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Thursday, March 3, 2016 at 1:00 p.m. 
SACOG Rivers Rooms, 1415 L Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA 
 
The Land Use & Natural Resources Committee may take up any agenda item at any time, regardless of the order listed.  
Public comment will be taken on the item at the time that it is taken up by the committee.  We ask that members of the public 
complete a request to speak form, submit it to the clerk of the committee, and keep their remarks brief.   If several persons 
wish to address the committee on a single item, the chair may impose a time limit on individual remarks at the beginning of 
the discussion.  Action may be taken on any item on this agenda.   
 
Roll Call:  Directors Hodges, Jankovitz, Johnson, Kennedy, Rohan, West, Vice-Chair Aguiar-
Curry, Vice-Chair Powers and Chair Sander 
   
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.   
 
Action: 

1. Minutes of the February 4, 2016, Meeting (Ms. Lizon) 
2. National Science Foundation Grant Proposal (Mr. Shabazian) 

 
Information: 

3. Sacramento Region Food Desert Assessment and Strategies (Ms. Sprowls/Ms. Hong) 
4. Update on Plug-In Electric Vehicle Projects (Mr. Porter) 
5. Mega-Region Study of MTP/SCS in Cooperation with the Metropolitan Transportation 

Commission, the San Joaquin Council of Governments and the RAND Corporation 
(Mr. Garry) 

 
Receive and File: 

6. Update on the Cap-and-Trade Affordable Housing Sustainable Communities Program 
 

Other Matters: 
 
Adjournment 
 
Prepared by:       Approved by:  
   
 
Mike McKeever    David Sander 
Chief Executive Officer    Chair 
 
Next committee meeting:  Thursday, March 31, 2016 
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 15th and K Streets.  



      
 
 

 

 Item #16-3-1 
L a n d  U s e  &  N a t u r a l  R e s o u r c e s  C o m m i t t e e  Ac t i o n  

 
February 25, 2016 
  
Minutes of the February 4, 2016, Meeting 
     
Issue:  The Land Use & Natural Resources Committee met on February 4, 2016. 
   
Recommendation:  Approve the minutes of the meeting as submitted.  
 
Discussion:  Attached are the minutes of the February 4, 2016 Land Use & Natural Resources 
Committee meeting for approval. 
 
Approved by: 
 
 
 
Mike McKeever 
Chief Executive Officer 
 
MM:KL:ts 
 
Attachment 
 
Key Staff: Kacey Lizon, Planning Manager, (916) 340-6265 
 



SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
LAND USE & NATURAL RESOURCES COMMITTEE 

 
DRAFT ACTION MINUTES 

  
 
The SACOG Land Use & Natural Resources Committee met on February 4, 2016 in the 
Sacramento & American Rivers rooms on the Third Floor of the Meridian Plaza Building 
located at 1415 L Street, Sacramento, CA at 1:00 p.m. 
 
CALL TO ORDER:  Chair Sander called the meeting to order at 1:04 p.m. 
 
ROLL CALL: Present: Directors Anderson, Hodges, Jankovitz, Kennedy, West, Vice Chair 

Powers and Chair Sander. 
 
 Absent: Directors Rohan and Johnson. 
   
1. Minutes of the November 19, 2015, Meeting 
 

Upon motion by Director West, seconded by Vice Chair Powers, and carried by majority 
vote (Hodges Abstain), the minutes of the November 19, 2015 Land Use & Natural 
Resources Committee meeting were approved without any changes.  

 
2. Corridor Technical Assistance for Strategic Growth Council Planning Grant #3 
 

Upon motion by Vice Chair Powers, seconded by Director West, and carried 
unanimously, the Land Use & Natural Resources Committee recommends that the Board: 
1) authorize the release of a Request for Proposal/Qualifications to be developed by 
SACOG and the regional Corridor Working Group for technical assistance services; and 
2) authorize the CEO to execute the contract with the selected consultant(s) for a total 
contract amount not to exceed $100,000. 
 

3. Specialty Crop Block Grant Application 
 

Upon motion by Director Jankovitz, seconded by Director Hodges, and carried 
unanimously, the Land Use & Natural Resources Committee recommends that the Board 
authorize staff to submit a full application for the CDFA Specialty Crop Block Grant 
program. 
 

4. West Yolo County Rural-Urban Connections Strategy Case Study 
 

The Committee received and reviewed this report.  The Committee requested staff to 
come back to the committee at a future meeting to give a more in-depth presentation on 
fiscal impacts of farmland and urbanization. 
 

5. Sacramento Region Food System Multiplier Project 
 

The Committee received and reviewed this report. 
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6. Joint Planning Services Initiative 
 
 The Committee received and reviewed this report. 
 
7. Draft Amendment #20 to the 2015/18 Metropolitan Transportation Improvement 

Program and Air Quality Conformity Analysis 
 
 The Committee received and reviewed this report. 
 
8. 2016 Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy Update: 

Environmental Impact Report 
 
 The Committee received and reviewed this report. 
 
9. 2016 Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy 
 
 The Committee received and reviewed this report. 
 
10. Receive & File:  SACOG Website Redesign Preview 
 

The Committee received and reviewed this report. 
 
11. Receive & File:  Land Use & Natural Resources Committee Charge 
 

This was a receive & file item.  No staff presentation was made. 
 

Adjournment  
 

Chair Sander adjourned the meeting at 2:14 p.m. 



    
 

 Item #16-3-2 
L a n d  U s e  &  N a t u r a l  R e s o u r c e s  C o m m i t t e e  Ac t i o n  

February 25, 2016 
 
National Science Foundation Grant Proposal 
  
Issue: The National Science Foundation is seeking proposals for its Innovations at the Nexus of Food, Energy and 
Water Systems initiative. 
 
Recommendation: That the Land Use & Natural Resources Committee recommend that the SACOG Board 
authorize staff to serve as co-principal investigator for a National Science Foundation grant if funding is awarded. 
  
Discussion: In partnership with the U.S. Department of Agriculture National Institute of Food and Agriculture, the 
National Science Foundation (NSF) has released a solicitation for its new Innovations at the Nexus of Food, Energy 
and Water Systems (INFEWS) initiative. INFEWS aims to understand, design, and model the interconnected food, 
energy, and water systems (FEWS). The anticipated amount of funding available is $50 million for an estimated 22 
to 40 awards.  
 
University of California, Division of Agriculture and Natural Resources Vice President, Dr. Glenda Humiston, asked 
SACOG to join a team of researchers at UC Berkeley and Lawrence Livermore National Laboratories (LLNL) to 
submit a proposal to enhance data and modeling capacity of the RUCS toolkit. RUCS is considered a critical starting 
point for building technical and stakeholder support for agriculture and food system initiatives throughout the state. 
The project would build upon the UrbanFootprint land use model, which SACOG has been developing with the state 
and other major metropolitan regions, with a concentration on FEW systems functionality for the rural module of the 
model. The proposal addresses NSF goals of:  
 
1.  Advancing “understanding of the food-energy-water system through quantitative and computational modeling”;  
2.  Developing “real-time, cyber-enabled interfaces that improve understanding of the behavior of FEW systems and 

increase decision support capability”; 
3.  Supporting “research that will lead to innovative system and technological solutions to critical FEW problems”; 

and 
4.  Growing “the scientific workforce capable of studying and managing the FEW system through education and 

other professional development opportunities.” 
 
These goals also align with SACOG’s adopted strategic plan.  
 
The team is seeking $3 million for the project. SACOG staff would provide model design support to meet needs for 
the RUCS program and local stakeholders. The project lead, UC Berkeley, would administer the project and build 
the modeling platform with assistance from LLNL. At the writing of this staff report, specifics of the project budget 
for SACOG staff time have not been established. Proposals are due March 22, 2016. 
 
Approved by: 
 
 
Mike McKeever 
Chief Executive Officer 
 
MM:DS:ts 
 
Key Staff: Kacey Lizon, Planning Manager, (916) 340-6265 
 David Shabazian, Rural-Urban Connections Strategy Manager, (916) 340-6231 



      

 Item #16-3-3 
L a n d  U s e  &  N a t u r a l  R e s o u r c e s  C o m m i t t e e   In f o r m a t i o n  

February 25, 2016 
  
Sacramento Region Food Desert Assessment and Strategies 
 
Issue: SACOG has completed an updated assessment of food deserts in the region for review.  
 
Recommendation: None, this item is for information only. 
 
Discussion: In 2014, SACOG completed a Regional Food Desert Mapping Study. This initial study, 
funded through a Round 1 grant from the California Strategic Growth Council (SGC), looked primarily at 
supermarkets, large grocery stores, and farmers markets to begin to assess food access issues across the 
region.   
 
Improving data and tools is an ongoing emphasis of SACOG’s Rural-Urban Connections Strategy 
(RUCS) project. A second SGC grant has enabled staff to hone the methodology used to identify food 
outlets and transit access to create a more refined assessment of food access in the region, and begin to 
identify strategies and next steps for addressing identified food deserts and imbalance areas. The resulting 
draft report is provided as Attachment A.  
 
At the March meeting of the LUNR Committee, staff will provide an overview of the updated food desert 
work for Committee feedback and discussion.  
 
Approved by: 
 
 
 
Mike McKeever 
Chief Executive Officer 
 
MM:SLS:ts 
Attachment 
 
Key Staff: Kacey Lizon, Planning Manager, (916) 340-6265 
  David Shabazian, Rural-Urban Connections Strategy Manager, (916) 340-6231 
  Sharon Sprowls, Senior Program Specialist, (916) 340-6235 



Regional Food Desert Assessment and Strategies: 

Phase II 

Prepared by the Sacramento Area Council of Governments for the Strategic Growth Council 

Attachment A
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Background 

In January 2014, SACOG completed an initial Regional Food Desert Mapping Study, funded through a 
Round 1 grant from the California Strategic Growth Council (SGC). This initial study built on several prior 
food desert-related efforts:  a 2009 Sacramento County “food balance” study of access to grocery stores 
vs. fast food restaurants in the unincorporated area of the county; a 2009 report of the U.S. 
Department of Agriculture (USDA), Access to Affordable and Nutritious Food- Measuring and 
Understanding Food Deserts and Their Consequences; and the USDA’s Food Desert Mapping Tool, 
released in 2011. 

The 2014 study developed a database and map of fresh food outlets. These were defined as 
supermarkets and grocery stores with annual revenue of at least $2 million, farmers markets, and 
local farms directly offering food through U-Pick or food box programs. To determine whether or 
not residents of the SACOG region could reach these food outlets by various means of 
transportation, 5-, 10-, and 15-minute “buffers” were created and mapped to assess access by 
driving, walking, bicycling and public transportation. Communities that could not access food at the 
identified outlets within 15 minutes via walking, biking or public transit were identified as potential 
“food deserts.” However, when driving was added into the transportation mode choice, more 
communities contained within the mobility buffer were considered to have good access to food 
outlets.   

This initial study was a starting point for identifying food access issues across the region. A 2nd 
Round SGC grant enabled SACOG to undertake Part II of this project: building on this prior work to 
review the food desert profiles and maps developed as part of the 2014 study with stakeholders and 
identify strategies and next steps for addressing identified food deserts and imbalance areas.  

Through this process, we first identified limitations in the initial methodology that likely resulted in 
underestimating both local food outlets themselves and the accessibility of those outlets. These include 
the following:  

• Using USDA’s definition of food outlets – supermarkets and grocery stores with $2 million or
more in annual revenues– excludes smaller grocers, ethnic markets, dollar stores, food banks,
and others that are also local sources of fresh food and produce.

• Emergency food distribution locations were not included, which understates locations that
supply fresh food to those with the greatest levels of food insecurity.

• At the same time, including all farmers markets, instead of just those that operate year round,
likely overstates access to fresh produce during the off-season.

• Applying the same “buffers” to urban and rural areas does not adequately acknowledge
geographic differences in such a diverse area as the SACOG region.
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• In the first study, the definition of public transit was limited to light rail transit, which operates 
only in Sacramento. This excludes all bus service throughout the region, although transit 
operators report riders using bus transportation for grocery shopping.  
 

• Limiting the definition of public transit “access” to fixed route service overlooks available 
demand-response and supplementary transportation services that provide grocery trips for 
seniors, persons with disabilities, and sometimes the general public – although this additional 
access could be difficult to assess.  
 

• Improving active and public transportation options to reach existing fresh food outlets, adding 
fresh foods to the offerings of other local outlets, or bringing fresh food more directly to 
consumers are all strategies to assess as potential solutions for areas with low access to fresh 
foods.  

In light of these considerations, it was determined that a more detailed mapping effort, using expanded 
definitions of fresh food outlets and public transportation, was necessary to help refine the 
identification of potential food deserts in the region. The methodology and outcomes of this effort are 
described in the following sections.  

 

Methodology 

To address the limitations identified above and create a more robust picture of fresh food availability for 
low-income residents, SACOG staff added to its initial maps 400 emergency food distribution sites to 
help inform the Sacramento Region Food System Action Plan (see Figure 1 on the next page). The Action 
Plan was developed by Valley Vision in collaboration with the Sacramento Region Community 
Foundation, SACOG, and many other regional partners for the six-county Sacramento region. The Plan 
identifies both challenges and opportunities in the region’s food system for addressing the vitality and 
prosperity of the region’s agricultural economy, access to locally grown healthy food, and hunger and 
food insecurity affecting many of the region’s residents.  
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Figure 1. Fresh Food Outlets in the SACOG Region including Emergency Distribution Sites  

 

 

Even with the addition of emergency food outlets to the maps, the Action Plan notes that,  

Four hundred distribution sites is a significant number; however, each of these 
distribution points does not represent equitable food access. Most of the agencies are 
food pantries open no more than one day a week, and many are open only one or two 
days each month. Some of the sites are soup kitchens, child care programs, or other 
programs that use the food to cook and serve meals to clients. Capacity varies by site. 
Being mostly volunteer-run limits the number of days many food pantries are able to be 
open to distribute food to their clients. The least amount of information is known about 
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the emergency food distribution system in Yuba-Sutter counties which has the smallest 
number of distribution sites.1    

Given this further limitation, SACOG staff sought to refine its assessment of food outlet gaps by revising 
its initial fresh food outlet database to include additional consistent sources of fresh foods for the 
general populace. . To do so, staff first removed seasonal-only farmers markets, CSAs, and U-Pick 
locations. Staff then used North American Industry Classification System (NAICS) codes to inventory 
smaller potential food outlets from SACOG’s 2012 employment inventory. Many of the region’s bodegas 
discount and ethnic markets, particularly those catering to Asian and Hispanic clienteles, as well as delis, 
quick stops, corner stores, etc., were captured through this inventory process. This inventory identified 
an additional list of over 400 locations.        

To ascertain whether these types of stores offer sufficient quantities of fresh food, especially fruits and 
vegetables, to be considered fresh food outlets, SACOG staff made site visits to a representative sample 
of smaller stores in the region. What emerged is that using a cutoff of approximately $500,000 to $1 
million in annual revenues or above is a good indicator of whether or not they offer fresh food and 
produce in quantity. Stores below that annual revenue might carry a limited selection of fruits and 
vegetables, milk, bread and/or meats that might help supplement visits to larger stores, but not 
necessarily provide enough for a complete diet. Based on the findings from the site visits, staff added 
many smaller outlets with $500,000 to $1 million or more in annual sales to the database. As shown in 
Figure 2, the additions and deletions resulted in a database of 361 fresh food outlets, compared with 
308 in the initial study.  

 

Figure 2: Breakdown of Fresh Food Outlets by Count 

Annual Sales Volume 
El Dorado 

County 
Placer 
County 

Sacramento 
County 

Sutter 
County 

Yolo 
County 

Yuba 
County 

$50-100 Million     7 2 1 2 
$20-50 Million 8 25 76 8 15   
$10-20 Million 5 4 21 2 3 3 
$5-10 Million 1 3 13 3 4   
$2.5-5 Million 2 2 21 1 7 4 
$1-2.5 Million 2 8 28 6 11 2 
$500,000-1 Million 3 5 27 5 8 2 
Less than $500,000   1 4   3 2 
Total # of Stores 21 48 190 25 51 13 

 

Figure 3 shows the expanded map of fresh food outlets (not including emergency distribution sites).   

                                                           
1 Valley Vision and Sacramento Region Community Foundation, Sacramento Region Food System Action Plan, 2015, 
p. 11.  
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Figure 3. Fresh Food Outlets including Smaller Retail Outlets in the SACOG Region 
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Transportation Access to Fresh Food Outlets 

Based on the expanded database of fresh food outlets, SACOG staff updated its analysis and maps of 
access to these outlets by walking and biking and focused on public transit. Buffers of 5-, 10- and 15-
minute distances were again used around the different food outlet points. Figure 4 overlays the 
expanded database of fresh food outlets with the walk and bike buffers.  

Assumptions remained the same for walking, biking in the initial study: 

•  The analysis assumes that the average walking pace is 3 miles per hour, the average biking pace 
is 10 miles/hour, but where roads do not have designated bike lanes, assumes that cyclists 
travel 3-5 miles/hour. 

• The analysis uses posted speed limits of individual streets in the road network, or for streets 
without a posted limit, assumes a speed limit of 25 mph for local roads; 45 mph for collector 
roads; 45 mph for arterial roads with two lanes; 25 mph for arterial roads with two lanes; and 55 
mph for highways. 

 

Figure 4. Walking and Bike Access   
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For this updated analysis, SACOG staff revised the definition of public transportation to include both 
light rail transit and regular bus routes (not commuter routes) with a 30-minute or better headway. 
Transit routes meeting these headways were identified and also categorized by day and time of service. 
The resulting maps (Figures 5-8) help create a more refined picture of accessibility during the day, in the 
evening, and on weekends, as this could affect food access for different demographic groups and worker 
schedules. 

 
 
Figure 5. AM Transit Travel Access  

 

  
 
 

 
 



8 
 

Figure 6. Mid-day Transit Travel Access  
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Figure 7. PM Transit Travel Access 

  

  



10 
 

Figure 8. Evening Transit Travel Access   
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Socioeconomic Analysis  
 
To further refine this update, an overlay of the Walking/Biking buffers and the Transit Access buffers for 
each time period created area maps (Figures 9-13) where food access may be an issue. Spotlighted areas 
show SACOG’s Low Income/High Minority Area boundaries (areas defined for the Environmental Justice 
Analysis in the MTP/SCS) and the emergency food distribution sites mapped in the Sacramento Region 
Food System Plan. 

 
Figure 9. Demographics 
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Figure 10. Areas with Food Access Issues with AM Transit Access 
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Figure 11. Areas with Food Access Issues with Mid-day Transit Access 
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Figure 12. Areas with Food Access Issues with PM Transit Access 
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Figure 13. Areas with Food Access Issues with Evening Transit Access 
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Current Work 
 
SACOG was an active participant in the development of the Sacramento Region Food System Action 
Plan, contributing maps, input and guidance as part of the Champions Advisory Committee.  
 
To help support local food production and access, SACOG has been working with Code for America and 
the City of West Sacramento on piloting an online database to link interested urban farmers with 
landowners who have sites that might be used for urban farming. The pilot also includes a web platform 
to help farmers publicize their farm stands that sell to the general public.  
 
Through its SGC grant funding, SACOG has also continued its work on the feasibility and infrastructure 
needed for one or more regional food hubs to aggregate, store, process and distribute different types of 
locally grown crops for different types of customers across the region, including retailers and emergency 
food outlets. 
 
 
Next Steps 
 
Food System Action Plan goals include:  
 

• Ensure the viability of the food and agriculture economy at all scales. 
• Increase the amount of locally-grown food distributed to the regional food system. 
• Increase access to fresh, healthy produce, especially in underserved communities. 

 
To help further these goals, SACOG staff is continuing to work with Valley Vision and the Sacramento 
Food Bank on using Phase II maps to consider where enhancements or additions to food distribution 
sites in Sacramento might be made to increase access, and where refrigeration capacity may exist to 
store fresh produce prior to distribution to emergency or other food outlets. 
 
SACOG also intends to share this Phase II analysis and revised maps with additional stakeholders. The 
refined databases and maps will likely be used for numerous purposes, including to:  
 

• Help local food advocates ground-truth neighborhoods identified as “low access” and further 
hone the analysis to identify whether/where barriers are related to the availability of fresh 
foods, transportation access, nutrition education, and/or other factors.   
 

• Inform planning for public transportation and bike/pedestrian infrastructure improvements for 
areas that still show insufficient or problematic transportation access to existing fresh food 
outlets.  
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• Assess a variety of strategies to address food desert areas refined through this and further local 
analysis. Strategies could include: mobile food trucks that offer residents regular opportunities 
to buy produce and fresh foods at neighborhood locations such as schools or community 
centers; encouraging greater supply of fresh foods through existing small retailers, building on 
lessons from healthy neighborhood/corner store initiatives in Sacramento and other localities; 
and/or assessing the potential for local policies and programs to incentivize neighborhood 
grocery stores/fresh food outlets in food desert areas.  

 
SACOG staff also plan to share with the USDA our more refined food desert analysis, and 
identify/discuss opportunities for more federal or other support for the next steps and implementation 
efforts described in this report.  
 
 
 



 
 

 Item #16-3-4 
Land Use & Natural  Resources Committee   Information 

February 25, 2016 
 
Update on Plug-In Electric Vehicle Projects 
 
Issue:  SACOG has been working with the Sacramento Municipal Utilities District (SMUD) on 
installing DC Fast Chargers for Plug-In Electric Vehicles (PEV), and has started a project with 
Sacramento County on PEV infrastructure planning. 
 
Recommendation:  None, this item is information only. 
 
Discussion:  SACOG received a grant in partnership with SMUD from the California Energy 
Commission to design, purchase, install, and monitor the use of three DC Fast Charge stations. 
Three grocery store sites for these stations were selected during the TakeCharge regional PEV 
infrastructure planning process based on their forecasted use, adjacency to high volume traffic 
routes, and proximity to multi-family dwelling units. The three locations were: 
 

• The Sacramento Natural Foods Co-Op new location at the corner of 28th and R street in 
downtown Sacramento 

• The Nugget Market on Florin Road off of Interstate 5 
• The Nugget Market on Elk Grove Boulevard 

 
This project represents the first implementation of the TakeCharge PEV infrastructure plan. 
SACOG will continue to provide periodic updates as the project progresses. 
 
In addition to the installation of the Fast Chargers, SACOG, with funding provided by 
Sacramento County, is working with project partners on refreshing much of the work that went 
into the regional readiness and infrastructure plan. This update includes a regional look at what 
cities and counties need to do in order to be PEV ready, as now required under Assembly Bill 
1236, and an in-depth look at PEV charging infrastructure in Sacramento County 
 
The committee will receive a status update on these two related projects. 
 
Approved by: 
 
 
 
Mike McKeever 
Chief Executive Officer 
 
MM:RP:ts 
 
Key Staff: Kacey Lizon, Planning Manager, (916) 340-6265 
  Raef Porter, Senior Analyst, (916) 340-6261 



  

 Item #16-3-5 
L a n d  U s e  &  N a t u r a l  R e s o u r c e s  C o m m i t t e e  I n f o r m a t i o n  

February 25, 2016 
  
Mega-Region Study of MTP/SCS in Cooperation with the Metropolitan Transportation 
Commission, the San Joaquin Council of Governments and the RAND Corporation 
 
Issue:  SACOG has the opportunity to broaden our knowledge on regional planning impacts related to the 
Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy through a cooperative study with two 
adjacent MPOs and the RAND Corporation.  
 
Recommendation: None. This item is for information only. 
 
Discussion:  
The RAND Corporation, a nationally renowned research organization, has received funding to develop state of the 
practice climate adaptation tools and techniques. The project is selecting three pilot studies across the country and 
contacted SACOG staff due to our work on the Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Community Strategy.  
After some initial discussion with RAND staff, we proposed a study to be done in cooperation with two adjoining 
MPOs, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission and the San Joaquin Council of Governments.   
 
The study would examine a broader range of policies and projects than have been included in our respective 
MTP/SCSs to see if greater GHG reductions are possible, and if so, what would be required within and between 
the regions and what possible actions would be required from the state of California.  Several task are included.  
The climate adaptation analysis will include a range of metrics SACOG uses in our regional planning because they 
must work within the context of the region’s livability goals.   
 
Initially RAND will examine the three regions’ MTP/SCSs, both within each region and across the three regions.  
The second task will “stress test” SACOG’s just adopted MTP/SCS by combining RAND and SACOG analytical 
tools. The integrated tools will be able to run dozens, if not hundreds, of scenarios to test the impacts of many 
more important variables on the performance metrics we have used in the MTP/SCS development.  The third task 
will identify potential robust options that could maximize regional benefits and contribute toward meeting State 
climate change legislation and executive orders.   
 
The timing for this study fits well with the review of the GHG targets that the MTP/SCS must meet.  SB 375 
requires the Air Resources Board to reevaluate the GHG targets in 2017, prior to our next MTP/SCS plan adoption 
in 2020.  ARB is proposing a set of tests to be done in cooperation with the MPOs across the state in preparation to 
the new GHG targets.  The RAND study will provide useful information to this target setting process.   
 
The project is scheduled to be completed by December 2016.  The SACOG staff’s time is limited to assisting in 
setting up the study, providing data and access to our tools, then review and comment on reports.  We will bring 
draft findings and possible conclusions back to the Board of Directors as they become available.   
 
Approved by: 
 
 
Mike McKeever 
Chief Executive Officer 
 
MM:KL:ts 
 
Key Staff: Kacey Lizon, Planning Manager, (916) 340-6265 
 Gordon Garry, Director of Research & Analysis, (916) 340-6230 



 
 

 Item #16-3-6 
Land Use & Natural  Resources Committee Receive & Fi le  

February 25, 2016 
 
Update on the Cap-and-Trade Affordable Housing Sustainable Communities 
Program 
 
The Strategic Growth Council (SGC) released its Notice of Funding Availability (NOFA) and 
Concept application for the AHSC program on January 29. This statewide Cap-and-Trade program 
targets projects that facilitate the reduction of GHG emissions by improving mobility options, 
increasing infill development, and protecting agricultural land from sprawl development; $320 
million is available competitively. Full program guidelines may be found at: 
https://www.sgc.ca.gov/s_ahscprogram.php.   
 
SGC has hosted six workshops around California. The Sacramento area workshop was held on 
February 3 at SACOG. In addition to a general presentation, SGC offered one-on-one meetings with 
project applicants looking for more information. 
 
SACOG staff continues to provide technical assistance to interested applicants and encourages 
potential project applicants to visit the SACOG website (www.sacog.org) for more information.  
 
Upcoming Deadline: 
Wednesday, March 16, 2016: Concept Proposals are due to the Department of Housing and 
Community Development (HCD) at 5:00 p.m. Applications must be submitted through the HCD 
Financial Assistance Application Submittal Tool (FAAST). Please visit https://www.sgc.ca.gov/ for 
additional details.  
 
Key Staff: Kacey Lizon, Planning Manager, (916) 340-6265 
 Matt Carpenter, Director of Transportation Services, (916) 340-6276  
 Sharon Sprowls, Senior Program Specialist, (916) 340-6235 
 Renée DeVere-Oki, Team Manager Regional Air Quality Planning, (916) 340-6219 
  
 
 

https://www.sgc.ca.gov/s_ahscprogram.php
http://www.sacog.org/
https://www.sgc.ca.gov/
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