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SACOG Board of Directors                     
 
Thursday, March 16, 2017 at 9:30 a.m.     
SACOG Board Room, 1415 L Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA   95814      
 
 
The Board 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 Board.  We ask that members of the public complete a request to speak form, 
submit it to the Clerk of the Board, and keep their remarks brief.  If several persons wish to address the board 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.   
 
Pledge of Allegiance  
 
Roll Call:   Directors Banks, Buckland, Cabaldon, Clerici, Crews, Douglass, Duran, Flores, 
Frerichs, Frost, Janda, Jankovitz, Joiner, Kennedy, Miklos, Neu, Onderko, Peters, Rohan, 
Samayoa, Sander, Saylor, Slowey, Spokely, Stallard, Steinberg, Suen, Vasquez, West, Vice-
Chair Schenirer, Chair Veerkamp, and Ex-Officio Member Zhang  
 
Public Communications:  Any person wishing to address the Board on any item not on the 
agenda may do so at this time.  After 10 minutes of testimony, any additional testimony will be 
heard following the action items.   
 
Presentation: 

• Recognition of Outgoing Board Member  
 
Consent:    

1. Approve Minutes of the February 16, 2017, Board Meeting 
2. Approve Transportation Development Act Claims for the Yolo County Transportation 

District and County of Sacramento  
3. Approve Transportation Demand Management Innovations Fund Grant Program  
4. Authorize Regional Transit Asset Management Plan Development Request for 

Qualifications   
5. Approve Allocation of Regional Low Carbon Transit Operations Funds   
6. Approve SACOG Ticket and Pass Distribution Policy  
7. Approve Request for Proposals for Federal Advocacy/Policy Services  
 

Action: 
8. Award Regional Bike Share Equipment and Operations Contract (Mr. Shelton) 
 

Information:  
9. State Climate Adaptation Policy Briefing (Mr. Porter)   
10. SB 375 Greenhouse Gas Reduction Target Setting (Mr. Griesenbeck) 
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Reports: 
11. Chair’s Report 
12. Board Members’ Reports 
13. Chief Executive Officer’s Report 

 
Receive and File:  

14. Transportation Project-Level Performance Evaluation             
15. Federal Funding Risks for Transit & Passenger Rail  
16. Update on Statewide Coordination for the California Freight Investment Program  
17. Blueprint Implementation Activities   
18. GrantFinder Service  
19. Cap-to-Cap 2017    
20. State Advocacy Update 
21. Federal Advocacy Update 
22. Intelligent Transportation Systems Master Plan & Future Mobility Planning 
 

 
Adjournment:  The next meeting of the SACOG Board will be held on Thursday, April 20, 2017 
at 9:30 a.m. in the SACOG Board Room, 1415, L Street, Sacramento, CA.  
 
Prepared by:       Approved by:    
 
 
 
Kirk E. Trost      Brian Veerkamp 
Interim Chief Executive Officer   Chair 
 
 
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.  

http://www.sacog.org/
mailto:contact@sacog.org


 
 

         Item #17-3-1 
SACOG Board of  Directors      Consent  

 
March 9, 2017 
  
Approve Minutes of the February 16, 2017, Board Meeting 
 
Issue:  The SACOG Board of Directors met on February 16, 2017, for a regular SACOG Board 
meeting.   
 
Recommendation:  Approve the minutes of the meeting as submitted.   
 
Discussion:  Attached are the Action Minutes of the February 16, 2017, SACOG Board meeting.   
 
Approved by: 
 
 
 
Kirk E. Trost 
Interim Chief Executive Officer 
      
KET:le     
 
Attachment 
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SACOG Board of Directors                     
Draft Action Minutes 
 
The SACOG Board of Directors met in regular session on February 16, 2017 in the SACOG Board 
Chambers located at 1415 L Street, Sacramento, CA 95814 at 9:30 a.m. 
 
Call to Order:  Chair Rohan called the meeting to order at 9:30 a.m. 
 
Present:  Directors Banks, Buckland, Cabaldon, Clerici, Conant (for Flores), Crews, Douglass, 
Duran, Frerichs, Frost, Janda, Jankovtiz, Joiner, Kennedy, Miklos, Neu, Onderko, Rohan, 
Samayoa, Sander, Saylor, Spokely, Stallard, Steinberg, Suen, Vasquez, Vice Chair Schenirer, 
Chair Veerkamp, and Ex-Officio Member Zhang 
 
Absent: Peters, Slowey, West 
 
Public Communications:   
 
Jeff Tardaguia, a public citizen, commented on unmet transit needs in the region.   
 
David Schwegel, High Speed Rail Association, spoke in support of High Speed Rail. 
 
Presentations:   
 
Brian Veerkamp was inducted as the 2017 SACOG Chair. 
 
Consent:  Items #13 and #14 regarding State and Federal Advocacy Strategy, were pulled from 
the consent calendar.  It was moved, seconded (Stallard, Vasquez) and passed by unanimous vote 
that the following Consent items be approved: 
 

1. Minutes of the January 19, 2017, Board Meeting 
2. Transportation Development Act Claims for the City of Davis, City of Galt, and County 

of Yolo 
3. Unmet Transit Needs Findings for Sacramento Regional Transit District, Sacramento, 

Sutter, Yolo, and Yuba Counties, and the Cities Therein 
4.  Revised State Transit Assistance Allocation for Fiscal Year 2016/17 
5.  State Transit Assistance Allocation for Fiscal Year 2017/18 
6.  Local Transportation Fund Findings of Apportionment for Fiscal Year 2017/18 
7.  SACOG Public Transit and Human Services Transportation Coordinated Plan Update 
8. Capital Southeast Connect Construction Manager/General Contractor Procurement 

Method 
9.  Sustainable Communities Planning Grant & Incentives Program Best Practices Pilot 
10.  Forest and Watershed Planning Grant Opportunity 
11.  Delegation of Authority to Chief Executive Officer 
12.  FY 2015-16 Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR) 
15.  Resolution Adopting Paychex Benefit Plan 
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13.  Approve State Advocacy Strategy 
14.  Approve Federal Advocacy Support 
 

 Director Frost requested that these two items be removed from the consent calendar.  She 
asked for clarification of SACOG’s process for supporting legislation and noted that she 
does not support AB 1 and SB 1 or gas taxes.  Director Frost also asked how it was 
determined to support AB and SB 1 as indicated in the letter that was attached to the 
CEO report.  Erik Johnson, SACOG staff, explained SACOG’s approved procedures for 
writing letters of support for legislation.   

 
 Director Vasquez asked for clarification on the exact tax amounts within AB 1 and SB 1.  

Chair Veerkamp responded and said that the details of the bills and exact tax amounts 
will be worked out during the legislation of the bill.  Director Steinberg spoke in support 
of the bills and said that they are just a vehicle to move the legislation forward.  Director 
Suen asked about the impacts of this legislation on other items such as Measure B.  Mr. 
Johnson explained that the bulk of the funding would be for maintenance and repairs, and 
that it would complement Measure B.  Director Frerichs said that it’s important to 
support the bills so that we have “a seat at the table”.  Director Cabaldon spoke in support 
of the framework of the legislation.  Director Clerici spoke in support of the legislation 
and stated that while the City of Placerville would not benefit from the legislation, he 
supports the bills because of the effects they would have regionally. 

 
 It was moved, seconded (Frost/Saylor) and passed by unanimous vote that: 
 

THE BOARD ADOPT THE STRATEGY DESCRIBED IN THE STAFF ITEMS 
AND APPROVE ADOVACY PRINCIPLES.  

 
Action: 

16.  Memorandum of Understanding with Employees’ Association 
 

Mr. Erik Johnson and Ms. Roberta Raper, SACOG staff, presented the report.  It was 
moved, seconded (Miklos/Saylor) and passed by unanimous vote that: 

 
THE BOARD APPROVE THE MOU WITH THE SACOG EMPLOYEES’ 
ASSOCIATION. 

 
 *Director Steinberg was absent for this item. 
 

17. Award Contract for Bike Share Initial Planning 
 

Mr. Sam Shelton, SACOG staff, presented the report.  It was moved, seconded 
(Cabaldon/Miklos) and passed by unanimous vote that: 
 
THE BOARD TABLE THE TRANSPORTATION COMMITTEE’S 
RECOMMENDATION TO AWARD A CONTRACT TO TOOLE DESIGN 
GROUP FOR INITIAL PLANNING TASKS FOR A REGIONAL BIKE SHARE 
SYSTEM. 
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Information: 
18. Caltrans Incurred Cost Audit Determination 
 Mr. Kirk Trost, Interim CEO, presented the report. 
 
19. Draft Transportation Demand Management Innovations Fund Grant Criteria 

Mr. Matt Carpenter, SACOG staff, presented the report.  Director Onderko requested that 
lessons learned from the grant opportunity be brought back as information to the SACOG 
Board. 

 
20. Rural-Urban Connections Strategy 

Mr. David Shabazian, SACOG staff, presented the report.  Director Cabaldon expressed the 
challenge of funding rural roads with formula funds. 

 
21. Update on California Air Resources Board SB 375 Target Setting Process 

Mr. Bruce Griesenbeck, SACOG staff, presented the report.  Director Rohan asked that 
Kirk Trost reach out to the regional managers regarding the targets.  Director Steinberg 
provided information about a grant opportunity with Volkswagon that could be used to 
incentivize electric vehicles and help the region meet its targets.  Director Cabaldon 
mentioned the settlement agreements with Volkswagon and asked that staff distribute the 
settlement criteria from Volskwagon to jurisdictions. 
 

Reports: 
 

8. Chair’s Report: Chair Veerkamp gave his report to the Board.   
9. Board Members: Board members reported on local items.  Several members expressed 

interest in regional collaboration on disaster planning and response.    
10. Chief Executive Officer’s Report: Kirk Trost gave his report to the Board.     

 
Adjournment:  The meeting was adjourned at 11:54 a.m. 

 
Approved by:       Approved by:    

 
 
 

Kirk E. Trost       Brian Veerkamp  
Interim Chief Executive Officer    Chair 



 

 Item #17-3-2 
SACOG Board of Directors Consent 

March 9, 2017  
 
Approve the Transportation Development Act Claim for the Yolo County 
Transportation District and County of Sacramento. 
 
Issue:  The Transportation Development Act (TDA) authorizes eligible cities, counties, and transit 
operators to receive TDA funds for transportation purposes and street and road projects.  The TDA 
funds are made available from sales tax receipts. 
 
Recommendation:  Staff recommends that the Board approve this summary resolution of the 
TDA claims listed below.  
 

1. County of Sacramento for $1,020,832 Resolution No. 31 – 2017  
2. Yolo County Transportation District for $893,436   Resolution No. 32 – 2017 

 
Discussion:  Current Board policy calls for routine TDA allocations to cities, counties, and transit 
operators to come directly to the Board without review by a committee.  These funds will be used as 
authorized by law for various purposes and in the amounts shown on the attached resolutions.  The 
claims have been reviewed by staff and found to be in compliance with the TDA and are consistent 
with the Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy and the Short-Range 
Transit Plans. 
 
Approved by: 
  
  
 
 
Kirk E.Trost 
Interim Chief Executive Officer 
 
Attachments 
 
Key Staff: Matt Carpenter, Director of Transportation Services, (916) 340-6276 
  Azadeh Doherty, Senior Analyst (916) 340-6221 
  Barbara VaughanBechtold, Associate Planner, (916) 340-6226 
  Caroline Payne, Associate Analyst, (916) 340-6232 
     
cc:  Chad D. Rinde, Accounting Manager, County of Yolo 

Janice Phillips, Deputy Director of Finance, YCTD 
Dan Klinker, Associate Civil Engineer, County of Sacramento 
Michael J. Penrose, Director of Transportation, Sacramento County  
Herman Williams, County Controller, County of Sacramento 



 
 
  
 

 
 
 
 
SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 31 – 2017 

 
APPROVING THE COUNTY OF SACRAMENTO’S TRANSPORTATION 

DEVELOPMENT ACT CLAIM FOR FY 2016-17 OF $1,020,832 
  

WHEREAS, the County of Sacramento has submitted a claim for Local Transportation 
Funds for FY 2014-15 in the amount of $536,031, and for FY 2016-17 in the amount of 
$484,801 for a total amount of $1,020,832 under the provisions of the Transportation 
Development Act, the following table shows the funding amounts and purposes for each fiscal 
year: 

 
Local Transportation Fund  Approved: 03/16/2017 

  Year of Previous Total 
Public Utility Code Purpose Funds Award Award 
Article 8 - Section 99400(c) FY16-17 SCT/Link Operations FY2014-15 $0 $18,990  

Article 8 - Section 99400(d) 

 
FY16-17 SCT/Link 
Administration and Marketing FY2014-15 $0 $168,588  

Article 8 - Section 99400(e) 

 
FY16-17 SCT Vehicle 
Acquisition FY2014-15 $0 $250,000  

Article 8 - Section 99400(c) 
FY16-17 East County Transit 
Contract FY2014-15 $0 $76,453  

Article 8 - Section 99400(d) 

 
FY16-17 East County Transit 
Administration and Marketing FY2014-15 $0 $22,000  

Subtotal    $536,031 
Article 3 - Section 99234 FY16-17 Pedestrian & Bicycle FY2016-17 $0 $448,475  

 Facilities    

Subtotal   $0 $984,506  
     

Article 8 - Section 99402 FY16-17 SACOG Planning FY2016-17 $0 $36,326  
     

Total LTF Including SACOG Planning  $0 $1,020,832  
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 WHEREAS, such claim is consistent with State Law, with Guidelines adopted by the 
Board and with the approved apportionment for FY 2014-15 and FY 2016-17; and  
 
 WHEREAS, the Board Resolution No. 18-2016 on March 17, 2016 found that there are 
no unmet transit needs that are reasonable to meet in the Unincorporated Areas of Sacramento 
County outside of the Sacramento Regional Transit District.  
 
 NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED that the Board hereby makes the following 
findings in accordance with Subchapter 2.5, Article 5, Section 6754 of the Transportation 
Development Act: 
 
1. The County of Sacramento’s proposed expenditures are in conformity with the Metropolitan 
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (MTP/SCS).  
 
2. The level of passenger fares and charges is sufficient to enable the County of Sacramento to 
meet the fare revenue requirements of the Public Utilities Code when blended with other transit 
agencies in Sacramento County as allowed by AB432.  
 
3. The County of Sacramento is making full use of federal funds available under the Urban Mass 
Transportation Act of 1964, as amended.  
 
4. The sum of the County of Sacramento’s allocations from the state transit assistance fund and 
from the local transportation fund does not exceed the amount the claimant is eligible to receive 
during the fiscal year.  
 
5. Priority consideration has been given to claims to offset reductions in federal operating 
assistance and the unanticipated increase in the cost of fuel, to enhance existing public 
transportation services, and to meet high priority area wide public transportation needs.  
 
6. The County of Sacramento has made a reasonable effort to implement the productivity 
improvements recommended pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section 99244.  
 
7. The County of Sacramento is not precluded by any contract entered into on or after June 28, 
1979 from employing part-time drivers or from contracting with common carriers of persons 
operating under a franchise or license.  
 
8. The County of Sacramento has submitted the certification required by the Department of the 
California Highway Patrol verifying that the operator is in compliance with Section 1801.1 of the 
Vehicle Code.  
 
9. The County of Sacramento is in compliance with the eligibility requirements of Public 
Utilities Code Section 99314.6.  
 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that the Board hereby approves the claim for Local 
Transportation Funds: for FY 2014-15 in the amount of $536,031, and for FY 2016-17 in the 
amount of $484,801 for a total amount of $1,020,832 and authorizes the forwarding of funds to 
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the County of Sacramento in proportion to funds received from the State. 
 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED, this 16th day of March 2017 by the following vote of the 
Board of Directors: 
 
AYES: 
  
NOES: 
  
ABSTAIN:  
 
ABSENT: 
 

 
Brian Veerkamp  Kirk E. Trost 
Chair  Interim Chief Executive Officer 

 



 
  
 
 

 
SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 

 
RESOLUTION NO. 32 – 2017 

 
APPROVING THE YOLO COUNTY TRANSPORTATION DISTRICT 

TRANSPORTATION DEVELOPMENT ACT CLAIM FOR FY 2016-17 FOR $893,436 
  

WHEREAS, the Yolo County Transportation District has submitted its claim for FY 
2016-17 State Transit Assistance Funds (STA) in the amount of $121,910: FY 2015-16 STA 
Funds in the amount of $203,485, FY 2014-15 STA Funds in the amount of $140,588, FY 2013-
14 STA Funds in the amount of $213,026, and FY 2012-13 STA funds in the amount of 
$214,427; for a total amount of $893,436 under the provisions of the Transportation 
Development Act for the amounts and purposes as follows: 
  
State Transit Assistance Fund    Approved:  3-16-17 

Public Utility Code Purpose Year of 
Funds 

Previous 
Award 

Total 
Award 

Article 4- Section 6730(b) FY16-17 Replace 9 CNG 
Buses FY 2012-13 $0 $214,427 

Subtotal    $214,427 

Article 4-Section 6730(b) FY 16-17 Replace 9 CNG 
Buses FY 2013-14 $0 $213,026 

Sub total    $213,026 

Article 4-Section 6730 (b) FY 16-17 Replace 9 CNG 
Buses FY 2014-15 $0 $140,588 

Subtotal    $140,588 

Article 4-Section 6730 (b) FY 16-17 Replace 9 CNG 
Buses FY 2015-16 $0 $53,959 

Article 4-Section 6730(b) 

FY 16-17 Bus washer 
replacement/Overhauls/Diesel 
Spill Prevention/CNG Station 
Improvements 

FY 2015-16 $0 $149,526 

Subtotal    $203,485 

Article 4-Section 6730(b) 

FY 16-17 Bus washer 
replacement/Overhauls/Diesel 
Spills Prevention/CNG Station 
Improvements 

FY 2016-17 $0 $121,910 

Subtotal    $121,910 
     

Total   $0 $893,436 
 

WHEREAS, such claim is consistent with State Law, with Guidelines adopted by the 



Resolution No. 32 – 2017 -2- March 16, 2017 
 

Board, and with approved apportionments for FY 2012-13, 2013-14, 2014-15, 2015-16, and 
2016-17; and 
  
 NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the Board hereby makes the following 
findings in accordance with Subchapter 2.5, Article 5, Section 6754 of the Transportation 
Development Act: 
 
1. The Yolo County Transportation District’s proposed expenditures are in conformity with the 

Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy. 

2. The level of passenger fares and charges is sufficient to enable the Yolo County 
Transportation District to meet the fare revenue requirements of the Public Utilities Code. 

 
3. The Yolo County Transportation District is making full use of federal funds available under 

the Urban Mass Transportation Act of 1964, as amended. 

4. The sum of the Yolo County Transportation District’s allocations from the state transit 
assistance fund and from the local transportation fund does not exceed the amount the 
claimant is eligible to receive during the fiscal year. 

5. Priority consideration has been given to claims to offset reductions in federal operating 
assistance and the unanticipated increase in the cost of fuel, to enhance existing public 
transportation services, and to meet high priority area wide public transportation needs. 

6. The Yolo County Transportation District has made a reasonable effort to implement the 
productivity improvements recommended pursuant to Public Utilities Code Section 99244. 

7. The Yolo County Transportation District is not precluded by any contract entered into on or 
after June 28, 1979 from employing part-time drivers or from contracting with common 
carriers of persons operating under a franchise or license. 

8. The contractor, TransDev Inc., has submitted the certification required by the Department of 
the California Highway Patrol verifying that the operator is in compliance with Section 
1801.1 of the Vehicle Code. 

9. The Yolo County Transportation District is in compliance with the eligibility requirements of 
Public Utilities Code Section 99314.6. 

 
 BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED, that the Board hereby approves the request for State 
Transit Assistance Funds for FY 2016-17 in the amount of $121,910, State Transit Assistance 
Funds for FY 2015-16 in the amount of $203,485, FY 2014-15 in the amount of $140,588, FY 
2013-14 for the amount of $213,026 and FY 2012-13 in the amount of $214,427 for a total claim 
amount of $893,436 and authorizes the forwarding of funds to the Yolo County Transportation 
District in proportion to funds received from the State. 
 
 PASSED AND ADOPTED, this 16th day of March 2017, by the following vote of the 
Board of Directors: 
 
AYES:  
 
NOES: 
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ABSTAIN: 
 
ABSENT:  
 

 
Brian Veerkamp  Kirk E. Trost 
Chair  Interim Chief Executive Officer 

 
 

 



 
 

 Item #17-3-3 
S AC O G  B o ar d  o f  D i r e c t or s  C o n s e nt   
 
March 9, 2017 
 
Approve Transportation Demand Management Innovations Fund Grant Program 
 
Issue: Should the Board approve the Transportation Demand Management (TDM) Innovations 
Fund Grant Program? 
 
Recommendation: The Transportation Committee unanimously recommends that the Board 
approve the TDM Innovations Grant Program for release. 
 
Committee Action/Discussion:  
A Transportation Demand Management (TDM) Innovations Fund Grant Program was an 
implementation action from the TDM Strategic Plan adopted by the Board in October 2016. On 
January 6, 2017, staff released a draft of guidelines, scoring criteria, and an application for 
comment. The comment period closed on January 25. Staff presented the draft program to the 
Transportation Committee and Board of Directors as an information item during the February 
cycle. Program changes to reflect Board questions and direction were included in the latest 
version of the guidelines that came forward to the committees in March. No further changes were 
requested through the March committee briefings.   
 
The goal of the TDM Innovations Grant Program is to fund new and innovative projects that lead 
to reductions in single occupancy vehicle (SOV) travel and overall Vehicle Miles Traveled 
(VMT) in order to improve regional air quality and reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Projects 
and activities funded through this program must be consistent with the vision of the Sacramento 
Region Blueprint and support the implementation of the Metropolitan Transportation 
Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (2016 MTP/SCS). The funds can be spent over a period 
of up to two years. This is a one-time competitive grant program of $450,000 allocated to fund 
innovative TDM projects.  
 
Based on input from stakeholders, members of the Transportation Committee and Board of 
Directors, staff developed drafts of the final program documents. Attachment A includes the 
draft final guidelines, scoring criteria, and application. Attachment B is a summary of previous 
public comments. Attachment C is a timeline of next steps.  
 
Informed by the success of similar grant programs in other regions, the draft final criteria 
emphasize agile and innovative projects/programs, leveraging partnerships, and performance 
measurement. The proposed program guidelines and criteria also address specific feedback and 
recommendations, including:  
 

• Giving greater emphasis to VMT reduction, innovation, program/project agility, 
performance measurement;  
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• Decreasing the emphasis on traditional measures such as numbers of contacts and 
participants, and on partnerships that may not necessarily be linked to innovations;  

• Giving less emphasis to whether the area to be served has a Transportation Management 
Association (TMA) or TDM outreach, and more to project performance/outcomes;  

• Reflecting equity more in terms of improvement to the overall transportation system over 
whether a particular service provides equity for every individual; and  

• Including people with experience in the innovation space on the review panel.  
 
Staff has also developed an interactive online map that displays VMT and transit access in the 
region which will be available during the application process. Pending Board action in March, a 
call for projects will be released and applications will be due June 30th.  
 
Staff plans to create a reserve list of projects if the $450,000 cap is reached for awarded projects 
during the initial application round. If cost savings are realized or additional resources become 
available over the next year, staff may then be able to allocate funding to the reserve projects.  
 
Approved by: 
 
  
 
 
Kirk E. Trost 
Interim Chief Executive Officer  
 
KT:MC:ds 
Attachments      
 
Key Staff: Matt Carpenter, Director of Transportation Services, (916) 340-6276 
 Sharon Sprowls, Senior Program Analyst, (916) 340-6235 
 Adrienne Moretz, Analyst I, (916) 319-5189 
  



TDM Innovations Grant Program Application 
Call for FY 2017-2018 Projects 

Attachment A 
 

A. GENERAL INFORMATION 

Agency Legal Name       

Address         

City/State/Zip Code       

Website       

Identify and provide contact information for: 

Person authorized to enter into contracts Project manager for proposed activity(ies) 
Only if different from authorized person (e.g., consultant) 

Name       Name       

Title       Title       

Address        Address        

City, State, ZIP        City, State, ZIP       

Phone       Phone       

Email       Email       
 

1. Project Title 
      

2. Project Description (concise abstract limited to 500 characters)  
      
 

3. Project Overview (limited to 1,500 characters) 
Describe your project and what it is going to do. Define how the project advances the transportation demand management efforts 
of SACOG (MTP/SCS pg. 254) to reduce SOV trips/miles, reduce congestion,  achieve greenhouse gas reduction goals pursuant to 
SB375, and implement the 2016 MTP/SCS.  
      
 

4. Project Innovation   
Briefly describe innovative features of the proposed project.  Example:  Project elements that haven’t been implemented in the 
region. 
      
 

5. Project Agility 
Discuss when/how often you will assess the performance of your project and include how you will modify the program/project if it 
is not performing as you intend. 
      
 

6. Project Tasks/Scope of Work 
List and briefly describe (below) the specific key tasks you will complete in order to successfully implement and finish your project, 
including any decision points for assessing if modifications are needed (as discussed in Question #5). 
(Tasks should reference criterion in Evaluation Matrix, including Performance Measurement) 
Task # Task   Description 

Task 1:   

Task 2.               

Task 3:             

http://www.sacog.org/sites/main/files/file-attachments/chapter_10_financial_stewardship.pdf
http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/pub/07-08/bill/sen/sb_0351-0400/sb_375_bill_20080822_amended_asm_v87.html
http://www.sacog.org/general-information/2016-mtpscs


TDM Innovations Grant Program Application 
Call for FY 2017-2018 Projects 

Attachment A 
 

Task 4:             

Task 5:             

Task 6:             

Task 7:             

Task 8:             

Task 9:             

Task 10:             

B. PROJECT TRAITS 
7. What is the geographic target area (overall and/or specific sites) for the project?  Is there anything unique about this geographic 

area?  Provide a map of the service area noting specific sites if applicable.   
      
  

8. Who is your target audience? Are there any unique demographic or socioeconomic traits of your target population? 
      
 

9. Does your project leverage or expand an existing partnership or form a new partnership? 
Non-local government applicants are required to submit a letter of support from the 
applicable local government (s) where the project is located.  Please confirm you have 
met/corresponded with the local jurisdiction(s) where your project is located and attach 
the letter(s) of support.    
 

  Yes, we confirm and have 
provided letter(s) of support. 

  No, we do not have 
partnerships. 

10. Has your project considered the needs of low income, and minority, disabled, youth, senior and/or other 
populations that are typically most burdened by a lack of transportation populations? 

 Yes  No 

If yes, please describe how your project has considered low income and minority population needsequity and if/how it will 
meet a community need and provide expanded transportation options/benefits to those populations. Reference any 
applicable community outreach, research and/or engagement that helped inform the development of your project. Also 
consider describing benefits in the near, mid, and/or long term.  

11. Will your project be timed or linked with a major roadway construction project, new bike paths/lanes, 
sidewalks, new/expanded/improved transit service, or other infrastructure project(s)?   

 Yes  No 

If yes, which project, and describe the linkage? (e.g., promoting non-SOV travel modes during construction period or opening) 

      
 

12. Describe your project’s accessibility to the residents, businesses and communities you plan to serve (Accessibility refers to areas 
with high vehicles miles traveled (VMT) but options for alternative mode use. Reference SACOG map). 
      

 

13. Describe how you will collaborate with or your project will coordinate with SACOG’s TDM efforts.  (All applicants are encouraged 
to meet with SACOG staff during the pre-application period to determine potential opportunities to collaborate on projects in some 
capacity.) 
      

 

14. Describe how you intend to deliver this project on time and within budget. If your agency has had difficulty delivering past grant 
or federal aid projects during the past five years, then also describe what changes you will take in order to deliver this project. 
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C. PROJECT BENEFITS – SOV TRIP and VMT REDUCTION POTENTIAL  
The CMAQ program supports two important goals of the U.S. Department of Transportation:  improving air quality and relieving 
congestion.  The TDM Innovations Grant is focused on the reduction of SOV trips and associated VMT reduction, and by extension 
reduction of GHG emissions to meet California’s environmental goals. 
 
The project review panel will consider the reliability of assumptions listed in Question 15 and the clarity of the justifications.  Upon 
project completion, all project awardees must calculate benefits (trips reduced and VMT reduced) as part of their project evaluations 
in order to receive final reimbursements for their projects.   
 

Example procedures for tracking project benefits include:  
• Before and after (pre- and post-) surveys of project participants’ travel habits 
• On-going tracking (e.g., web-based) of participant travel habits from the time they join (e.g., Commuter Club tool) 
• Post- project reporting of transit ridership changes on specific routes. 

 
If you need assistance, contact SACOG staff.   
15. Trip and VMT reduction potential  

a) The following project attributes will lead to a reduction of single occupant vehicle (SOV) trips and vehicle miles of travel 
(VMT).  Provide a number and justification for each applicable project attribute listed below (Provide attachments where 
necessary). Projects do not need to address every attribute to be eligible. 
 

Project User Base/Area Attributes Amount Justification Source of data 
1) Participants you expect to reach or 

contact 
                  

2) Residents and employees you expect to 
participate (e.g., sign up, register, receive 
passes, become members, etc.) 

                  

3) Cost per participant                   

4) Current percent of residents driving alone 
to work 

    %             

5) Current percent of workplace employees 
driving alone to work 

    %             

6) Average trip distance of target population 
currently driving alone (in miles) 

                  

7) A.   Program will be active:        days per year for          years 

8) Other:                          

9) Other pertinent information that supports the attributes provided above (past results, unique project team skills, case 
studies/research based on similar project types, etc.). 

 

      
 

b) (Optional) If desired, you may Calculate an estimate of number of trips reduced, cost savings compared with current 
service, and/or the VMT reduced as a result of this project.  The estimates can be for an average day, or for a year.  Provide 
an explanation of how you calculated the estimates, including formulas and all specific assumptions below, or in an 
attachment. 

 

Trip Reduction Estimate: 
       
VMT Reduction Estimate:   

      

16. Describe the procedures for how you plan to calculate and compile actual post-project results.  
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D.  PROJECT FUNDING REQUEST AND BUDGET  
Total federal request must be at least $25,000 and a maximum of $150,000.  

1.   Budget Overview   2016 2017 Total 
A. Enter the CMAQ Federal Funds requested,  for each year 

(tab through columns to generate automated 
calculations) 

$      $      $0 

B. Required 11.47% Local Match* $0 $0 $0 

C. Total Project Cost (federal plus required local match) $0 $0 $0 

* How will you make your required local match?  Cash, in-kind, both? 

      

List any organization that is a financial (cash or in-kind) partner with you in this project.  Is the 
partnership currently in place?  Please explain.  A letter of commitment must be provided by each 
financial partner. 
      
 

 

What percentage of your local match is in-kind? (e.g., 100%, 75%, 25%, 0%)       % 
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E.  BUDGET DETAILS  
Provide a general description and an amount of the expenses you expect to charge to this CMAQ project.  
 
NOTES: 

• The table below is a regular Word table (not a locked form).  Additional rows may be inserted, if needed.  
• You will need to input and calculate all amounts—this table does not automatically calculate.   
• Reminder:  Federal procurement rules must be followed. 

 
A. Salaries  

List each position, hourly rate, and total anticipated hours (over a 2-year period). 

Position Hrly. Rate # of Hrs. Total Amt. 
 (For future use - Do not 

input in this column)  
Sample:  Administrator $50 100 $5,000  
     
     
     

B. Media  
Do not list specific media outlets, but provide general descriptions, such 
as “Fall newspaper campaign”. 

  

   
   

C. Incentives, subsidies or transit passes (please note that gift cards, give-
aways with logos/sponsor names, and food are not eligible uses of grant 
funds)  

  

   
   

D. Equipment  
(Any purchases/rentals/leases specific to implementing the project, 
except infrastructure/vehicles – see G below.) 

  

   
   
   

E. Production  
Printing, web development, mailings, etc. 

  

   
   
   

F. Consultants  
List any subcontractors by name, or by function if to be selected later. (A 
detailed subcontractor list will be required if awarded contract). 

  

   
   

G. Costs associated with physical infrastructure or vehicles   
   
   

H. Other   Please define.   
    

   
TOTAL 

(Calculate and enter amount manually - should equal Row C Total in 
Budget Overview  in Section D) 
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F. TIMELINE 

Complete the timeline below, indicating the months applicable to each task.  Your project will begin upon receipt of your contract.   
1. The tasks in the timeline should correspond to those identified in Question 6 (Project Overview Details). 
2. Copy each task (from Question 6) into the blank text box below the task # (see example). 
3. Place an “X” in the applicable month(s) to each task. 

 
 

 (place an ‘ X’ in the applicable month) 

 Year 1 Year 2 

 FY2018 FY2019 (FY2020) 

Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun  July Aug Sep Oct Nov Dec Jan Feb Mar Apr May Jun Jul Aug Sep 

Task 1 Task 1 Task 1 
Calculation and Compilation  

of Project Results                             

Task 2 Task 2 Task 2 
                            

Task 3 Task 3 Task 3 
                            

Task 4 Task 4 Task 4 
                            

Task 5 Task 5 Task 5 
                            

Task 6 Task 6 Task 6 
                            

Task 7 Task 7 Task 7 
                            

Task 8 Task 8 Task 8 
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1) Program Purpose 
• The purpose of SACOG’s Transportation Demand Management (TDM) program is to encourage people to 

drive alone less often by developing and implementing TDM programs, policies, services and/or 
information that promote bicycling, walking, riding transit, carpooling/vanpooling, and/or teleworking. 
Projects and activities/ funded through this program must be consistent with the vision of the Sacramento 
Region Blueprint and support the implementation of the El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
(EDCTC) Regional Transportation Plan, the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) Regional 
Transportation Plan, and/or the Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG) Metropolitan 
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (MTP/SCS). 

2) Grant Program Goal 

• The goal of the TDM Innovations Grant Program is to fund new and innovative projects and activities that 
implement TDM strategies that reduce single occupant vehicle (SOV) travel and ultimately improve regional 
air quality and/or reduce traffic congestion and greenhouse gas emissions. 

3) Eligibility Requirements 

• Project applicants must be able to sign a Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with SACOG in order to 
receive funding. Entities eligible to apply for funds include public agencies, non-profits, and 
colleges/universities. For-profit companies (e.g., contractors, suppliers, or consultants) may be partners in 
an application, but a public or nonprofit organization must be the lead applicant. Partnerships are strongly 
encouraged. An eligible entity may apply for more than one project, but must submit a separate application 
for each project for evaluation and scoring. 

• SACOG will serve as the direct recipient of Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funds and 
develop and oversee the contracts for the applicants that are awarded funding.  

• Applications must be for programs/activities/projects within any of the six-county Sacramento region (El 
Dorado, Placer, Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo and/or Yuba counties).  

• The proposed scope of work should adhere to the federal CMAQ Interim Program Guidance under MAP-21 
(2013).  

• Applicants must demonstrate or make a strong case for how their project/program will have a direct impact 
on reducing SOV travel, and should focus on scoping a project that adheres to CMAQ guidance. However, if 
there is a strong vehicle trip or vehicle miles traveled (VMT) reduction argument made in an application but 
expenses fall outside of CMAQ guidelines, SACOG may seek to identify other funding streams that could be 
exchanged with CMAQ funds to allow for these expenditures; any such exchange would not increase the total 
funding available through the TDM Innovations Grant Program.  

• SACOG is interested in testing new ideas and/or expanding into new markets, populations, and 
geographies. If a proposed project is an expansion of a previous project, the applicant must therefore 
demonstrate how the proposal is distinctly different (e.g.., targeted geographic area, population, etc). 

• As described further under “7) Award Conditions” of this guidance document, a clear method for 
measuring outcomes of the grant-funded work will be necessary to receive funding. 

• This is a one-time competitive grant program of $450,000 allocated to fund innovative TDM projects. The 
funds can be spent over a period of up to two years.  

• Below is a non-exhaustive list of types of projects that could be eligible for funding. SACOG encourages 
applicants to think beyond these project types and test something new and different. 

o Parking Pricing programs: 
 Funding could be used by a city, county, employer, campus or other entity interested in testing 

the impacts of changing parking prices to influence travel behavior change. 

http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/ENVIRonment/air_quality/cmaq/policy_and_guidance/2013_guidance/index.cfm
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/ENVIRonment/air_quality/cmaq/policy_and_guidance/2013_guidance/index.cfm
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o Technology programs: 
 Travel planning apps, improvements to traveler information websites, integration of 

multi-modal trip planning, and other technology-based solutions that make use of 
existing resources/brands are just a few examples of projects that would be eligible. 

o Public Education, Marketing and Outreach in new geographies/communities/markets: 
 Marketing-related projects should show how they expand upon current outreach efforts 

either by expanding into new communities/markets/geographies or contacting 
individuals at different places or using different communication tools (residential, 
employer outreach, expansion of media coverage, increase in social media). 

o Carpool, Vanpool, Transit or other Subsidy programs – Subsidy and free transit fare programs may be 
funded but should:  
 Not conflict with the regional Vanpool Incentive Program. The Vanpool Incentive Program 

subsidizes new vanpools traveling to or from the Sacramento region in the amount of 
$300/month for six months.  

 Target SOV-using individuals. 
 Consider partnership with a Transportation Network Company (TNC), private rideshare or 

micro-transit provider, or test an alternative subsidy structure or service not yet offered in the 
region. 

 Be for a limited duration (maximum two years) for any individual recipient (multiple year 
subsidies for individuals does not meet the intent of this program). 

 
Limited and ineligible project types 
 

o This funding is designed for implementation projects. Stand-alone studies and plans are 
ineligible.  This does not apply to minor studies within larger projects.   

o Funding provided to local government sponsors should not replace existing local funding for staff.  
o Applicants should not request funding for projects or services that are currently performed by other 

agencies or government entities.  
o Food, gift cards, and giveaway items, as well as any print materials that have sponsor logos and/or 

lack a clear trip reduction message/campaign on them, are not eligible for reimbursement. 
o Existing TMAs/TMOs participating in the regional TDM program may not submit project elements 

that duplicate activities outlined in existing MOUs with SACOG. Activities should be unique and 
outside those conducted as part of the TDM regional program or pilot grants. 

4) Funding Requirements  

• Applicants may request funding for up to two years for state Fiscal Years (FY) 2017 and 2018.   
o State FY 2017 is from July 2017 to June 2018 
o State FY 2018 is from July 2018 to June 2019 

• A local match of at least 11.47% of the total project cost is required (SACOG’s federal TDM Grant allows a 
reimbursement of 88.53% of the total cost of the project).  The local match may be cash or an approved in-kind 
match contribution (thoroughly documented staff time or other CMAQ eligible expenses). If a sponsor wants to 
overmatch the project above the required 11.47%, they may do so on their own, but will not receive additional 
points.   

http://www.sacregion511.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/12/3-Party-Agreement-CURRENT.pdf?x88926
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• Minimum project request – must be for no less than $25,000 in federal funds (total project cost of $28,239 when 
including the minimum required local match). This minimum reduces the administrative burden of managing 
numerous small projects.  

• Maximum individual project request is $150,000 (total project cost of $169,434 when including the minimum 
required local match). 

5) Application process 

• Interested applicants will be required to attend an application training (up to four hours) sponsored by SACOG.  
• Applicants must provide reasonable information and estimates regarding project innovation, reach, 

costs/savings and outcomes to provide the review panel with sufficient information to evaluate and score the 
project. attributes that will impact the amount of vehicle trips and vehicle miles travelled (VMT) reduced due to 
the project, for example, (as applicable to the type of project) number of new businesses or individuals 
participating in program, current level of transit service in program area, number of new transit trips or new 
carpool/vanpool trips, etc. 

• Applicants may calculate detailed predictions of vehicle trips and VMT reduction if they choose, but are not 
required to do so.  The application instructions will provide specific details on what type of information is 
required. 

• Questions about eligibility should be directed via email to SACOG staff, which will be addressed with Caltrans or 
FHWA. Questions and responses will be posted publicly on the SACOG website for all applicants to review. 

6) Project Evaluation and Selection process 

• A Project Review Panel will assist with evaluating, scoring, and recommending projects for award.  Participants 
may include representatives of: 

o SACOG Teams: Transportation and Land Use Planning; Communications and Marketing; Project 
Delivery; Active Transportation; and Transit 

o Caltrans 
o FHWA 
o CalEPA 
o An Air District, University, Transit District, Public Works Department, Planning Department, 

and/or Transportation Management Association/Organization that does not submit an 
application. 

o Technology and/or innovation fields 
o Other neutral TDM subject matter experts. 

a) Each member of the Panel will review the applications and assign points based on funding program criteria 
and information contained in the project application forms.    

b) The Panel will convene to discuss the applications and reach consensus on the final criteria points and total 
score for each project.  

c) The Panel will recommend a list of projects to be funded by the TDM Innovations Grant. Partial awards may 
be recommended and/or negotiated with applicants as part of developing the recommendation list.   

d) The list will be taken to SACOG staff and subsequently to the SACOG Transportation Committee, for a 
recommendation to the SACOG Board of Directors; the Board will have final approval of the awards. 
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7) Award Conditions 

• Each applicant awarded funds will sign and enter into a contract (MOU) with SACOG to complete their project. 
SACOG serves as the steward of these federal funds. Applicants will be responsible for subcontracts with project 
partners.  

• Projects must be completed within two years from the contract start date. 
• Awardees are required to allocate 5-10 percent of their budget to surveys and/or tracking mechanisms to 

monitor and determine project outcomes and benefits.  Final project evaluations (reported results) will be due 
to SACOG upon or after project completion. Awardees will have up to two months after the contract end date to 
complete and submit the project evaluation.  

• Reported results must clearly articulate the estimated vehicle trips and VMT reduced due to the project. Final 
reimbursements are contingent upon receiving final project results.  

• Additionally, SACOG requires status reports and reimbursement requests to be submitted no more than 
monthly but no less than quarterly throughout the duration of the project. 

Resources:  

CMAQ Guidance 2013 http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/ENVIRonment/air_quality/cmaq/policy_and
_guidance/2013_guidance/index.cfm 

Standard SACOG Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU) 

SACOG will attach a Standard SACOG MOU 

Transit Priority Area Maps MTP/SCS pg. 28 
Accessibility Maps http://arcg.is/2lM5mSCSACOG will provide will an accessibility map 
SACOG Vanpool Incentive Program http://www.sacregion511.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/12/3-Party-

Agreement-CURRENT.pdf?x88926  
Commuter Club www.sacregioncommuterclub.org 
SacRegion511 www.sacregion511.org 
SACOG website www.sacog.org  

 

http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/ENVIRonment/air_quality/cmaq/policy_and_guidance/2013_guidance/index.cfm
http://www.fhwa.dot.gov/ENVIRonment/air_quality/cmaq/policy_and_guidance/2013_guidance/index.cfm
http://www.sacog.org/sites/main/files/file-attachments/3_-_summary_of_growth_and_land_use_forecast.pdf
http://arcg.is/2lM5mSC
http://www.sacregion511.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/12/3-Party-Agreement-CURRENT.pdf?x88926
http://www.sacregion511.org/wp-content/uploads/2015/12/3-Party-Agreement-CURRENT.pdf?x88926
http://www.sacregioncommuterclub.org/
http://www.sacregion511.org/
http://www.sacog.org/


Evaluation Criteria Max
Pts

Maximum Points Minimum Points

A. Scored by Project Review Panel

1
2

Motor Vehicle Trip and Miles Reduction potential:
High = 1417 pts, Medium = 107, Low = 3
Based on attributes (provided in application) specific to type of project

17
13

2
1

Level of Innovation and Uniqueness: 
Uniqueness of  project/program, targeted geographic area, market 
population/demographics, project type (i.e., uses a new methodology, is more 
targeted to an underserved area or demographic, etc.) 

Totally new (market/connections/project type) and extremely unique, seed 
funding to test concept is critical = 15 pts;  
Does not reach new market or is continuation of existing 
service/project/campaign = 0 pt

15

 1) Project/program targets identified 
center/corridor/community/neighborhood with 
little or no TDM outreach currently     
2) Project/program serves or targets a totally 
new demographic, community type (urban, 
suburban, rural) or type of trip to reduce. 
3) Project is unlike anything tried in the region in 
recent past.  Concept has shown success in other 
cities.  
4) Innovative Project. New, unique concept.             
5) Project type implemented in SACOG region has 
proven successful and is proposed to be 
expanded to new areas.

1) Serves area with current/recent/long- 
standing service.  
2) Serves a population comparable to those that 
have been served by the applicant for a long 
period of time.
3) Very similar to past endeavors, or 
continuation/re-branding of an existing 
program, and has not adequately proven 
successful results.

3

Performance Measurement:
Applicant clearly describes a plan for measuring vehicle trip/mile reduction or 
other metrics (e.g. number of program participants cost savings compared to 
current service, influence of program on travel behavior) linked to reducing 
single occupancy vehicle trips or creating efficiences = 12 pts; Applicant does 
not have a plan to evaluate the SOV reductions resulting from program/project 
= 0 pt

12
Budget is identified for measuring performance 
and plan/method is clearly articulated

No budget or clear plan/method for measuring 
performance

4
5

Agility of Project: Coupled with tracking performance of the program, applicant 
identifies plan to modify program/project if it is not performing as applicant 
intends = 10; no plans for modifying project/program based on its performance 
= 0

10
Project application articulates plans to modify 
project if project does not seem to be performing 
as predicted

5

Timing/Synergy of Project:
Immediate benefits/link to major roadway/multi-modal project that has been 
completed within the last year three years = 6 8 pts;
Benefits several years out, undeveloped area, no link to transit project, project 
is likely to have limited impact on travel behavior = 0 pt

8
6

Project coincides with an immediate major 
construction project or opening of new transit, 
bikeway, pedestrian or other multi-modal project. 

6
4

Leverages/Expands Partnerships:
Project leverages existing partnerships or expands partnerships to achieve 
greater trip/mile reductions or cost savings compared to current service = 10 5; 
Project does not mention any partnerships = 0

5
10

1) Leverages existing partnership 2) Expands or 
begins new partnership 3) Partnerships to  realize 
cost savings compared to current service

No mention of partnerships.

7
6

Project Cost/Participant: Total project cost divided by number of estimated 
participants or number of people that will be reached by the project.
Lower cost per participant=  5 pts;
Higher cost per participant= 0 pt

5

8

Other Factors and Intangibles:  
Successful performance of past projects as noted in references or Project 
Scope; clear/concise application; cooperation with Regional TDM Program = 4 
pts;
Application lacks clarity, no coordination or connection with Regional TDM 
program, no examples of past project successes = 0 pt

4

B. Measured/Scored by SACOG Staff:

9

Potential User Base: Potential users to be reached directly through this project 
in the specific project area. Could be employees, residents, students or other 
groups, but this number would be inclusive of people that would be contacted 
via some form of communication by the applicant. 
Higher potential user base=  5 pts;
Lower potential user base= 0 pt

5

10

Equity:
Considers needs of low income, minority, disabled, youth, senior and/or 
populations that are typically most burdened by a lack of transportation 
options. High = 5 Low = 0
Thoroughly considers needs of low income and minority populations and 
proposes clear, articulate review of benefits= 10 pts;  Partially considers low 
income and minority populations and articulates benefits = 5 pts;  Does not 
consider needs of low income and minority populations or articulate benefits = 
0 pts

5
10

Project application provides clear, articulate 
description of how project has considered needs 
of low income, minority, disabled, youth, senior, 
and/or other populations that are typically most 
burdened by a lack of transportation and project 
benefits for expanding transportation options = 5 
pts

Does not provide description of how project 
considered equity or articulate project benefits 
for expanding transportation options = 0 pts

11
Accessibility in Project Area (SACOG WILL PROVIDE MAP FOR APPLICANT USE)
High (>  ) = 5 pts
Low (<   ) = 0 pts

5

12
Serves SACOG Designated Transit Priority Area (TPA):
Strongly serves/focuses on TPA = 3 pts;
Not in or near TPA =  0 pt 

3

13
Aligns with or supports MTP/SCS or relevant RTP (El Dorado, Placer):  Strongly 
supports implementation and goals of relevant plan(s) = 3; Does not support 
the relevant plan(s) goals/implementation= 0

3

14 Local Match - Cash or "in-kind" match is included in application = 3; No match is 
included = 0 pts

3

95

Other EXAMPLE Traits For Panel to Consider

Evaluation Criteria for the TDM Innovations Grant 

Points allocated based on results of all projects submitted.

Project Review Panel will consider reliability and efficiency of attributes and assumptions used to 
reflect or estimate decreased VMT and improvement to air quality. Estimated calculation by 
applicant of trip & VMT reduction and associated greenhouse gas reductions or air quality 
improvements increases points received.

Points allocated based on results of all projects submitted.

Points allocated based on results of all projects submitted.
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Comment # Date 
Received

Organization Name Document Comment Text

1-1 1/19/2017 DOT Gregoria 
Ponce

Guidelines Confirm whether applicant would sign a SACOG Memorandum of 
Understanding (MOU) or Memorandum of Agreement (MOA)

1-2 1/19/2017 DOT Gregoria 
Ponce

Criteria, 
Application

Consider ADA in equity portions 

1-3 1/19/2017 DOT Gregoria 
Ponce

Application E) Budget Details - consider adding link to Federal Procurement Rules

2-1 1/19/2017 City of Davis Brian 
Abbanat

Application The application itself looks like you achieved a good balance between 
applicants providing a strong justification for their projects/programs without 
being overly burdensome. Congratulations on a job well done.

2-2 1/19/2017 City of Davis Brian 
Abbanat

Consider revising eligible projects to be more inclusive of projects such as the 
“GoDavis” concept (City of Davis and UC Davis TAPS have been coordinating to 
develop a “Go Davis” TDM program that would target all trips, by all modes, 
for all people)

3-1 1/26/2017 EDCTC Jerry Barton Scoring 
Criteria

Level of Innovation and Uniqueness: The language refers to an “underserved” 
area. While I understand this to mean the area is underserved when it comes 
to TDM efforts, the term ‘underserved’ can also be associated with 
‘disadvantaged’ from a social standpoint. I would suggest clarifying the 
language to ensure it explicitly refers to an area that does not currently have 
any existing or ongoing TDM programs or activities

3-2 1/26/2017 EDCTC Jerry Barton Scoring 
Criteria

Equity: The equity criteria item has a high point value and as a result may 
make some areas of the region less competitive in the program (or target 
funds to certain areas of the region). In order to provide a balance of funding 
awards across the broad spectrum of household incomes and populations in 
the SACOG region, I would suggest lowering the points dedicated to this 
criteria item. Another option would be to make it clear that considering the 
needs of small disadvantaged neighborhoods or census blocks (in an area that 
may have a high median household income) can result in the award of points 
in this criteria item so that areas with higher median incomes and lower levels 
of minority populations can still be competitive

3-3 1/26/2017 EDCTC Jerry Barton Scoring 
Criteria

Serves SACOG Designated Transit Priority Area: While only a small amount of 
points are dedicated to this item, there are many areas throughout the 
Sacramento region that are not designated Transit Priority Areas. I don’t have 
a specific recommendation for this item but I do have some concern that it 
may (especially in combination with the equity criteria item) serve to make 
some areas of the region less competitive in the program. 

These are the substantive comments received from stakeholders by the January 25th deadline. Grammatical comments have been addressed in the draft 
documents.
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2016 
October SACOG Board allocates $450,000 in existing TDM 

funds to be used for Innovation Grant that aligns with 
adopted TDM Strategic Plan. 

December  Staff develop scoring criteria, guidelines and 
application 

2017 
January Stakeholder review of scoring criteria, guidelines, and 

application  
February Draft scoring criteria, guidelines and application 

discussion with Transportation Committee 
March Final draft scoring criteria, guidelines and application 

request for action 
 Request for action to Board 
 Pre-Application round begins 
 Application training session held for interested 

applicants  
April   Pre-Applications due  
 Staff reviews Pre-Applications, provides feedback 
May Final application round begins 
June Final applications due 
July Review panel meets and makes recommendation 
August Grant award recommendations to Transportation 

Committee and Board for action 
 Contracts drafted to award funds 

 

 

 

 



  
 Item #17-3-4 

SACOG Board of Directors    Consent  
 
March 9, 2017 
 
Authorize Regional Transit Asset Management Plan Development Request for 
Qualifications 
 
Issue:  SACOG is proposing to develop a combined Transit Asset Management Plan for small 
transit operators in the region with assistance from a consultant. 
    
Recommendation:  The Transportation Committee unanimously recommends that the Board 
authorize SACOG to release a Request for Qualifications (RFQ) for consulting assistance for 
developing the group Transit Asset Management plan. 
 
Committee Action/Discussion: In order to comply with provisions of federal MAP-21 
legislation, the Federal Transit Administration (FTA) published a final rule in July 2016 
requiring transit agencies to develop a Transit Asset Management (TAM) plan.  FTA defines 
transit asset management as “the strategic and systematic practice of procuring, operating, 
inspecting, maintaining, rehabilitating, and replacing transit capital assets to manage their 
performance, risks, and costs over their life cycles, for the purpose of providing safe, cost-
effective, and reliable public transportation.”  
 
Per the federal rule, TAM plans must include an inventory of agency assets, including vehicles, 
facilities and other capital assets; an assessment of the condition of those inventoried assets; and 
a prioritized list of investments to improve a “state of good repair.” Transit operators are also 
required to set performance targets for their capital assets, and report these targets and 
information on the condition of their capital assets to the National Transit Database.  A follow-up 
FTA TAM rule issued in October 2016 further defined state of good repair for transit agencies; 
established a set of performance measures to determine a state of good repair; and set October 
2018 as the deadline for public transit operators to develop a TAM plan.  
 
The new rules require Tier I operators – defined as large transit operators that operate rail or over 
100 vehicles across fixed route services or in non-fixed route service – to create an individual 
TAM plan. Smaller transit operators may participate in a group TAM plan that is sponsored by 
the State or a Metropolitan Planning Organization (MPO) such as SACOG.  
  
In preparation for the federal mandate, the Transit Coordinating Committee (TCC) and SACOG 
staff agreed that development of a group TAM plan for smaller transit operators in our region 
would be the most cost-effective approach, with SACOG managing a contract for consultant 
assistance. The nine transit operators to participate in the group TAM plan are El Dorado Transit, 
Elk Grove Transit, Folsom Transit, Davis Community Transit, Unitrans, Yolo County 
Transportation District, Placer County Transit, Roseville Transit, and Yuba-Sutter Transit. Of the 
other small operators, Auburn Transit expects to participate in Caltrans’ rural group TAM plan, 
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and SCT/Link will prepare its own plan.  
 
As Tier I operators, the Sacramento Regional Transit District and Paratransit Inc. are required to 
prepare individual TAM plans. However, SACOG is looking at ways to coordinate with 
Regional Transit and Paratransit, Inc. where possible, including on development of standards for 
assessing the condition of capital assets to create a common approach across the region.   
 
With Board authorization, SACOG staff will work with the participating transit agencies to 
develop and then release the RFQ seeking consultant expertise to help prepare the group TAM 
plan. The duration of the work is estimated to be approximately one year. The plan will include 
an inventory and condition assessment of all of the participating agencies’ transit capital assets, 
and provide an investment prioritization plan. As agreed with the TCC, the consultant contract 
will be funded through Federal Transit Administration (FTA) 5307 formula funds.   
   
Approved by: 
 
 
 
Kirk E. Trost 
Interim Chief Executive Officer  
 
KT:AZ:ds 
 
Key Staff: Matt Carpenter, Director of Transportation Services, (916) 340-6276 
  Sharon Sprowls, Senior Program Specialist, (916) 340-6235 
  Azadeh Doherty, Senior Analyst, (916) 340-6221 
  Barbara VaughanBechtold, Associate Analyst (916) 340-6226 
   
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



  
 Item #17-3-5 

SACOG Board of Directors Consent 
 
March 9, 2017 
 
Approve Allocation of Regional Low Carbon Transit Operations Funds  
 
Issue: Should the Board approve the 2016/17 Low Carbon Transit Operations Program 
(LCTOP) regional funding program? 
 
Recommendation:  The Transportation Committee unanimously recommends that the Board 
approve the 2016-17 Low Carbon Transit Operations Program (LCTOP) regional funding 
program, and authorize the Chief Executive Officer to execute all required documents for 
LCTOP funding.  
 
Committee Action/Discussion: In 2014, the California Legislature passed Senate Bill (SB) 
862 to establish the Transit, Affordable Housing, and Sustainable Communities Program. Within 
this program, the Low Carbon Transit Operations Program (LCTOP) was established to provide 
operating and capital assistance for transit agencies to help reduce greenhouse gas emissions and 
improve mobility, with a priority on serving disadvantaged communities. LCTOP is 
administered by the California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) in coordination with the 
California Air Resources Board (CARB) and the State Controller’s Office (SCO).  
 
For FY 2016/17, transit agency expenditure proposals are due to Caltrans by March 30, 2017. 
Caltrans and CARB will review the applications to ensure compliance with SB 862 requirements 
and LCTOP guidelines. The approved proposals will then be submitted to the State Controller’s 
Office (SCO) by June 1, 2017. Funds will be available for allocation by June 30, 2017. 
 
In compliance with LCTOP guidelines and Caltrans requirements, the Board has authorized 
SACOG’s CEO to act as the Authorized Agent and Contributing Sponsor responsible for 
distributing regional LCTOP funds to local transit agencies in the four counties of Sacramento, 
Sutter, Yolo and Yuba. This allows SACOG to release funds to each project lead by signing off 
on the Project Description and Allocation Request form. LCTOP funds for transit operators in El 
Dorado and Placer counties are processed by the Regional Transportation Planning Agencies 
(RTPAs) in those respective counties. 
 
For Fiscal Year 2016-17, the State is appropriating $829,799 in regional LCTOP funds (PUC 
Section 99313) to eligible transit agencies in the four-county SACOG region. Since the 
establishment of the program, the SACOG practice has been to distribute the funding by a 
population-based formula. Staff recommends continuing this practice for the 2016/17 LCTOP 
cycle. In this approach, funds will be distributed by formula (see Attachment A) as long as 
proposed projects are deemed compliant by Caltrans and CARB. Staff is also proposing to apply 
for $59,406 in available regional funds that are not allocated to any specific operator for 
operational costs of the Connect Card project. If these funds are not programmed by the end of 
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FY 2016/17, the money will revert back to the State and will no longer be available to our 
region. Board approval of the resolutions (Attachments B and C) authorize SACOG’s CEO to 
execute the Certifications and Assurances, Authorized Agent and other required documents for 
the proposed FY 2016/17 LCTOP-funded transit projects.  
 
Approved by: 
 
 
 
 
Kirk E. Trost 
Interim Chief Executive Officer 
 
KET:AZ:ds 
Attachments 
 
Key Staff: Matt Carpenter, Director of Transportation Services, (916) 340-6276 

Azadeh Doherty, Senior Planner, (916) 340-6221 
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POPULATION
AS A ALLOCATION  2/

JURISDICTION   POPULATION 1/ % OF TOTAL

SACRAMENTO COUNTY
Unincorporated 575,928 30.97% $257,010 3/

Citrus Heights 85,653 4.61% $38,223 4/

Elk Grove 165,121 8.88% $73,686
Folsom (Regional) 76,122 4.09% $33,970 5/

Regional 25,061 1.35% $11,184 5/

Regional 840 0.05% $373 5/

Rancho Cordova 70,968 3.82% $31,670 4/

Sacramento 482,110 25.93% $215,144 4/

SUTTER COUNTY
Unincorporated 21,655 1.16% $9,664
Live Oak 8,527 0.46% $3,805
Yuba City 65,557 3.53% $29,255

YOLO COUNTY
Unincorporated 26,259 1.41% $11,718
Davis 66,802 3.59% $29,811
West Sacramento 50,908 2.74% $22,718
Winters 6,970 0.37% $3,110
Woodland 57,307 3.08% $25,573

YUBA COUNTY
Unincorporated 58,193 3.13% $25,969
Marysville 12,078 0.65% $5,390
Wheatland 3,419 0.18% $1,526

TOTAL 1,859,478 100.00% $829,799

1. Sources: Report E-5, Department of Finance, Demographic Research Unit, 1/1/2015

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

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

Transit District) or $243,131 is reserved in whole for SRTD.  The balance of $13,879 is reserved

for an eligible regional project.

4. Entire amount is reserved for SRTD for a total of $285,037

5. Available for an eligible regional project.

Regional Share of Statewide PUC Allocation:  5% of annual proceeds

February 2017
SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

ALLOCATION OF LOW CARBON TRANSIT OPERATIONS PROGRAM  (LCTOP)
FY 2016-17

PUBLIC UTILITY CODE SECTION 99313

Atachment A
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TRANSIT OPERATOR BASE 1/ % OF TOTAL ALLOCATION 2/

City of Elk Grove $1,651,977  2.0% $7,808  

City of Folsom $449,780  0.5% $2,126  

Sacramento Regional
Transit District $73,413,234  87.5% $347,003  

Yuba-Sutter
Transit Authority $1,448,569  1.7% $6,846  

City of Davis $2,735,100  3.3% $12,927  

Yolo County
Transportation District $4,191,387  5.0% $19,812  

TOTAL $83,890,047  100.0% $396,522  

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

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

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

REVENUE

Local Share of Statewide PUC Allocation:  5% annual proceeds

February 2017
SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS

ALLOCATION OF LOW CARBON TRANSIT OPERATIONS PROGRAM  (LCTOP)
FY 2016-17

PUBLIC UTILITY CODE SECTION 99314



 

  
 
       
 
 

SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 29– 2017 
 

AUTHORIZATION FOR THE EXECUTION OF THE  
CERTIFICATIONS AND ASSURANCES AND AUTHORIZED AGENT FORMS 

FOR THE LOW CARBON TRANSIT OPERATIONS PROGRAM (LCTOP) 
 
WHEREAS, SACOG is an eligible project sponsor and may receive state funding from the 
LCTOP for transit projects; and 
 
WHEREAS, the statutes related to state-funded transit projects require a local or regional 
implementing agency to abide by various regulations; and 
 
WHEREAS, Senate Bill 862 (2014) named the Department of Transportation (Department) as 
the administrative agency for the LCTOP; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Department has developed guidelines for the purpose of administering and 
distributing LCTOP funds to eligible project sponsors (local agencies); and 
 
WHEREAS, SACOG wishes to delegate authorization to execute these documents and any 
amendments thereto to SACOG’s Chief Executive Officer. 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of SACOG that the fund 
recipient agrees to comply with all conditions and requirements set forth in the Certifications and 
Assurances, the Authorized Agent documents, and applicable statutes, regulations and guidelines 
for all LCTOP funded transit projects; and 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED that SACOG’s Chief Executive 
Officer be authorized to execute all required documents of the LCTOP program and any 
Amendments thereto with the California Department of Transportation. 
 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 16th day of March 2017, by the following vote of the 
Board of Directors: 
 

_________________________  _____________________________ 
Brian Veerkamp   Kirk Trost 
Chair   Interim Chief Executive Officer  

AYES:  
NOES:   
ABSTAIN:   
ABSENT:     

Attachment B  
 



 
 
       
 
 

SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS 
 

RESOLUTION NO. 30 – 2017 
 

AUTHORIZATION FOR THE EXECUTION OF THE  
 LOW CARBON TRANSIT OPERATIONS PROGRAM (LCTOP) PROJECTS:  

 
 
WHEREAS, SACOG is an eligible project sponsor and may receive state funding from the 
LCTOP now or sometime in the future for transit projects; and 
 
WHEREAS, the statutes related to state-funded transit projects require a local or regional 
implementing agency to abide by various regulations; and 
 
WHEREAS, Senate Bill 862 (2014) named the Department of Transportation (Department) as 
the administrative agency for the LCTOP; and  
 
WHEREAS, the Department has developed guidelines for the purpose of administering and 
distributing LCTOP funds to eligible project sponsors (local agencies); and 
 
WHEREAS, SACOG is a Contributing Sponsor to multiple lead agencies and also an eligible 
recipient of the LCTOP funds, 
 
NOW, THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of SACOG that the fund 
recipient agrees to comply with all conditions and requirements set forth in the applicable 
statutes, regulations and guidelines for all LCTOP funded transit projects; and  
 
NOW, BE IT FURTHER RESOLVED by the Board of Directors of SACOG that it hereby 
authorizes the submittal of an allocation request by the following project leads to the Department 
for FY 2016-17 LCTOP regional funds (Section 99313), as follows:  
 
Lead Agency and Project list: 
▫ Yuba-Sutter Transit Authority: Connect Card Project - $75,609 
▫ Yolo County Transportation District: Yolo County Trip Reduction Activities - $63,119 
▫ Unitrans- Electronic bicycle lockers- $29,811 
▫ Elk Grove Transit (e-tran): Local Route 156 Transit Service Frequency Improvements - 

$73,686   
▫ SACOG: Connect Card Implementation - $59,406 
▫ Sacramento Regional Transit District: Blue Line Phase 2 Extension - $319,251;  

Connect Card - $20,862;   Bus Route 25 Enhancement - $31,989; Bus Route 65 Expansion - 
$60,269; Golden 1 Service - $95,797 

  

Attachment C 



Resolution No. 30 – 2017  -2- March 16, 2017 
 

PASSED AND ADOPTED this 16th day of March 2017, by the following vote of the 
Board of Directors: 
 

_________________________  _____________________________ 
Brain Veerkamp   Kirk E. Trost 
Chair   Interim Chief Executive Officer  

AYES:  

NOES:   

ABSTAIN:   

ABSENT:     



 Item #17-3-6 
SACOG Board of  Directors     Consent
  
March 9, 2017 
 
Approve SACOG Ticket and Pass Distribution Policy 
 
Issue: SACOG occasionally receives tickets or passes to events. The Political Reform Act requires SACOG to 
adopt a ticket and pass distribution policy to distribute tickets or passes. 
 
Recommendation: The Government Relations & Public Affairs Committee recommends that the Board 
adopt the SACOG Ticket and Pass Distribution Policy. 
 
Committee Action/Discussion: SACOG occasionally receives tickets or passes to events, which may be 
distributed to SACOG employees or officials for recognized public purposes in support of SACOG’s mission.  
As an example, distribution may be made to SACOG employees for the public purpose of enhancing 
employee morale and performance.  The Political Reform Act requires SACOG to adopt a ticket and pass 
distribution policy so that such distributions do not violate the rules regulating gifts to public employees 
 
SACOG’s “designated employees” (i.e., those employees or officials required to file Form 700 each year) are 
prohibited from receiving gifts from any single source totaling more than $250 in any calendar year.  
(California Government Code Section 89503(c).)  However, FPPC Regulation 18944.1 provides that 
SACOG’s distribution of tickets and passes to its employees or officials is exempted from the restrictions on 
gifts under the Political Reform Act, provided that: 
 

• SACOG adopts a ticket policy, which must be posted on its website; 
• SACOG provides the FPPC with a link to the webpage containing the ticket policy; 
• The ticket or pass may not be earmarked by the original donor for use by a particular SACOG 

employee or official; 
• SACOG determines which employee(s) or official(s) may use each ticket or pass;  
• The distribution of each ticket or pass must be for a public purpose, as set forth in the ticket policy; 
• Tickets or passes distributed to a SACOG employee or official may not be sold or transferred to any 

other person except to members of such individual’s immediate family and one guest; and 
• SACOG completes a Form 802 (Agency Report of Ceremonial Role Events and Ticket/Pass 

Distributions) and posts the Form on its website for each distribution of tickets under the ticket policy.  
In some instances, the name of the individual recipient must be listed. 

 
Staff has prepared the attached Ticket and Pass Distribution Policy for review and approval by the SACOG 
Board, in compliance with FPPC regulations. 
 
Approved by: 
 
 
 
Kirk E. Trost 
Interim Chief Executive Officer 
 
KET:EJ:ts   
Attachment 
 
Key Staff: Erik Johnson, Manager of Policy & Administration, (916) 340-6247 
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Attachment 
SACOG TICKET AND PASS DISTRIBUTION POLICY 

 
1. Purpose 
 

The purpose of this policy is to establish a procedure for the distribution, use and reporting of 
tickets or passes to a facility, event, show or performance for entertainment, amusement, 
recreation or similar purposes in compliance with Section 18944.1 of the FPPC Regulations, 
which sets out the circumstances under which a public agency’s distribution of tickets or passes 
to a public official or employee does not result in a gift to the public official or employee.  
Tickets or passes to an event distributed and accounted for in compliance with this policy and 
FPPC Regulation 18944.1 will not be considered as gifts to the SACOG officials and employees 
who make use of such tickets or passes. 
 

2. Definitions 
 
 For purposes of this policy, the following definitions apply: 
 

“FPPC” means the California Fair Political Practices Commission. 
 
 “Pass” means a Ticket that provides repeated access, entry, or admission to a facility or series of 
events, shows or performances, and for which similar passes are sold to the public. 
 
“Policy” means and refers to this Ticket and Pass Distribution Policy. 
 
“SACOG” means the Sacramento Area Council of Governments. 
 
“SACOG Official” means every director, officer, employee, or consultant of SACOG. 
 
“Ticket” means anything that provides admission to a facility, event, show, or performance for 
an entertainment, amusement, recreational, or similar purpose. 
 

3. Tickets and Passes Covered by this Policy 
 
 Tickets and Passes Covered by this Policy include those: 
 

a. Gratuitously provided to SACOG by an outside source and not earmarked by the outside 
source for use by a particular SACOG Official; 

 
b. Acquired by SACOG as consideration pursuant to the terms of a contract for the use of a 

SACOG venue, equipment or services; 
 
c. Available to SACOG because SACOG controls the event; or 
 
d. Purchased by SACOG at fair market value. 
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4. Limitations 
 

This Policy does not apply to: 
 
a. Tickets provided to SACOG Officials by an outside source to an event at which the 

SACOG Official performs a ceremonial role or function on behalf of SACOG; 
 
b. Tickets for which the SACOG Official pays SACOG the face value of the Ticket; 
 
c. Tickets for which the SACOG Official treats the Ticket or Pass as income consistent with 

applicable state and federal income tax laws and SACOG reports the distribution of the 
Ticket or Pass as income to the SACOG Official in compliance with FPPC Regulation 
Section 18944.1(d); or 

 
d. Other benefits, such as food, beverages or other items, that are provided to the SACOG 

Official at the event, if such benefits are not included as part of the admission to the 
event. 

 
5. Provisions 
 

SACOG may distribute Tickets or Passes under the following provisions: 
 
a. The CEO, or his or her designee, is responsible for the distribution of Tickets and Passes 

in accordance with this Policy.  All requests for Tickets or Passes falling within the scope 
of this Policy must be made in accordance with any procedures that may be established 
by the CEO.  The public purpose to be accomplished must be identified with specificity 
and must not be a pretext to accomplish some other purpose.  The following are 
deemed to be public purposes under this Policy: 

 
i. Promotion of public exposure to, and awareness of, new, upcoming or existing 

SACOG services or facilities; 
 

ii. Promotion of special events to which SACOG is a party; 
 

iii. Promoting business activity, growth, or development that furthers SACOG’s 
purposes; 
 

iv. Promotion of SACOG brand recognition, visibility, or profile; 
 

v. Meeting and greeting residents and visitors to gain feedback on and make 
observations of the quality and awareness of SACOG services or to gain insight 
into what SACOG services that residents and visitors would like to see SACOG 
make available; 
 

vi. Promotion of open, visible, and accessible government by SACOG Official 
participation and/or availability of an event; 
 

vii. Attracting and retaining highly qualified employees for SACOG service; 
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viii. Attracting or rewarding volunteer public service; 

 
ix. Promoting enhanced SACOG employee performance or morale; or 

 
x. For the purpose of networking with other community and civic leaders at 

charitable events. 
 

b. Tickets or Passes distributed to a SACOG Official pursuant to this Policy must not be 
transferred to any other person except to members of such SACOG Official’s immediate 
family (spouse, registered domestic partner, or dependent children) solely for their 
personal use, which personal use may include no more than one guest accompanying 
the SACOG Official or his or her immediate family member. 

 
c. No person who receives a Ticket or Pass pursuant to this Policy may sell or receive 

reimbursement for the value of such Ticket or Pass. 
 

6. Reporting Requirements 
 

The following disclosure requirements must be met: For each Ticket or Pass distributed under 
this Policy, a Form 802 report must be filled out and sent to the FPPC for posting on its website.  
The Form 802 report or other report must contain the following information: 
 
a. The name of the person receiving the Ticket or Pass, except if the Ticket or Pass is 

distributed to an organization outside of SACOG, then SACOG may post the name, 
address, description of the organization, and the number of Tickets or passes provided 
to the organization in lieu of posting the names of each individual from the organization; 

 
b. A description of the event; 
 
c. The date of the event; 
 
d. The face value of the Ticket or Pass; 
 
e. The number of Tickets or Passes provided to each person; 
 
f. A description of the public purpose under which the distribution was made or, 

alternatively, that the Ticket or Past was distributed as income to the SACOG Official. 



 Item #17-3-7 
SACOG Board of  Directors     Consent
  
March 9, 2017 
 
Approve Request for Proposals for Federal Advocacy/Policy Services 
 
Issue:  Should the Board authorize the CEO to release a request for proposals (RFP) for federal 
advocacy/policy services? 
 
Recommendation:  The Government Relations & Public Affairs Committee recommends that the Board 
authorize the Chief Executive Officer to release the RFP for federal advocacy/policy services. 
 
Committee Action/Discussion:  The current federal policy services contract is scheduled to end on June 30, 
2017. In August 2013, the Board of Directors awarded a contract to Transportation for America for federal 
policy services for one year with three optional one-year extensions.  
 
Transportation for America was selected over traditional lobbying firms for the contract. SACOG has seen 
value in working with a non-traditional advocate, SACOG can benefit from the combination of Transportation 
for America’s strengths with those of SACOG staff. Transportation for America is not a registered lobbyist. 
SACOG staff, as employees of a public agency, are permitted to interact directly with federal officials without 
registering to lobby, and arrange for meetings with federal officials independently of Transportation for 
America. There are tradeoffs to such a relationship.  
 
With the expiration of the contract, a new CEO at SACOG, and a changing political landscape in Washington, 
staff believes the timing is appropriate to release an RFP. This RFP process will help SACOG evaluate the 
services available in the marketplace.  
 
Staff is not seeking authorization for a certain contract amount. Staff will return to the Board for authorization 
to enter into a contract.   
 
Staff will work with the new CEO on the specifics of the RFP process. While there is no financial conflict of 
interest between Mr. Corless being involved in the selection process, given that he is leaving Transportation 
for America to work for SACOG, he will not participate in the selection panel.  
 
The RFP will be released to an extensive list of advocacy firms.  A selection panel made up of SACOG staff 
and member jurisdiction representatives will convene to score the proposals based on the criteria set forth in 
the RFP.  Staff will make a recommendation to the Government Relations & Public Affairs Committee and 
subsequently to the SACOG Board of Directors prior to the expiration of the current advocacy contract on 
June 30, 2017. 
 
Approved by: 
 
 
 
Kirk E. Trost 
Interim Chief Executive Officer 
 
KET:EJ:ts 
   
Key Staff:   Erik Johnson, Manager of Policy & Administration, (916) 340-6247 



 
Item #17-3-8 

SACOG Board of Directors Act ion 

March 9, 2017 

 
Award Regional Bike Share Equipment and Operations Contract 
 
Issue: Should SACOG award a contract to Social Bicycles (SoBi) for Regional Bike Share 
System Equipment and Operations? 

 
Recommendation:  SACOG staff recommends that the Board authorize the Interim Chief 
Executive Officer to negotiate and execute a final contract with Social Bicycles (SoBi) consistent 
with the attached term sheet (Attachment A, “Regional Bike Share System Equipment and 
Operations Contract Term Sheet between SACOG and Social Bicycles”). 
 
Committee Action/Discussion: To launch our regional bike share system, SACOG needs to 
enter into three different agreements between many bike share private businesses and public 
organizations to define roles and responsibilities.  This report focuses on the key details of the 
Equipment and Operations agreement between SACOG and SoBi.   
 

1. Equipment and Operations Agreement  
This agreement between SACOG and SoBi describes:  

a. the business model that describes the flow of revenues, expenditures, and profit 
sharing, 

b. the sponsorship acquisition process that is shared between SACOG and SoBi, 
c. the planning process that includes SoBi tasks and Toole Design Group tasks, 
d. the system infrastructure that includes bikes, docks, kiosks, and other capital 

purchases, 
e. the launch timeline of tasks that begin after contract execution or sponsorship 

approval to system launch, and  
f. service level agreements to provide the desired level of service to system users 

during operations over 5 years. 
 

2. Sponsorship Agreement  
This agreement between SACOG and a private sponsor describes:  

a. the amount a private sponsor will pay SACOG for the opportunity to name and 
brand the regional bike share system assets, 

b. specific requirements for secondary sponsorships related to the primary sponsor, 
c. detailed requirements of the sponsor regarding branding design, messaging, or the 

role of equity program outreach, and 
d. payment timing, escalation, or fleet size indexing or caps to maintain the value of 

the sponsorship to support system operations. 
 

3. Public Agency Memorandum of Understanding (MOU)  
This agreement between SACOG and various Cities, Transit Operators, and Universities 
will  
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a. provide structure for governance decisions necessary for on-going operations of 
the Bike Share System,  

b. establish the roles and responsibilities of each partner for on-going operations and 
maintenance of the Bike Share System,  

c. establish the cost responsibility for each partner for operations and maintenance,   
d. describe a detailed scope of work for SACOG’s management of the Regional 

Bike Share System, and 
e. describe processes for planning, evaluating, and expanding the System, 

reconciling costs of partners, and adding new members to the system. 
 
SACOG staff will report on the progress of the sponsorship and MOU agreements at a later date.  
To develop the Equipment and Operations Agreement, SACOG staff reviewed many bike share 
business models and public agency contracts, reviewed SoBi’s proposed alternative business 
models, consulted project managers and directors of various bike share systems, and consulted 
with leaders in the North American Bike Share Association (NABSA).   
 
On March 2, SACOG staff discussed the draft contract terms with the Transportation Committee, 
which unanimously recommended that the Board authorize the Interim Chief Executive Officer 
to award a contract to Social Bicycles.  On March 7, SACOG staff reviewed the draft contract 
terms with the Bike Share Policy Steering Committee, which also unanimously recommended 
that the Board authorize the Interim Chief Executive Officer to award a contract to Social 
Bicycles.  To complete all necessary contract details, SACOG staff is recommending that the 
SACOG Board authorize the Interim Chief Executive Officer to negotiate and execute a final 
contract with Social Bicycles (SoBi) consistent with the attached term sheet (Attachment A, 
“Regional Bike Share System Equipment and Operations Contract Term Sheet between SACOG 
and Social Bicycles”). 
 
Business Model 
The business model explains how revenues, costs, risks, and rewards are shared and distributed 
between the public owner and the private operator.  Typical bike share business models for 
publicly owned and privately operated systems generally are “cost plus fixed fee” models: 

1. Costs 
a. A flat cost for equipment (bikes, docks, kiosks, etc.), and 
b. A fixed fee, usually described in dollars per bike per year, to operate a specific 

number of bikes in the system. 
2. Revenues 

a. The public agency receives all sponsorship and membership revenues, then pays 
the operator the fixed fee, and 

b. The public agency keeps any revenues not needed to pay the fixed fee (profit). 
3. Risks 

a. The public agency takes on the risk of fixed fee revenue shortfalls, such as low 
membership or sponsorship revenues. 

 
All seven bike share proposals received in May 2016 contained some version of this business 
model, where several firms changed how profits are defined and split instead of the public 
agency taking all of the profit. 
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In late August, both the Bike Share PSC and SACOG Transportation Committees reviewed 
various business models that shifted risk and reward between SACOG and SoBi. Both 
committees advised SACOG staff to further develop a business model that reduces risk to public 
agency operating subsidies while balancing the risk to launch a system in a timely manner with 
sufficient projected revenues.  At the time, this approach made the most sense for SACOG and 
our bike share partners when the potential for low sponsorship revenues presented a large risk to 
launching the system.  However, this model did not take into account public agency staffing 
costs to support implementation of the System.  Bike Share partner agency staff counseled 
SACOG to pursue funding sources for staff within the business model rather than requesting 
additional funds through Public Agency MOU negotiations. 
 
After initial meetings with potential system sponsors, SACOG and SoBi have reevaluated this 
risk potential and have jointly developed the following proposed business model: 
 
 Bike Share Business Models 
 SoBi RFP 

Response 
Model 

September 2016 Model Proposed Model 

Startup Cost • $3,194,522.7
5 for all tasks 
and 
equipment 
prior to 
launch 

• Same • Same 

Fixed Fee • $1,800 per 
bike per year 
(pbpy) 

• $1,670 pbpy • $1,670 pbpy 

Sponsorship 
Revenues 

• Split 50/50 
after fixed fee 
covered. 

• SACOG 
acquires 
sponsor. 

• Split 80/20 
SoBi/SACOG after 
fixed fee covered. 

• SoBi acquires sponsor. 

• SoBi receives the first $1,000 
pbpy of sponsorship revenues. 

• SACOG and SoBi split amounts 
in excess of $1,000 pbpy 50/50 

• SACOG and SoBi jointly acquire 
sponsor. 

Membership 
Revenues 

• Split 50/50 
after fixed 
cost covered 

• Split 80/20 
SoBi/SACOG after 
fixed fee covered 

• SoBi receives 100% of 
membership revenues until their 
total revenue shares cover the 
fixed fee of $1,670 pbpy. 

• Split membership 80/20 
SoBi/SACOG, after fixed fee 
covered. 

Revenue 
shortfall and 
cost overrun 
risks 

• SACOG 
covers 
revenue 
shortfalls 
against fixed 
fee costs. 

• SoBi covers 

• If SoBi cannot recover 
$1,670 pbpy, SoBi 
may access up to 
$675,000 in public 
funds*.  Additional 
revenue shortfalls are 
covered by SoBi. 

• If SoBi cannot recover $1,670 
pbpy, SoBi may access up to 
$675,000 in public funds.  
Additional revenue shortfalls are 
covered by SoBi. 

• SACOG also may access public 
funds to collect at least $350,000 
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operations 
cost overruns. 

•  SoBi covers 
operations cost 
overruns. 

per year. But, SoBi has priority 
to reach $1,670 pbpy and the 
$350,000 may be revisited. 

Other 
Incentives 

• None • Split profits 90/10 
SoBi/SACOG if the 
system exceeds 2.0 
trips per bike per day. 

• SoBi will add 100 bikes each 
year revenues exceed $2,000 
pbpy, up to 1,200 system bikes. 

* $675,000 in public funds are local funds previously committed by cities, transit operators, 
universities and the SMAQMD as matching funds to start the system.  $395,000 is expected to be 
available in the first year of operations and $675,000 fully available by the fourth year of 
operations. 
 
The proposed business model improves on the initial business model by: 

1. Lowering SoBi’s proposed fixed cost, from $1.62m to $1.5m per year, 
2. Limiting dependence on public funds to previously committed amounts, 
3. Commits SoBi to partner with SACOG to acquire a sponsor, 
4. Creates stable SACOG program funding in early operating years without asking for 

additional support from partner agencies, 
5. Creates opportunities for system expansion funds at high sponsorship and membership 

revenue levels, and 
6. Creates incentives for both SACOG and SoBi to drive system success. 

 
Sponsorship Acquisition Process  
SACOG released two RFPs in May 2016: one for equipment and operations, the other for a 
sponsorship broker.  SACOG received one sponsorship broker proposal from The Superlative 
Group.  While this proposal was responsive to SACOG’s request for service, The Superlative 
Group proposed a comparatively high 25% commission against all sponsorship sales.  After 
reviewing other system sponsorship contracts and consulting with NABSA members, typical 
broker commissions for bike share sponsorship have been between 13-18%, while most are 15%.  
On November 2, 2016, the Bike Share PSC compared this proposal with SoBi’s alternative 
proposal of building some of these services into their scope of work for no additional costs.  
SACOG was able to negotiate these services into SoBi’s contract by building incentives into the 
business model, saving SACOG from making commission payments to a third party. 
 
Both SACOG and SoBi have been working diligently to secure a system sponsor since 
November 2016.  Ryan Ryzpecki, SoBi CEO, has personally participated in sponsorship sales 
presentations, provided system data, and equity program data.  Remaining tasks described in the 
contract include additional sponsorship meetings and presentations, negotiation support, 
sponsorship contract services, and other draft system branding and design work.  Final 
sponsorship acquisition deliverables include 1) a draft 5-year operating budget based on 
proposed sponsorships, including projected cash flow on quarterly reconciliation 
reports/invoices, and 2) a proposed program User Fee schedule for SACOG Board approval. 
 
Pre-Sponsorship Planning Tasks 
Prior to acquiring a system sponsor, there are planning tasks that will help prepare public system 
partners to plan, evaluate, and expand the system.   
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Toole Design Group, SoBi’s subconsultant for system planning, will: 

1. Review Permitting Needs and Develop Station Siting Guidelines, as needed, 
2. Create an Initial Service Area and Draft Station Area Map, 
3. Engage regional bike share partners and draft a memo documenting the system’s site 

planning methodology and revisions, 
4. Create a Draft Station Map based on a Preliminary Map of 250 possible sites, and 
5. Work with SACOG and SoBi to provide input to develop the Public Input Campaign 

related to refining the Draft Station Map.  
 
SoBi will: 

1. Design Custom Website Landing Page for SACOG approval, including plan for customer 
status verification, 

2. Draft site-specific privacy policy, user agreement, liability waiver, and other required 
policies and documents, for SACOG approval, 

3. Connect Card Interoperability and Compatibility Plan for SACOG approval, 
4. Draft Brand Concept Plan for Program, for SACOG approval, and 
5. Draft Marketing Plan for SACOG review and approval. 

 
Post-Sponsorship Planning and System Installation Tasks 
Once a System sponsor is secured, SACOG can send SoBi a notice to proceed with public 
planning, permitting, and installation tasks without running this risk of purchasing equipment or 
hiring local operations staff without sufficient operating dollars.  SoBi has committed to being 
ready to launch the system within seven months of acquiring a sufficient sponsor, assuming that 
system planning is not delayed by the permitting agencies and that the system would not launch 
during Winter months.  SACOG staff will work to resolve permitting issues as quickly as 
possible between SoBi and public agency partners. 
 
Toole Design Group will: 

1. Complete any pre-sponsorship tasks, 
2. Implement the Public Input Campaign and Equity Strategy, including all 

meeting/technology costs and publication costs, 
3. Finalize Station Map with input from public, bike share partner agencies, and SACOG 
4. Conduct site visits and draft station drawings, and 
5. Apply for station permits and submit copies of all approved permits 

 
SoBi will: 

1. Final Marketing and Branding Plan, 
2. Acquire Program: Establish local facility and offices; purchase all capital program 

equipment (bikes, docks, kiosks, etc.), 
3. Test Equipment and Connect Card Interoperability, 
4. Hire and train program staff (local SoBi staff for daily operations), and 
5. Launch Program. 

 
Service Level Agreements 
Service level agreements (SLAs) provide the desired levels of service to system users during 
operations, measured through key performance indicators, including the “percent of bicycle fleet 
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in operations” and “bike maintenance intervals.” Detailed customer service indicators include 
“Customer Satisfaction Ratings by Surveys.” Some public goal-oriented indicators include “trips 
per bike per day” or “trips connected to transit.”   
 
Failure to meet SLAs often results in liquidated damages tied to lower monthly fixed costs. Some 
operators have complex point or credit schemes that warn the operator of potential liquidated 
damages prior to enforcing them.  Some point schemes also reward the operator for exceeding 
expectations of the SLAs.   The North American Bike Share Association (NABSA) warns 
contract drafters that incentives are more important that attempting to reduce all risk through 
SLAs:  

• Better contracts will align incentives and will position cities/owners to take advantage of 
technology enhancements and adapt to business changes.  

• The back-end vendor should have contractual incentives to work with you on the cycle of 
development and to help you achieve usage and revenue goals. 

• Revenue-sharing or incentives based on a combination of sales and usage growth are 
effective ways to align long-term incentives. 

 
Within this draft agreement, SACOG staff recommends including mostly outcomes-based SLAs 
vs. prescriptive procedural SLAs to create incentives for increase ridership and membership 
without creating burdensome or administratively difficult public oversight.  The Bike Share 
Project Management Team and Policy Steering Committee considered a range of SLAs during 
their Fall 2016 meetings.  Below is the current proposed SLAs that are part of this draft contract. 
 

 Performance 
Indicator 

Description Measurement 
Tool 

Minimum Performance 
Standard 

Reporting 
Frequency 

1. Overall Bicycle 
Availability 
 

Percentage 
of Bicycle 
Fleet in 
service and 
available to 
rent 

Web-based 
tool 

90% Any given 
point in time/ 
Monthly 

2. Kiosk Connectivity  Number of 
Kiosks 
Operational 

Web-based 
tool 

90% Any given 
point in time/ 
Monthly 

3. Bicycles Inspection 
and Maintenance 

Inspect 
bicycles and 
stations and 
perform 
preventative 
maintenance 

Web-based 
tool 

Bicycles inspected once every 
month or every 150 miles 

Any given 
point in time/ 
Monthly 

4. Station Inspection 
and Maintenance 

Inspect 
station and 
stations and 
perform 
preventative 
maintenance 

Web-based 
tool 

Stations inspected once every 
week 

Any given 
point in time/ 
Monthly 
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 Performance 
Indicator 

Description Measurement 
Tool 

Minimum Performance 
Standard 

Reporting 
Frequency 

5. Time to Respond 
(Bike Repairs) 

Address 
Repair Upon 
Notification 

Web-based 
tool 

24 hours from issue found 
and/or reported 

Any given 
point in time/ 
Monthly 

6. Time to Respond 
(Vandalism or other 
damage) 

Address 
Repair Upon 
Notification 

Web-based 
tool 

48 hours from isolated incidents 
of graffiti reported; 48-96 hours 
from other issues reported 

Any given 
point in 
time/Monthly 

7. Bicycle 
Distribution and 
Zone Availability 

See Description of Zone Availability below 
  

8. Website in Service Percentage 
of time that 
the website 
and mobile 
app are in 
service 

Web-based 
tool 

99% uptime Any given 
point in time/ 
Monthly 

9. Time to Respond 
(Customer Service) 

Customer 
satisfaction 
rating 
(percentage) 

Web-based 
/User Surveys 

1-hour complaint 
acknowledgement; 24-hour 
complaint resolution plan 
 

Any given 
point in time/ 
Monthly 

10. Equity Outreach To be determined by jointly by SACOG and SoBi, shaped by public input. 
 
Corrective Action Plan if SLAs are violated 
Instead of liquidated damages for violating SLAs, SACOG agrees with NABSA and SoBi about 
avoiding simple punitive measures and creating a method to collaborate within a cycle of 
development to improve the system together.  The draft contract creates a process for SoBi to 
address violated SLAs through Corrective Action Plans, where SoBi must submit the plan within 
10 days of the reported SLA violation.  After the plan is approved by SACOG, SoBi will have 45 
days to implement the plan to meet SLAs.  A repeat of SLA failures and ineffective plans could 
lead to contract termination.   
 
Adjustments to SLAs if SoBi’s fixed fee of $1,670 per bike per year is not met 
SoBi may also ask to adjust SLAs if the system is not generating $1,670 per bike per in revenues 
distributed to SoBi through the business model.  Any changes would have to be agreed to by 
SACOG. 
 
Bicycle distribution, rebalancing and Zone Availability SLAs 
To a user, an empty station without bikes or a full station with no place to park means that the 
system has failed to provide users an expected level of service to meet their mobility needs.  A 
significant portion or bike share system staffing costs can be consumed by rebalancing bikes 
between stations to avoid this failure.  While SoBi’s smart bike technology helps alleviate issues 
with full docks (you can park near a dock and not be charged extra), empty docks are still an 
issue. 
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SoBi had proposed two system-wide bicycle availability SLAs: 
• During peak periods, 90% of stations will have bikes available, and 
• During off-peak periods, 95% of stations will have bikes available. 

Unfortunately, this style of SLA can lead to periods where about 10 of 100 stations could be 
empty during peak periods; this could easily be 10 stations surrounding busy transit hubs or light 
rail stations.  More aggressive SLAs of this nature would lead to very high staffing costs for 
limited additional user benefit, such as “bottomless stations” where staff are on site circulating 
bikes and handing them to users as quickly as possible to meet demand. 
 
As an alternative, SoBi and SACOG have agreed to develop a number of “High Priority Zones” 
where stations within a Zone will have a specific bicycle availability SLA tailored to that area.  
This would lead to SLAs where specific percent of the bike fleet will remain in that area as SoBi 
staff actively rebalance bikes to meet the SLA.  From a user’s perspective, if they could not find 
a bike adjacent to a light rail station, they would likely find one nearby. 
 
Equity Outreach 
As part of Toole Design Group’s governance study work, Toole recommended specific staffing 
levels for SACOG’s Bike Share Team to provide project management, transit connectivity 
planning, and equity program outreach services.  In an effort to provide the region with a cost-
effective equity outreach program, SoBi has offered to provide specific staff positions for equity 
outreach within SoBi’s local operations staff instead of SACOG staff providing this service.  
SACOG and SoBi staff will work together to define the parameters of this program and its 
performance measures, with sufficient SoBi staffing to meet the program goals and performance 
measures.  This service will be tailored to compliment other SACOG public outreach efforts 
related to transportation investments in disadvantaged communities. 
 
General Background: A bike share system allows the public to rent a bicycle from a docking 
station and make a one-way trip for a small fare.  On December 17, 2013, SACOG awarded $3.9 
million in funding from the 2014 SACOG Flexible Funding Round to the SMAQMD to procure 
and install a Regional Bike Share project in the cities of Sacramento, West Sacramento and 
Davis, and on the UC Davis, Sacramento State University, and Sacramento City College 
campuses. 
 
In April 2015, the Regional Bike Share Project was added to SACOG's Overall Work Program to 
manage as the lead agency.  On February 1, 2016, the Bike Share Policy Steering Committee of 
elected officials and local agency executive management reviewed findings from SACOG’s bike 
share consultant, Toole Design Group, and recommended the development of a SACOG owned 
and operated regional bike share system. 
 
On July 14, 2016, the SACOG Regional Bike Share Policy Steering Committee (PSC) and 
Project Management Teams (PMT) interviewed the top three bike share operators that submitted 
proposals: Bewegen, Next Bike, and Social Bicycles (SoBi).  Firms who submitted proposals but 
were not interviewed include Bicycle Transit Systems, CycleHop, and Shift Transit. 
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Bike Share PSC Members: 
Christopher Cabaldon, Mayor of West Sacramento 
Lucas Frerichs, City of Davis Councilmember 
Steve Hansen, City of Sacramento Councilmember 
Jeff Harris, City of Sacramento Councilmember 
Mike McKeever, SACOG Executive Director 
Larry Greene, SMAQMD APCO 

Bike Share PMT Staff: 
Judy Matsui-Drury, City of Sacramento 
Chris Dougherty, City of West Sacramento 
Jennifer Donofrio, City of Davis 
Jeffrey Damon, Sacramento Regional Transit 
Tim Bustos, University of California, Davis 
Josh Neri, Sacramento State University  

 
As authorized by the SACOG Board, the Bike Share PSC unanimously recommended that the 
CEO enter contract negotiations with SoBi for Regional Bike Share System Equipment and 
Operations.  SoBi’s proposal includes a “smart bike” fleet of 900 bikes with the ability to expand 
to 1200 bikes over 5 years and the potential to upgrade to pedal assist e-bikes in the near future. 
SoBi included Toole Design Group’s bike share system planning services as a subconsultant 
within their proposal.   
 
Approved by:  
 
 
 
 
Kirk E. Trost 
Interim Chief Executive Officer 
 
KT:SS:ds 
Attachment 
 
Key Staff:  Kirk E. Trost, Interim Chief Executive Officer, (916) 340-6210  
  Matt Carpenter, Director of Transportation Services, (916) 340-6276 
  Sam Shelton, Senior Analyst, (916) 340-6251 

 



1 
 

Regional Bike Share System Equipment and Operations  
Contract Term Sheet between SACOG and Social Bicycles (SoBi)  
 
This term sheet describes key terms of the proposed contract with Social Bicycles (SoBi) to design, 
launch, and operate a Regional Bike Share System in portions of Sacramento, West Sacramento, Davis, 
and UC Davis.  
 

System Equipment 
SACOG will purchase a “smart bike” fleet of 900 bikes, 100 stations, 1800 docking points, 15 outdoor 
kiosks, and 10 indoor kiosks.  If operations revenue is sufficient, SoBi will expand the fleet to up to 1200 
bikes over 5 years.  Expansion bikes will be pedal assist e-bikes, and there is the potential to upgrade all 
bicycles to be pedal assist e-bikes for additional costs.  Additional equipment details are shown in 
Attachment B (pages 85-97 of SoBi’s proposal). 

System Costs 
System Equipment costs will not exceed $3.2 million.  System Operations will be paid for with system 
revenues, except that up to $675,000 in public funds will be available to subsidize System Operations 
over the 5-year term of the agreement in the event of System Revenue shortfalls.  SACOG shall have the 
right to all financial records for the System and shall conduct an annual audit of the System. 
 

Business Model 
Below is a summary of how revenues, costs, risks, and rewards will be shared and distributed between 
SACOG and SoBi.  

• Sponsorship Revenues 
o SoBi will receive the first $1,000 per bike per year (pbpy) of sponsorship revenues 

received by SACOG. 
o SACOG and SoBi will split (50/50) any sponsorship revenues in excess of $1,000 pbpy.  
o No System Equipment (bikes, stations, kiosks, etc.) will be ordered until sufficient 

sponsorship revenue has been secured to ensure that the System Operations will not 
require public subsidies beyond $675,000 over the five-year term.   

• Membership Revenues 
o SoBi will receive 100% of membership revenues until the total revenue (sponsorship and 

membership revenues) covers the fixed fee of $1,670 pbpy. 
o SACOG and SoBi will split membership revenues (80/20 SoBi/SACOG), after the fixed fee 

is covered. 
• Public Agency Reserves  

o If the system revenues fall below $1,670 pbpy annually, SoBi may utilize up to $675,000 
in public funds over the five-year term to operate the system.  Additional revenue 
shortfalls will be covered by SoBi. 

o SACOG also may access the available public funds, up to $350,000 per year, to cover 
regional program costs. But, SoBi has priority to reach $1,670 pbpy.  
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• Replacement Bicycles 
o SoBi will replace five percent (5%) of the Bicycles each year after year 1 to avoid 

equipment obsolescence. 
• System Expansion 

o SoBi will add 100 bikes in years 2, 3, and 5, if the total system revenues exceed $2,000 
pbpy, up to 1,200 system bikes. 

Sponsorship Acquisition Process 
SoBi will assist SACOG in its sponsorship search, meetings, and agreement negotiation process, as 
follows: 

• Develop a Sponsorship Acquisition Plan and Recruit Sponsors. 
• Conduct Monthly sponsorship planning meetings or conference calls with SACOG to report 

progress on additional sponsor acquisition and coordination efforts. 
• Conduct Sponsorship negotiations. 
• Propose sponsorship agreements for SACOG Board approval. 

 

Pre-Sponsorship Planning Tasks 
While working to secure a system sponsor, SoBi and its subconsultant, Toole Design Group, will work 
with SACOG and the public system partners to complete the following planning tasks: 

1. Review Permitting Needs and Develop Station Siting Guidelines, as needed, 
2. Create an Initial Service Area and Draft Station Area Map, 
3. Engage regional bike share partners and draft a memo documenting the system’s site planning 

methodology and revisions, 
4. Create a Draft Station Map based on a Preliminary Map of 250 possible sites,  
5. Work with SACOG and SoBi to provide input to develop the Public Input Campaign related to 

refining the Draft Station Map,  
6. Design Custom Website Landing Page for SACOG approval, including plan for customer status 

verification, 
7. Draft site-specific privacy policy, user agreement, liability waiver, and other required policies 

and documents, for SACOG approval, 
8. Connect Card Interoperability and Compatibility Plan for SACOG approval, 
9. Draft Brand Concept Plan for Program, for SACOG approval,  
10. Draft 5-year operating budget based on proposed sponsorships, including projected cash flow 

on quarterly reconciliation reports/invoices,  
11. Develop a proposed Program User Fee schedule for SACOG approval, and 
12. Draft Marketing Plan for SACOG review and approval. 

 
Post-Sponsorship Planning and System Installation Tasks 
Once Sponsorship Agreements are secured, SoBi and its subconsultant will complete the following tasks 
to launch the system within 6 months: 

1. Order all System Equipment (bikes, docks, kiosks, etc.), 
2. Implement the Public Input Campaign and Equity Strategy, including all meeting/technology 

costs and publication costs, 
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3. Finalize Station Map with input from public, bike share partner agencies, and SACOG 
4. Conduct site visits and draft station drawings for: 

a. 100 station locations across the SACOG region,  
b. up to 25 auxiliary hub locations utilizing public bike racks, and 
c. station locations, station sizing, the system area, and number of station areas in 

disadvantaged communities, 
5. Apply for station permits and submit copies of all approved permits, 
6. Final Marketing and Branding Plan, 
7. Test Equipment and Connect Card Interoperability, 
8. Hire and train program staff (local SoBi staff for daily operations), and 
9. Launch Program. 

 

Service Level Agreements 
Following the system launch, SoBi will agree to provide the desired level of service (service level 
agreements or “SLAs”) to system users during operations. Service levels will be measured through key 
performance indicators. Examples of such key performance indicators include: 

• Overall Bicycle Availability 
• Kiosk Connectivity 
• Bicycles Inspection and Maintenance 
• Station Inspection and Maintenance 
• Time to Respond (Bike Repairs, Vandalism or other damage, customer service) 
• Bicycle Distribution and Zone Availability 
• Website in Service 
• Equity Outreach Efforts 

 In the event SoBi falls short of the desired level of service in any of these areas, it must develop a 
Corrective Action Plan (CAP) for SACOG approval.  Under the CAP, SoBi will have a certain number of 
days to implement the plan.  Failure to implement the CAP could lead to contract termination. 

SoBi will have the right to request adjustments to the SLAs if the system is not generating $1,670 per 
bike per in annual revenue.  Any changes would be subject to SACOG’s approval. 

The system will also include a number of “High Priority Zones” that must have specific levels of bicycle 
availability. 

SoBi will provide specific staff to conduct equity outreach locally during the term of the contract.  
SACOG and SoBi will work together to define the equity program and its performance measures.  This 
service will compliment other SACOG public outreach efforts related to transportation investments in 
disadvantaged communities. 

Membership Plans 
SoBi shall offer, at a minimum, the following fares to System users:  

(1) $15/month plan with 1 hour of free riding time/day, 
(2) $20/year low-income plan, 
(3) $5/hour pay-as-you-go, 
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(4) Other fares as may be approved by SACOG. 

Other Key Terms 

Termination: SACOG shall have the right to terminate this Agreement.  In the event of termination, 
SACOG shall have the right to continue operating the system with another operator, subject to 
compensation to SoBi to service its proprietary equipment and software.  

Liquidated Damages: SACOG shall have the right to withhold liquidated damages in the event that the 
system does not launch within 180 days of a sponsorship agreement being approved, except in the case 
of a natural disaster or other “force majeure.” 

SoBi shall also comply with all the required state and federal terms and conditions related to the CMAQ 
funds being utilized to purchase the system.  
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INTEGRATED LOCK  
Each bicycle is equipped with 
a robust integrated lock that 
works with regular bicycle 
parking racks. The bicycle can 
be reserved and accessed by 
web, mobile, an RFID card, or 
simply by entering an account 
number and PIN on the bike 
keypad interface.     

REAL-TIME GPS
Each Social Bicycle is 
equipped with wireless 
connectivity and real-time 
GPS. Unlike other systems, our 
real-time active GPS is a theft 
deterrent, a data-gathering 
technology, and a tool for 
locating missing or stolen 
bikes. 

HOLD FUNCTION 
Social Bicycles feature a 
‘hold’ function that allows the 
user to park a bike during 
the trip while maintaining the 
reservation on the bike. To 
pause the rental, users simply 
press the “hold” button and 
lock the bike to a regular bike 
parking rack. This innovation 
improves security and user-
experience.

REPAIR FUNCTION
Social Bicycles feature a ‘repair’ 
function that allows the user 
to report a maintenance issue 
directly on the keypad interface 
on the bike. If an issue occurs, 
the user simply pushes the 
‘repair’ button, selects the issue 
type, and locks the bike.  
The operator will receive an 
instant alert about the issue. 

Equipment (Bike)
*All components secured 
with custom screws

Front basket
with ad panel

Front lights

Full fenders

Puncture-resis-
tant Kevlar tires Chainless shaft-drive 

transmission
Kickstand Three or eight-speed 

internally geared hubs

Sponsorship and 
branding space

Comfort seat

Rust and corrosion resistant 
aluminium frame with 
stainless steel components

Reliable and 
intuitive braking

Grip bell

Step-through 
frame

Hub brakes

Real-Time GPS/Accelerometer

LCD Screen and Keypad

Solar and Rider Powered

RFID/NFC Reader

Integrated Rear Lighting
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SOCIAL BICYCLES SOCIAL BICYCLES

Specifications:

68 inches

Length
 3 inches

Width
44 inches

Height

Dimensions:

Frame   -    Aluminum 

Rear Hub -    Shimano Nexus internal 3 or 8 speed 

Drivetrain -    Chainless shaft-drive 

Pedals  -    Aluminum w/ rubber grip 

Brakes  -    Front & rear hub/drum brakes 

Wheels/Tires  -    26” x 1.75” Kevlar puncture-resistant  
       Kenda w/ reflective sidewalls 

Front Light  -    LED white 

Rear Light  -    LED red w/ reflector 

Seat / Post  -    Adjustable quick release w/ comfort seat,  
       indexed sizing guides, security fasteners 

Bell   -    Grip bell 

Power   -    Solar panel, dynamo generator,  
       battery pack, dual capacitors 

Display  -    LCD screen and keypad 

Basket  -    Aluminum basket w/ ad panel mounting 

Fenders  -    Full coverage, optional skirt guard available

Features:

- Integrated lock and GPS tracking
- Wireless connectivity
- RFID/NFC Reader (optional BLE)
- Rear LCD display 
- Step through frame
- Shaft drive
- Sponsorship and branding space
- Integrated automatic front and rear lights
- Integrated basket

The Social Bicycle ‘smart bike’ has wireless connectivity and an integrated 
GPS-equipped locking mechanism embedded on a classic Dutch-frame bike.  

Equipment (Bike)

Bike is designed by Social Bicycles, manufactured in China

45 lbs

Weight
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Equipment (Stations)

STATION WITH KIOSK

STATION WITH LARGE SIGN PANEL

STATION WITH KIOSK + LARGE SIGN PANEL STATION WITH COMPACT SIGN PANEL
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SOCIAL BICYCLES SOCIAL BICYCLES

Social Bicycles offers custom racks, manufactured with 
durable powder-coated steel, which require no wiring 
or electronics. This manufacturing process increases 
robustness and reduces the cost of stations. 

The docking points can be equipped with an optional 
RF beacon to provide physical return detection. When 
the bike is locked at the station, the bike ID and station 
ID are matched and sent to the server to indicate a 
successful return to the station. 

Racks provide significant branding real-estate, 
delivering a cohesive feel to the program. We offer a 
Curved Rack and Square Rack to fit the needs of each 
program.

Specifications:

Material -
Finish  -

18.00 inch

Length
19.10 inch

Width
27.25 inch

Height

Dimensions:

Steel
Corrosion resistant powder coat 

Features:

- Large surface for advertising
- Mounting pattern allows for multiple rack 
configurations
- Fast and easy installation (see assembly 
specification)
- Optional RF Beacon

Equipment (Stations - Docks)

BIKE SIDE VIEW SIDE VIEW TOP VIEW

Bike Rack designed by Social Bicycles, manufactured in US

.38 STEEL

27.25

19.10

4.00

18.00

BIKE SIDE VIEW SIDE VIEW TOP VIEW
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Equipment (Stations - Large Signs)
The large information panel provides a 58” by 30” 
double-sided display for station information, maps, 
way-finding and safety tips, and advertiser or sponsor 
branding opportunities.

The poster is replaceable, and the panel can be 
standalone or integrated into the kiosk.  
This modularity increases installation options.

Material -
Finish  - 

Visual Asset -

29.79 inch

Length
4 .00 inch

Width
72.33 inch

Height

Dimensions:

Steel
Corrosion resistant powder coat
3mm Aluminum Composite Ma-
terial with Vinyl 

58.00

13.98

29.79

.40 

29.79

FRONT / BACK

72.33

4.00

SIDE

 4.00 

 7.50 

mounting holes for base
to be bolted into base plate

TOP VIEW

Specifications:

Features:

- Large surface for advertising
- Mounting pattern allows for multiple configurations
- Fast and easy installation (see assembly specification)

FRONT / BACK SIDE VIEW

Sign structure designed by Social Bicycles, manufactured in US

58.00

13.98

29.79

.40 

29.79

FRONT / BACK

72.33

4.00

SIDE

 4.00 

 7.50 

mounting holes for base
to be bolted into base plate

TOP VIEWTOP VIEW
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Equipment (Stations - Compact Signs)

 29.00 

 43.00  40.00 

 11.50 

 4.00  2.50 

FRONT
(FACING OUTSIDE)

TOP VIEW

BACK
(FACING INSIDE)

 4.00 

SIDE

Specifications:

Material -
Finish  - 

Visual Asset -

11.50 inch

Length

2.50/4.00 inch

Width

72 inch

Height

Dimensions:

Steel
Corrosion resistant powder coat
3mm Aluminum Composite 
Material with Vinyl

Features:

- Banner-like surface for advertising
- Mounting pattern allows for multiple configurations
- Fast and easy installation (see assembly 
specification)

The compact information panel provides a 43” by 11” 
double-sided display on the metal sign surface.  

The compact sign is ideal for smaller station locations 
or for more cost-effective information display.

Bike Rack designed by Social Bicycles, manufactured in US

 29.00 

 43.00  40.00 

 11.50 

 4.00  2.50 

FRONT
(FACING OUTSIDE)

TOP VIEW

BACK
(FACING INSIDE)

 4.00 

SIDE

FRONT / BACK SIDE TOP VIEW
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Select Health & St. Lukes (title sponsor - branding on bikes & stations)

Florida Hospital - Station BrandingWebpt sponsorship

American Express Bike Branding

Nike (title sponsor branding on bikes & stations)

Hulu (presenting sponsor branding on bikes)

Equipment (Stations - Branding)
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SoBi Software Suite 
Social Bicycles is dedicated to building the best 
user interface for members and operators. Our 
software features beautiful and rich web and mobile 
applications for members and operators.  Our software 
management tools and data application set a new 
bar for fleet and member management software.  
Stakeholders of the program will benefit from the 
sophisticated and easy to use software and data 
application that is available 24/7 through any web 
browser. 

Mobile First Approach (Sign-ups and Payments) 
Social Bicycles was the first to integrate a mobile 
payment solution into the bike share industry.  SoBi’s 
focus on UI and UX is what makes the sign-up process 
so simple and quick.  

One membership works everywhere 
Once you have a Social Bicycles membership, you can 
access bikes in any SoBi system around the world. To 
access SoBi in another city, the user must simply agree 
to the terms and conditions and pricing through the 
web, mobile, or a kiosk.  

Advanced Reservations
Our web and mobile platform allow users to book a 
bike in advance.  This feature eliminates the frustration 
of a user arriving to station with no available bikes. 

Powerful Data App
The Social Bicycles software features detailed 
reporting options for riders, system administrators, and 
research partners. Our administrative portal features 
a powerful data application where operators and 
administrators can generate data in exportable formats 
for further analysis and actionable planning.  
These include .csv and .gpx exports as well as the 
ability to subsequently create data visualizations such 
as time-lapse animations or heat maps.

The reports can be selected through customizable 
date ranges which the operator can set intuitively. 
Types of data reports that can be created through the 
‘data app’ include:

• Total users (all membership types)

• Full revenue data

• Detailed trip characteristic reports

• Detailed miles traveled

• Detailed calories burned

• Detailed GPS routes

• User demographics

• Vehicle miles reduced

• Gallons of gasoline saved

Open API
Social Bicycles is firmly committed to open data 
and provides unprecedented access to the general 
public, app developers, municipalities, operators, 
system administrators, and researchers. SoBi’s mobile 
applications use the same API that we offer to our end 
users and operators. Third-party developers can make 
calls and perform all the steps needed for account 
creation and payments, bike rental, account review 
and system availability. Both APIs are JSON based and 
RESTful and use OAuth 2.0 as authentication method.  

Software & Website
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Social Bicycles’ powerful tools help operators manage system data, marketing, inventory, and training.  
The ‘data’ app allows administrators to generate customizable reports on fleet status and health, membership 
and trip details, and system revenue information. Operators can also manage and maintain system landing 
pages through our powerful CMS tool. The Social Bicycles management software tracks all bikes, users, 
transactions, maintenance, and system usage. Finally, the Social Bicycles ‘playbook” app gives operators  
access to detailed educational tutorials and best practices on the entire Social Bicycles system.

data.socialbicycles.com

An extensive ‘data’ app allows you to generate 
customizable reports based on any variables and 
time-frames

landing pages.socialbicycles.com

Manage and maintain system landing pages through 
our powerful CMS tool

playbook.socialbicycles.com

Full detailed educational tutorial and best practices 
on the entire Social Bicycles system 

manage.socialbicycles.com

Management software for bikes, users, transactions, 
maintenance, and system usage

Website: Operating Software
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Real-time Fleet Map
View and manage bike availability and hub locations 
in real-time

User Management
Manage user profiles, payment information, usage 
data, and direct communications

Dashboard
See real time alerts of the system including current 
and past rides, bike alerts, maintenance records, hub 
alerts, and communications between admins & users

Maintenance Ticketing
Operators can create, track, manage, and resolve 
maintenance issues

Website: Operating Software
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Bike Management

Manage bike availability, battery life, maintenance 
records, and historical ride data

Mapped Ride History
Track and monitor real-time GPS data from the bikes

User Messaging

Communicate directly with users to quickly resolve 
customer questions and issues

Finance Management

Manage user finances including payments, refunds, 
and credits

Website: Operating App
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Find
Find a bike and check availability on the 
real-time network map

Reserve
Get directions to the bicycle, check pricing 
and reserve in advance

Share
Users are able to make friends on the Social 
Bicycles network and share their rides and 
statistics via Facebook and Twitter

Profile
Users are able to view their statistics 
past rides, badges, and communicate to 
administrators

Ride
Users are able to view their routes and ride 
data

Statements/Billing
View recent usage, billing, and adjust 
payment plan settings

Website: User Web App



SOCIAL BICYCLESSOCIAL BICYCLES

Page 97www.socialbicycles.com
CONFIDENTIAL

Social Bicycles provides the richest user experience on both web and mobile. Users can register on mobile web, 
and in person at kiosks. Finding and reserving a bike is quick and convenient. Users can share ride data on the 
SoBi platform and on social media channels.

Find
Find a bike and 
check availability 
on the real-time 
network map

Reserve
Get directions 
to the bicycle, 
check pricing 
and reserve in 
advance

Ride
Users are able to 
view their routes 
and ride data

Share
Users are able 
to make friends 
on the Social 
Bicycles network 
and share 
their rides and 
statistics.

Profile
Users are able 
to view their 
statistics past 
rides, and 
communicate to 
administrators

Billing
View recent 
usage, billing, 
and adjust 
payment plan 
settings

USER SIGN UP FLOW

USER EXPERIENCE

Once the member downloads the app, they have the ability to view available bikes, walk through the ‘How 
section’ and FAQ, search networks, contact support, or login/register for the program. To register, simply select 
the network, membership plan, enter account details, sign the waiver, select a 4-digit PIN, and enter in payment 
information.  Once you have signed-up and logged in, the app walks you through a 5 step user on-boarding 
process explaining how to use the system.

Website: User Mobile App



 
 

 Item #17-3-9 
SACOG Board of Directors   Information 

March 9, 2017 
 
State Climate Adaptation Policy Briefing 
 
Issue:  The state of California has passed legislation and created policies focused on climate 
adaptation, staff will brief the committee on these policies and how they impact SACOG. 
 
Recommendation:  None, this item is for information only. 
 
Discussion:  Extreme weather events can have major impacts on transportation infrastructure 
and the larger transportation system. With the aging of the region’s infrastructure, the need for 
system expansion, and increased use of the system the impacts from extreme heat, increased 
precipitation and runoff, wildfires, landslides, and drought can be costly. Steps at the state and 
regional level have been taken to prepare for climate related risks to public health and safety, the 
economy, and future development. 
 
The three main actions from the state related to climate adaptation are: Executive Order S-13-08, 
Executive Order B-30-15, and Senate Bill 379. The attached document outlines these actions. 
 
SACOG staff created and the Board adopted a regional transportation infrastructure vulnerability 
assessment and climate adaptation plan. The plan highlights the various risks to our region, and 
outlines ways to address the risks via planning, designing, and operating the system. The plan 
had four policies: 
 

1. Conduct outreach to identify critical assets in the region, 
2. To conduct an asset level vulnerability assessment, 
3. Create policies related to adaptation in the transportation sector for inclusion in regional 

funding, 
4. Monitor climate related activities as part of on-going SACOG work. 

 
These were included in the update of the Metropolitan Transportation Plan through the following 
policies: 
 

• Policy 9.5: conduct a climate vulnerability assessment and implement the climate 
adaptation plan. 

• Policy 10.8: keep the regional transportation system current with findings from climate 
adaptation study in order to reduce costs of repair from climate related events. 

• Policy 31.2: determine how criticality and vulnerability of regional transportation 
infrastructure should be addressed in biennial funding round. 
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In order to implement these policies, and address the needs outlined in state actions, SACOG is 
planning to initiate a project with the following tasks: 
 

• Complete an asset level vulnerability assessment, 
• Identify different adaptation strategies, 
• Calculate life-cycle costs for strategies, 
• Create a framework/guidance document for addressing adaptation in transportation 

projects, 
• Conduct a full pilot assessment on 1-2 vulnerable projects, and 
• Incorporate framework and findings into funding round. 

 
Another focus of adapting to extreme weather events, and highlighted in state policy, is the 
protection of people and property during an event. Coordination between different agencies 
before an event occurs can be crucial to an efficient response. Based on conversation at the 
February Board meeting, staff is exploring different ways to assist in the efficient coordination of 
disaster response. One such way may be the update of the ITS Master Plan, which could utilize 
the findings from climate vulnerability and criticality assessments to develop action elements 
that can be implemented in advance of extreme events, thus eliminating the need for an episodic 
reaction. Staff from the Climate and Energy Team will work closely with the ITS Team to 
coordinate efforts on responding to extreme weather related events. 
 
Approved by: 
 
 
 
Kirk E. Trost 
Interim Chief Executive Officer 
 
MM:RP:ts 
Attachment 
 
Key Staff: Kacey Lizon, Planning Manager, (916) 340-6265 
  Raef Porter, Senior Analyst, (916) 340-6261 
 
 



Attachment 

EXECUTIVE ORDER S-13-08 
Approved and signed by Governor Schwarzenegger in November 2008, this executive order requires the 
California Natural Resources Agency to develop a state Climate Adaptation Strategy in coordination with 
local, regional, state and federal public and private entities. Key sectors include: 

• Coastal 
• Land use and built environment 
• Oceans 
• Transportation 
• Water resources 

Safeguarding California 
Safeguarding California is the strategy that organizes state government climate change adaptation 
activities. In 2014, the Natural Resources Agency rebranded the first update of the 2009 strategy as 
Safeguarding California: Reducing Climate Risk, also known as the Safeguarding California Plan. In 2016, 
the Natural Resources Agency released Safeguarding California: Implementation Action Plans in 
accordance with Executive Order B-30-15. 

The Natural Resources Agency is preparing a 2017 update to the Safeguarding California Plan. A draft of 
the plan for public comment will be released in February 2017. 

SECTOR STRATEGIES 

Land Use and Community Development 

1. Model new innovative governance structures and public engagement strategies to partner with 
communities to enhance resilience, focusing on building equity and addressing vulnerable populations, 

2. Provide technical support and capacity building to implement climate adaptation initiatives for local 
and regional governments and communities, 

3. Develop and coordinate land use and planning guidance that fosters stronger communities and 
reduces hazard exposure in ways that leverage state capacity to incentivize best practices, 

4. Integrate economic development initiatives with programs designed to bolster resilience, 

5. Make resilience a key element of state housing policies and programs, 

6. Ensure a coordinated and robust strategy is implemented across state and local governments to 
address environmental justice issues and the state’s most vulnerable populations, 

7. Link development of adequate and affordable housing stock, strong and empowered communities, 
and anti-displacement strategies to bolster grassroots resilience. 

Specific Actions: Track general plan updates associated with housing element updates.  Various 
mandates to update general plan are tied to the housing element law schedule.  For example, the land 
use element must be updated for disadvantaged communities.  Other topics include flood and fire.  The 



5th cycle updates of the housing element are approaching completion which means so should the other 
general plan amendments. 

 

Transportation 

1. Understand climate trends that impact transportation, 

2. Upon completion of vulnerability assessments, prepare adaptation plans to address identified 
vulnerabilities, 

3. Inform the transportation decision making processes, 

4. Improve transportation system resiliency, 

5. Maintain and enhance information sharing and education. 

Specific Actions: Enhance emergency preparedness during extreme weather events. Conduct long-term 
life-cycle cost-benefit analysis in project selection, including anticipated climate impacts and accounting 
for ecosystem service and habitat benefits provided by natural solutions. Scale vulnerability/criticality 
factors into statewide scoring for project level applications and prioritize funding accordingly. 

 

EXECUTIVE ORDER B-30-15 
The executive order addresses the need for climate adaptation and directs state government to: 

1. Incorporate climate change impacts into the state's Five-Year Infrastructure Plan; 
2. Update the Safeguarding California Plan - the state climate adaption strategy - to identify how climate 
change will affect California infrastructure and industry and what actions the state can take to reduce 
the risks posed by climate change; 
3. Factor climate change into state agencies' planning and investment decisions; and 
4. Implement measures under existing agency and departmental authority to reduce greenhouse gas 
emissions. 
 

SENATE BILL 379  
Signed by Governor Brown in 2015, SB 379 requires local jurisdictions to address climate adaptation and 
resiliency strategies in their local hazard mitigation plans or in the safety element of their general plans 
beginning in 2017 and no later than 2022. 

In addition to other measures, the plan must: have feasible methods to avoid or minimize climate 
change impacts associated with new uses of land, locate essential public facilities outside of at-risk 
areas, provide adequate and feasible infrastructure in an at-risk areas (redundancy), and identification 
of natural infrastructure that may be used in adaptation projects. 



  
 Item #17-3-10 
SACOG Board of Directors Information 
 
March 9, 2017 
 
SB 375 Greenhouse Gas Reduction Target Setting 
 
Issue:  Status of target setting and critical information related to future action by the SACOG 
Board. 
 
Recommendation:  None, this is for information only. 
 
Committee Action/Discussion:  Staff briefed each of the Board committees in March on this 
planning effort. Answers to questions received so far and an update on next steps will be 
provided to the Board at its March 16th meeting. 
 
SB 375 is the portion of the state’s overall greenhouse gas (GHG) reduction goals achieved the 
combined effects of land use patterns and transportation investments on passenger vehicle travel.  
SB 375 is assigned to MPOs like SACOG for implementation, with oversight by the Air 
Resources Board (ARB).  SACOG’s “target” for GHG reduction is stated as a percentage 
decrease in per capita GHG, compared to 2005.  SACOG has targets for 2020 and 2035.  The 
target reduction by 2020 is 7 percent, and 16 percent by 2035.  Through its quadrennial 
Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (MTP/SCS), SACOG must 
demonstrate that its combined future land use and transportation plans would lead to per capita 
GHG 7 percent less than the 2005 level by 2020, and 16 percent less by 2035.  SACOG has 
adopted MTP/SCS’s in 2012 and 2016, which achieved these GHG reduction targets, and has 
had programs in place for supporting lead agencies in utilizing the various CEQA relief options 
provided by SB 375. 
 
In 2015, Governor Brown signed an executive order increasing the state goals for overall GHG 
emissions reductions, and in 2016 those goals were adopted into law (SB 32).  ARB is actively 
assessing how to set policies to implement those larger reduction goals.  Those policies will be 
documented in the “Scoping Plan.”  Leading up to the finalization of the Scoping Plan, ARB has 
requested that the MPOs look at their current SB 375 targets and recommend new targets for 
2035 that assist in this overall goal—in other words, in SACOG’s case, to recommend GHG 
reduction targets higher than the current 16 percent reduction by 2035.  The 2020 target is likely 
to remain unchanged.  As part of this request, ARB requested that the MPOs perform various 
“stress tests,” which may assist in identifying a larger target as well as potential means for 
achieving the larger target (see Attachment A for summary of stress test results).  Over the last 
few months, SACOG staff, in concert with staff of several other MPOs around the state, have 
been performing the stress tests and working out several technical issues that complicate the 
process of increasing the targets. 
 
ARB has proposed the following schedule for conclusion of these activities: 

• MPOs to report to ARB Board progress on GHG emissions reduction target 
recommendations (March 23 & 24 in Riverside); 
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• MPOs to report to the ARB Board recommended updates to the SB 375 targets (April 27 
& 28 in Sacramento); 

• ARB Board to take action on their “Scoping Plan” (tentatively June 22 & 23 in 
Sacramento); and 

• ARB Board to take action on the SB 375 GHG emissions reduction targets (later in 
Summer 2017). 
 

This schedule would require the SACOG Board to approve a GHG emissions reduction target 
recommendation at its April 20 meeting.  We are proposing the following process and schedule 
for meeting that deadline: 
 

• March Transportation Committee (TC), Land Use and Natural Resources Committee 
(LUNR) and Government Relations & Public Affairs (GRPA) meetings: full briefing on 
the status of the target resetting activities under way by SACOG and several other large 
MPOs. 

• April TC, LUNR and GRPA meetings:  Presentation of staff recommendation on 
updating the targets. 

• April Board of Directors meeting:  Action on the recommended target updates, to be 
transmitted to ARB. 
 

The stress tests have revealed several issues related to this target update that complicate potential 
changes to SACOG’s target. 
 
1. The first issue has been dubbed the “VMT rebound effect.”  The essence of this issue is that 

all forecasts of vehicle efficiency or miles-per-gallon (MPG), as well as vehicle power 
sources shifting from fossil fuels to electricity and hydrogen, would result in a long term 
DECREASE in the cost of driving, even taking into account likely higher fuel prices.  So, 
although the higher MPG and lower tailpipe emissions will result in lower emissions overall, 
the reduction of costs of driving leads to increases in vehicle travel.  Cheaper driving leads to 
more driving.  That dynamic is the “VMT rebound effect.”   
 
During the recent 2016 MTP/SCS update, a small scale version of the VMT rebound effect 
was a significant part of the plan development.  In that update, the combination of expected 
vehicle efficiency and a forecast of lower future fuel prices led to a reduction in the cost of 
driving of 12% compared to the 2012 MTP/SCS.  This resulted in a need to get an additional 
1.8% reduction in vehicle travel to achieve the 16% GHG emissions reduction target, simply 
to account for the change in cost of driving. 
 
While staff is still reviewing the stress test results with ARB staff, our initial work indicates 
that looking forward to our 2020 MTP/SCS, which would be this agency’s third SCS, the 
state’s goals on vehicle efficiency and fuels would result in a much greater increase in 
average MPG, and a much greater reduction in the average cost of driving, than we 
experienced in the 2016 MTP/SCS update.  Instead of a 12% reduction in cost of driving, we 
could see a 17% reduction in the cost of driving, compared to the 2016 MTP/SCS.  Staff 
currently projects that this change could require 2.5% in additional reductions in vehicle 
travel to offset the reduced costs.  Therefore, unless there is some way to offset these 
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reductions, achieving the same 16% target could require much more aggressive changes to 
land use and transportation. 
 

2. The second issue is the revenue side of the VMT rebound effect.  Higher MPG would mean 
lower fuel sales than assumed in the 2016 MTP/SCS.  This would mean less gas tax revenue.  
Since gas taxes are a primary way of funding roadway maintenance, this reduction would 
also affect the state-of-good-repair of the region’s transportation system.   
 
In part to offset both the increase in vehicle fleet efficiency and declining fuel sales, there has 
been a growing discussion and exploration statewide of options to augment the fuel tax with 
some other pricing mechanism or user fee.  As an example, in 2015, the California State 
Transportation Agency, through the California Department of Transportation, launched a 
statewide pilot program to explore road use charging as a potential long-term replacement for 
the gas tax.  Consistent with these efforts, the stress tests undertaken by the MPOs included 
an analysis of pricing/user fees at two different levels ($0.04 and $0.08 per mile).  These tests 
were included to provide information relevant to GHG emissions reduction and potential 
offsets to the VMT rebound effect.  The Southern California Association of Governments 
(SCAG), the MPO for the Los Angeles metropolitan area, has already built into its long 
range transportation plan and sustainable communities strategy an assumed a $0.04 per mile 
user fee starting in Year 2025 to assist in financing their current adopted plan. 
 

3. The third issue relates to the target itself.  Several other MPOs have proposed the concept of 
a “single target,” at least for the four largest MPOs in the state.  The current targets vary by 
region (e.g., the 2035 target for SACOG is 16 percent; for the San Francisco Bay Area, 15 
percent; for SCAG and the San Diego region, 13 percent).  The logic of this proposal is that 
while regional differences may account for some variation in the capacity for reduction in 
GHG emissions, the variance is confusing and having a uniform target would be simpler and 
more straightforward. 
 
If ARB ultimately recommends a uniform, increased target, SACOG’s target would actually 
change the least of the four largest MPOs in the state, since its current target is the highest. 
 

4. The fourth issue is the potential risks to SACOG and its member agencies if future 
MTP/SCSs failed to achieve the SB375 GHG emissions reduction targets.  If SACOG’s 
MTP/SCS is unable to meet the GHG emissions reduction targets, it would have to develop 
an “alternative planning strategy” (APS).  An APS is an additional scenario for the MTP/SCS 
horizon year, which includes additional measures necessary to meet the GHG emissions 
reduction target.  Beyond the cost of preparation and maintenance of an APS, the main risks 
to SACOG and its member agencies would be potential loss of some CEQA streamlining 
benefits, and potential loss of competitive grants, which may require or advantage an 
MTP/SCS over an APS.  At this moment, no MPO has prepared and used an APS. 

 
As noted, staff is continuing to review the stress test results with ARB and other MPO staff, and 
we will update the Committee and Board when information becomes available 
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Approved by: 
 
 
 
 
Kirk E. Trost 
Interim Chief Executive Officer 
  
KT:BG:rh 
Attachment 
 
Key Staff: Matt Carpenter, Director of Transportation Services, (916) 340-6276   

Bruce Griesenbeck, Data Modeling Manger, (916) 340-6268  
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Attachment A 
Purpose of Stress Tests: 
To provide ARB organized information on potential changes to long range plans that might affect GHG 
reductions. Stress tests focused on six policy factors:  land use; transit service; active transportation 
mode investments; pricing; electric vehicle market penetration; and enhanced modes.  See Table 1 for a 
list of the stress test factors. 
 
Status of SACOG Stress Tests: 

1) SACOG developed four test scenarios that cover five of the six factors.  SACOG did not develop 
an “enhanced mobility” scenario or test because the deployment rate, effects on travel 
behavior, and potential for public policy intervention for these emerging travel options are too 
uncertain to build into targets at this time--More research and dialog are needed. 

2) Draft results of SACOG stress tests—see Tables 2 & 3.  Additional SB375 GHG reductions: 
a. Combined land use, transit, ATP:  4.0% 
b. 4 cent VMT charge:  2.4% 
c. 8 cent VMT charge:  4.7% 
d. “Enhanced” ZEV:  1.0% 

 
Ongoing Dialog with ARB and other MPOs On: 

1) “VMT Rebound Effect”—State/ARB is proposing policy goals for significant changes in future 
passenger vehicle fleets and power sources for passenger vehicles, including more efficient 
vehicles and more electric or hydrogen powered vehicles.  All this significantly reduces the COST 
of driving…which leads to more driving and more VMT (ergo, the “rebound effect”).  The current 
SB375 target metric and technical approach for calculations forces the MPO’s to account for 
these changes (i.e., find land use/transportation changes to offset the rebound). 

• SACOG estimates the rebound effect at +2.5% (i.e., our second MTP/SCS adopted in 
2016, which met the SB375 target reduction, would need 2.5% more in land use & 
transportation changes to meet the same target).  See Table 4 for details on changes in 
fuel price, fleet efficiency, cost of driving, and likely VMT rebound.  SACOG and other 
MPO’s are understandably reluctant to talk about bigger reduction targets when, in 
effect, meeting the same target would require more.  It should also be noted that the 
adopted MTP/SCS is “constrained,” that is to say it must be based on both a realistic 
forecast of future land use and revenue. 
 

2) Lost Gas Tax Revenues—This is a related to the VMT rebound effect.  Assuming the ARB policy 
goals for fleet and power sources are met, the overall amount of passenger vehicle fuel sold 
would drop by about 25%.  There is no statewide proposal to offset this revenue. 

• SACOG estimates the impact on gas tax revenues, which are the dominant road 
maintenance funding source, could be $1-2 billion over the life of the plan—thus digging 
our maintenance backlog deeper and reducing federal transit revenues. 
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Table 1:  Requested “Stress Test” Factors 

  RTP/SCS 
Ambitious & 
Achievable 

Target 
Recommendation 

Unbound Scenario 
Mobile Source Strategy  
 Clean Tech Scenario 

Goal: 
 7.5% Reduction by 2035 

Land Use RTP/SCS 
MPO Target 

Recommendation  
Informed By Stress 

Test 

Implausibly Aggressive 
See Table 3 for SACOG 

scenario 

Implausibly Aggressive 
See Table 3 for SACOG 

scenario 

ATP  RTP/SCS 
MPO Target 

Recommendation  
Informed By Stress 

Test 

Implausibly Aggressive 
See Table 3 for SACOG 

scenario 

Account for Additional 
Funding from User Fee 
See Table 3 for SACOG 

scenario 

Pricing RTP/SCS 
MPO Target 

Recommendation  
Informed By Stress 

Test 

4.0 Cents/Mile User Fee 
Gas Tax in Effect (Loses 

Money Over Time).   
Additional 4.0 Cents 
Maintains Funding at 

Current Levels. 
Consistent with Road 

User Charge Committee 
Assumption. 

8 Cents/Mile User Fee 
This variable varies to 

highlight what is needed 
to meet the 7.5 goals. 

Multiple iterations may be 
necessary to meet the 

7.5% goal. 

Transit RTP/SCS 
MPO Target 

Recommendation  
Informed By Stress 

Test 

Implausibly Aggressive 
See Table 3 for SACOG 

scenario 

Account for Additional 
Funding from User Fee 
See Table 3 for SACOG 

scenario 

Greater 
ZEV 

Penetration 
RTP/SCS 

MPO Target 
Recommendation  
Informed By Stress 

Test 

Advanced Clean Cars 
(ACC) Penetration & 

Accelerated Penetration 
Resulting from MPO 

Infrastructure 
Investments 

Advanced Clean Cars 
(ACC) Penetration & 

Accelerated Penetration 
Resulting from MPO 

Infrastructure 
Investments 

Enhanced 
Mobility RTP/SCS 

MPO Target 
Recommendation  
Informed By Stress 

Test 

Base Market Penetration 
MPO Technical Staff To 

Develop 

 Increase from Base 
Market Penetration 

MPO Technical Staff To 
Make a Recommendation 
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SACOG SB375 “Stress Test” Scenarios 
All SACOG Stress Test scenarios were based on the 2016 MTP/SCS, with all passenger vehicle 
fleet efficiency and fuel price assumptions consistent with the forecasts for the 2016 MTP/SCS. 
 
Test 1:  Ambitious Land Use, Transit, and ATP Deployment Scenario 
SACOG combined three of the requested tests into one scenario:  Land Use, Alternative 
Transportation Projects (ATP), and Transit.  SACOG did this for two reasons:  first, SACOG 
utilized an alternative scenario (Scenario 3) developed as part of the alternatives analysis for 
the 2016 MTP/SCS, which combined more ambitious land use, transit, and ATP deployment, 
compared to the adopted 2016 MTP/SCS, and this scenario was readily available for the 
requested tests; and from a practical standpoint, it made more sense to combine these policy 
scenario factors than to treat them as separate, silo-ed factors. 
Test 1 additional costs: 

• Estimated additional land-side infrastructure costs of $1-2B over the life of the plan.  
Land-side infrastructure would be needed to incentivize higher levels of infill 
development than projected for the 2016 MTP/SCS. 

• Estimated additional transit operating/maintenance costs of $2-3B over the life of the 
plan.  Would cover additional transit service, plus additional costs of vehicle 
replacements and fleet needed to maintain the higher service level. 

Test 1 Results:  Approx. 4% additional SB375 GHG emissions reductions; also results in a 23% 
increase in transit trips per capita and no increase in overall congestion. 
 
Test 2:  Pricing Level 1 (average $0.04 per mile) 
SACOG assumed a pricing scenario which added $0.04 per mile to auto operating costs, 
compared to the 2016 MTP/SCS.  The change was modeled as a change to average auto 
operating cost.  The change could be implemented as a VMT fee, congestion pricing, increases 
in parking pricing, increases to the fuel excise tax, or some combination of these things adding 
up to a combined $0.04 per mile average cost increase. 
Test 2 additional costs:  Unknown additional costs for implementation of pricing. 
Test 2 Results:  Approximately 2.4% additional SB375 GHG emissions reductions; modest 
decrease in congestion and modest increase in transit and non-motorized travel. 
 
Test 2A:  Pricing Level 2 (average $0.08 per mile) 
Same approach and caveats as Test 2. 
Test 2A Results:  Approximately 4.7% additional SB375 GHG emissions reductions; significant 
decrease in congestion and increase in transit and non-motorized travel. 
 
Test 3:  Expanded Local EV Incentive Program 
SACOG assumed an expansion of its planned EV incentive program, combining:  
extension/expansion of the local agency direct incentives for EV purchase; expansion of EV 
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charging infrastructure deployment; and additional planning and building code support for 
integration of EV chargers in new & existing buildings. 
Test 3 additional costs:  $100M for additional direct incentives and new charging infrastructure. 
Test 3 Results:  Approx. 1% additional SB375 GHG emissions reductions. 
 
Test 4:  “Enhanced Mobility” Scenario 
This stress test was intended to focus on the many technology-based transportation services 
which are being quickly deployed now (e.g., Uber, Lyft, Zip-car, bike share, etc.), plus newer 
technologies which have unknown deployment trajectories (e.g., autonomous and 
autonomous/connected vehicles).  There is more prognostication than knowledge on the future 
effects that these changes will have on VMT, GHG, and the SB375 GHG target metric.  In 
general, more of the prognostication, especially for AV’s, lands on HIGHER VMT than lower due 
to the unfettered deployment of these technologies over time, due to the effects that AV’s may 
have on how travelers value their time in vehicles, and what happens to AV’s AFTER they drop 
off a passenger at a destination.  Additionally, the potential policy interventions which may 
affect deployment over time are only now being developed, and their potential impact on how 
“enhanced mobility” is deployed is also unknown at this time.  For all of these reasons, SACOG 
recommends NOT including any explicit accounting of this scenario in the target resetting. 
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Table 2. DRAFT SACOG Stress Test Results 
      
Additional 
GHG 
Reduction 4.0% 2.4% 4.7% 1.0% Unk. 

Test Factor 
SACOG Test 

1* 
SACOG Test 

2 
SACOG Test 

2A 
SACOG Test 

3 
SACOG Test 

4  

Land Use X         

ATP X         

Pricing   +4.0 Cents +8.0 Cents     

Transit X         

Greater ZEV 
Penetration       +3% EV's in 

Fleet   

Enhanced 
Mobility         Unk. 

Additional 
Cost 

$3-5B add’l 
cost 
 
$1-2B add’l 
land-side 
costs 
 
$2-3B in 
add’l transit 
costs 
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Table 3.  SACOG 

Scenario Variable 
Adopted 
MTP/SCS 

Test 1 Scenario 
(Land Use, Transit, 

ATP) 
Share of dwelling unit growth in…     

…Center & Corridor Communities 30% 36% 
…Established Communities 28% 27% 
…Developing Communities 40% 36% 

…Rural Residential areas 2% 1% 
Share of job growth in…     

…Center & Corridor Communities 35% 35% 
…Established Communities 49% 53% 
…Developing Communities 16% 12% 

…Rural Residential areas <1% <1% 
Transportation System Inputs     

Transit Service Hours (% change from 
2008) +106% +127% 

Major Roadway Lane Miles (% change 
from 2012) +21% +18% 

Bike Lane Miles (% Change from 2012) +123% +137% 
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Table 4.  Auto Operating Costs, Round 1, 2 and 3 SCS’s 

    

Fuel 
Price 

$2010 

Fleet 
Avg. 
MPG Fuel/Mile 

Non 
Fuel/Mile 

Total 
Auto Op. 
Cost/Mile 

2005 Round 1* $2.70 20.6 $0.131 $0.066 $0.197 

  Round 2** $2.72 19.5 $0.139 $0.050 $0.189 
2035 Round 1* $5.30 29.3 $0.181 $0.108 $0.289 

  Round 2** $4.68 28.2 $0.166 $0.088 $0.253 
 Round 3*** $4.84 39.4 $0.123 $0.088 $0.210 

 Round 3 Diff from Round 2 for 2035  -16.9% 
  Impact on VMT:       +2.5% 

Source:  SACOG, February 2017. 
*From SACOG 2012 SCS.  Estimated from 2009 Dept. of Energy fuel price forecasts & EMFAC2007 + 
Pavley Post-processor passenger vehicle fleet efficiency projections. 
**From SACOG 2016 SCS.  Estimated from 2013 Dept. of Energy fuel price forecasts & EMFAC2011 
passenger vehicle fleet efficiency projections. 
***Estimated based on 2015 Dept. of Energy fuel price forecasts & EMFAC2014 passenger vehicle fleet 
efficiency projections.  Note that 2017 Dept. of Energy fuel price forecasts will be used for 2020 SCS, and 
may be different than the 2015 forecasts. 
 
 



 
 
  Item #17-3-11 

SACOG Board of  Directors   Report  
 
March 9, 2017 
 
Chair’s Report 
 
Chair Veerkamp will brief the Board members on current issues. 
 
Approved by: 
 
 
 
Kirk E. Trost 
Interim Chief Executive Officer 
  
 
 



 

 Item #17-3-12 
SACOG Board of  Directors Report  
 
March 9, 2017 
 
Board Members’ Reports 
 
Board members will provide updates on local issues.   
 
Approved by: 
 
 
 
Kirk E. Trost 
Interim Chief Executive Officer 
  
 
    



 
 Item #17-3-13 
SACOG Board of Directors  Report 
 
March 9, 2017 
 
Chief Executive Officer's Report  
 
The following is a brief status report on some of the major issues and projects currently being 
advanced by SACOG.   
 
CONSENT ITEMS:   
All of the items on the consent calendar received unanimous support at their respective 
Committee Meetings. 
 
ACTION ITEMS:  Item #8:  Award Regional Bike Share Equipment and Operations Contract.  
This item is coming to the full Board for consideration.  Staff will make a presentation and be 
available for questions. 
 
NOTES: 
 
Please note that the June Board meeting will begin at 10:30 a.m. to accommodate a Connect 
Card press conference at 9:30 a.m.   
 
At the February Board meeting, several members expressed interest in regional collaboration on 
disaster planning and response.  As discussed with the committees this month, staff has started 
planning for a regional summit within the next several months, including SACOG member 
agencies, state and federal agencies, Butte County agencies, and others to commence a dialogue 
on emergency planning and coordinated evacuation plans.    
 
At the request of the City of Sacramento Auditor, we have included in the Board folders this 
month a demographic survey.  The survey has been sent to all joint powers authorities in which 
the City of Sacramento is a member.  Please return completed surveys to Lanette Espinoza, 
SACOG Board Clerk.  
 
Free technical assistance is available to develop healthy communities.  WALKSacramento, in 
partnership with SACOG, is offering free project-based technical assistance for local agencies 
and community organizations throughout the entire SACOG region. The technical assistance will 
advance implementation of local and regional plans and policies that support active design, 
health, and transportation improvements across the region. This MTP/SCS implementation work 
is funded in part by a Sustainable Communities Planning Grant from the California Strategic 
Growth Council.  Contact WALKSacramento’s Executive Director Kirin Kumar to learn more 
about this opportunity. kkumar@walksacramento.org.  
 
LAND USE ACTIVITIES:  
 
Please see Receive and File item #17 for the last month’s Blueprint Implementation Land Use 
Activities.   

mailto:kkumar@walksacramento.org
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CALENDAR:   
 
April 6, 2017 10:00 a.m. Transportation Committee Meeting 
April 6, 2017 1:00 p.m. Land Use & Natural Resources Committee Meeting  
April 10, 2017 10:00 a.m. Government Relations & Public Affairs Meeting  
April 20, 2017 
April 27, 2017 
April 27, 2017 

9:30 a.m. 
10:00 a.m. 
1:00 p.m. 

SACOG Board Meeting 
Transportation Committee Meeting 
Land Use & Natural Resources Committee Meeting 

 
 
Approved by: 
 
 
 
Kirk E. Trost 
Interim Chief Executive Officer 



 Item #17-3-14 
SACOG Board of Directors     Receive & Fi le 
March 9, 2017 
 
Transportation Project-Level Performance Evaluation 
 
In response to Board direction and input, SACOG staff has begun exploring tools and methods to 
analyze transportation investments at the project-level. The process builds from SACOG’s 
existing strengths in performance evaluation at the regional, or system-wide, level with 
augmented capacity to identify cost-effective transportation projects with high performance 
benefits.   
 
The Board was last briefed on project-level performance evaluation during the November, 2016 
committee cycle. At this March, 2017 committee cycle project staff provided a brief status 
update to: 
 

1. Inform new Board members of this ongoing agency work activity. 
2. Present the discussion of the first Project Performance Assessment Working Group of 

local agency staff and regional stakeholders. Attachment A includes a brief description of 
the effort that staff provided to members of the working group. 
 

One of the guiding principles of the 2016 MTP/SCS was the importance of prioritizing cost-
effective transportation investments in a time of funding constraints. The overall goal of the 
project-level performance assessment effort is to develop a methodology which could be utilized 
in the 2020 MTP/SCS and possibly the next regional flexible funding round. Staff will provide 
on-going committee updates and seek board member input as the project progresses. 
 
Attachments 
 
Key Staff: Matt Carpenter, Director of Transportation Services, (916) 340-6276 

Bruce Griesenbeck, Principal Transportation Analyst, (916) 340-6268 
Clint Holtzen, Associate Analyst, (916) 340-6246 
Garett Ballard-Rosa, Associate Analyst, (916) 319-5183  
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Attachment A 
Project Performance Assessment Working Group 

Introduction 

The Sacramento region is on the rise. We have been on the cutting edge of smart transportation and 
land use planning for nearly two decades. In the past few years, technology advances have improved 
regional planning processes. Also, as we have changed, so have the state and federal governments. 
Increasingly performance-based processes are being used to secure state and federal money. We see 
this as good news. With strong board leadership, the SACOG region has a proven track record for being a 
leader in performance-based planning–from the Sacramento Region Blueprint to the 2016 Metropolitan 
Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy.  

Background  

In 2016, the SACOG Board of Directors directed staff to begin research to improve performance-based 
planning within the agency. A performance-based approach examines information about roads and 
transit systems, the form and function of neighborhoods and communities, and the people living in 
those communities to try to make sound investment decisions.  SACOG currently uses tools including 
travel models, traffic studies, and other analyses in performance-based planning. Yet many of these 
tools are best suited for the regional-scale. This created the need for new tools to assess individual 
transportation projects.  

In response to the Board of Directors, SACOG is convening a Project Performance Assessment Working 
Group to assist in a review of methods for implementing project performance assessment. SACOG has 
identified two feasible methods for taking a closer look at individual transportation projects: benefit-
cost analysis and performance outcomes analysis.  

Benefit-Cost Analysis 

A benefit-cost analysis (BCA) places a dollar value on the various benefits of a transportation project, for 
example, improved travel time, decreased accidents, or fewer emissions. Then the BCA compares these 
monetized benefits to the project’s costs to determine cost effectiveness. Typically, a BCA uses a travel 
demand model to estimate the benefits associated with an individual transportation project.  

A BCA is practical for large investments (e.g., major passenger rail expansions, highway and expressway 
projects) that will likely affect the travel of many people, yet is limited to projects large enough to run 
through a travel model. In contrast, a performance outcomes analysis looks at a much broader range of 
transportation projects.  

Performance Outcomes Analysis 

A performance outcomes analysis begins by connecting a vision for improving mobility and quality of life 
with key performance outcomes (e.g., reducing congestion, improving safety, or supporting the 
economy). The method then draws on project scope, existing infrastructure, and neighborhood 
characteristics to estimate how a transportation investment affects these benchmark performance 
outcomes.    
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Project Performance Assessment Working Group Details   

The working group will convene monthly, or less frequently, through the Fall of 2017 at locations in 
Sacramento and the surrounding area. SACOG will use input from the working group to inform 
discussions with the SACOG Board about the potential application of project performance assessment in 
the development of the 2020 MTP/SCS and future regional funding programs. 

But I don’t know anything about these models…Why am I invited? 

The members of this group were identified by SACOG staff. You each bring expertise that will contribute 
to a healthy and provocative dialog. The range of sectors included are transportation planners, public 
health, infill development, new construction, active transportation, new mobility, disadvantaged 
communities, and environmental protection. Thank you in advance for helping to bring the best analysis 
forward.  

For more information, please contact Garett Ballard-Rosa at gballard-rosa@sacog.org or (916) 319-5183. 

  

mailto:gballard-rosa@sacog.org


1 
 

   Attachment B 
Project Performance Working Group Meeting Summary 
Meeting Date: Friday, February 24, 2017 
Meeting Location: SACOG  
Time: 11am-1pm 
 
Meeting Attendees:  
 

California Bike Coalition 
Caltrans 
City of Sacramento Public Works 
City of West Sacramento Transportation Division 
City of Woodland Public Works 
Environmental Council of Sacramento (ECOS) 
North State Building Industry Association 
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency 
 

Sacramento County Engineering & Planning 
Sacramento County Public Health 
Sacramento Housing Alliance 
Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD 
Sacramento Regional Transit 
Southeast Capital Connector JPA 
UC Davis Center for Regional Change 
WalkSacramento 

 
Meeting Agenda: 
Introduction & Working Group Welcome 
Background polling 
Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities (MTP/SCS) Strategy Overview 

Performance Assessment Practice at SACOG 
Project Performance Assessment: BCA and Outcomes Analysis 

Overview of SACOG’s Benefit Cost Assessment 
Overview and Discussion of Performance Outcome Analysis* 
Next steps  
Meeting evaluation  
 
* Due to valuable dialogue on earlier agenda items this topic was not covered and will be an agenda item 
in a subsequent meeting.   
 
Meeting Summary:  
Staff welcomed working group participants and conducted a round of introductions. Staff provided an 
overview of working group goals and outcomes from the meeting. Next, staff conducted live background 
polling to understand working group familiarity with project performance assessment and benefit cost 
analysis practices (poll results are included at the end of this meeting summary). The working group then 
transitioned to the agenda items, described below. 
 
MTP/SCS Background 
Staff presented a brief overview of the MTP/SCS and how performance assessment fits into the larger 
plan update. Discussion focused on the purpose of the working group itself and how it fits within this 
larger context. 
 

• Is this work getting to project selection for SACOG, or is this more for informing?  
o No. The working group simply considers and provides input on a technical methodology. 

There is no prioritization or selection conducted by the working group. 
• Is this tool for local agency or SACOG staff? 
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o There are potential applications for both local and SACOG staff. 
• How will this be used? 

o Two potential uses for Board consideration: 
 Future MTP/SCS (investment list for Federal dollars and regionally significant 

projects)  
 Potentially as criteria for regional funding programs, to be determined by the 

SACOG Board. 
• Will this be used to eliminate projects before they go to the SACOG Board? 

o No. This is a methodology for the SACOG Board to consider as part of a larger 
performance assessment program.  

• Are federal agencies doing this work? To what degree are you adding vs. responding to guidance. 
o This work responds to clear federal and state guidance.  

• What does benefit and cost mean?  
o Will be discussed in benefit cost explanation.  

• It appears that agencies could tie this idea to future tax measures/project identification. 
 
Performance Assessment Practice at SACOG 
Staff framed performance assessment work at SACOG, beginning with the agency’s longstanding practice 
of performance evaluation at the system, or regional, scale. The working group next discussed initial 
performance evaluation methods at the project level, turning to benefit-cost assessment as a potential 
new methodology. Due to a robust discussion, the working group did not get to performance outcomes 
analysis agenda item, which will be taken up at a subsequent meeting.  
 
THEME: The region needs to be better at competing for discretionary state and federal dollars- how can 
performance assessment help? 

• The region has not been able to compete well for state Affordable Housing and Sustainable 
Communities) money. Likewise, for the Active Transportation Program. This work can help the 
region better compete by responding to enhanced performance criteria in these programs. 

• The need [for PPA] is even more timely as grant policies around the state are becoming more 
stringent. 

• If this project performance assessment work is done well, it can inform the state on how different 
areas can demonstrate benefits. 

• In prior state funding programs, you can see how state methodologies are not ranking us high. Is 
the state looking for different types of projects or tools? 

• Why is it that we are not getting enough or equal money?  
 
THEME: Benefit Cost Assessment as a Performance Tool  

• Method draws on the agency travel demand model. How much time does working group want to 
spend on the travel model?  

• The method has several limitations. It can't look at all projects, and is better suited in analyzing 
larger regionally significant projects.  

• Caltrans has a BCA model. Why is SACOG not using that? Is there a simplified version of BCA we 
could use? We need to be sure that small projects are considered too, as they can be more cost 
effective. 

o Are there ways to group projects together? The complementary Performance Outcomes 
Assessment will also consider projects of all size.  

• Make sure you are not just assessing the value of large projects.  
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• For project costs, does the BCA consider the full cost, or just the local share? What effect would 
this have on elected officials favoring projects that have a different local share? 

• Important to note how method would work for small jurisdictions with small budgets and large, 
significant and/or costly projects. With this type of project it can be hard to show cost effective 
performance. 

• Are costs just limited to construction, or also include permitting, environmental, design and right 
of way?  

• How does the measure consider tolls and transit fares?  
 

THEME: Other possible issues to consider in a Benefit Cost Assessment 
• Could an outcome be a case study with a sensitivity analysis around the method? 
• Could the method show a connection between who is paying for the transportation 

infrastructure and how much benefit is received? For example, people paying into the system but 
don’t see any benefit. 

o Theoretically could be something we could do but is a very complicated method. 
Currently we look at all users with monetized benefits, not divided out by subgroups.  

• Is there a place where working group can see the full list of benefits?  
o ACTION: SACOG will place the list on the PPA webpage. 

• Is staff thinking about affordable housing and transit dependencies of specific populations? 
• Could this be comparable to how AHSC is assessed?  
• How do you assign a dollar value to changes in land use? For example, agricultural impacts, 

including the value of the agricultural cluster plus the value of ecosystem services. How can this 
be reflected in these scenarios? 

• How does the method monetize air quality? 
o Currently the method uses the same source as MTC and SANDAG. An air quality subgroup 

could consider this further. 
• How constrained are we in going above what state/federal sources want? How much latitude 

should we have to try to bring in new benefit measures and outcomes? 
• Does the method consider lifecycle benefit? 
• Is there sensitivity to displacement of risk of low income people?   

o The method is about the transportation infrastructure.  
 

THEME: Project Delivery 
• Will this group look at projects that are at risk for failure or higher potential for success in terms 

of project delivery? Should project delivery be considered a performance outcome? 
• We should think about the potential of comparing projects on delivery so that you don't deter 

innovation or mistakenly lose sight of a long and significant project. 
• Also do we consider funding earlier phases of projects? Region has to weigh benefits of moving 

projects forward in the early phases. We could miss good projects because they don't get started. 
• If the region funds earlier stages, that helps leverage local projects for state and federal 

construction dollars.  
 
THEME: Big picture summary and next steps 

• We talked about the FAST-ACT as the indicator of this type of analysis. Do we know what the new 
administration will do around performance assessment?  

• Is there a calculation on how the method helps local jurisdictions implement their general plans? 
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• Overall method the group will consider is the BCA and the Performance Assessment. The 
Outcomes have more flexibility to include the things that can't be monetized in a BCA. 

• Can working group talk about project performance measures SACOG already uses, especially 
roadway optimization? 

• When we get to the outcomes assessment, does the measure weight indicators, i.e., through a 
dashboard, rather than a composite score, so different board members can better assess projects 
by their own community’s needs?  

 
NEXT: In the next meeting the working group will consider the Performance Outcomes Assessment. 
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Live Working Group Polling Results 
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Project Performance Working Group Meeting Evaluation 
February 24, 2017 
 

RANKING: 1. Strongly Disagree 2. Disagree 3. Neutral 4. Agree 5. Strongly Agree 
  
This meeting was well organized. 
Average: 4.6 
  
The length of the meeting was appropriate to get through the material. 
Average:  4 
  
The materials provided in advance were useful to prepare for this meeting. 
Average:  3.6 
  
The presentation on SACOG’s overall Performance Assessment Practice was clear. 
Average: 4 
  

The presentation on BCA and Outcomes Analysis was clear. 

Average: 3.8 
  
I understand the next major steps in SACOG’s Project Performance Assessment.  
Average: 4.2 
  
I understand how Project Performance Assessment may inform future Metropolitan Transportation Plans 
and/or future funding rounds. 
Average: 4 
  
What should be done next time to make the working group session more effective? 
You should include local chambers of commerce since "economic benefits" is a preferred outcome. 
The challenge with this meeting was the depth of the MTP process and background discussions of what 
may or may not be included in analyses.  This was necessary, yet we did not get to the core parts of the 
agenda. 
  
Additional Comments 
Well done! :) 
Great Job, meeting facilities and organization was stellar 
Needed more information but I'm it sure will come in future meetings. 
The BLT sandwich was great, as well as SACOG staff. 
Maybe a bit more time 
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Project Performance Assessment Working Group Stakeholders 
Below are the members of the working group. Based on stakeholder interest, new invitations will be sent 
to Greater Sacramento Area Economic Council, Sacramento Metro Chamber, and Yolo County.  
 

CA Rural Legal Assistance 
California Bike Coalition 
Caltrans 
City of Folsom 
City of Sacramento Public Works 
City of Woodland 
El Dorado County Transportation Commission 
Environmental Council of Sacramento 
Franklin Blvd Business Association 
Mack Road Partnership 
North State BIA 
Paratransit 
Placer County Transportation Planning Association 
 

Region Business 
Sacramento Area Bicycle Advocates 
Sacramento County Engineering & Planning 
Sacramento County Public Health 
Sacramento Housing Alliance 
Sacramento Metropolitan AQMD 
Sacramento Regional Transit 
Southeast Capital Connector JPA 
Transform 
UC Davis Center for Regional Change 
WalkSacramento 
West Sacramento Transportation Division 
Yolo County Transportation District 
 

 
 
 



 
 

 Item #17-3-15 
S AC O G  B o ar d  o f  D i r e c t or s  R e c e i ve  &  F i l e   
 
March 9, 2017 
 
Federal Funding Risks for Transit & Passenger Rail 
 
Staff has collaborated with transit agencies and the Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality Management 
District (SMAQMD) to analyze potential impacts from reduced federal investments in transit and 
passenger rail services in the Sacramento region. Attachment A is the white paper summarizing the 
analysis completed and the federal advocacy points for Board consideration. 
 
KT:MC:ds 
Attachment  
 
Key Staff:  Matt Carpenter, Director of Transportation Services, (916) 340-6276 
   Erik Johnson, Manager of Policy and Administration, 916-340-6247 
 
 

   
 



Attachment A 

Federal Transit & Passenger Rail Funding Risks & the Greater Sacramento Region 

 
The Sacramento region, home to more than 2.4 million people, is larger than 14 other states 
and ranks just behind Nevada in size. The rail network provides two-hour rail access to the Bay 
Area on the Capitol Corridor, the third-busiest passenger rail line in the nation.  
 
The region remains one of the fastest-growing areas in California. As new businesses move in 
and existing businesses grow, public transit and rail are critical to keeping people and goods 
moving. The region is expanding rail access to Placer County, which will allow up to 10 round-
trips a day from Roseville, which also provides benefits to Union Pacific, operator of the 
Roseville-based J.R. Davis Railyard, the largest rail facility in the West Coast. Having more 
frequent rail access to the Bay Area allows Silicon Valley companies to expand their operations 
at a lower cost, while allowing Sacramento entrepreneurs the ability to tap into the 
marketplace to the west.  
 
The Sacramento region has local and commuter bus service that serves all six counties, as well 
as light rail in Sacramento County. These services have benefitted from federal investment, and 
are important to keeping people moving, taking congestion off the roads, and improving air 
quality. Without continued federal investment in transit, operators would be forced to 
mothball buses, congestion would rise, and funding for roads would be in jeopardy due to the 
increases in air pollution. Moreover the communities most impacted by the loss of service are 
the low income community, equity community and others that have the least availability to 
alternatives to current services.   
 
As the region continues to add tens of thousands of residents every year, transit must grow as 
part of an overall strategy to meet everyone's transportation needs. Transit is also a key 
attractor of a talented workforce. High-skilled workers in other metropolitan regions do not 
want long commutes, and having a robust transit system is key to attracting employers of high-
skilled jobs.  
 
The Region’s progress toward meeting air quality health standards is very closely linked to both 
cleaner fuels and vehicles as well as lower VMT when transit is available. Continued progress on 
developing our transit network is important to continued progress on air quality.   
 
Sacramento is also home to Siemens, one of the largest rail rolling stock manufacturers in 
America, employing more than 800 employees, as well as impacting hundreds of other jobs.  If 
transit funding is cut nationwide, the impact would be significant. 
 
Transit Funding Risks: 

The Greater Sacramento region's transit operators currently spend an estimated $240 million 
per year on transit capital and operations that provide fixed route and dial-a-ride services 
across six counties (El Dorado, Placer, Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo, and Yuba). Most of the region’s 
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transit operators rely on federal funds to cover a significant share of their costs. For the region’s 
largest operator, Sacramento Regional Transit (RT), over $34 million in federal transit funds are 
needed for expenses in FY’17. This estimated federal revenue amount is nearly 22% of RT’s 
total budget for the year. Based on an earlier service reduction experience, RT forecasts that 
28% of their services would need to be cut if the federal funds are lost. Losing these federal 
funds would result in an estimated loss of 6 to 7 million annual riders, or 25% of RT’s total 
annual ridership. 
 
For a four-year phased elimination in federal transit funding, RT estimates this would translate 
into an immediate 7-8% cut in services in the first year, culminating in the 28% reduction in 
light rail and bus service by the fourth year.  A 28% cut would be across the board for RT and 
effect more than just transit service and operations support. It is estimated that that the 
funding loss would lead to 360 job losses, or 36% of RT’s total staff. 
 
For the small and suburban operators elsewhere in the region, nearly $8 million in federal 
transit funds are needed for expenses in FY’17. The federal share of transit operator budgets 
varies considerably, but on average these operators need federal transit funds to cover an 
estimated 30% of their costs. Collectively, these operators had 18% of the passenger boardings 
(5.8 million) of the regional total during the most recent year recorded (2015) so a 30% 
reduction in federal transit funding would result in an estimated loss of 1.7 to 1.8 million annual 
riders. The service impacts would be dramatic because many of the transit services are lifeline 
connections in smaller communities and rural areas with few mobility options. Significant 
service cuts would also be made to express bus services that provide commuters a convenient 
travel option and reduce congestion along the region’s freeways.  Furthermore, an estimated 
100-150 transit agency job losses would occur if $8 million of federal funds are lost. 
 
Beyond serious cutbacks to transit services, losing federal transit funds would create safety 
risks because planned bus and light rail vehicle replacements could not happen in a timely 
manner.  For example, nearly 50% of RT’s existing light rail vehicles (46) are near the end of 
their useful life and many buses are still in service that have reliability issues. Also, RT and many 
of the region’s small and suburban operators provide bus services in areas at high risk for 
emergency evacuations due to flooding. These transit operators have developed coordinated 
plans to move large numbers of people out of activity centers and across rivers in the event of 
flooding, fire, or other emergencies.  Federal transit funds are critical to these agencies for 
replacing aging vehicles that need to be replaced. Replacement of aging rolling stock requiring 
constant maintenance eliminates risks of insufficient capacity and breakdowns in the event of a 
public safety emergency.   
 
Eliminated or reduced federal transit funding would result in negative impacts throughout the 
Sacramento region.  Siemens Transportation Systems is a major supplier of light rail vehicles 
and employs over 800 people in Sacramento.  The reduction or loss of federal transit funding 
could result the reduction or loss of these jobs, along with the loss of 500 transit agency jobs. 
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Applying FTA’s commonly cited Return on Investment (ROI) for public transportation, there 
would be a $156 million benefit for the SACOG region if the $39 million in federal transit 
funding is saved for the next fiscal year.  In addition, the $75 million Small Starts award 
(increase to $100 million submitted to the FTA) for the Downtown/Riverfront Streetcar is at risk 
of not being appropriated. The federal funding on this project is a critical funding piece that 
promises significant economic returns. The project’s economic benefit analysis estimated that a 
total streetcar project of $150 million would generate additional private sector benefit between 
$856 million and $1.5 billion in West Sacramento and $1.9 billion and $3.8 billion in Sacramento 
from 2018 to 2035.   

 
InterCity Passenger Rail Funding Risks:  
 
The SACOG region has two inter-city passenger rail providers- the Capitol Corridor and the San 
Joaquins. The Capitol Corridor provides 30 weekday trips between Sacramento and Oakland, 
and two daily trips between Sacramento and Roseville.  The San Joaquins rail service provides 
14 trains daily connecting Oakland, Sacramento, and Bakersfield. Without federal rail funding to 
augment funding from the state, service cuts and delays in critical capital investments are likely 
for both the Capital Corridor and the San Joaquins.  The Central Valley of California is one of the 
most impoverished areas of the Country, and rail service to the Bay Area helps plug our regions 
into the economic engine of Silicon Valley.  McClatchy’s significant investment in new media 
offices at the Sacramento Valley Station demonstrates how Inter-city Rail can increase jobs and 
opportunity, while reducing congestion and air quality impacts. 
 
Transit and Intercity Passenger Rail Projects 
 
Beyond ensuring that FAST-Act funding authorization levels are realized through 2020, the 
greater Sacramento region has identified a set of projects to fund through discretionary 
appropriations.  Each of these projects expand travel choices, support economic development, 
and can be under construction or completed in the next 3 years. 
 

• Downtown/Riverfront Streetcar, $100 Million, City of Sacramento/City of West 
Sacramento/Yolo County Transportation District/Sacramento Regional Transit 
District/SACOG 
The proposed 3.3-mile streetcar alignment would bring electric streetcars back to the 
region after a 70-year hiatus and extend service across the Sacramento River from the 
City of West Sacramento Civic Center to the Midtown entertainment and retail district in 
the City of Sacramento. The system proposed would operate six low-floor streetcars in 
mixed-flow traffic at 15 minute headways stopping at regional destinations and hotels 
along the route. The project was included in the President’s FY16 budget in the Capital 
Investment Grant Program under Accelerated Project Delivery and Development. 
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• Capitol Corridor Third Track and Station Relocation, $250 million, Capitol Corridor 
Joint Powers Authority 
The Capitol Corridor’s 170-mile rail corridor connects the Sacramento region with the 
San Francisco Bay Area and is the fastest growing and third busiest Amtrak route in the 
nation, while consistently  “#1” in the nation in Amtrak customer satisfaction.  This 
project will improve rail safety and speed between Sacramento County and Roseville (in 
Placer County) by constructing a third track and signal improvements, satellite 
maintenance facility, and other associated improvements, resulting in capacity increases 
from one to ten round trips per day between Sacramento and Roseville.  
 

• Elk Grove Multimodal Station, $26 million, City of Elk Grove 
The Elk Grove Multimodal Center will provide alternative transportation options for 
commuters, relieve traffic congestion on SR 99 and I-5.  The Station will serve as a stop 
for Amtrak’s San Joaquin passenger train service, and connect residents to the state’s 
planned high-speed trains. It will also serve as a light rail station with the eventual 
extension of light rail into Elk Grove.  

 
• Bus Rapid Transit Lines, $13 million, City of Elk Grove  

With the recent extension of light rail to Cosumnes River College, a bus rapid transit line 
is needed along Big Horn Blvd to connect the southwest portion of Elk Grove to the 
regional light rail system that ultimately services downtown Sacramento.  The project 
would include stations, fare vending equipment, signal modifications and smart corridor 
upgrades, as well as rolling stock. 
 

• Transit System Preservation, $300 million, All Transit Agencies in the Region 
The Sacramento Blueprint Project and MTP/SCS forecast that communities across the 
region can grow and thrive if travel options are expanded to improve mobility and 
access to activity centers. To achieve this, all of the region’s transit agencies must 
rehabilitate and replace aging rolling stock as well as add vehicles to maintain and 
expand transit services.  Capturing $300 million in discretionary rail and bus vehicle 
funding over the next few years would buy an estimated 36 light rail vehicles and 350 
buses, thereby making a meaningful difference in reducing the growing backlog of 
transit equipment needs. 

Conclusion 

• Fund New Starts and Small Starts at the levels authorized in the FAST Act 
• Fund formula transit funds at the levels authorized in the FAST Act 
• Prioritize transit and rail for competitive grant programs such as TIGER or any new 

one-time infrastructure funding proposal.  
• Expand the eligibility of FTA funding to support public-private partnerships for Shared 

Mobility initiatives that expand mobility options beyond traditional public transit 
services. 



  

 Item #17-3-16 
Transportation Committee  Receive & Fi le         
 
March 9, 2017 
 
Update on Statewide Coordination for the California Freight Investment Program 
 
The Fixing America’s Surface Transportation Act (FAST-ACT) established a new formula 
freight fund providing approximately $582 million to California over a five-year period. The 
California Transportation Commission (CTC) is tasked with developing guidelines for how these 
funds will be allocated to projects around the state. Staff has been participating in a working 
group for this effort and will attend a workshop on February 28, 2017 concerning the draft 
guidelines. Staff will provide the Transportation Committee with a briefing on key issues or 
concerns that come up at the workshop. 
 
The Freight Investment Program is intended for freight projects on the National Highway Freight 
Network. In the SACOG region, this network currently includes the primary highway freight 
corridors on State Route 99 south of downtown Sacramento, Interstates 5 and 80, and a small 
portion of Highway 50. On a parallel track with the development of program guidelines, SACOG 
is working with Caltrans and other regional agencies around the state to designate additional 
critical urban and rural freight corridors for this network. The FAST-ACT provides California 
the opportunity to designate limited additional freight corridors that connect into the primary 
highway freight system. These additional corridors will then be eligible to compete for funding 
through the Freight Investment Program. Attachment A includes a working draft map of the 
National Highway Freight Network that includes potential additional critical urban and rural 
corridors. The next meeting to discuss the methodology for identifying these routes will follow 
the program guidelines workshop on February 28th.  
 
The CTC expects to adopt final guidelines for the California Freight Investment Program in 
May, 2017 with project applications likely due at the end of June, 2017. In advance of these 
deadlines, SACOG will coordinate with member agency staff to identify potential freight 
projects and offer assistance on the preparation of application materials. 
 
KT:CH:ds 
Attachment 
 
Key Staff: Matt Carpenter, Director of Transportation Services, (916) 340-6276 

Clint Holtzen, Associate Analyst, (916) 340-6246 
Garett Ballard-Rosa, Associate Analyst, (916) 319-5183 
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 Item #17-3-17 
SACOG Board of Directors Receive & Fi le 

March 9, 2017 
 
Blueprint Implementation Activities 
 
The purpose of this item is to regularly inform the Committee of SACOG land use related 
activities in support of local implementation of the Blueprint principles. SACOG conducts the 
following Blueprint 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; 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. 
 
In January and February, SACOG staff conducted the following Blueprint Implementation 
land use activities: 

• Responded to a Notice of Preparation of a draft environmental impact report for the 
Bogue Stewart Master Plan in Yuba City (letter attached).  

• Responded to a Notice of Preparation of a draft environmental impact report for the 
UC Davis Long Range Development Plan (letter attached).  

• Responded to a Notice of Preparation of a draft environmental impact report for the 
Mather South Community Master Plan in Sacramento County (letter attached).  

• With funding from a third round Strategic Growth Council grant, SACOG and 
Portland State University’s Center for Public Interest Design (CPID) hosted a two-
day workshop at the La Familia Maple Neighborhood Center for residents, 
stakeholders, and public agency staff to brainstorm improvements to the center and 
the surrounding neighborhood with an emphasis on safety and accessibility. 

• With funding from a third round Strategic Growth Council grant for technical 
planning assistance to member jurisdictions, held the second meeting of the Corridor 
Working Group, which is identifying strategies to accomplish complete streets 
corridor retrofits in different community settings. This working group is comprised 
of planning and public works staff from member agencies working with SACOG and 
a transportation consultant. 

• Tracking and agency coordination on the Affordable Housing and Sustainable 
Communities (AHSC) cycle 3. 

 
Per Board policy, this list of activities will also be reported in the CEO report that goes to the 
SACOG Board. 
 
Attachments 
 
Key Staff: Kacey Lizon, Planning Manager, (916) 340-6265 
  Jennifer Hargrove, Senior Analyst, (916) 340-6216 



Attachment









 
  

Item #17-3-18 
SACOG Board of Directors Receive & Fi le 

March 9, 2017 
 
GrantFinder Service 
 
As a member service, SACOG shares its subscription services to efficientgov.com and its GrantFinders 
webtool with its local government members.  GrantFinders is a searchable database providing ease of 
access to state, federal, foundation and corporate grants available to local governments at their 
partners.  Since 2013, SACOG has contracted for GrantFinders as part of the Shared Services initiative 
providing our members tool access with no additional contract or license costs.  The SACOG 
Subscription for $2,000 annually provides access to the tool to for an unlimited number of users, 
including non-profit and other government agencies, so long as they are within the SACOG region.  
Prior to this, individual jurisdictions in the region were paying for much higher subscription rates for 
similar searchable databases.   
 
Notably the challenges in maximizing member value of this service to our local government members 
has been staff capacity both for tracking opportunities and grant writing itself.  The vendor is offering 
individual tutorials by phone to any new user affiliated with SACOG’s subscription.  
 
The subscription includes a newsletter with daily posts on policy trends and available grants to 
increase awareness of innovative approaches to funding public projects.  Recent articles have included 
Self Driving Truck Tests on Columbus Area Roads; Looking at Infrastructure Investments to Boost 
Economic Growth; Louisville Resolved on Inclusion: Compassion, Resilience, Jobs; and With $33M, 
HUD Seeks to End Youth Homelessness in 10 Places.   
 
For more information about how this subscription can assist your staff, to arrange for a tool 
demonstration, or to add your staff to our subscription access, please contact Senior Planner Greg 
Chew. 
 
Key Staff: Erik Johnson, Manager of Policy and Administration, (916) 340-6247 
  Greg Chew, Senior Planner, (916) 340-6227 
 



 

Item #17-3-19 
SACOG Board of Directors Receive & Fi le 
March 9, 2017 
 
Cap-to-Cap 2017 
 
SACOG staff and Chair Brian Veerkamp will be participating in the Metro Chamber Annual Cap-to-
Cap Program April 28-May 3.  The Transportation Team is being co-chaired by Erik Johnson from 
SACOG, Francisco Castillo from Union Pacific, Mark Haneke from the Sacramento County Airport 
System, and Margie Namba from Granite Construction. SACOG staff attending are James Corless, 
Kirk Trost, Erik Johnson, and David Shabazian.   
 
The Transportation Team will meet on Monday, May 1 at the Mayflower Hotel. Board members 
participating on the Transportation Team will receive schedule details in advance.  
 
Attached is the draft executive summary of the Transportation Team issues for 2017.  
 
 
Attachment 
 
Key Staff:  Erik Johnson, Manager of Policy & Administration, (916) 340-6247 
 
 



 
 

2017 Metro Chamber Capitol-to-Capitol 
For additional information, please contact Robert Dugan, Senior Vice President of Public Policy and Economic Development 

www.metrochamber.org | (916) 321-9115 
 

Attachment 

DRAFT TEAM EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
The following executive summary is for the Sacramento Metro Chamber,  

Cap-to-Cap Transportation Team 
 

Team Leaders:  Erik Johnson, SACOG  
 Margie Namba, Granite Construction 
 Mark Haneke, Sacramento County Airport System 

Francisco Castillo, Union Pacific 
 

Transportation Policy Priorities and Regulatory Reform 
 

Requested Action: Continue existing programs for federal investment in transportation, and make 
sensible regulatory reforms. 
 
Summary of Background: 1. Continue the bipartisan commitment to federal funding for all modes 
of transportation, including public transportation and passenger rail. 2. Fully fund the FAST Act and 
start work now to develop a long-term, stable federal funding source for transportation. 3. A federal 
infrastructure package would help fund critically important transportation investments – but needs to 
include substantial funding, not just financing. 4. Modify MAP-21 and FAST Act pilot program to 
streamline project delivery and environmental review. 5. Reduce funding silos and increase 
cooperation among federal agencies. 6. Develop a national framework for data-driven decision-
making and performance measures. 
 

 
Autonomous Vehicles Policies 

 
Requested Action: Consider the views of the Sacramento region as policies are developed around 
autonomous vehicles, provide grants and funding for the public sector to play a role in testing and 
working with autonomous vehicle technology, and look to our region as a potential test bed for new 
technologies. 
 
Summary of Background: 1. Provide national standards. 2. Plan for safe operation for all levels of 
autonomous vehicles. 3. Include local governments in the planning process. 4. Develop and 
implement robust data-sharing requirements. 5. Provide grants to local governments for pilot testing. 
6. Study how to restructure federal funding for infrastructure.  
 
 

 
 
 
 

http://www.metrochamber.org/


 
 

2017 Metro Chamber Capitol-to-Capitol 
For additional information, please contact Robert Dugan, Senior Vice President of Public Policy and Economic Development 

www.metrochamber.org | (916) 321-9115 
 

 
Sacramento Region Infrastructure Funding  

 
Requested Action: Continue federal investment in region’s transportation system to keep people and 
goods moving to support a growing economy. Should the federal government fund a comprehensive 
infrastructure investment, the Sacramento region stands ready to partner. 
 
Summary of Background: The Sacramento Region has multimodal facilities for goods and people 
movement including the rail system, I-80, I-5, US 50, Port of West Sacramento the interregional 
freight roadways, the airport system, and bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure.  These facilities play a 
significant role in the regional, state, and national economy.  Critical improvements to these facilities 
ranging from regional highway upgrades, port enhancements, transit facilities, to bridges in several 
counties are described. 
 
 

Aviation Funding and Policy Priorities 
Requested Action: Assure adequate funding and flexibility for the Sacramento Airport System to 
remain viable and grow. 
 
Summary of Background: Address funding needs for the Sacramento International Airport, raise 
the federal cap on the Passenger Facility Charge, prohibit cost-shifting to airports for federal security 
responsibilities, protect the Federal Airport Improvement Program and enhance flexibility to mitigate 
environmental impacts at airports. Discuss with CBP in Washington the potential for opening a 
Global Entry Enrollment Center at Sacramento International Airport. 

http://www.metrochamber.org/


 
 

 Item #17-3-20 
SACOG Board of Directors  Receive & Fi le 
  
March 9, 2017 
 
State Advocacy Update 
 
Last month, staff brought forward information on the Governor’s 2017-18 budget proposal, as well 
as proposed state advocacy principles. After board adoption of the state advocacy principles in 
February, staff reviewed introduced legislation for areas of interest. Attached is a list of relevant 
legislation. Given that the bill introduction deadline just passed, many of the bills are so-called spot 
bills that lack much detail.  
 
On February 14, the Senate Transportation and Housing Committee passed SB 1 on an 8-3 vote. 
The bill, which SACOG supports, was approved by the Senate Environmental Quality Committee 
on February 22 on a 4-2 vote. It now heads to the Senate Governance and Finance Committee on 
March 1. Its Assembly counterpart, AB 1, has not been scheduled for a hearing. Assembly and 
Senate leaders are working towards a final transportation funding package by April 6, when the 
Legislature begins its spring recess. 
 
It is also worth noting the volume of legislation related to affordable housing. There are many 
different policy solutions proposed across these bills. Staff will continue to monitor these, 
particularly those that involve the Regional Housing Needs Allocation process that SACOG is 
required to administer under state law. 
 
As more detail comes forward on legislation, staff will bring information forward to the 
Government Relations & Public Affairs Committee and the Board. 
 
Attachment 
           
Key Staff: Erik Johnson, Manager of Policy & Administration, (916) 340-6247 



SACOG State Bill Report Attachment

Page 1 of 8 As of 3/10/2017

Bill Author Title Summary
AB 1 Frazier (D) Transportation 

Funding
Creates the Road Maintenance and Rehabilitation Program to address deferred maintenance 
on the state highway and local street and road systems. Provides for certain funds, creation 
of the Office of the Transportation Inspector General, certain loan repayments, diesel fuel 
excise tax revenues, the appropriations to the Low Carbon Transit Operations Program, 
gasoline excise taxes, a certain CEQA exemption, an Advance Mitigation Program, and a 
certain surface transportation project delivery program.

AB 17 Holden (D) Transit Pass 
Program: Free or 
Reduced-Fare 
Passes

Creates the Transit Pass Program. Requires the Controller of the state to allocate moneys 
made available for the program to support transit pass programs that provide free or 
reduced-fare transit passes to specified pupils and students.

AB 28 Frazier (D) Department of 
Transportation: 
Review: Federal 
Program

Reinstates the operation of existing law which provided that the state consents to the 
jurisdiction of the federal courts with regard to the compliance, discharge, or enforcement 
of responsibilities it assumed as a participant in a certain surface transportation project 
delivery pilot program.

AB 30 Caballero (D) Planning and 
Zoning: Specific 
Plan: Housing

Amends the Planning and Zoning Law to authorize a legislative body of a city or county to 
identify an area of underperforming infill and direct a planning agency to prepare a specific 
plan to provide for immediate development within that area. Requires the plan to make 
certain findings relating to the need for affordable housing. Requires the legislative body to 
conduct a public hearing prior to approving the plan.

AB 33 Quirk (D) Greenhouse Gases 
From 
Transportation: 
Reduction

States the intent of the Legislature to enact legislation to reduce net emissions from 
greenhouse gases from transportation by imposing fees and granting rebates on sales of new 
automobiles and light trucks.

AB 59 Thurmond (D) Local Housing Trust 
Fund Matching 
Grant Program

Recasts provisions of the Local Housing Trust Fund Matching Grant Program. Removes 
emergency shelters, safe havens, and transitional housing from the authorized use of funds, 
and instead authorizes funds to be used for community land trusts. Requires a grant 
recipient to provide a proposed expenditure plan and to hold a public hearing or hearings.

AB 65 Patterson (R) Transportation Bond 
Debt Service

Amends an existing law which provides for transfer of certain vehicle weight fee revenues 
to the Transportation Debt Service Fund to reimburse the General Fund for payment of 
current year debt service on certain general obligation bonds. Excludes from payment the 
debt service for Proposition 1A bonds.

AB 71 Chiu (D) Taxes: Credits: Low-
Income Housing

Increases, under the Insurance Taxation Law, the Personal Income Tax Law, and the 
Corporation Tax Law, the aggregate housing credit dollar amount that may be allocated 
among low-income housing projects and farmworker housing projects. Disallows a specified 
mortgage-related deduction under the Personal Income Tax Law.

AB 72 Santiago (D) Attorney General: 
Enforcement: 
Housing Laws

Appropriates a specified sum to the Attorney General to fund the Attorney General's duties 
in enforcing specified laws relating to housing.

AB 73 Chiu (D) Planning and 
Zoning: Housing 
Sustainability 
Districts

Authorizes a city, county, or city and county to establish by ordinance a housing 
sustainability district and to apply to the Office of Planning and Research for approval for a 
zoning incentive payment. Provides for permits for residential development, design review 
standards, and certain application fees. Requires that prevailing wages be paid in 
connection with all projects within the district. Requires a lead agency, when designating 
districts, to prepare an EIR for the designation.

AB 74 Chiu (D) Housing Requires the Department of Housing and Community Development to establish a Housing for 
a Healthy California Program, and to award grants to certain grant applicants. Provides for 
interim and long-term rental assistance. Authorizes the department to enter into contracts 
on a bid or negotiated basis, exempt from specified small business procurement, personal 
service, and public contracting provisions.

AB 87 Ting (D) Autonomous 
Vehicles

Requires the Department of Motor Vehicles to revoke the vehicle registration of any 
autonomous vehicle operating in violation of their Autonomous Vehicle Tester Program and 
authorizes law enforcement to impound such vehicles. Gives DMV the discretion to fine 
companies illegally operating autonomous vehicles up to a specified amount per day of 
violation and prohibits those companies from applying to receive a permit from DMV to 
legally test self-driving technology on California road for two years.

AB 91 Cervantes (D) High-Occupancy 
Vehicle Lanes

Prohibits a high-occupancy vehicle lane from being established in the County of Riverside, 
unless that lane is established as a high-occupancy vehicle lane only during the hours of 
heavy commuter traffic, as determined by the Department of Transportation.

AB 151 Burke (D) California Global 
Warming Solutions 
Act of 2006

Amends the Global Warming Solutions Act, which authorizes the State Air Resources Board 
to include the use of market-based compliance mechanisms and to adopt a regulation that 
establishes a system of market-based declining annual aggregate emissions limits. States 
the intent of the Legislature to enact legislation that authorizes the board to utilize a 
market-based compliance mechanism after a specified date.
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Bill Author Title Summary
AB 161 Levine (D) Department of 

Finance: 
Infrastructure 
Investment

Authorizes the Department of Finance to identify infrastructure projects in the state for 
which the department will guarantee a rate of return on investment for an investment 
made in that infrastructure project by the Public Employees' Retirement System.

AB 174 Bigelow (R) California 
Transportation 
Commission: 
Membership

Requires that at least one voting member of the California Transportation Commission 
reside in a rural county with a population of less than a certain number of individuals.

AB 179 Cervantes (D) California 
Transportation 
Commission

Requires a certain number of voting members of the California Transportation Commission 
to have specified qualifications. Requires the commission and the Air Resources Board to 
hold a specified number of meetings per year to coordinate implementation of 
transportation policies.

AB 202 Steinorth (R) Planning and 
Zoning: Density 
Bonuses

Makes nonsubstantive changes to the Planning and Zoning Law which requires, when an 
applicant proposes a housing development within the jurisdiction of a local government, 
that the city or county provide the developer with a density bonus and other incentives or 
concessions for the production of lower income housing units or for the donation of land.

AB 239 Ridley-
Thomas S (D)

California 
Environmental 
Quality Act: 
Urbanized Areas

Relates to the California Environmental Quality Act and urbanized areas. Defines the terms 
urban area and urbanized area to mean that the population density of the unincorporated 
area be at least 1,000 persons per square mile.

AB 256 Steinorth (R) Land Use: Housing Makes nonsubstantive changes to existing law which declares the importance of, and 
general responsibility for, making housing available and affordable for all Californians.

AB 278 Steinorth (R) California 
Environmental 
Quality Act: 
Transportation

Exempts from the CEQA provisions a project, or the issuance of a permit for a project, that 
consists of the inspection, maintenance, repair, rehabilitation, replacement, or removal of, 
or the addition of an auxiliary lane or bikeway to, existing transportation infrastructure and 
that meets certain requirements.

AB 330 Cooley (D) Highway Safety Requires certain fund estimates prepared by the Department of Transportation and the 
California Transportation Commission to identify and include federal funds derived from 
apportionments made to the state under the Fixing America's Surface Transportation Act. 
Authorizes a court to order a person convicted of a certain crime to enroll and participate 
in a Sobriety program as a condition of probation, parole, sentence, or work permit.

AB 346 Daly (D) Redevelopment: 
Housing Successor: 
Housing Asset Fund

Authorizes a housing successor, under existing law concerning dissolved redevelopment and 
community development agencies, to use funds remaining in a Low and Moderate Income 
Housing Asset Fund for homelessness services, transitional housing, or emergency housing 
services, as well as for the development of affordable housing.

AB 351 Melendez (R) Transportation 
Funding

Requires certain loans made to the General Fund from specified transportation funds and 
accounts to be repaid by a specified date. Makes changes to existing law which provides for 
the transfer of certain commercial vehicle weight fee revenues to the transportation Bond 
Direct Payment Account. Provides for the portion of the fuel excise tax revenues to be 
allocated to the State Transportation Improvement Program, the State Highway Operation 
and Protection Program, and to city and county streets and roads.

AB 352 Santiago (D) State Housing Law: 
Efficiency Units

Amends the State Housing Law which authorizes a city or county to permit the construction 
and occupancy of efficiency units that have a specified minimum area. Prohibits a city or 
county from establishing a higher square footage requirement for efficiency units than the 
requirement in the International Building Code.

AB 358 Grayson (D) Regional Economic 
Development Areas

States the intent of the Legislature to enact legislation that would develop regional 
economic development areas.

AB 378 Garcia (D) Global Warming 
Solutions Act of 
2006: Regulations

Requires the State Air Resources Board when adopting rules and regulations to achieve 
certain greenhouse gas emissions reductions to follow specified requirements, consider the 
social costs of the emissions and prioritize specified emission reduction rules and 
regulations.

AB 388 Mullin (D) Greenhouse Gas 
Reduction Fund

Provides that an unspecified percentage of the annual proceeds of the Greenhouse Gas 
Reduction Fund, would be available for expenditure on beneficial reuse of high-quality 
dredged material for wetland restoration, flood protection, and carbon sequestration.

AB 398 Garcia E (D) Greenhouse Gas 
Reduction Fund: 
Report

Requires the Department of Finance to include certain information in an annual report to 
the Legislature, including greenhouse gas emissions reductions attributable to certain 
projects and the geographic location, industry sector, and number of employees of the 
business entities, receiving moneys from the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund.

AB 419 Salas (D) Greenhouse Gas 
Reduction Fund: 
Report

Requires the Department of Finance to prepare a report on the status of projects funded 
from the Greenhouse Gas Reduction Fund in consultation with the State Air Resources 
Board, and requires the report to be prominently posted on the Internet Web sites of both 
agencies.
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AB 467 Mullin (D) Local 

Transportation 
Authorities: 
Transactions and 
Tax

Amends the Local Transportation Authority and Improvement Act, which provides for a local 
transportation authority to adopt a transportation expenditure plan for the proceeds of a 
specified tax, and requires the plan to be included in a voter information handbook sent to 
voters.

AB 468 Santiago (D) Assault: Transit 
Operator: Transit 
Vehicle in Motion

Expresses the intent of the Legislature to enact legislation establishing the crime of assault 
against a transit operator while a transit vehicle is in motion.

AB 483 Bocanegra (D) Housing Authority Makes a nonsubstantive change to laws of the housing authority for low income housing.

AB 494 Bloom (D) Land Use: Accessory 
Dwelling Units

Amends the Planning and Zoning Law which authorizes a local agency to provide for the 
creation of accessory dwelling units and requires the accessory dwelling units to comply 
with certain conditions, including that the unit is not intended for sale separate from the 
primary residence and may be rented. Provides that an accessory dwelling unit may be 
rented separately from the primary residence.

AB 496 Fong (R) Transportation 
Funding

Creates the traffic Relief and Road Improvement Program to address traffic congestion and 
deferred maintenance on the state highway system and the local street and road system.

AB 499 Harper (R) Environmental 
Quality Act: Infill 
Development

Makes nonsubstantive changes to an exemption under the California Environmental Quality 
Act pertaining to a residential project located on an infill site within an urbanized area that 
meets specified criteria.

AB 515 Frazier (D) State Highway 
System 
Management Plan

Requires the department of Transportation to prepare a State Highway System Management 
Plan, which would consist of a specified 10-year state highway rehabilitation plan and a 
specified 5-year maintenance plan. Requires the department to make a draft of its 
proposed plan available to regional transportation agencies and to transmit the plan to the 
Governor and Legislature periodically.

AB 548 Steinorth (R) State Highways Makes technical, nonsubstantive changes to provisions regarding the Department of 
Transportation and the California Transportation Commission providing that the department 
has full possession and control of all state highways and all property and rights in property 
acquired for state highway purposes.

AB 577 Caballero (D) Disadvantaged 
Communities

Amends existing law which defines a disadvantaged community as a community with an 
annual median household income that is less than a certain percentage of the statewide 
annual median household income for various purposes, that include, but are not limited to, 
the Water Quality, Supply, and Infrastructure Improvement Act of 2014.

AB 623 Rodriguez (D) Autonomous Vehicle 
Testing: Accident 
Reporting

Requires an accident involving operation of an autonomous vehicle that results in 
catastrophic bodily injury of the death of a person to be reported to the Department of 
Motor Vehicles within 24 hours of occurrence.

AB 636 Irwin (D) Local Streets and 
Roads: Expenditure 
Reports

Makes other conforming changes to the existing law which provides for a portion of gasoline 
excise tax revenues in the Highway Users Tax Account to be distributed by formula to cities 
based on their population and to counties based on their number of registered vehicles and 
maintained miles of county roads. Requires the report to be submitted to the Controller 
within 7 months after the close of the fiscal year adopted by a city or county.

AB 682 Caballero (D) Multifamily Housing 
Program

Makes nonsubstantive changes to existing law which establishes the Multifamily Housing 
Program to provide a standardized set of program rules and features applicable to all 
housing types based on the California Housing Rehabilitation Program.

AB 694 Ting (D) Bicycles Requires a person operating a bicycle to ride in the right-hand lane or bicycle lane that is 
wide enough for a vehicle and bicycle to travel safely side by side within the lane to ride 
far enough to the right in order to allow vehicles to pass when approaching a place where a 
right turn is authorized.

AB 733 Berman (D) Enhanced 
Infrastructure 
Financing Districts

Amends an existing law which authorizes a city or a county to establish an enhanced 
infrastructure financing district to finance public capital facilities or other specified 
projects of communitywide significance. Authorizes the financing of projects that 
incentivize adapting to the impacts of climate change, including to extreme weather 
events, sea level rise, flooding, heat waves, wildfire, and drought.

AB 788 Frazier (D) Department of 
Transportation: 
Administration

Makes nonsubstantive changes to the existing law which establishes the Department of 
Transportation in the Transportation Agency.

AB 810 Gallagher (R) Local Alternative 
Transportation 
Improvement 
Program

Relates to planned state transportation facilities over the Feather River in the City of Yuba 
City and certain Counties. Authorizes affected local agencies, acting jointly with a 
transportation planning agency, to develop and file a specified alternative transportation 
improvement program. Requires all proceeds from the sale of certain excess properties to 
be allocated to the approved local alternative.
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AB 829 Chiu (D) Planning and 

Zoning: Regional 
Housing Needs 
Allocation

Makes nonsubstantive changes to existing law which requires each council of governments 
or delegate subregion to develop a proposed methodology for distributing the existing and 
projected regional housing need to cities, counties, and cities and counties within the 
region.

AB 852 Grayson (D) Planning and 
Zoning: General 
Plan: Report

Requires a city or county report regarding a general plan for land use development within 
its boundaries to include the number of housing development applications received in the 
prior year, units included in all development applications in the prior year, and units 
approved and disapproved in the prior year.

AB 863 Cervantes (D) Affordable Housing 
and Sustainable 
Communities 
Program

Requires the Strategic Growth Council, in selecting projects for funding under the 
Affordable Housing and Sustainable Communities Program, to seek methods for inclusion of 
local entrepreneurs in the implementation of the projects and workforce training and 
certification of workers hired to work on the projects.

AB 879 Grayson (D) Planning and 
Zoning: Housing 
Element

Amends the Planning and Zoning Law which requires a city or county to adopt a general 
plan for land use development within its boundaries that includes a housing element. 
Requires the housing element to include an analysis of potential and actual 
nongovernmental constraints upon the maintenance, improvement, or development of 
housing for all income levels.

AB 915 Ting (D) Planning and 
Zoning: Housing

Amends the Planning and Zoning Law. Authorizes local governments to require an applicant 
for a permit for a housing development to include affordable housing units in that 
development without receiving a density bonus or other incentives or concessions.

AB 921 Cervantes (D) Capitol Park Makes a nonsubstantive change to a definition in the Capitol View Protection Act 
prescribing specific height limits and setback requirements applicable to the area 
surrounding Capitol Park and defining certain terms.

AB 932 Ting (D) Affordable Housing Increases the supply of affordable housing by changing existing laws to address key issues 
that have prevented the growth of housing, to ensure that fewer people are displaced or 
end up homeless.

AB 1001 Kiley (R) Placer County 
Transportation 
Planning Agency

Authorizes the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency to acquire and dispose of real 
and personal property necessary to the full or convenient exercise of its powers.

AB 1015 Mathis (R) State Highways Makes technical, nonsubstantive changes to the existing law which establishes the 
Department of Transportation and the California Transportation Commission, has full 
possession and control of all state highways and all property and rights in property acquired 
for state highway purposes.

AB 1023 Brough (R) Joint Powers 
Agreement

Makes nonsubstantive changes to the Joint Exercise of Powers Act which authorizes 2 or 
more public agencies by agreement to jointly exercise any power common to the 
contracting parties.

AB 1073 Garcia E (D) California Clean 
Truck, Bus, and Off-
Road Vehicle

Requires the state board, when funding a specified class of projects, to allocate a percent 
of available funding to support the early commercial deployment or existing zero- and near-
zero-emission heavy-duty truck technology.

AB 1082 Burke (D) Transportation 
Electrification: 
Vehicle Charging

Requires an electrical corporation file with the PUC a program proposal for the installation 
of vehicle charging stations at school facilities. Authorizes the use of these charging 
stations by faculty, students, and parents before, during, and after school hours. Includes a 
reasonable mechanism for cost recovery by the electrical corporation.

AB 1086 Daly (D) Local Government: 
Housing

Provides additional funding for parks or other financial incentives to local agencies that 
meet their share of the regional housing need.

AB 1113 Bloom (D) State Transit 
Assistant Program

Revises and recasts the provisions governing the State Transit Assistance program. Provides 
that only STA-eligible operators are eligible to receive an allocation from the portion of 
program funds based on transit operator revenues.

AB 1122 Limon (D) Affordable Housing Relates to affordable housing in connection with local authority approval of housing 
developments. Relates to legislation relating to housing.

AB 1156 Ting (D) Planning and 
Zoning: General 
Plan: Report

Amends the Planning and Zoning Law which requires a city or county to adopt a general 
plan for land use development within its boundaries that includes a housing element. 
Requires the report to include the number of housing units at each income level remaining 
to be accommodated within the planning period, and an update to the inventory of land 
suitable for residential development.

AB 1218 Obernolte (R) California 
Environmental 
Quality Act: 
Exemption

Relates to The California Environmental Quality Act, which provides for a mitigated 
negative declaration for a project that may have a significant effect on the environment if 
revisions in the project would avoid or mitigate that effect and there is no substantial 
evidence that the project as revised would have such an effect, and which exempts bicycle 
transportation plans for an urbanized area for restriping of streets and highways and other 
activities.
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AB 1233 Cunningham 

(R)
Transportation 
Inspector General

Creates the Office of the Transportation Inspector General in state government to ensure 
that the above-referenced state agencies and all other state agencies expending state 
transportation funds are operating efficiently and in compliance with federal and state 
laws.

AB 1282 Mullin (D) Transportation: 
Task Force: Permit 
Processing

Establishes a transportation permitting task force consisting of representatives from 
Department of Transportation, Transportation Commission, state environmental permitting 
agencies, and other transportation planning entities to develop a process for early 
engagement for all parties in the development of transportation projects.

AB 1324 Gloria (D) Metropolitan 
Planning 
Organizations

Authorizes a metropolitan planning organization authorized by law to levy, expand, 
increase, or extend a transactions and use tax to levy, expand, increase, or extend that tax 
in only a portion of the jurisdiction approved by the required percentage of the voters. 
Requires the revenues derived to be used only within the area for which the levy, 
expansion, increase, or extension was approved by the voters.

AB 1328 Limon (D) Sustainable 
Communities: 
Affordable Housing

Amends existing law which encourages projects eligible for funding under the Affordable 
Housing and Sustainable Communities Program to promote certain objectives. Makes a 
nonsubstantive change to the provision regarding the eligible projects.

AB 1350 Friedman (D) Land Use: Housing 
Element Update

Relates to the Planning and Zoning Law. Authorizes the formation of a subregional entity 
and, in the absence of notice, requires the council of governments to implement the 
regional housing need process requirements prior to the scheduled housing element update.

AB 1363 Baker (R) Transportation 
Revenues

Delete the transfer of certain miscellaneous revenues to the Transportation Debt Service 
Fund. Requires such revenues to be retained in the State Highway Account and to be used 
solely for transportation expenditures.

AB 1418 O'Donnell (D) Freight 
Transportation 
Systems

Enacts legislation ensuring and promoting the competitiveness of California's statewide and 
local freight transportation systems, including job growth, in a manner consistent with the 
goals of the Sustainable Freight Strategy.

AB 1445 Reyes (D) Housing Needs Amends the Planning and Zoning Law which requires a city or county general plan to 
include specified mandatory elements. Makes nonsubstantive changes relating to housing 
for cities and counties without a council of governments.

AB 1484 Chavez (R) Local Disaster 
Councils

Makes nonsubstantive changes to the Emergency Services Act, which authorizes counties, 
cities and counties, and cities to create disaster councils and requires a disaster council so 
created to develop plans for meeting any condition constituting a local emergency or state 
of emergency including earthquakes, natural or manmade disasters specific to that 
jurisdiction, or a state of war emergency.

AB 1505 Bloom (D) Land Use: Zoning 
Regulations

Amends the Planning and Zoning Law to authorize the legislative body of a city or county to 
adopt ordinances to require, as a condition of development of residential rental units, that 
a development include a certain percentage of residential rental units affordable to, and 
occupied by, moderate-income, lower income, very low income, or extremely low income 
households.

AB 1523 Obernolte (R) Transportation 
Funds

Makes nonsubstantive changes to provisions requiring the Department of Transportation and 
the California Transportation Commission to develop estimates of available state and 
federal funds after deducting expenditures for maintenance, local assistance, safety, 
rehabilitation, and environmental enhancement and mitigation expenditures, the remaining 
funds are to be available for capital improvement projects.

AB 1568 Bloom (D) Land Uses Makes technical, nonsubstantive changes to findings and declarations under the Planning 
and Zoning Law concerning a requirements that a general plan be adopted that contains 
certain mandatory elements, including a housing element that analyzes existing and 
projected housing needs.

AB 1585 Bloom (D) Planning and 
Zoning: Affordable 
Housing

Amends the Planning and Zoning Law. Provides for an affordable housing zoning board and 
procedures, public hearing, general plan and zoning ordinances, the share of the regional 
housing needs, and payment of prevailing wages. Requires the Department of Housing and 
Community Development to establish a housing appeals committee.

AB 1640 Garcia E (D) Transportation 
Funding: Low 
Income 
Communities

Requires each regional transportation improvement program to allocate a certain 
percentage of available funds to projects or programs that provide direct, meaningful, and 
assured benefits to low-income individuals who live in certain identified communities or to 
riders of transit service that connects low-income residents to critical amenities and 
services.

AB 1652 Kalra (D) Public 
Transportation

Promotes access to public transportation.

AB 1686 Gloria (D) Local Government: 
Housing Elements

Amends the Planning and Zoning Law which requires a city or county to adopt a 
comprehensive, long term general plan that includes various mandatory elements, including 
a housing element. Authorizes the Department of Housing to extend the due dates for the 
determination of each region's housing period by not more than 75 days.
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SB 1 Beall (D) Transportation 

Funding
Creates the Road Maintenance and Rehabilitation Program to address deferred maintenance 
on the state highway and local street and road systems. Provides for certain funds, creation 
of the Office of the Transportation Inspector General, certain loan repayments, diesel fuel 
excise tax revenues, the appropriations to the Low Carbon Transit Operations Program, 
gasoline excise taxes, a certain CEQA exemption, an Advance Mitigation Program, and a 
certain surface transportation project delivery program.

SB 2 Atkins (D) Building Homes and 
Jobs Act

Enacts the Building Homes and Jobs Act. Imposes a fee to be paid at the time of the 
recording of every real estate instrument, paper, or notice. Provides for expenditures for 
affordable owner-occupied workforce housing, housing for purposes related to agricultural 
workers and their families, affordable housing, and other housing-related programs.

SB 3 Beall (D) Affordable Housing 
Bond Act of 2018

Enacts the Affordable Housing Bond Act of 2018 which would authorize the issuance of 
bonds to be used to finance various existing housing programs, as well as infill 
infrastructure financing and affordable housing matching grant programs.

SB 4 Mendoza (D) Goods Movement 
and Clean Trucks 
Bond Act

Authorizes state general obligation bonds for projects and programs eligible for funding 
from the Trade Corridors Improvement Fund, for projects and programs consistent with the 
Goods Movement Emission Reduction Program and programs to expand the use of zero- and 
near-zero emission trucks in areas designated as severe or extreme nonattainment areas for 
ozone and particulate matter. Provides for rail landside access improvements and landside 
freight access improvements to airports.

SB 5 de Leon (D) California Drought, 
Water, Parks, 
Climate

Enacts the California Drought, Water, Parks, Climate, Coastal Protection, and Outdoor 
Access For All Act of 2018. Authorizes the issuance of bonds in an amount of $3,000,000,000 
pursuant to the State General Obligation Bond Law to finance a drought, water, parks, 
climate, coastal protection, and outdoor access for all program.

SB 35 Wiener (D) Planning and 
Zoning: Affordable 
Housing: Streamline

States the intent of the Legislature to enact legislation to streamline, incentivize, and 
remove local barriers to housing creation.

SB 37 Roth (D) Local Government 
Finance: Property 
Tax Revenue

Amends an existing law which requires that each city, county, and city and county receive 
additional property tax revenues in the form of a vehicle license fee adjustment amount 
from a Vehicle License Fee Property Tax Compensation Fund. Modifies certain reduction 
and transfer provisions.

SB 41 Galgiani (D) State Air Resources 
Board: Regulations

Requires the State Air Resources Board to deem a person to be in compliance with all 
applicable rules and regulations of the state board and notwithstanding the inadequacy of 
any required equipment, technologies, or practices, and prohibits the board from requiring 
a person to expend further moneys to achieve compliance if specified conditions are met.

SB 53 Hueso (D) Natural Gas 
Vehicles

Authorizes a vehicle operated by an engine fueled primarily by natural gas to exceed 
certain weight limits by an amount equal to the difference between the weight of the 
vehicle attributable to the natural gas tank and fueling system carried by that vehicle and 
the weight of a comparable diesel tank and fueling system.

SB 80 Wieckowski 
(D)

California 
Environmental 
Quality Act: Notices

Amends the California Environmental Quality Act. Requires a lead agency to post certain 
notices on the agency's Internet Web site and to offer to provide those notices by e-mail. 
Requires a county clerk to post notices regarding an environmental impact report or a 
negative declaration on the county's Internet Web site. Requires the filing of a notice in 
certain cases.

SB 145 Hill (D) Autonomous 
Vehicles: Testing on 
Public Roads

Repeals a requirement that the Department of Motor Vehicles notify the Legislature of 
receipt of an application seeking approval to operate an autonomous vehicle capable of 
operating without the presence of a driver inside the vehicle on public roads. Repeals the 
requirement that the approval of such an application not be effective any sooner that a 
specified number of days after the date of the application.

SB 224 Jackson (D) Environmental 
Quality Act: 
Baseline Conditions

Relates to the California Environmental Quality Act. Prohibits a lead agency, in determining 
the baseline physical conditions by which a lead agency determines whether a project has a 
significant effect on the environment, from considering the effects of certain actions on 
the environment.

SB 262 Wieckowski 
(D)

Climate Change: 
Climate Adaptation: 
Advisory Council

Amends an existing law which requires the Office of Planning and Research to establish an 
advisory council. Specifies that members on the advisory council shall serve staggered 
terms.

SB 263 Leyva (D) Climate Assistance 
Centers

Requires the Strategic Growth Council to establish regional climate assistance centers to 
build the capacity of local community organizations, municipalities, and small businesses 
from disadvantaged communities to participate in state climate investment programs.
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SB 337 Bates (R) Repatriation 

Infrastructure Fund
Requires the Department of Finance, in consultation with the Franchise Tax Board, to 
estimate, on an annual basis by November 1 of each year, the amount of revenue to be 
received from state taxes in the next fiscal year as a consequence of enactment of a 
federal corporate repatriation statute pursuant to which foreign earnings of United States-
based corporations that are currently invested abroad are moved to the United States.

SB 369 Hertzberg (D) Autonomous 
Vehicles

Relates to the operation of an autonomous vehicle on public roads for testing purposes by a 
driver who possesses the proper class of license. Specifies that a vehicle equipped with a 
collision avoidance system that is not capable of driving the vehicle without a human driver 
remaining fully engaged in the driving task is not an autonomous vehicle.

SB 389 Roth (D) State Highways Makes technical, nonsubstantive changes to provisions regarding the Department of 
Transportation and the California Transportation Commission providing control of all state 
highways and all property and rights in property acquired for state highway purposes.

SB 400 Portantino (D) City Streets and 
Highways

Makes nonsubstantive changes to a provision of existing law that authorizes the legislative 
body of a city to do any and all things necessary to lay out, acquire, and construct any 
section or portion of any street or highway within its jurisdiction as a freeway and to make 
any existing street or highway a freeway.

SB 414 Vidak (R) Transportation 
Bonds: Highway, 
Street, and Road 
Project

Provides that no further bonds shall be sold for high-speed rail purposes pursuant to the 
Safe, Reliable High-Speed Passenger Train Bond Act for the 21st Century, except as 
specifically provided with respect to an existing appropriation. Requires the net proceed of 
the bonds to be made available to the California Transportation Commission for allocation 
for repair and new construction projects on state highways and freeways.

SB 445 Gaines T (R) Environmental 
Quality Act: Infill 
Development

Makes nonsubstantive changes to exemptions under the California Environmental Quality 
Act concerning completion of an environmental impact report on specified projects.

SB 446 Gaines T (R) Housing Element Makes nonsubstantive changes to the Planning and Zoning Law.
SB 469 Skinner (D) Residential Density 

and Affordability
Amends the Planning and Zoning Law. Prohibits a city, county, or city and county from 
permitting or causing an inventory of sites identified in a specified housing element to be 
insufficient to meet a remaining unmet share of the regional housing need for lower- and 
moderate-income households. Makes changes to the definition of lower residential density. 
Condition an approval or development containing fewer housing units at each income level 
than its identified capacity upon identifying sufficient sites.

SB 498 Skinner (D) Vehicle Fleets: 
Electric Vehicles

Amends an existing law which provides for Clean Vehicle Rebates Project to promote the 
production and use of zero-emission vehicles and the Hybrid and Zero-Emission Truck and 
Bus Voucher Incentive Project to provide vouchers to help State fleets purchase hybrid and 
Zero-emission trucks and buses. Requires the State Air Resources Board, for the purposes of 
public and private sector vehicle fleets, to develop certain electric vehicle adoption 
targets.

SB 545 Beall (D) Vehicles: Size, 
Weight, and Load

Expresses the intent of the Legislature to enact legislation relating to regulating the weight 
of vehicles.

SB 591 Berryhill (R) Motor Vehicle Fuel 
Tax

Makes a nonsubstantive change to the Motor Vehicle Fuel Tax Law, which imposes a tax 
upon each gallon of motor vehicle fuel removed from a refinery or terminal rack in the 
State, entered into the State, or sold in the State, at a specified rate per gallon.

SB 594 Beall (D) Highway Users Tax 
Account

Makes nonsubstantive changes to an existing law which authorizes the Controller to use the 
funds in the Highway Users Tax Account in the Transportation Tax Fund for cashflow loans 
to the General Fund.

SB 595 Beall (D) City Streets and 
Highways

Make nonsubstantive changes to an existing law which authorizes the legislative body of a 
city to do any and all things necessary to lay out, acquire, and construct any section or 
portion of any street or highway within its jurisdiction as a freeway and to make any 
existing street or highway a freeway.

SB 702 Stern (D) State Vehicles: 
Bicycles

Requires the Department of General Services Office of Fleet and Asset Management to 
expand the State Employee BikeShare Program to state employees throughout the state, a 
program that offers state employees the ability to reserve and use bicycles during the 
workday.

SB 711 Hill (D) Infrastructure 
Finance

Establishes in state government the Local-State Sustainable Investment Incentive Program. 
Authorizes cities, counties, city and counties, enhanced infrastructure financing districts, 
and community revitalization and investment authorities to apply to the Strategic Growth 
Council to participate in the program. Provides for policies and procedures and Educational 
Revenue Augmentation Fund contributions for application materials and related analysis.
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SB 732 Stern (D) Transportation 

Funding
Requires the Department of Finance to compute the amount of outstanding loans made 
from specified transportation funds. Requires the Department of Finance to prepare a loan 
repayment schedule. Appropriates funds. Requires the repaid funds to be transferred to 
cities and counties and to the Department of Transportation for maintenance of the state 
highway system.

SB 760 Wiener (D) Transportation 
Funding: Active 
Transportation:

Establishes a Division of Active Transportation. Requires the California Transportation 
Commission to give high priority to increasing safety for pedestrians and bicyclists and to 
the implementation of bicycle and pedestrian facilities. Requires the asset management 
plan to prescribe a process for community input and complete streets implementation to 
prioritize safety and accessibility for pedestrians, bicyclists, and transit users.

SB 768 Allen (D) Transportation 
Funds

Makes nonsubstantive changes to existing law requiring the Department of Transportation 
and the California Transportation Commission to develop estimates of available state and 
federal funds. Provides that, after deducting expenditures for local assistance, safety, 
rehabilitation, and environmental enhancement and mitigation expenditures, the remaining 
funds are to be available for capital improvement projects.

SB 775 Wieckowski 
(D)

Global Warming 
Solutions: Emissions 
Reductions

Requires the State Air Resources Board to consult with local agencies to identify the most 
effective strategies and methods to reduce greenhouse gases, manage greenhouse gas 
control programs, and facilitate the development of integrated and cost-effective regional, 
national, and international greenhouse gas reduction programs.

SB 802 Skinner (D) Autonomous 
Vehicles

Makes technical, nonsubstantive changes to an existing law which establishes regulations 
for the operation of an autonomous vehicle on public roads for testing purposes by a driver 
who possesses the proper class of license for the type of vehicle being operated if the 
manufacturer meets prescribed requirements.

SCA 2 Newman (D) Motor Vehicle Fees 
and Tax: Restriction 
on Expenditures

Prohibits the Legislature from borrowing revenues from fees and taxes imposed by the state 
on vehicles or their use or operation, and from using those revenues other than as 
specifically permitted by Article XIX of the California Constitution, which provides that up 
to a certain percentage of fuel tax revenues allocated to the state may be pledged or used 
for payment of principal and interest on certain transportation bonds.

SCA 6 Wiener (D) Local 
Transportation 
Measure: Special 
Taxes

Requires that the imposition, extension, or increase of a special tax by a local government 
for the purpose of providing funding for transportation purposes, as specified, be submitted 
to the electorate and approved by a certain percentage of the voters voting on the 
proposition.
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Infrastructure	package	&	the	115th	Congress	

On	January	24,	Senate	Democrats	proposed	a	$1	trillion	infrastructure	proposal,	asking	for	the	new	President’s	
support.	Their	proposal	includes	$1	trillion	in	federal	investment	over	the	course	of	10	years	directing	
approximately	$720	billion	to	surface	transportation	improvements,	including	$210	billion	for	roads	and	
bridges,	$180	billion	for	transit,	and	$200	billion	for	mega-projects.	The	remaining	$280	billion	is	for	broader	
infrastructure	needs,	including	hospitals,	broadband	and	public	schools.		

(See	T4America’s	full	statement	on	the	proposal	here.	The	one-pager	released	by	Senate	Democrats	can	be	
found	here	and	their	longer	proposal	can	be	found	here.)	

Uncertainty	Around	Sanctuary	Cities	&	Impact	on	Transportation	

The	Trump	administration’s	policy	on	sanctuary	cities	could	put	millions	of	dollars	in	transportation	
improvements	at	stake.	On	January	25,	Trump	issued	an	executive	order	blocking	federal	funds	for	cities,	
states,	and	other	jurisdictions	that	do	not	comply	with	federal	immigration	authorities.	A	number	of	cities	
including	Boston,	New	York,	Chicago,	San	Francisco,	and	Los	Angeles	are	implicated	under	this	order,	which	
could	result	in	the	cancelation	or	delay	of	major	infrastructure	projects	in	some	of	the	nation’s	most	congested	
regions.		

The	administration	has	yet	to	clarify	the	type	of	funding	that	is	affected	by	this	executive	order	or	communities	
that	will	see	funding	cuts.	Yet,	with	nearly	all	of	major	urban	areas	declaring	themselves	as	‘sanctuaries’,	it	is	
expected	to	have	a	broad	impact.		

Cutting	funding	for	these	regions	would	also	pose	a	challenge	to	the	administration’s	promise	to	address	the	
country’s	critical	infrastructure	improvements.		In	addition,	cutting	funding	for	transportation	in	core	cities	
would	have	impacts	that	reach	far	beyond	city	lines.	The	regions	around	those	cities	would	continue	to	be	
impacted	by	congestion,	state	of	repair	and	mobility	challenges	that	would	accompany	funding	cuts.		

Complicating	matters	further,	cities	do	not	directly	receive	federal	highway	formula	funds	rather	money	is	
allocated	through	state	governments	or	metropolitan	planning	organizations	(MPOs).	This	raises	questions	as	
to	how	the	order	will	be	implemented.	Given	complications	around	formula	funding,	the	administration	may	
target	awards	made	directly	to	sanctuary	states	instead	of	trying	to	isolate	formula	funding	for	cities.	The	
administration	could	also	try	to	enforce	the	order	through	discretionary	grant	programs,	like	the	New	Starts,	
FASTLANE	and	TIGER.		

CURRENT	NEWS	

Attachment

http://t4america.org/2017/01/25/greater-federal-investment-in-infrastructure-welcomed-but-must-be-paired-with-increases-in-accountability-and-transparency/
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0B1DL-w-ML8uHLTYxV2FwdGN3Yjg/view?usp=sharing
https://drive.google.com/file/d/0B1DL-w-ML8uHNEJUbS1XUE1CWTg/view?usp=sharing
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Questions	also	remain	as	to	how	expansively	the	order	will	be	applied,	including	implications	for	transit	
authorities	or	airport	authorities.	USDOT’s	New	Starts	program	awards	funds	to	transit	authorities,	which	often	
span	multiple	cities,	counties	or	states.		The	Administration	may	choose	to	hold	an	entire	region	responsible	
for	the	actions	of	a	sanctuary	city	within	the	region	or	may	choose	to	only	apply	this	policy	to	funding	that	goes	
solely	to	that	sanctuary	city.	

Update	on	Recent	Hearings	on	the	Hill	

HOUSE	TRANSPORTATION	&	INFRASTRUCTURE	HEARING	
	
On	February	1,	House	Transportation	and	Infrastructure	(T&I)	Committee	held	its	first	hearing	of	the	new	
Congress	to	host	a	broad	discussion	on	the	need	to	invest	in	infrastructure.	
Panelists	included:	Fred	Smith,	Chairman,	President,	and	CEO	of	the	FedEx	Corporation;	David	MacLennan,	
Chairman	and	CEO	of	Cargill,	Inc.;	Ludwig	Willisch,	President	and	CEO	of	BMW	of	North	America;	Mary	
Andringa,	Chair	of	the	Board	of	the	Vermeer	Corporation;	Richard	Trumka,	President	of	the	AFL-CIO.		
	
Chairman	Bill	Shuster	(R-PA)	called	the	hearing	to	discuss	the	need	for	investment	in	infrastructure.	In	contrast	
to	Rep.	Shuster’s	general	endorsement	of	infrastructure	spending,	Ranking	Member	Peter	DeFazio	(D-OR)	
discussed	several	specific	financing	proposals,	including	increasing	and	indexing	fuel	taxes,	reassigning	fees	
collected	at	ports	to	fund	harbor	maintenance,	and	raising	the	cap	on	passenger	facility	fees	used	to	finance	
airport	improvements.	The	panelists	all	strongly	supported,	in	principal,	additional	investment	in	this	area;	and	
the	business	leaders	each	spoke	of	how	predictable	travel	on	highways,	waterways	and	through	ports	and	
airports	was	critical	to	their	businesses.		
	
FedEx	Chairman	Fred	Smith	noted,	and	frequently	repeated	throughout	the	hearing,	that	his	company	and	
nearly	all	others	in	the	transportation	sector	support	an	increase	in	user	fees	to	support	additional	spending	on	
infrastructure.	He	specifically	endorsed	an	increase	in	motor	fuel	taxes	as	well	as	new	congestion	charges	
assessed	through	EZ-pass-type	electronic	tolling.	Smith	repeatedly	referred	to	a	list	of	twenty	Interstate	
highway	projects	that	were	designed	and	ready	to	build	if	funding	were	available	and	said	these	projects	
would	reduce	congestion	and	help	his	business.	
	
Cargill	CEO	David	MacLennan	urged	the	committee	to	focus	not	just	on	the	new	technology	and	“shiny	
objects”	but	to	continue	to	maintain	existing	infrastructure,	noting	how	important	highways,	freight	rail	and,	
especially,	inland	waterways	are	to	the	agriculture	industry.	BMW	America	CEO	Ludwig	Willisch	noted	the	
intermodal	global	supply	chains	on	which	the	company’s	U.S.	manufacturing	depends	and	also	that	well-
maintained	infrastructure	would	help	automated	vehicle	development.	Vermeer	Chair	Mary	Andringa	thanked	
the	committee	for	new	projects	funded	by	the	FASTLANE	grant	program.	
	
AFL-CIO	president	Richard	Trumka	urged	the	committee	to	include	existing	worker	protections	and	seek	the	
lowest	cost	of	capital	in	any	transportation	financing	arrangement,	including	public-private	partnerships.	He	
also	noted	that	private	financing	would	be	unlikely	to	cover	needs	in	rural	areas.	He	argued	a	big	investment	–	
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on	the	order	of	$1	trillion	–	would	be	needed	to	repair	the	existing	infrastructure	and	build	new	infrastructure	
to	replace	what	is	becoming	technologically	obsolete.	
	
	
SENATE	EPW	HEARING		
	
On	February	8,	the	Senate	Environment	and	Public	Works	(EPW)	committee	held	a	hearing	on	“Modernizing	
our	Nation’s	Infrastructure.”		
	
Sen.	Tammy	Duckworth	(D-IL),	Sen.	Cory	Booker	(D-NJ)	both	asked	questions	relating	to	the	importance	of	
direct	federal	investment.	In	response,	as	well	as	throughout	the	hearing,	all	panelists	highlighted	the	
importance	of	increasing	infrastructure	funding.	Shailen	Bhatt,	Executive	Director	of	the	Colorado	DOT,	noted	
that	Colorado	has	worked	to	leverage	state,	local	and	private	funds,	but	that	additional	federal	funding	is	
required	to	address	the	backlog	of	transportation	projects.	William	Panos,	Director	of	Wyoming	DOT,	
Commissioner	Cindy	Bobbit	of	Grant	County	in	Oklahoma,	and	Michael	McNulty	the	General	Manager	of	
Putnam	Public	Service	District	in	West	Virginia,	also	voiced	the	need	for	increased	direct	federal	spending	in	
infrastructure.			
	
Many	panelists,	including	Mr.	Bhatt	and	Commissioner	Bobbit,	expressed	concerns	that	financing	alone	will	not	
solve	funding	challenges	and	will	not	benefit	rural	communities.	Mr.	Panos	stated	that,	even	if	supplemented	
by	tax	credits,	public-private	partnerships	(P3s)	are	unlikely	to	result	in	meaningful	transportation	investments	
in	rural	states.	Commissioner	Bobbit	noted	that	while	P3s	may	not	work,	municipal	bonds	are	crucial	for	
moving	rural	projects	forward.		
	
Panelists	voiced	support	for	changes	made	in	the	FAST	Act	and	urged	Congress	to	adhere	to	these	changes.	
Mr.	Panos	noted	that	the	FAST	Act	balances	urban	and	rural	interests	well.	However,	he	expressed	concerns	
that	federal	appropriations	are	not	lining	up	with	the	FAST	Act	authorized	levels.	Mr.	Bhatt	went	on	to	note	
that	funding	consistency	is	key	and	that	providing	certainty	around	funding	results	in	lower	costs	to	states	and	
lower	costs	to	taxpayers.		
	
Sen.	Mike	Rounds	(R-SD)	asked	panelists	what	their	capabilities	and	opportunities	would	be	if	Congress	could	
agree	to	a	funding	package.	In	response,	panelists	highlighted	that	they	have	shovel-ready	projects	to	address	
safety	that	are	ready	to	go	but	currently	lack	funding.		
	
Anthony	Pratt,	Administrator	of	the	Delaware	Department	of	Natural	Resources	and	Environmental	Control	
and	President	of	American	Shore	&	Beach	Preservation	Association,	noted	that	there	is	a	stronger	appetite	for	
new	construction	than	there	is	for	maintaining	our	existing	infrastructure	and	that	this	problem	should	be	
addressed.			
	
SENATE	COMMERCE	HEARING		
	
On	February	15,	the	Senate	Commerce,	Science,	and	Transportation	subcommittee	on	Surface	Transportation	
and	Merchant	Marine	Infrastructure,	Safety,	and	Security	held	the	hearing	“Moving	America:	Stakeholder	
Perspectives	on	our	Multimodal	Transportation	System.”		Witnesses	included	Matthew	Rose,	Executive	
Chairman,	BNSF	Railway;	Christopher	Lofgren,	CEO,	Schneider	National;	Tom	Gurd,	Vice	President	of	
Integrated	Supply	Chain,	Dow	Chemical	Company;	and	Wick	Moorman,	President	and	CEO,	Amtrak.		Numerous	
questions	were	directed	to	Matthew	Rose,	while	very	few	questions	were	directed	at	Wick	Moorman.		
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During	his	opening	statement,	Mr.	Moorman	specifically	mentioned	the	importance	of	the	Northeast	Corridor	
and	state-supported	trains	but	did	not	reference	the	national	system	long	distance	service	or	small	town	
America.	He	was	thanked	for	Amtrak’s	efforts	to	save	the	Southwest	Chief,	but	he	did	not	speak	to	it.	In	an	
interview	after	the	hearing,	he	noted	that	he	has	not	spoken	directly	with	Secretary	Chao	but	believes	that	the	
administration	“understands	Amtrak,	particularly	the	corridors.”	
	
During	the	hearing,	Mr.	Rose	encouraged	Congress	to	embrace	some	sort	of	vehicle-miles-traveled	fee	to	
bolster	the	Highway	Trust	Fund	with	a	sustainable	user-fee.	He	also	asked	legislators	to	provide	funding	
support	to	positive	train	control	on	the	commuter	system,	which	is	lagging	behind	in	getting	the	safety	
technology.	While	the	FAST	Act	authorized	$199	million	in	grants	to	these	railroads,	appropriations	have	not	
kept	up.		
	
Other	issues	that	arose	during	the	hearing	included	quiet	zones	in	cities	and	Amtrak's	efforts	to	quell	human	
trafficking.		
	
HOUSE	ENERGY	AND	COMMERCE	HEARING		
	
On	February	14,	the	House	Energy	and	Commerce	committee	held	a	hearing	on	“Self-Driving	Cars:	Road	to	
Deployment.”	In	contrast	to	earlier	hearings	on	self-driving	vehicles,	legislators	and	panelists	began	to	delve	
into	specific	details	and	timelines	regarding	implementation	of	the	technology.			Witnesses	included:	Mike	
Ableson,	Vice	President	of	Global	Strategy,	General	Motors;	Dr.	Nidhi	Kaira,	Co-Director	and	Senior	Information	
Scientist,	RAND	Center	for	Decision	making	Under	Uncertainty;	Anders	Karrberg,	Vice	President	of	Government	
Affairs,	Volvo	Car	Group;	Joseph	Okpaku,	Vice	President	of	Public	Policy,	Lyft;	Gill	Pratt,	Executive	Technical	
Advisor	and	CEO,	Toyota	Research	Institute.		
	
Mr.	Karberg	noted	that	Volvo	is	targeting	2021	for	a	larger	introduction	of	more	advanced	technology.	
Representative	Debbie	Dingell	(D-MI)	noted	that	even	if	legislators	and	the	administration	got	started	today,	it	
would	take	years	before	a	federal	regulation	was	final,	making	it	unlikely	that	the	regulation	would	align	with	
the	speed	of	the	evolving	technology.	Panelists	encouraged	Congress	to	provide	any	additional	guidance	
through	revisions	to	NHSTA	guidelines	or	a	similar	format,	rather	than	traditional	rulemaking	or	regulation.		
	
Panelists	also	noted	that	the	NHTSA	policy	does	not	sufficiently	deter	states	from	implementing	a	patchwork	of	
policies.	Mr.	Pratt	voiced	the	concern	that	state	requirements	may	create	perverse	incentives,	which	Congress	
should	be	aware	of	and	work	to	prevent.	For	example,	reporting	requirements	in	California	that	make	
information	publicly	available	creates	a	perverse	incentive	in	which	companies	want	their	score	to	look	good	
to	the	public,	so	they	chose	to	not	test	the	technology	in	difficult	situations,	which	could	bring	their	score	
down	but	improve	the	safety	of	the	technology	overall.	Mr.	Ableson	noted	the	Congress	could	provide	
guidance	without	stifling	development	by	specifying	expectations	that	the	technology	should	meet,	rather	
than	specifying	the	technology	itself.		
	
In	a	joint	statement	released	the	day	before	the	House	hearing,	Sen.	John	Thune	(R-SD)	and	Sen.	Gary	Peters	
(D-MI)	indicated	their	intention	to	propose	legislation	later	this	year	to	improve	regulatory	flexibility	for	testing	
and	development	of	self-driving	vehicle	technology.		

Shake-up	at	CSX		
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The	top	two	CSX	executives,	Chairman	and	CEO	Michael	Ward	and	President	Clarence	Gooden,	announced	
plans	to	retire	at	the	end	of	May.	Previously,	Ward	had	planned	to	work	through	2019.	Fredrik	Eliasson,	who	
has	22	years	of	experience	at	the	railroad,	was	appointed	as	President	on	February	15	and	will	also	continue	
his	duties	as	chief	sales	and	marketing	officer.		
	
In	addition,	CSX	announced	plans	to	lay	off	roughly	1,000	management	employees	by	late	March,	with	most	of	
the	eliminated	jobs	occurring	in	Jacksonville,	Florida.	These	cuts	amount	to	approximately	22	percent	of	
management	jobs.		
	
CSX	is	facing	pressure	from	a	hedge	fund	to	install	Hunter	Harrison	into	an	executive	leadership	position.	
Harrison	has	a	reputation	as	a	cost	cutter	who	boosts	profit	and	share	prices,	which	is	what	he	did	during	his	
time	at	Canadian	Pacific,	Canadian	National	and	Illinois	Central	Gulf	Railroad.	

	CSX	said	February	14	that	it	would	hold	a	special	meeting	to	allow	shareholders	to	decide	on	whether	to	
accept	terms	to	make	Harrison	CEO.	If	shareholders	do	not	agree	on	his	compensation	package	then	Eliasson	
will	become	CEO.		
	



Introduced in House of Representatives
Bill No. Title Lead Sponsor(s) Cosponsors Summary Status

H.R. 21 Midnight Rules Relief Act of 2017 Rep. Issa, Darrell (R-
CA-49)

14 Cosponsors; 1 D, 13 
R

Amends the Congressional Review Act to allow Congress to 
consider a joint resolution to disapprove multiple regulations that 
federal agencies have submitted for congressional review within 
the last 60 legislative days of a session of Congress during the 
final year of a President's term. Congress may disapprove a 
group of such regulations together (i.e., "en bloc") instead of the 
current procedure of considering only one regulation at a time.

Passed House 238-
184,  Referred to 
Senate Homeland 
Security & Government 
Affairs

H.R. 26 Regulations from the Executive in 
Need of Scrutiny (REINS) Act of 2017

Rep. Collins, Doug (R-
GA-9) 160 Cosponsors; 160 R

Requires a joint resolution of approval to be enacted by 
Congress within 70 session days or legislative days after an 
agency proposing a major rule submits its report on such rule to 
Congress in order for the rule to take effect. Defines a "major 
rule" as any rule that the Office of Information and Regulatory 
Affairs of the Office of Management and Budget finds results in: 
(1) an annual effect on the economy of $100 million or more; (2) 
a major increase in costs or prices for consumers, individual 
industries, government agencies, or geographic regions; or (3) 
significant adverse effects on competition, employment, 
investment, productivity, innovation, or the ability of U.S.-based 
enterprises to compete with foreign-based enterprises.

Passed House 237-
187, Referred to 
Senate Homeland 
Security & Government 
Affairs

H.R. 52
Jobs, On-the-Job 'Earn While You 
Learn' Training, and Apprenticeships 
for African-American Young Men Act

Rep. Scott, David (D-
GA-13) 9 Cosponsors; 7 D, 2 R

Requires the Department of Labor to request labor unions, 
general contractors, and businesses that will rebuild 
infrastructure, transportation systems, technology and computer 
networks, and energy distribution systems to actively recruit, 
hire, and provide on-the-job training to African American men 
ages 18 to 39 through existing jobs, apprenticeships, and "earn 
while you learn" programs. Labor must help coordinate such 
recruitment.

Referred to House 
Education and 
Workforce

H.R. 66 Route 66 Centennial Commission Act Rep. Davis, Rodney (R-
IL-13) 13 Cosponsors; 5 D, 8 R

Establishes Route 66 Centennial Commission to honor the 
100th year anniversary of the establishment of Route 66 and 
requires the commission to determine the best way to honor 
Route 66 and issue a report on what needs to be done to 
preserve Route 66. 

Referred to the House 
T&I Committee

H.R. 89
To amend subtitle IV of title 40, United 
States Code, regarding county 
additions to the Appalachian region

Rep. Blackburn, 
Marsha (R-TN-7) 0 Cosponsors

Adds the Tennessee counties of Hickman, Perry, and Wayne to 
the definition of "Appalachian region" for purposes of 
Appalachian regional development efforts

Referred to the House 
T&I Committee

H.R. 100 Support Local Transportation Act Rep. Brownley, Julia 
(D-CA-26)

1 Cosponsor; Rep. 
Moore, Gwen (D-WI-4)

Modifies the percentages of funds allocated to certain urbanized 
areas under the surface transportation block grant program for 
the next three fiscal years.

Referred to the House 
T&I Committee

H.R 127 Transportation for Heroes Act of 2017 Rep. Green, Al (D-TX-
9) 0 Cosponsors

Revises urbanized area formula grant recipient requirements to 
require a recipient to certify that it will ensure that a fare of no 
more than 50% of the peak hour fare will be charged to a U.S. 
veteran during non-peak hours for transportation using or 
involving a facility or equipment of a project financed by the 
grant

Referred to the House 
T&I Committee

H.R. 233 Safe Freight Act of 2017 Rep. Young, Don (R-
AK) 15 Cosponsors; 9 D, 6 R Directs the Federal Railroad Adminstration (FRA) to issue 

regulations requiring two members on all frieght trains
Referred to the House 
T&I Committee



Introduced in House of Representatives
Bill No. Title Lead Sponsor(s) Cosponsors Summary Status

H.R. 268 Neighborhood Noise Barriers Act of 
2017

Rep. Lewis, John (D-
GA-5) 0 Cosponsors

Allows Highway Trust fund dollars to be used to construct noise 
barriers next to predominately residential neighborhoods that 
are next to a recently widened highway or where the 
neighborhood is older than 10 years and located next to a 
highway (doesn't have to have been widened). 

Referred to the House 
T&I Committee

H.R. 274 Modernizing Government Travel Act Rep. Moulton, Seth (D-
MA-6) 10 Cosponsors; 6 D, 4 R

Allows Federal employees to be reimbursed for using services 
provided by transportation network companies (TNCs) for official 
business. Sets forth definition of transportation network 
companies. 

Passed House by 
voice vote. Referred to 
Senate Homeland 
Security and 
Government Affairs

H.R. 336 Transit Benefits Modernization Act Rep. Meadows, Mark 
(R-NC-11) 5 Cosponsors; 3 D, 2 R

Allows services provided by transportation network companies 
(TNCs) to qualify as a transportation fringe benefit for Federal 
employees within the national capital region. Employees would 
have to forgoe recieving transit benefits if they chose to recieve 
TNC benefits.

Referred to House 
Oversight and 
Government Reform

H.R. 481 REBUILD Act Rep. Calvert, Ken (R-
CA-42) 0 Cosponsors

Amends the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA) 
to authorize: (1) the assignment to states of federal 
environmental review responsibilities under NEPA and other 
relevant federal environmental laws for covered federal projects, 
and (2) states to assume all or part of those responsibilities.

Referred to House 
Committee on Natural 
Resources

H.R. 547 National Infrastructure Development 
Bank Act of 2017

Rep. DeLauro, Rosa 
(D-CT-3) 76 Cosponsors; 76 D

Would create and fund a public bank to leverage public and 
private dollars for meritorious infrastructure projects of national 
or regional significance. Would supplement other federal 
infrastructure programs by providing loans, loan guarantees and 
proceeds from bond issuances for projects, and make payments 
to help states and localities cover their bond interest payments. 

Referred to House T&I; 
Energy and 
Commerce; Financial 
Services; Ways and 
Means

H.R. 549 Transit Security Grant Program 
Flexibility Act

Rep. Donovan, Daniel 
M., Jr. (R-NY-11) 5 Cosponsors; 2 D, 3 R

Adds a period of performance for public transportation security 
assistance grants. Awarded funds would be available for a grant 
recipient for not fewer than 36 months, and not fewer than 55 
months for projects that (a) provide security improvements for 
public transportation systems in final design or under 
construction or (b) provide security improvements for stations 
and other public transportation infrastructure, including that 
owned by State or local governments. 

Passed House by 
voice vote. Referred to 
Senate Homeland 
Security and 
Government Affairs

H.R. 554 Make State Governments More Open, 
Honest, and Transparent Act of 2017

Rep. Kildee, Dan (D-MI-
5) 0 Cosponsors

Requires state lawmakers to disclose their sources of income 
and possible conflicts of interest or face loss in federal funding 
for certain programs, including transportation funds

Referred to House T&I; 
Energy and 
Commerce; Education 
and the Workforce; 
Financial Services; 
Homeland Security; 
Judiciary; Ways and 
Means

H.R. 556 BLUE Act of 2017 Rep. Lance, Leonard 
(R-NJ-7) 3 Cosponsors; 1 D, 2 R

Requires the Administrator of the Federal Highway 
Administration to make an exception to the Manual on Uniform 
Traffic Control Devices to allow for certain colored markings 
between longitudinal parallel lines for celebratory or ceremonial 
purposes

Referred House T&I

H.R. 721 BRACE Act Rep. Jenkins, Lynn (R-
KS-2) 16 Cosponsors; 8 D, 8 R

Makes permanent the tax credit for railroad truck maintenance 
and would apply to ependitures paid or incurred after December 
31, 2016.

Referred to House 
Ways & Means



Introduced in House of Representatives
Bill No. Title Lead Sponsor(s) Cosponsors Summary Status

H.R. 736 Black Box Privacy Protection Act Rep. Capuano, Michael 
E. (D-MA-7) 0 Cosponsors

Requires manufacturers of new autmobiles to disclose on the 
information label affixed to the window of the automobile (1) the 
presence and location of an event data recorder, (2) the type of 
information recorded and how it is recorded, and (3) that the 
recording may be used in a law enforcement proceeding. It 
would apply to any device that records information such as 
vehicle speed, seatbelt use, application of brakes, or other 
information pertinent to the operation of the vehicle. Prohibits 
the manufacture, sale, or import into the US of an automobile 
model year 2016 or later that is equipped with an event data 
recorder unless the consumer can control the recording of 
information and establishes penalties for violators. Any data 
recorded would be considered the property of the owner of the 
vehicle. 

Referred to House 
Energy and Commerce

H.R. 765 Increase Transportation Alternatives 
Investment Act of 2017

Rep. Velazquez, Nydia 
M. (D-NY-7) 3 Cosponsors; 3 D, 0 R

Creates a surface transportation block grant program to support 
transportation alternatives in areas that are undergoing 
extensive repair or reconstruction of transportation 
infrastructure, including federal-aid highways, federally owned 
roads open for public travel, passenger rail facilities, and public 
transportation facilities. Requires the Secretary of Transportation 
within 1 year of enactment of this act to award grants under the 
program. Eligible entities include state and local governments, 
MPOs, and RPOs. Eligible activities include TDM programs 
including support for TMAs, carpool or telecommuting projects, 
and planning, design, acquisition of rights-of-way, construction, 
improvement and management of streets, pathways, and public 
transportation facilities to facilitate expanded bicycle and 
pedestrian mobility and access

Referred to House T&I

H.R. 824 No Transportation Funds for 
Sanctuary Cities Act

Rep. Smith, Jason (R-
MO-8) 2 Cosponsors; 0 D, 2 R

Prohibits any grant funding made available under Chapter 1 of 
Title 23 or provided through the TIGER program, or any 
subsequent appropriation act from being obligated to any project 
located in whole or in part in a sanctuary jurisdiction. Defines 
sanctuary jurisdiction as an state or political subdivision of a 
state that has a statute, ordinance, policy, or practice that 
prohibits or restricts any government entity or official from (1) 
sending, receiving, maintaining or exchanging with any Federal, 
state,or local government entity citizenship or immigration status 
of any individual, or (2) complying with any DHS detainer 
ordering that the government entity or official temporarily hold an 
alien in custody, transport the alien for transfer to federal 
custody, or notify DHS about the release of an alien. 

Referred to House T&I



Introduced in House of Representatives
Bill No. Title Lead Sponsor(s) Cosponsors Summary Status

H.R. 891 Federal Transit Modernization Act of 
2017

Rep. Meadows, Mark 
(R-NC-11)

1 Cosponsor; Rep. 
Farenthold, Blake (R-TX-
27)

Repeals labor standard requirements that condition financial 
assistance for public transportation projects upon employee 
protective arrangements approved by the Secretary of Labor. 
Repeals the prevailing wage requirement, which requires the 
Secretary of Transportation to ensure that laborers and 
mechanics employed by contractors and subcontractors in 
construction work are paid wages not less than those prevailing 
on similar construction in the locality. Repeals employee 
protective arragements, including provisions for the preservation 
of rights under existing collective bargaining agreements, the 
continuation of collective bargaining rights, paid training or 
retraining programs, and more. 

Referred to House T&I

H.R. 904 Buy American Improvement Act of 
2017

Rep. Lipinski, Daniel 
(D-IL-3) 11 Cosponsors; 9 D, 2 R

Increases requirements for american-made content. For surface 
transportation projects required to use steel, iron and 
manufactured goods produced in the US, provides an exception 
that applies when procuring rolling stock and the cost of 
components and subcomponents produced in the US is more 
than 60% of the cost of all components of rolling stock and final 
assembly of the rolling stock has occured in the US. Requires 
the Secretary of Transportation within 1 year of enactment of the 
act to review regulations to determine whether manufactured 
products other than those containing steel and iron should be 
considered for domestic content preferences. Modifies Buy 
America provisions for Amtrak. Before Amtrak can apply an 
exception to Buy America provisions, it must enter into an 
arrangement with the National Institute of Standards and 
Technology to conduct a supplier scouting process for domestic 
suppliers that can provide the materials or supplies for which an 
exemption is being sought. Amtrak must submit this report and 
the exemption application to the Secretary, who will consider the 
results of the supplier scouting process before making a 
decision on the application. If the Secretary decides to grant the 
exemption, the Secretary shall publish a summary of the 
scouting report and reasons for the decision in the Federal 
Register. Additional Buy America provisions are also applied to 
projects financed with passenger facility charges and to existing 
rail loan and loan guarantee requirements.

Referred to House 
Oversight & 
Government Reform; 
Financial Services; 
T&I; Energy and 
Commerce; 
Agriculture; Natural 
Resources; Homeland 
Security

H.R. 932 MOVE Act Rep. Ellison, Keith (D-
MN-5) 7 Cosponsors; 7 D; 0 R

Directs DOT to issue regulations necessary to establish 
performance measures relating to multimodal connectivity and 
accessibility for states and MPOs to use to assess roadways, 
public transportation infrastructure, pedestrian and bikeway 
infrastructure, and other transportation infrastructure. 
Performance measures must include ones to assess specified 
transportation accessibility factors with respect to the general 
population as well as disadvantaged populations (low-income or 
minority populations and people with disabilities). MPOs must 
coordinate selection of multimodal transportation accessibility 
targets with relevant state and public transportation providers to 
ensure consistency with the performance measures established 
by DOT.

Referred to House T&I



Introduced in House of Representatives
Bill No. Title Lead Sponsor(s) Cosponsors Summary Status

H.R. 966 TIGER CUBS Act Rep. Larsen, Rick (D-
WA-2) 5 Cosponsors; 5 D, 0 R

Provides supplemental appropriations for FY2017 for the TIGER 
grant program. Provides $500 million available until September 
2019. Requires that at least $100 million of this amount go to 
projects in cities with populations between 10,000 and 50,000. 
The minimum grant for these small cities will be $2 million and 
the federal share of costs may be over 80%. 

Referred to House 
Budget; Appropriations

H.R. 988

To provide for a study by the 
Transportation Research Board of the 
National Academies on the impact of 
diverting certain freight rail traffic to 
avoid urban areas, and for other 
purposes

Rep. Ellison, Keith (D-
MN-5) 0 Cosponsors

Requires that within 3 months of the enactment of this act the 
Secretary of Transportation make arrangements with TRB for a 
study on the cost and impact of rerouting freight rail traffic 
containing hazardous materials to avoid transportation of such 
materials through urban areas. The Board shall share a report 
on the results of the study with Congress no later than 21 
months after the date of enactment of the act. Authorizes 
$850,000 to carry this out.

Referred to House T&I

H.R. 1028 Commute Less Act of 2017 Rep. Sires, Albio (D-NJ-
8) 0 Cosponsors

Defines employer-based commuter program and transportation 
management organization. Requires MPO transportation plans 
to include employer outreach activities and strategies. Clarifies 
that MPOs should include representatives of employers, 
embloyer-based commuter programs, and transportation 
management organizations as interested parties who should 
have a reasonable opportunity to comment on the transportation 
plan. Requires the MPO TIP to include projects identified in a 
relevant commuter trip reduction plan. Requires greater MPO 
coordination with employers, including the establishment of 
employer advisory councils that develop commuter trip reduction 
plans. Authorizes the Secretary to make a grant to a national 
non-profit organization engaged in efforts relating to employer-
based commuter programs, or another entity  to establish an 
information clearinghouse, develop an education program, and 
provide technical assistance relating to employer-based 
commuter programs. Requires recipients of federal funds for a 
project with an estimated total cost of $75 million or more that 
will reduce traffic flow for more then 120 days to prepare a 
congestion mitigation plan for the duration of project 
construction. This plan shall be made avallable for reveiw at the 
request of the Secretary. Requires the Secretary to develop and 
implement a plan to expand and promote employer-based 
commuter programs and submit a report on the implementation 
and impact of the plan to Congress no later than 2 years after 
the date of enactment. Also requires the Secretary to submit a 
report to Congress within 1 year on recommendations for better 
integrating employer-based commuter programs into emergency 
planning, preparedness, and response activities.

Referred to House T&I



Introduced in Senate
Bill No. Title Lead Sponsor(s) Cosponsors Summary Status

S. 21
Regulations from the 
Executive in Need of 
Scrutiny (REINS) Act 
of 2017

Sen. Paul, Rand 
(R-KY)

35 Cosponsors; 0 
D, 35 R

Requires a joint resolution of approval to be enacted by Congress 
within 70 session days or legislative days after an agency proposing a 
major rule submits its report on such rule to Congress in order for the 
rule to take effect. Defines a "major rule" as any rule that the Office of 
Information and Regulatory Affairs of the Office of Management and 
Budget finds results in: (1) an annual effect on the economy of $100 
million or more; (2) a major increase in costs or prices for consumers, 
individual industries, government agencies, or geographic regions; or 
(3) significant adverse effects on competition, employment, investment, 
productivity, innovation, or the ability of U.S.-based enterprises to 
compete with foreign-based enterprises.

Referred to 
Senate Homeland 
Security and 
Government 
Affairs

S. 34 Midnight Rules Relief 
Act of 2017

Sen. Johnson, 
Ron (R-WI) 0 Cosponsors

Amends the Congressional Review Act to allow Congress to consider a 
joint resolution to disapprove multiple regulations that federal agencies 
have submitted for congressional review within the last 60 legislative 
days of a session of Congress during the final year of a President's 
term. Congress may disapprove a group of such regulations together (i.
e., "en bloc") instead of the current procedure of considering only one 
regulation at a time.

Referred to 
Senate Homeland 
Security and 
Government 
Affairs

S. 56 Red Tape Act of 2017 Sen. Sullivan, 
Dan (R-AK)

17 Cosponsors; 0 
D, 17 R

Requires each agency to repeal or amend 2 or more rules before 
issuing or amending a rule

Referred to the 
Senate Homeland 
Security and 
Government 
Affairs

S. 78
Modernizing 
Government Travel 
Act

Sen. Lee, Mike 
(R-UT)

5 Cosponsors; 2 
D, 3 R

Allows Federal employees to be reimbursed for using services provided 
by transportation network companies (TNCs) for official business. Sets 
forth definition of transportation network companies. 

Referred to the 
Senate Homeland 
Security and 
Government 
Affairs

S. 88

A bill to ensure 
appropriate spectrum 
planning and 
interagency 
coordination to 
support the Internet of 
Things

Sen. Fischer, Deb 
(R-NE)

3 Cosponsors; 2 
D, 1 R

Creates a public/private working group to study and advise Congress 
on IoT policy issues.

Referred to the 
Senate 
Commerce, 
Science, and 
Technology

S. 181

A bill to ensure that 
certain Federal public 
works and 
infrastructure projects 
use materials 
produced in the 
United States, and for 
other purposes

Sen. Brown, 
Sherrod (D-OH)

1 Cosponsor; 
Sen. Portman, 
Rob (R-OH)

Applies Buy America rules to all taxpayer-funded infrastructure and 
public works projects

Referred to the 
Senate 
Committee on 
Homeland 
Security and 
Government 
Affairs



S. 195 TIRE Act Sen. Flake, Jeff 
(R-AZ) 0 Cosponsors

Repeals the prevailing rate of wage requirement for construction work 
on highway projects, including the requirement to consult with the 
Secretary of Labor to determine minimum wages to be paid to laborers. 
Applies to projects that start on or after the date of enactment of the 
act.

Referred to 
Senate EPW

S. 263
Ozone Standards 
Implementation Act of 
2017

Sen. Capito, 
Shelley Moore 
(R-WV)

5 Cosponsors; 1 
D, 4 R

Delays implementation of the ozone NAAQS that were published in 
2015, extending (1) the deadline for states to submit designations to 
implement the 2015 ozone NAAQS to October 26, 2024, (2) the 
deadline for the EPA to designate state areas as attainment, 
nonattainment, or unclassifiable areas to October 26, 2025. States 
must submit a SIP by October 26, 2026. The bill also increases the 
review cycle for criteria pollutant NAAQS from a 5-year review to a 10-
year review cycle. Requires EPA to consult with its scientific advisory 
committee before revising NAAQS.

Referred to 
Senate EPW

S. 271 Build USA 
Infrastructure Act

Sen. Fischer, Deb 
(R-NE) 0 Cosponsors

During the 5-year period beginning October 1, 2020 the first $21.4 
billion in revenues collected by US Customs and Border Protection 
during each fiscal year shall be deposited into the Highway Trust Fund. 
Allows a state to enter into a remittance agreement with FHWA for a 
period of 3 years or longer, under which the state agrees to use the 
funds recieved from FHWA to carry out a core infrastructure project. 
Authorizes the Administrator to issue regulations to carry this out.

Referred to 
Senate Homeland 
Security and 
Government 
Affairs

S. 407

A bill to amend the 
Internal Revenue 
Code of 1986 to 
permanently extend 
the railroad track 
maintenance credit.

Sen. Crapo, Mike 
(R-ID)

12 Cosponsors; 5 
D, 7 R Text not available. Referred to 

Senate Finance
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Intelligent Transportation Systems Master Plan & Future Mobility Planning 
 
A regional plan for Intelligent Transportation Systems (ITS) and future mobility will be useful to 
SACOG and other agencies in identifying Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) investments, 
as well as to provide guidance for the Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable 
Communities Strategy (MTP/SCS). The last update of the regional ITS master plan was in 2005, 
and a number of local jurisdictions also have older plans. The region’s ITS Architecture, the 
defining document for how the various ITS systems in the region communicate with each other, 
also underwent its last major revision in 2005. With the rapid changes in transportation 
technologies, technology-driven data collection, disaster preparedness needs, introduction of 
connected vehicles, and rapidly developing autonomous vehicles, the current plan is out of date 
and there is a need for a new architecture in place for system communication and integration.  
 
As part of the most recent MPO certification review, the Federal Highway Administration 
(FHWA) also recommended the need for updating the current Master Plan and Architecture. To 
use federal highway funds, technology projects must go through a Systems Engineering Review, 
which determines whether they can be certified as complying with the Regional ITS 
Architecture. Minor modifications have been made to the Regional ITS Architecture to assure 
compliance, but a complete review and update is needed moving forward to maintain this 
compliance. Additionally, the ability to show how an individual technology project fits into or 
helps to complete a larger regional initiative, including its ability to support reductions in 
congestion and greenhouse gas emissions, may increase the competitiveness of a local project 
during an evaluation by funding agencies, including SACOG’s regional funding program.   

As recommended by the Capital Valley Region Service Authority for Freeways and Expressways 
(CVR-SAFE) Strategic Plan, staff is now working with the Regional ITS Partnership to define 
and specify the exact scope for a consultant request for proposals (RFP) for updating the 
Regional ITS Master Plan and analyzing future mobility issues. The scope will include updating 
ITS Master Plans for the Counties of El Dorado and Sacramento, the Cities of Citrus Heights, 
Elk Grove, Folsom, Rancho Cordova, Rocklin, Roseville, Sacramento, and West Sacramento, 
and Caltrans District 3. The regional scope will include a regional mobility plan to ensure that 
new emerging mobility innovations, such as autonomous and connected vehicles, and rideshare 
services are addressed. The plan will also focus on coordination with the regions adjacent to 
SACOG in order to plan and provide a seamless flow of communication and the integration of 
technology. 
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This comprehensive planning effort will support integration and coordination of ITS projects and 
technologies as part of overall transportation system management. An integrated plan for the 
region will ensure that technological advancements are addressed, interoperability and 
compatibility are established for technology projects, and priorities are determined for ITS 
projects that will help address the region’s transportation needs. The update effort is being 
funded through a combination of funds already secured. Funding sources include CVR-SAFE 
funds, a SACOG regional funding award, and contributions from Caltrans and the City of 
Rocklin. 
 
KT:BA:ds 
 
Key Staff: Matt Carpenter, Director of Transportation Services, (916) 340-6276   

Binu Abraham, Senior Transportation Analyst, (916) 340-6242 
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