 

Accelerate Infill that 
Improves Affordability 

30 30 30 

Reduce VMT 20 20 20 

Inclusive Communities 20 20 20 

Deliverability/Cost 
Effectiveness 

10 - 10 

Leverage 20 - 20 
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Description of the 5 evaluation criteria 
Accelerate Infill Residential Development that Improves Housing Affordability  
The overarching objective of Green Means Go funding is to accelerate infill housing in Green Zones that 

improves housing affordability, particularly for lower and moderate income cohorts. Sponsors will be 

asked to demonstrate how the proposed activity increases housing supply, choice and affordability. By 

improving housing affordability for impacted households, the program will support economic equity as 

well as recovery from the negative economic impacts of the COVID-19 pandemic, which has exacerbated 

housing unaffordability in the region.  

Together, the projects funded through Green Means Go must make the connection of how the planning 

or infrastructure investment unlocks a Green Zone with strong planned or actual housing affordability 

components that serve low and moderate-income households. Guidance from the state partners 

supporting REAP 2.0 define low and moderate income as incomes at or below the threshold designated 

by Department of Housing and Community Development’s State Income Limits (by county). The 

application should reference how the planned densities on the corridor support housing at a variety of 

income levels. 

In addition to the statewide guidance, the SACOG board added an explicit reference in Green Means Go 

to economic equity. The program supports economic equity through efforts to improve housing 

affordability, which can be met by multiple strategies (such as increased supply, densities, design 

approaches, subsidized housing, etc.). However, project applications should not rely on an increase in 

supply as the sole means of meeting the housing affordability objective.  

While there will be differences between the three program categories, sponsors will need to show the 

planned densities on the corridor, the sites made available for low and moderate income cohorts, and 

the unit capacity based on the volume of infrastructure added as evaluation criteria for meeting this 

objective. Sponsors will also be asked to describe readiness from a market and planning perspective. As 

for the other evaluation criteria, projects will be evaluated compared to those in similar placetypes. 

Further, projects in categories B & C (Planning and Capital) will be evaluated on how transformative the 

investment will be in leading to changes in land use patterns and behavior that accelerate infill housing. 

In other words, those projects will be evaluated on their impact to a broader corridor, not solely an 

individual site. 

Reduce Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) 
Proposed activities will need to demonstrate how the housing-supportive investment helps complement 

VMT-reducing elements in the broader corridor. For example, does the accelerated infill housing help 

support a better jobs/housing balance or fit? Does it serve an area with a diversity of land uses, 

pedestrian and bicycle infrastructure, or transit service?  Is the housing situated in an area with high 

accessibility to neighborhood services that can be met through short vehicle trips or active modes? As 

for the other evaluation criteria, projects will be evaluated compared to those in similar placetypes. 

https://www.hcd.ca.gov/docs/grants-and-funding/inc2k22.pdf
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Foster Inclusive Communities and Affirmatively Further Fair Housing 
In this objective, applications will be evaluated on their potential to meet meaningful, inclusive, and 

equitable housing outcomes within the Green Zone. 

There are two key components in this criterion: 

• Affirmatively furthering fair housing (AFFH) 

• Considering economic and racial equity and inclusion 

The state framework for the broader REAP 2.0 program defines AFFH as meaningful actions to address 

significant disparities in housing needs and in access to opportunity, replacing segregated living patterns 

and transforming racially and ethnically concentrated areas of poverty into areas of opportunity. 

Projects in high-resource areas need to include affordability components that open the area’s 

opportunity to a broader set of participants. Projects in disadvantaged communities need to include 

community revitalization, anti-displacement, or other place-based strategies.  

Projects within the Green Means Go program will also be evaluated on their ability to advance racial 

equity and inclusion. While connected to AFFH, the SACOG board added this explicit reference to racial 

equity and inclusion.  

To demonstrate alignment to AFFH and racial equity and inclusion, first, applications will be asked to 

describe their community engagement to date, including the number of people reached and efforts to 

connect with underserved community groups. Further, the sponsor will describe how community input 

has shaped the vision and direction for the corridor (recognizing that the infrastructure investment may 

be just one part in activating this vision). As part of this response, sponsors can reference a completed 

planning process for the corridor, but should not rely on a planning document/process that is older than 

five years. 

Note that projects in Category B (Planning) can use a Green Means Go award for community 

engagement (a preferred use), so projects in this category will instead be asked to show what 

engagement will be conducted in the project timeline, and how that engagement will target 

underserved groups. 

Next, the application also needs to demonstrate companion strategies, tailored to the local context, that 

aim at preserving or enhancing community vitality. Possible strategies could include affordable housing 

supportive ordinances, incentives for affordable developers, planned affordable unit production, 

preservation of existing affordable housing, anti-displacement or inclusion programming, rental 

assistance approaches, or other efforts in the broader Green Zone corridor that mitigate displacement 

pressures or open a high resourced area to more affordable unit production. Green Means Go doesn’t 

prescribe which of these strategies should be used except that if a project is in an environmental justice 

community, the application must describe what mitigation and anti-displacement approaches will be 

included as part of the ultimate project. SACOG is compiling a layer for the application that will provide 

the definition used in this program for environmental justice.   
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Deliver Cost Effective Projects 
Longstanding SACOG board direction places an emphasis on making the most cost-effective funding 

decisions, which is achieved by selecting implementable projects that maximize performance outcomes 

and minimize project costs. The program recognizes the high upfront costs for housing-supportive 

infrastructure. Applicants can use a life-cycle approach to pair upfront costs with future benefits.  

Evaluation criteria for project delivery will look for evidence that the project phase can be implemented 

within the program timeframe.   

Leverage Partnerships and Policy Match 
Green Means Go aims to catalyze infill development within the SACOG region. Yet the $34.3 million the 

program will award is only a small portion of the amount needed to implement the region’s Sustainable 

Communities Strategy. In the 5th program criteria, project applications within Green Means Go will be 

evaluated on leverage: what other resources (besides the Green Means Go award) the sponsor or its 

partner(s) are bringing to the corridor to make the investment more transformative. The program will 

evaluate leverage through three aspects:  

1. Local policy commitments  

Sponsors will be asked to describe how the local policy environment facilitates or supports increased 

residential densities within the Green Zone. Sponsors should point to 

policies/planning/zoning/processes in place in support of infill residential development, or to work that 

will be done in removing barriers to new housing in infill communities. As a resource, SACOG’s Housing 

Policy Toolkit gives a menu of many policy options and best practices in support of infill housing. 

Sponsors can also speak to complementary efforts at the local level, such as prohibiting heavy duty 

vehicular traffic in environmental justice communities as an example. 

2. Other funding (local agency match) 

There is no minimum match requirement for Green Means Go. But one way to demonstrate leverage is 

through a local agency investment, either on the project itself (e.g., the cost for the improvement is split 

between the Green Means Go award and local or other revenues) or another local investment in the 

Green Zone (including transportation, housing, or other infill-supporting projects). As described above in 

the eligibility section, the sponsor could pair a transportation investment with a Green Means Go non-

transportation capital improvement as a form of match (though the Green Means Go award could not 

be used to pay for any part of the transportation improvement). 

The local match could come from a variety of sources (does not necessarily have to be locally-controlled 

revenues) but should be from the lead or implementing agency (i.e., other federal/state/regional grants 

could be used as match, as long as the grants are to the lead or implementing agency. Financial 

commitments from other agencies can be accounted for in the Partnerships aspect below).   

3. Partnerships (partner match) 

https://www.sacog.org/sites/main/files/file-attachments/housing_policy_toolkit_appendix_included_2018-12-3.pdf?1593101473
https://www.sacog.org/sites/main/files/file-attachments/housing_policy_toolkit_appendix_included_2018-12-3.pdf?1593101473
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Green Means Go seeks evidence of supporting partnerships within the Green Zone corridor. Sponsors 

should reference any other activities, projects, or programs by partner groups in supporting the Green 

Zone investment. The below are just a few possible examples of partner match (i.e., the list is meant to 

give some ideas, not be exhaustive)- 

• The transit district is improving service within the corridor 

• The utility district has adjusted rates or put in charging infrastructure in the Green Zone 

• An air district funds a shared electric vehicles program in the zone or partners on an urban 

greening/carbon capture project 

• A financial commitment to the project (from a developer, community partner, etc). 

• A recently completed community visioning or other neighborhood effort 

Leverage Criteria Summary 

The leverage criteria is designed to be flexible, in order to provide multiple ways for the sponsor to 

describe partnerships and momentum, and recognize that not all communities have the ability to put 

forward a financial match. At a minimum, the applicant needs to show how the local policy environment 

is supportive of residential infill development, either through existing conditions or a commitment to 

new housing-supportive policy actions. This commitment to residential infill development is essential 

since the state and federal funding sources require a nexus to infill housing. 

The applicant can also discuss the other aspects of leverage (funding and partnerships). The application 

does not need to respond to each, though it should demonstrate a sufficient case in meeting the 

program objective of leverage. The guidelines deliberately built flexibility in this objective to recognize 

the differences in communities across the region.  
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Project Review and Tiering 
Each category’s specific application will describe the evaluation criteria in more detail, as each category 

will have slightly different areas of emphasis within the five program objectives. Overall, both 

quantitative data and qualitative narrative factors are part of the evaluation in each category. SACOG 

aims to limit the data needs on the sponsor by building a new Green Means Go data tool and directing 

sponsors to readily-available sources (such as the Project Performance Assessment tool, existing HCD 

opportunity maps, housing element site inventories, or other locally available data/information). 

SACOG will convene a technical working group to evaluate the data and narrative components of the 

five criteria.  

A policy working group will complete the final evaluation by taking input from the technical project 

delivery working group and the performance outcomes-based working group. The policy working group 

integrates the projects into three tiers (high/medium/low) to develop the staff recommendation, using 

the evaluation input as well as a qualitative assessment that the REAP 2.0 objectives, as defined in the 

statewide guidelines (blend of planning and implementation, transformative approaches, recognition of 

difference between community types), are met by the final funding recommendations.  
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Green Zone Revisions and Pre-application Consultation 
Pre-application Consultation 
SACOG strongly encourages sponsors to meet with Green Means Go program staff to discuss potential 

applications and/or concepts (this is not required as part of the application process but is strongly 

encouraged). We find these conversations have most value before the sponsor has begun its application 

and is still considering concepts. The consultation can take place any time up to the deadline for project 

applications, though the earlier, the better (i.e., preferred spring 2022, but up to close of the application 

period). A sponsor does not need to have a tangible idea in order to take advantage of the consult (i.e., 

can use the session to talk through how to form a project). 

If there is value, the sponsor can request multiple consultation meetings (such as a preliminary meeting 

to go over top-level concepts, a follow up meeting with more refined proposals, etc.). SACOG staff will 

make every effort to accommodate the need for multiple pre-application consultations from a single 

sponsor. 

Finally, we have found the pre-application consultations are most productive when paired with an initial 

scan of project performance criteria. If requested, SACOG will provide any relevant information from 

SACOG’s Project Performance Assessment tool as part of the pre-application consultation. The sponsor 

would need to request SACOG put together this analysis at least three business days before the 

consultation meeting.  

Green Zone Revisions 
Project sponsors can work with Green Means Go program staff to update their existing Green Zones as 

part of the 2022 program.  

First, sponsors should review SACOG’s existing Green Zone map for accuracy. If there are minor 

administrative changes (such as missing parcels, etc.), SACOG staff can make those updates at the 

administrative level. 

If a sponsor wants to make larger changes to its existing Green Zone, the sponsor needs to make a 

written request to SACOG Green Means Go staff. SACOG will review the request using the same criteria 

as the original process (in an infill area, local housing supportive policies/plans in place or in process, and 

potential for VMT reduction). If accepted, the changes can be approved by SACOG’s Executive Director 

(i.e., no need for a resolution, though local staff should assess whether the change needs to go before 

their own board/council). Requests for new Green Zones will follow the same process, though SACOG 

may require a resolution. 

All Green Zone revisions must be completed by the time applications are due (September 15 for 

Category A. Early Activation, and October 27 for Category B. Planning and Category C. Capital). Once the 

application period closes, SACOG will not be able to make any Green Zone revisions until the close of the 

funding program and project awards are announced (in March 2023). 

https://portal.sacog.org/portal/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=77be2a57f59f47699af6c31599e0fa50&extent=6261661.6891,1724595.8709,7452612.6765,2373658.138,102642
https://sacog.maps.arcgis.com/apps/webappviewer/index.html?id=9fbf73e744c84aecbf7313fc74a04334&extent=-13593289.1417%2C4642921.5156%2C-13475423.244%2C4733575.8312%2C102100
https://www.sacog.org/pod/establishing-green-zones
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2025 Blueprint Pathways: Land Use Assumptions and Evaluation 

Information
Prepared by:  Dov Kadin Approved by:  Clint Holtzen 
Attachments:  Yes Referring Committee: Not Applicable

1. Issue:
The purpose of this item is to provide an overview of the 2025 Blueprint Pathways land use assumptions and 
evaluate each pathway’s performance across a series of metrics to inform Board conversations on priorities 
and tradeoffs for the regional plan update.

2. Recommendation:
That the committee review the staff report and attachments as well as participate in the staff presentation by 
engaging in a conversation about the Pathway findings related to land use and housing including policy 
implications and regional priorities for developing the Blueprint that advances the Triple Bottom Line goals for 
equity, economy, and environment.

3. Background/Analysis:
SACOG is undertaking an update to its long-range transportation and land use plan, the 2025 Blueprint. For 
each Blueprint update, SACOG prepares a forecast of regional growth in population, employment, and 
households. The Blueprint must make a set of assumptions around the amount, location, and nature of that 
growth through 2050. The land use and transportation assumptions, policies, and investment priorities that 
underpin the Blueprint work together to maximize benefits and minimize negative impacts across the Triple 
Bottom Line goals for equity, economy, and environment as outlined in the Policy Framework adopted by the 
board last year. While many factors are considered, there is not a single prescriptive formula for determining 
the land use assumptions in the plan. Staff evaluate regulatory, market, and policy factors to narrow in on an 
ambitious but achievable picture of how the region’s land use pattern could evolve. These factors, including a 
comprehensive exploration of existing general plan buildout and market feasibility, were discussed at the 
August 2022 Board meeting.

Before the Board narrows on a single preferred pathway for the 2025 Blueprint, SACOG is undertaking a 
scenario planning effort, referred to as Pathways, to better understand how the land use and transportation 
decisions we make today will affect the future and to help identify strategies that can remain durable across a 
range of futures despite changing and disruptive uncertainties. Pathways will provide the analysis and metrics 
that will serve as a learning tool for unpacking the many complex and intersecting issues facing the region 
over the next three decades around housing and land use, transportation management, regional growth, 
environmental resources, economic development, systemic racial disparities, and climate change and 
resilience. 

Land Use & Natural Resources Committee
Meeting Date: March 2, 2023

Agenda Item No. 4

https://www.sacog.org/post/predicting-population-housing-and-economic-growth-mtpscs
https://www.sacog.org/post/what-you-need-know-about-2025-blueprint
https://sacog.primegov.com/portal/item?id=2321
https://sacog.primegov.com/portal/item?id=2321
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SACOG staff worked through the 2022 calendar year to develop the land use assumptions for each of these 
three pathways, including multiple rounds of review from local agency staff and the SACOG Board. The final 
pathway assumptions are now live on our website here. This landing page has links to background documents, 
a final spreadsheet depicting the growth in each jurisdiction, and an interactive dashboard/map of existing 
conditions, growth, and buildout. The land use assumptions are organized using SACOG’s community types, 
described in more detail on the landing page linked above, which SACOG has used as a framing tool for 
thinking about the different types of communities across the region for multiple plan cycles. 

4. Discussion/Analysis:
The pathway land use assumptions outline diverging futures for the spatial distribution and the type of 
growth the region will experience between now and 2050. The board will ultimately use these pathways to 
inform the Final Preferred Pathway that will balance the region’s mobility needs with the realities of limited 
future dollars. The land use assumptions of the pathways are summarized below:

• Pathway 1: Outward Expansion and Limited Infill explores a future where the majority of future 
growth occurs via expansion outward in greenfield developing communities. It will provide the most 
large-lot single-family and rural residential housing and the least amount of infill growth. 

• Pathway 2: Balanced Infill and Phased Expansion explores a future where some growth is 
accommodated via outward expansion, but most growth will occur in infill areas through revitalization 
of existing communities. The spatial distribution and housing product types in this pathway most 
resemble the adopted 2020 MTP/SCS, updated per current conditions.

• Pathway 3: Focused Infill and Limited Expansion explores a future where the vast majority of growth 
occurs in infill areas with expansion only occurring in greenfield developing communities that were 
already under construction in 2022. Compared to the other two pathways, this pathway provides the 
most new small-lot and attached housing and the most amount of growth through infill and 
redevelopment.

Using the feedback received over the last 14 months from local agency staff and the board, SACOG staff has 
modeled these pathways at the parcel level for use in the regional travel model. Between March and June, 
SACOG staff will present how each pathway performs across a series of metrics. As part of this item in March, 
staff will present an evaluation of the pathways across a series of land use and housing performance metrics 
related to spatial distribution, housing product type mix, resilience and the rural-urban connection, and access 
to opportunity. Attachment A provides the results of this evaluation. In future months, staff will provide 
performance metric results related to air quality, transportation, road maintenance costs, public health, and 
many others.

5. Fiscal Impact/Grant Information:
Pathways are one component of the 2025 Blueprint Plan Update. The Blueprint is funded by a combination of 
sources including Federal Metropolitan Planning funds, state Sustainable Communities Formula Program 
Funds, and Transportation Development Act-Local Transportation Funds. The Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency and El Dorado County Transportation Commission also provide some funding to SACOG to 
support development of the Blueprint to assist with the planning activities, data development, and analysis 
that is necessary to ensure coordination and consistency between the regional plan and the county-level 
Regional Transportation Plans. 

https://www.sacog.org/announcement/2025-blueprint-pathway-land-use-evaluation
https://www.sacog.org/sites/main/files/file-attachments/2025_blueprint_pathways_land_use_assumptions.pdf
https://sacog.maps.arcgis.com/apps/dashboards/41646b0e7371413fa96c7d7b01e28d1a


Attachment A: 2025 Blueprint Land Use Assumptions and Evaluation

The pathway land use assumptions outline diverging futures for the spatial distribution and the type of 
growth the region will experience between now and 2050. The board will ultimately use these pathways 
to inform a Final Preferred Pathway that will balance the region’s mobility needs with the realities of 
limited future dollars. The land use assumptions of the pathways are summarized below:

Pathway 1: Outward Expansion and Limited Infill explores a future where the majority of future 
growth occurs via expansion outward in greenfield developing communities. It will provide the most 
large lot single-family and rural residential housing and the least amount of infill growth. 

Pathway 2: Balanced Infill and Phased Expansion explores a future where some growth is 
accommodated via outward expansion, but balances that growth with robust infill and revitalization 
of existing communities. The spatial distribution and product types will resemble the adopted 2020 
MTP/SCS, updated per current conditions.

Pathway 3: Focused Infill and Limited Expansion explores a future where the vast majority of growth 
occurs in infill areas with expansion only occurring in greenfield developing communities that are 
already under construction. Compared to the other two pathways, this pathway provides the most 
new small lot and attached housing and the most amount of growth through infill and 
redevelopment.

The land use assumptions for each pathway are, at their core, a decision about how much, where, and 
what kind of housing and job growth will occur between 2020 and 2050. The sections below explore the 
pathway land use assumptions for these topics as well as metrics related to resilience, the rural-urban 
connection, and access to opportunity.

How Much?

The land use assumptions start with a regional growth projection for how much the region will grow in 
the next 20 to 30 years in terms of population, employment, and households. These projections, which 
were adopted by the SACOG board in February 2022 as part of the Blueprint Framework, establish 
regional control totals for new housing units and jobs that are then held constant across all three 
pathways. The projections have the region growing by 278,000 jobs and 263,000 units between 2020 
and 2050. This represents a slight reduction in annualized housing growth relative to the adopted 2020 
MTP/SCS. Table 1 below shows historical annual housing unit growth for select time periods since 2001 
compared against the regional growth projections from the adopted 2020 Plan and the 2025 Blueprint. 
While the 2020-2050 growth rate is still higher than the rest of California, the slight reduction relative to 
the adopted plan means less growth is available to turn the ship on performance outcomes dependent 
on changes to urban form. 

Table 1: Annualized Housing Growth Comparison
Historical Annualized Housing 
Growth for Select Time Periods Projected Annualized Housing Growth

2001-
2007

2008-
2015

2016-
2021

2016-2040 Regional Growth 
Projection from Adopted 2020 

Plan (for reference)

2020-2050 Regional Growth 
Projection for 2025 Blueprint

17,698 3,956 7,081 10,839 9,267

https://www.sacog.org/post/predicting-population-housing-and-economic-growth-mtpscs


Where?

Perhaps the biggest land use question of the 2025 Blueprint is where those 278,000 new jobs and 
263,000 new units will go. In the February 2025 Blueprint Update item, this committee discussed how 
this update will focus on advancing the triple bottom line through a series of goal statements. One of 
those goal statements was to “support mobility options with land use and transportation strategies that 
reduce passenger vehicle carbon emissions by creating a region where access to daily needs and 
destinations does not require use of a personal vehicle, or requires less time spent in a personal 
vehicle.” This statement and many others are predicated on reducing the distance between destinations 
through more spatially efficient land use. In fact, the spatial distribution of new growth is a driver of 
many of the performance metrics across all three legs of the triple bottom line. 

SACOG uses a framework for dividing the region into “Community Types.” Local land use plans such as 
general plans, specific plans, master plans, corridor plans, and more were categorized into one of six 
Community Types based on the location of the plans. SACOG uses the Community Types framework to 
describe the 2025 Blueprint land use pattern. More information on the community types as well as an 
interactive map can be found here. 

Historically speaking, job growth typically occurs in centrally located parts of the region to maximize 
access to the regional labor market. As such, the vast majority of job growth usually occurs in Centers 
and Corridors and Established Communities (infill areas). In the 2016 to 2020 period, 45% of new jobs 
were created in Centers and Corridors and 44% in Established Communities. Following this trend, the 
pathways do not see dramatic variation in job growth location, ranging from 76% in infill areas in 
Pathway 1: Outward Expansion and Limited Infill to 89% in infill areas in Pathway 3: Focused Infill and 
Limited Expansion.

Housing growth in the SACOG region has historically been more dispersive than jobs. In the 2016 to 
2020 period, 18% of new housing units were built in Centers and Corridors and 53% in Established 
Communities (infill areas). The remaining 29% of units occurred in either developing communities on the 
edges of the region or rural residential communities. As shown in Table 2 below, the spatial distribution 
of housing differs significantly between the pathways ranging from 43% in infill areas in Pathway 1 to 
88% in infill areas in Pathway 3.

Table 2: Pathway Spatial Distribution
2020-2050 Growth2020 

Baseyear Pathway 1 Pathway 2 Pathway 3Community Type
Job

s
Housin
g Units

Job
s

Housin
g Units Jobs Housin

g Units
Job

s
Housin
g Units

Center and Corridor Communities 44% 13% 36% 21% 42% 38% 46% 52%
Established Communities 52% 76% 40% 21% 40% 27% 43% 36%
Developing Communities 
(already under construction) 1% 2% 10% 27% 9% 22% 7% 11%
Potential Developing Communities 
(not yet under construction) 1% 0% 14% 27% 8% 12% 3% 0%
Rural Residential Communities 2% 7% 1% 4% 0% 1% 0% 1%
Agricultural and Natural Lands 1% 1% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0% 0%

https://www.sacog.org/announcement/2025-blueprint-pathway-land-use-evaluation


Another key metric to consider in the spatial distribution of growth between the pathways is the 
proportion of growth occuring in SACOG’s Green Zones. Green Means Go is a multi-year pilot that aims 
to lower greenhouse gas emissions in the six-county Sacramento region by accelerating infill 
development, and reducing and electrifying vehicle trips. It allocates state funding to projects that 
create more infill housing, increases mobility, and reduces vehicle emissions. Green Means Go funding 
will be directed to locally-nominated Green Zones, areas that cities and counties have identified for infill 
development. All 28 local jurisdictions support this program and 23 have already adopted Green Zones. 
Table 3 below shows that Pathway 1: Outward Expansion and Limited Infill has the least growth 
occurring in Green Zones while pathway Pathway 3: Focused Infill and Limited Expansion has the most.

Table 3: Pathway Growth in Green Zones
2020-2050 Growth2020 Baseyear Pathway 1 Pathway 2 Pathway 3

Job
s

Housing 
Units Jobs Housing 

Units Jobs Housing 
Units

Job
s

Housing 
Units

Growth in Green 
Zones 44% 10% 36% 19% 42% 36% 46% 49%

What Kind?

 Another critical land use decision in the 
2025 Blueprint is what the 263,000 new 
housing units built between 2020 and 
2050 will look like. Housing product type 
ranges in the SACOG region from rural 
residential homes to attached products 
like fourplexes and larger apartment 
buildings (see SACOG’s product type 
categories to the right). The mix of this 
housing matters for a variety of reasons. 

First and foremost, household composition in the SACOG region has changed in the last 60 years. In 
1960, the most common household type was the nuclear family, representing about half of all 
households with adults living alone or with roommates making up only 23%. Since then, those groups 
have flipped with nuclear families now making up 24% of households and adults living alone or with 
roommates making up 37%. This flip has had a tremendous impact on the product types that the 
region’s residents need, want, and critically, can afford. It has also created a mismatch between 
household demand and the housing stock, which is much slower to change since homes often remain 
part of the housing stock for over a century.

The affordability of housing has increasingly become a significant challenge in the SACOG region as 
housing supply of more attainable housing types has not kept pace with demand. Product type matters 
for affordability because smaller lot and attached products typically have lower price points due to 
lower per unit land and construction costs and smaller unit sizes. This general rule is reflected in the 
average household income in the SACOG region for those living in single family homes vs attached 

Rural Residential

Large Lot Single Family

Small Lot Single Family

Attached
(Townhomes, Duplexes, Fourplexes, Larger apartments)

(Single Family Homes on less than 5,500 sqft lots)

(Single Family Homes on more than 5,500 sqft lots)

(Single Family Homes on more than 1 acre lots)



housing products. In 2019, the average income for households living in single family houses was 
$124,910, for townhomes was $83,586, and for larger multifamily was $55,384. Due to the changing 
household composition and the relative affordability of different housing products, it’s critical to ensure 
the region has a variety of housing options. It’s why the triple bottom line goal statements include an 
objective to “identify strategies to address housing affordability by increasing the diversity of housing 
options available in areas with good access to quality jobs, schools, outdoor space, and with lower 
exposure to harmful pollutants.”

As shown in Table 4 below, the housing products built in the SACOG region over the last two decades 
have trended away from large lot single family homes towards small lot and attached housing products, 
reflecting the changing needs of households and relative affordability of different product types. What’s 
more, using area-specific rental and construction costs, the market feasibility of housing allowed under 
existing general plans favors more attached products than what is currently being built with 79% of 
market feasible allowed units being small lot or attached housing products.

Table 4: Historical Housing Product Type Construction

Product Type Split  2001-2007  2008-2015  2016-2019  2020-
2021 

 Market Feasible 
Units1 

Rural Residential 6% 7% 6% 6% 2%
Large Lot Single 

Family 61% 45% 42% 38% 19%
Small Lot Single 

Family 16% 24% 35% 30% 21%
Attached 18% 24% 17% 26% 58%

1Based on an SACOG Buildout Inventory, which analyzed market feasibility of product types and 
locations using location specific rent and building cost data

Product types vary between the pathways, with Pathway 1: Outward Expansion and Limited Infill 
focusing much of new growth on large lot single family homes with little attached units. Extending the 
emphasis on large lot units over the next 30 years results in a reduction in the proportion of total units 
that are attached from 31% today to 22% by 2050. Pathway 3: Focused Infill and Limited Expansion 
includes the most new attached units and results in an increase in the proportion of total units that are 
attached from 31% today to 37% by 2050. This product type divergence is largely the product of allowed 
uses in the areas of the region that experience significant growth in each of the pathways. Outlying 
areas, which Pathway 1 is more likely to see growth in, both do not allow as much and do not have a 
market for attached products. Conversely, infill area, which Pathway 3 focuses growth, allow for more 
dense product types and typically have a better market for these products as well.

Table 5: Changes to 2050 Housing Splits in Each Pathway

Product Type Split  2020 
Pathway 1
(End State 

2050)

Pathway 2
(End State 2050)

Pathway 3
(End State 2050)

Rural Residential 7% 7% 6% 6%
Large Lot Single 

Family 32% 32% 29% 27%
Small Lot Single 

Family 31% 39% 31% 30%



Attached 31% 22% 34% 37%



Resilience and the Rural-Urban Connection

Inextricably linked to the spatial distribution of housing is the consumption of non-urban land for urban 
uses. The expansion of the existing urban footprint has tradeoffs as some of that land may have climate 
resiliancy risks or may be engaged in something else like farming. As part of the pathways, staff has 
explored the extent to which each pathway consumes new acres of land in fire risk areas, floodplains, 
and farmland (see Table 6 below). Pathway 1: Outward Expansion and Limited Infill expands the existing 
urban footprint the most and, as a result, includes the most new growth in these sensitive areas. 
Pathway 3: Focused Infill and Limited Expansion accommodates the vast majority of growth within the 
existing urban footprint and, as a result, has less growth in these areas. 

Relative to Pathway 3, Pathway 1 has over 4 times the acres of growth in fire risk areas, 1.7 times the 
acres of growth in floodplains, and 2.5 times the consumption of farmland. This has significant 
implications for disaster risk, economic prosperity, affordability (as home insurance gets more expensive 
in these areas), and for the agricultural economy of the region. The food and agricultural economy of 
the SACOG region is valued at $12 billion, with over 7,200 farms and $2 billion in farm gate output value. 
Expanding the urban footprint into these areas poses risks to this economic activity.

Table 6: Pathway Resilience
Acres of New Growth 
Located In: Pathway 1 Pathway 2 Pathway 3

Fire Risk Areas1 37,222 11,608 8,890 
100-Year Floodplains2 8,323 5,842 4,891 
Farmland3 20,967 11,305 8,259 
1High or Very High Fire Hazard Severity Zones from the California Office of the State Fire Marshall
2FEMA 100-Year Flood Maps
3Prime farmland, farmland of statewide importance, or farmland of local importance from the 
Farmland Mapping and Monitoring Program.

Access to Opportunity

As part of SACOG’s objective to “identify strategies to address housing affordability by increasing the 
diversity of housing options available in areas with good access to quality jobs, schools, outdoor space, 
and with lower exposure to harmful pollutants,” SACOG evaluated the relationship between growth and 
high opportunity areas in each pathway. High opportunity areas can be thought of as neighborhoods 
that maximize the chances of life success if you grow up in them. They have great schools, low pollution 
burden, and ample access to jobs and services. The California Tax Credit Allocation Committee (TCAC) in 
conjunction with the State Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD) produces 
statewide opportunity maps every year that divide the State’s census tracts up by how high opportunity 
they are based on educational, economic, and environmental metrics. The high opportunity census 
tracts in the SACOG region are overwhelmingly made up of single family neighborhoods. In fact, 75% of 
existing units, 90% of residential land, and 97% of residential parcels in SACOG’s high opportunity census 
tracts are single family. This has the effect of restricting access to opportunity for households who 
cannot afford the downpayment on a single family home and indirectly reinforces racial disparities due 
to the racial wealth gap. 

https://www.conservation.ca.gov/dlrp/fmmp/Pages/Important-Farmland-Categories.aspx


Increasing access to opportunity for lower-income and non-white households is, in part, contingent on 
increasing the number of attainable housing types created in these areas. Small lot single family and 
attached housing products, as discussed above, tend to be more affordable due to lower per unit 
construction and land costs as well as smaller unit sizes. Table 7 shows the number of new small lot 
single family and attached housing units in each pathway. While Pathway 1: Outward Expansion and 
Limited Infill may include robust growth in high opportunity areas, the sheer number of small lot and 
attached units in Pathway 3: Focused Infill and Limited Expansion results in Pathway 3 having the most 
new attainable housing units of the pathways. Pathway 3 has over 15,000 more of these units than 
Pathway 1, which creates more access to opportunity for households with more modest incomes. This 
also helps to satisfy the triple bottom line goal statement to “better connect the region’s workforce, in 
particular lower income residents, to jobs and opportunities.” 

Table 7: Access to Opportunity

Pathway 1 Pathway 2 Pathway 3
New small lot or attached housing units in High 
Opportunity Areas 85,909 94,440 101,395 
1High Opportunity areas are defined as high or highest resource census tracts from the 2022 
Opportunity Maps produced by the California Tax Credit Allocation Committee in conjunction with the 
State Department of Housing and Community Development and the Fair Housing Task Force.

https://www.treasurer.ca.gov/ctcac/opportunity.asp
https://www.treasurer.ca.gov/ctcac/opportunity.asp
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2025 Blueprint Update on Upcoming Outreach and Engagement Activities

Information
Prepared by:  A.J. Tendick Approved by:  Clint Holtzen 
Attachments:  No Referring Committee:  Not Applicable

1. Issue:
SACOG is gearing up for a robust and far-reaching set of outreach and engagement activities to support the 
development of the 2025 Blueprint.

2. Recommendation:
None; this item is for information and discussion.  

3. Background/Analysis:
SACOG will use several awareness building tactics throughout the 2025 Blueprint development process to 
increase engagement among the general public, low-income communities, communities of color, partner 
agencies, elected officials, and other stakeholders that represent a broad variety of interests throughout the 
region. Staff will use best practices to gain input from partners and will leverage relationships with 
community-based organizations to build upon these engagement activities to ensure that all interested 
parties can be meaningfully involved in shaping this regional plan. 

4. Discussion/Analysis:
Below is a summary of the activities SACOG has conducted to date, is just getting underway, or that are 
planned for future phases of the Blueprint update process: 

Local Tour to Boards and Councils 
In July 2022, SACOG leadership kicked off an effort to visit every city/town council and board of 
supervisors meeting in the region to engage local officials on regional initiatives like Green Means Go, 
SACOG’s regional funding programs, Regional Trails Plan, and the 2025 Blueprint. The meetings provided 
an overview of regional initiatives and how they relate to the Blueprint plan, including a discussion around 
future pathways, local transportation priorities, and regional investments. This effort was successfully 
completed in January 2023.

Community-Based Organization Outreach Grant Program
SACOG has awarded grants ranging from $1,000-$5,000 to community-based organizations to help 
increase underrepresented community engagement on the Blueprint. In addition to helping share 
SACOG’s Blueprint survey, CBOs can tailor activities specifically to the communities they serve. A list of the 

Land Use & Natural Resources Committee
Meeting Date: March 2, 2023

Agenda Item No. 5
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community-based organizations who received awards is below: 

• Arab Community Center for Integration Services
• Breathe California Sacramento Region
• Gardenland Northgate Neighborhood Association
• Harris Mathews Consulting/ St. Paul Church of Sacramento
• Health Education Council
• Placer People of Faith Together
• Sacramento Area Bicycle Advocates (with Bicycling Advocates for Rancho Cordova)
• Sacramento LGBT Community Center
• Sanctuary of Sacred Crowns
• University Enterprises, Inc. dba Sacramento State Sponsored Research
• Wopumnes Nisenan and Mewuk Heritage Society
• Women of Color on the Move

Built Environment Poll 
SACOG recently partnered with Valley Vision to create a public attitude poll on the Built Environment 
to inform the 2025 Blueprint. The purpose of the poll is to provide our region and its leaders with a 
way to gauge residents’ priorities with respect to their built environment, particularly transportation, 
housing, telework, perceptions of safety, and public health. Valley Vision and SACOG staff are currently 
processing results from the poll and will present the results at a future board meeting 

Focus Groups 
SACOG is planning to deploy a set of focus groups to gain insights directly from our region’s residents. 
The focus groups are expected to launch in March 2023, and conclude by May 2023. The purpose of 
the focus groups is to provide our region and its leaders with a way to gauge residents’ priorities with 
respect to housing, road pricing, perceptions of safety, and public health. 

Using the four topic areas of housing, road pricing, perceptions of safety and public health, the focus 
group vendor will conduct eight focus groups. Four of the focus groups will be held in English and four 
will be held in Spanish. The focus group participants will be a diverse mix of age, gender, ethnicity, and 
urban/suburban/rural geographical area.

Pop Up Workshops
SACOG is planning to go above and beyond the state required eight public workshops, by visiting 
community events to host ‘Pop Up’ public workshops in as many of the region’s 28 jurisdictions as 
possible. By meeting residents where they are already gathered, SACOG aims to receive feedback from 
community members who may not attend formal workshops, which will broaden the reach of the 
input staff will collect. The pop-up workshops will begin in March 2023, and are expected to conclude 
in June 2023. The feedback received during these pop ups will inform board discussion on various 
aspects of Blueprint policies and priorities.  

Regional Blueprint Event 
On June 16, 2023, SACOG will host a half day regional workshop on the 2025 Blueprint. The event will 
outline the 2025 Blueprint process, explain the three pathways, and offer participants a unique chance 
to weigh in on the critical decisions facing the region as we plan for the future. The target audiences 
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for the workshop include elected officials, senior staff from local agencies, residents, non-profits and 
community-based organizations. The goal of the workshop is to educate and gain feedback from 
participants, while deepening participants' feeling of ownership over the plan.

5. Fiscal Impact/Grant Information:
The Blueprint, including all of the above-described engagement activities, are funded by a combination of 
sources including Federal Metropolitan Planning funds, state Sustainable Communities Formula Program 
Funds, and Transportation Development Act-Local Transportation Funds. The Placer County Transportation 
Planning Agency and El Dorado County Transportation Commission also provide some funding to SACOG to 
support development of the Blueprint to assist with the planning activities, data development, and analysis 
that is necessary to ensure coordination and consistency between the regional plan and the county-level 
Regional Transportation Plans. 
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Committee Member Reports 

Reports
Prepared by:  Robert Tadevich Approved by:  Clint Holtzen 
Attachments:  No Referring Committee: Not Applicable

1. Issue:
Reports from committee members.

2. Recommendation:
None; this is for information only.

3. Background/Analysis:
This item provides an opportunity for committee members to report out on committee related actions or 
information from their jurisdictions.    

4. Discussion/Analysis:
Committee members will provide their reports at the meeting.

5. Fiscal Impact/Grant Information:
There is no fiscal impact.

Land Use & Natural Resources Committee
Meeting Date: March 2, 2023

Agenda Item No. 6
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Land Use Implementation Activities for February 2023 

Receive and File
Prepared by:  Dov Kadin Approved by:  Clint Holtzen 
Attachments:  Yes Referring Committee: Not Applicable

1. Issue:
The purpose of this item is to provide an overview of the land use related activities that staff participate in to 
support Blueprint implementation on an on-going basis.

2. Recommendation:
None; this item is for information only.

3. Background/Analysis:
Many of the Blueprint and Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (MTP/SCS) 
land use implementation activities conducted or coordinated by SACOG will come through the Land Use and 
Natural Resources Committee through this year. Additionally, every month the committee and the board 
receive this summary of land use activities SACOG has participated in to support local implementation of the 
MTP/SCS and the Blueprint principles. SACOG conducts the following Blueprint and MTP/SCS implementation 
land use activities in response to requests from member agencies and/or developers or non-governmental 
organizations: (1) provision of data and/or technical support to member agencies implementing the Blueprint 
and MTP/SCS; (2) review and comment on development proposals regarding their consistency with the 
Blueprint principles or the MTP/SCS; and (3) educational presentations on the Blueprint and the MTP/SCS. As 
with all planning efforts, implementation of the plan is critical to achieving the regional transportation, air 
quality, quality of life and prosperity goals that the plan sets forth. Successful implementation requires the 
work and support of our partners and our members. Supporting local efforts around MTP/SCS and Blueprint 
implementation is therefore a critical part of our work.

4. Discussion/Analysis:
In February, SACOG staff conducted the following Blueprint and MTP/SCS implementation activities related to 
land use: 

• The Urban Land Institute, in partnership with SACOG and Yuba Sutter Blue Zones, presented to staff at 
the Cities of Marysville and Yuba City on the findings of their technical assistance panel. The work 
looked at two sites (one in each city) to develop recommendations around housing demand, site 
design, and development approach.

• Conducted working group review process for Community Design Funding Round applications for both 
competitive and non-competitive category projects.

Land Use & Natural Resources Committee
Meeting Date: March 2, 2023

Agenda Item No. 7
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• Continued to work with all member agencies on Regional Early Action Planning 1 (REAP) grants for 
housing implementation activities.

5. Fiscal Impact/Grant Information:
SACOG’s land use implementation activities are part of the larger Metropolitan Transportation 
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy implementation program and are funded by a combination of sources 
including Federal Metropolitan Planning funds and Transportation Development Act-Local Transportation 
Funds. In Fiscal Year 2022-2023 SACOG further supported the program with a portion of our Federal 
Coronavirus Response and Relief Supplemental Appropriations Act funds. 


	Staff Report
	Committee LUNR March 2023 Template AB 361 Resolution updated Feb. 2023-c1 (002)
	Staff Report
	LUNR Minutes 2-2-23
	Staff Report
	Att A. GMG Funding Rec
	Att B. Summary of App Review
	Att C. GMG Guidelines
	Staff Report
	Attachment A_2025 Blueprint Land Use Assumptions and Evaluation
	Staff Report
	Staff Report
	Staff Report

