Sacramento Area
Council of
Governments

Government Relations & Public Affairs Committee
Monday, December 10, 2018, at 10:00 a.m.
SACOG Board Room, 1415 L Street, Suite 300, Sacramento, CA
The Government Relations & Public Affairs Committee may take up any agenda item at any time, regardless of the order
listed. Public comment will be taken on the item at the time that it is taken up by the committee. We ask that members of
the public complete a request to speak form, submit it to the clerk of the committee, and keep their remarks brief. If several
persons wish to address the committee on a single item, the chair may impose a time limit on individual remarks at the
beginning of the discussion. Action may be taken on any item on this agenda.

Note: Time durations are estimates only.
Roll Call: Directors Clerici, Douglass, Kennedy, Miklos, Rohan, Samayoa, Stallard, Vice Chair
Buckland, and Chair Frerichs
Public Communications: Any person wishing to address the committee on any item not on the
agenda may do so at this time. After ten minutes of testimony, any additional testimony will be
heard following the action items.
Consent:
1. Approve Minutes of the November 5, 2018, Committee Meeting (Est. time: 0 minutes)
2. Amendment to Classification Plan (Est. time: 0 minutes)
Action:
3. Approve Amendment # 1 to the Fiscal Year 2018‐19 Overall Work Program and Budget
(Loretta Su) (Est. time: 5 minutes)
4. Fiscal Year 2019‐2020 SACOG Member Dues Increase (Erik Johnson) (Est. time: 10
minutes)
Information:
5. 2020 Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy: Preferred
Scenario Framework (Clint Holtzen) (Est. time: 5 minutes)
6. 2018 Four‐County SACOG Funding Round Programming Recommendations (Garett
Ballard‐Rosa) (Est. time: 5 minutes)
7. Green Region Funding Round (Raef Porter) (Est. time: 3 minutes)
8. Civic Lab Year 2 (Adrienne Moretz) (Est. time: 5 minutes)
9. Top Five Things Local Government Should Know About the 2020 Census (Tina Glover)
(Est. time: 10 minutes)
10. Sustainable Communities Strategy Implementation Pilot Program (Christina Lokke) (Est.
time: 5 minutes)
11. State Advocacy Update (Christina Lokke) (Est. time: 5 minutes)
12. Federal Advocacy (Christina Lokke) (Est. time: 5 minutes)
13. Transportation Ballot Measures Nationwide (Christina Lokke) (Est. time: 5 minutes)
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Other Matters
Adjournment
Next committee meeting: Monday, February 11, 2019
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.

Government Relations &
Public Affairs Committee
Meeting Date: December 10, 2018
Agenda Item No.: 2018-December-1

Approve Minutes of the November 5, 2018, Committee Meeting
Consent

Prepared by: Rene Handy
Attachments: Yes

Approved by: Erik Johnson

1. Issue:
Should the Government Relations & Public Affairs Committee approve the minutes of the
November 5, 2018, meeting?

2. Recommendation:
Staff recommends approval of the November 5, 2018, committee meeting minutes.

3. Background/Analysis:
The Government Relations & Public Affairs Committee met on November 5, 2018.

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

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

6. This staff report aligns with the following SACOG Work Plan Goals:

ATTACHMENTS:

Description
Attachment: Draft Action Minutes

SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
GOVERNMENT RELATIONS & PUBLIC AFFAIRS COMMITTEE
DRAFT ACTION MINUTES
The SACOG Government Relations & Public Affairs Committee met on November 5, 2018,
in the Board room on the Third Floor of the Meridian Plaza Building located at 1415 L Street,
Sacramento, CA at 10:00 a.m.
CALL TO ORDER:

Chair Frerichs called the meeting to order at 10:03 a.m.

ROLL CALL: Present:

Directors Douglass, Kennedy, Rohan, Samayoa, Stallard, Vice Chair
Buckland, and Chair Frerichs

Absent:

Directors Clerici and Miklos

Public Communication: David Schwegel, U.S. High Speed Rail Association, spoke in
opposition to Proposition 6 and in support of rail.
Closed Session:
1.

Conference with Real Property Negotiators [Government Code Section 54956.8]
Properties: 1415 L Street, Sacramento, CA; 730 I Street, Sacramento, CA
The Government Relations & Public Affairs Committee convened in closed session at
10:06 a.m. There was no reportable action. The committee reconvened in open session at
10:33 a.m.

Consent:
The following consent items were unanimously approved (Buckland/Rohan):
2.
3.
4.

Approve Minutes of the October 8, 2018, Committee Meeting
Approve Amendment to Contract with KMP Strategies
Approve Amendment to Prior Action on Big Data Pilot Project

Action:
5.

Information Technology Outsourcing Services
Upon motion by Director Stallard, seconded by Director Samayoa, the Government
Relations & Public Affairs Committee unanimously recommended that the board authorize
the Executive Director to: (1) release an RFP for IT outsourcing; (2) authorize the
Executive Director to select a consultant; and (3) negotiate and execute a contract with the
selected consultant.

‘6.

2020 Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy: Draft
Preferred Scenario Framework
The Government Relations & Public Affairs Committee received and reviewed this report,
presented by Clint Holtzen and Bruce Griesenbeck, SACOG staff.

7.

2020 Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy:
Transportation Project-Level Performance Evaluation
The Government Relations & Public Affairs Committee received and reviewed this report,
presented by Garett Ballard-Rosa, SACOG staff.

8.

2018 Regional Funding Round Recommendation and Release for Public Comment
The Government Relations & Public Affairs Committee received and reviewed this report,
presented by Garett Ballard-Rosa, SACOG staff.

9.

Introduction to Regional Housing Needs Allocation
The Government Relations & Public Affairs Committee received and reviewed this report,
presented by Greg Chew, SACOG staff.

Other Matters
There were no other matters.
Adjournment
Chair Frerichs adjourned the meeting at 11:41 a.m.

Government Relations &
Public Affairs Committee
Meeting Date: December 10, 2018
Agenda Item No.: 2018-December-2

Amendment to Classification Plan
Consent

Prepared by: Erik Johnson
Attachments: Yes

Approved by: Erik Johnson

1. Issue:
Should SACOG modify its Classification Plan?

2. Recommendation:
Approve modifications to the Classification Plan.

3. Background/Analysis:
In October 2015, the Board of Directors adopted a new Classification Plan that creates flexibility
for allowing staff to work on various projects that may not fit within the narrow classifications
that previously existed. At the same time, it also allows for employees to advance either for
performing more complex technical work, or for leading teams.

4. Discussion/Analysis:
We are proposing to add a Senior Accountant classification. Prior to the adoption of the October
2015, Classification Plan, SACOG had a Senior Accountant classification. Earlier this year,
SACOG’s Finance Manager retired and the duties of that position were redistributed among other
Finance staff. In June, SACOG hired a new Finance Director. The Finance Director’s assessment
is that there is a need to promote one incumbent Accountant to a Senior Accountant position, as
the duties and experience required for this position exceed the requirements of an Accountant.

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

6. This staff report aligns with the following SACOG Work Plan Goals:
10 - Strengthen Internal Functions & Protocols

ATTACHMENTS:
Description
Attachment: Classification Plan

SENIOR ACCOUNTANT
DEFINITION
Under general supervision or direction, performs professional accounting work, including auditing,
analyzing, and verifying fiscal records and reports, processing invoices, assisting with budget
preparation, and providing information to SACOG staff regarding accounting principles, practices,
and procedures; assists in maintaining SACOG’s financial system; and performs related work as
required.
SUPERVISION RECEIVED AND EXERCISED
Receives general direction from assigned Manager. May be assigned to serve as Team Manager
which involves exercising direct and general supervision over assigned staff.
CLASS CHARACTERISTICS
This is the senior level in the Accountant class series. This is an advanced competency class that
performs the full range of routine to complex accounting and record-keeping functions under general
supervision or direction.
Work assignments are typically given as broad, conceptual ideas and directives and incumbents
are accountable for overall results and responsible for developing guidelines, action plans, and
methods to produce deliverables on time and within budget.
This class is distinguished from the Finance Director in that the latter has full management and
supervisory authority in planning, organizing, and directing the full scope of professional accounting
operations within the department.
Employees serve as a technical expert using initiative and resourcefulness in deviating from
traditional methods or researching trends and patterns to develop new methods, criteria, or
proposed new policies and procedures. Employees in this class are typically assigned to manage
large and complex tasks, and require a high level of technical expertise and acumen. Work
involves a high-level of problem-solving requiring analysis of unique issues or increasingly
complex problems without precedent and/or structure and formulating, presenting, and
implementing strategies and recommendations for resolution.
EXAMPLES OF TYPICAL JOB FUNCTIONS (Illustrative Only)
Management reserves the right to add, modify, change, or rescind the work assignments of different
positions and to make reasonable accommodations so that qualified employees can perform the essential
functions of the job.

 Provides responsible professional and technical assistance in the administration and
implementation of SACOG’s financial, auditing, and accounting programs.
 Monitors expenditures, revenues, budget allocations, and contracts to determine project
financial status; verifies availability of funds; prepares reimbursement reports as needed;
monitors special fund compliance requirements.
 Prepares journal entries and reconciles general ledger and subsidiary accounts related to
postings from payroll, accounts payable, cash receipts, and accounts receivable; prepares
monthly financial statements, including distributing monthly revenue and expenditure reports
to departments; prepares numerous monthly financial reports.

Senior Accountant
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 Analyzes and reconciles expenditure and revenue accounts, including grant billing accounts;
reviews funding agreements, sets up tracking spreadsheets, and prepares periodic billings for
grants; updates financial information on quarterly discretionary grant reports.
 Prepares financial documents in support of the development and submission of the Overall
Work Program (OWP) and amendments.
 Assists in the preparation of annual budgets by analyzing revenue by source and preparing
financial budgetary and other budget detail in cooperation with program staff.
 Provides support to the development of the Comprehensive Annual Financial Report (CAFR)
including preparing footnotes and accompanying schedules.
 Coordinates with member jurisdictions and auditors on the submission of the State Controller’s
report including the reconciliation of various transportation plans.
 Coordinates annual audits including coordinating Transportation Development Act (TDA)
audits.
 Audits claims, vouchers, and purchase orders for fraudulent or improper authorization and
other discrepancies; resolves discrepancies where interpretation of guidelines, data or
procedures is necessary.
 Interprets, explains, and applies general and governmental accounting/auditing principles and
procedures, laws, and regulations affecting financial operations.
 Evaluates and audits internal controls to ensure accuracy of financial reporting and accounting
processes.
 Participates in the design, control, operation, and enhancement of manual and computerized
systems.
 Conducts and monitors financial audits of agencies receiving money through SACOG to
determine compliance with fiscal requirements; interprets and evaluates financial reporting
requirements.
 Reviews source documents for compliance with rules and regulations; determines proper
handling of accounting and technical transactions within designated limits.
 Prepares comprehensive financial and accounting studies, statistics, statements, and reports,
including finance and project cost reports and financial statement analyses.
 Responds to requests for information and attempts to resolve them by researching files and
records within the scope of authority; refers matters requiring policy interpretation to
supervisor for resolution.
 Maintains accurate records and files; develops storage of records and retention schedules.
 Attends meetings, conferences, workshops, and training sessions, and reviews publications
to remain current on principles, practices, and new developments in accounting.
 Performs other duties as assigned.
This class is distinguished from the Accountant class by performing these functions:
 May supervise professional accounting staff.
 Provides leadership and technical guidance as an agency-recognized subject matter expert
and advisor using initiative and resourcefulness in deviating from traditional methods and
analyzing unique issues or problems without precedent and/or structure; researches trends
and patterns to develop new standards, models, methods, criteria, or proposed new policies
and procedures related to accounting; oversees quality assurance and quality control
activities within assigned areas.
 Provides expert consultation to meet user needs including recommending, designing, and
coordinating both changes to business practices and specific technology solutions.
 Interprets SACOG’s business needs and identifies and analyzes critical issues; recommends
solutions and resolves complex problems; develops new processes and procedures to meet
requirements and anticipated changes; advises staff and management on changes.

Senior Accountant
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QUALIFICATIONS
Knowledge of:
 Modern principles, practices, and methods of public and governmental accounting and
financial analysis, including project/program budgeting and auditing, grants accounting, and
the application to agency operations.
 General principles and practices of data processing and its applicability to accounting and
public agency operations.
 Professional accounting and auditing standards such as generally accepted accounting
principles (GAAP) and generally accepted auditing standards (GAAS).
 Business arithmetic and financial and statistical techniques.
 Applicable federal, state, and local laws, regulatory codes, ordinances, and procedures
relevant to public agency financial operations.
 Research and reporting methods, techniques, and procedures.
 Technical report writing and preparation of correspondence.
 Record keeping principles and procedures.
 Modern office practices, methods, and computer equipment and applications related to work,
including word processing and spreadsheet software.
 English usage, grammar, spelling, vocabulary, and punctuation.
 Techniques for providing a high level of customer service by effectively dealing with the public,
vendors, contractors, SACOG staff and staff of member agencies in person and over the
telephone.
This class is distinguished from the Accountant class by knowledge of:
 Expert-level theories and concepts related to assigned area of responsibility.
 Quality assurance and quality control principles and practices of within areas of expertise.
 Organizational and management practices as applied to the analysis, evaluation,
development, and implementation of programs, policies, and procedures.
Ability to:
 Analyze financial data and draw sound conclusions.
 Prepare clear, complete, and concise financial statements and reports.
 Review, post, balance, reconcile, and maintain accurate and confidential accounting and
financial records.
 Control receipt and disbursal of special funds and grants.
 Analyze, interpret, summarize and present accounting and financial information and data in
an effective manner.
 Interpret, apply, and ensure compliance with federal, state, and local policies, procedures,
laws, and regulations.
 Recommend, develop, and implement work plans and effectively manage grants, programs,
projects, and studies.
 Lead assigned team including planning, organizing, directing, coordinating, and evaluating
the work of assigned team members.
 Make accurate arithmetic, financial, and statistical computations.
 Establish and maintain a variety of filing, record keeping, and tracking systems.
 Organize and prioritize a variety of projects and multiple tasks in an effective and timely
manner; organize own work, set priorities, and meet critical time deadlines.
 Operate modern office equipment including computer equipment and specialized software
applications programs.
 Use English effectively to communicate in person, over the telephone, and in writing.

Senior Accountant
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 Use tact, initiative, prudence, and independent judgment within general policy, procedural,
and legal guidelines.
 Establish, maintain, and foster positive and effective working relationships with those
contacted in the course of work.
This class is distinguished from the Accountant class by the ability to:
 Provide leadership and technical guidance as an agency-recognized subject matter expert
and advisor in assigned area of responsibility including performing varied duties requiring
many different and unrelated processes and methods applied to a broad range of activities or
substantial depth of analysis.
 Manage large, complex, and multi-disciplinary projects, programs, studies, and initiative.
 Make effective decisions under circumstances that may include uncertainty in approach,
methodology, or interpretation and evaluation processes, as well as continuing changes in
program, technological developments, unknown phenomena, or conflicting requirements.
 Originate new techniques and establish standards by identifying and defining unknown
conditions, resolving critical problems, and developing new theories.
Education and/or Experience:
Any combination of training and experience that would provide the required knowledge, skills, and
abilities is qualifying. A typical way to obtain the required qualifications would be:
Equivalent to graduation from an accredited four-year college or university with major coursework
in accounting, finance, business or public administration, or a closely related field and five (5)
years of responsible professional accounting experience, preferably in the public sector.
Licenses and Certifications:
None.
PHYSICAL DEMANDS
Must possess mobility to work in a standard office setting and use standard office equipment,
including a computer; vision to read printed materials and a computer screen; and hearing and
speech to communicate in person and over the telephone. This is primarily a sedentary office
classification although standing in and walking between work areas may be required. Finger
dexterity is needed to access, enter, and retrieve data using a computer keyboard or calculator
and to operate standard office equipment. Positions in this classification bend, stoop, kneel,
reach, push, and pull drawers open and closed to retrieve and file information. Employees must
possess the ability to lift, carry, push, and pull materials and objects up to 25 pounds.
ENVIRONMENTAL ELEMENTS
The employee works in an office environment with moderate noise levels, controlled temperature
conditions, and no direct exposure to hazardous physical substances. The employee interfaces
with staff, management, member jurisdictions, external funding agencies, and business
representatives in explaining SACOG policies and procedures and requesting and providing
information.
EFFECTIVE: December 1, 2018
REVISED:
FLSA:
Exempt

Government Relations &
Public Affairs Committee
Meeting Date: December 10, 2018
Agenda Item No.: 2018-December-3

Approve Amendment #1 to the Fiscal Year 2018-19 Overall Work Program and Budget
Action

Prepared by: Loretta Su
Attachments: Yes

Approved by: Erik Johnson

1. Issue:
Should Amendment #1 be approved to the Overall Work Program (OWP) and Budget for Fiscal
Year 2018-2019?

2. Recommendation:
That the Government Relations & Public Affairs Committee recommend that the board approve
Amendment #1 to the Overall Work Program (OWP) and Budget for Fiscal Year 2018-2019 and
authorize submittal to Caltrans and federal funding agencies.

3. Background/Analysis:
SACOG’s Overall Work Program (OWP) describes the continuing, comprehensive, and
coordinated metropolitan planning process for the six-county Sacramento region. The OWP
includes annual agency revenues and expenditures, and is used by Caltrans, federal agencies,
and others to track activities of SACOG, Caltrans, the El Dorado County Transportation
Commission (EDCTC), and the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA). SACOG’s
Operating Budget includes funds programmed for Board & Advocacy, Capital Assets, and locally
funded projects and costs ineligible to be charged to grant programs that are not included in the
OWP.
The Board of Directors adopted the Fiscal Year 2018-2019 OWP and Operating Budget on May
17, 2018. Amendments to the OWP and/or Operating Budget are typical throughout the year to
modify projects, add new projects or revenue, change project descriptions, or adjust staff and
expenditures between OWP and/or operating activities.

4. Discussion/Analysis:
The primary purpose of this Amendment #1 to the FY 2018-2019 OWP/Budget is to adjust
current year revenues and expenditures to accurately reflect available funds, add new grant
funded project, shift federal funds among several projects, reallocate staff hours between
projects, and other minor budget modifications to streamline reimbursement of federal and
state funding. This Amendment #1 supersedes the Amendment #1 that was approved by the
board in June 2018. Caltrans has asked that SACOG replace the original amendment to merge
interrelated changes.

Attachment A shows the changes in overall expenditures by major work element. The primary
changes include:
New Project/Revenue:
•
Added a new Project/Grant for Rural Downtown/Main Street Planning in the Sacramento
Region funded by a Caltrans Sustainable Communities Grant in the amount of $310,560
with a match of $35,621 from SACOG. This grant is in partnership with Portland State
University (PSU) and the Local Government Commission (LGC).
Other Changes to the OWP/Budget Amendment #1 include:
•
Reallocation of staff hours between projects to reflect actual workload and anticipated
employee utilization for the second half of the fiscal year.
•

Adjustment of carryover revenue amounts and non-staff expenditures for multi-year grants
as staff closed FY 2017-2018 and had more accurate information. Examples of the types of
changes included are the Streetcar, Connect Card, Optimizing Transit and TOD, and various
pass-through grants. In these cases, actual amounts spent in the prior year may not have
been reflected in the FY 2018-2019 OWP adopted in May due to timing of the expenditures
during the fiscal year, coupled with the various deadlines related to the OWP adoption and
review by Caltrans and Federal Awarding Agencies.

•

Updated Transportation Demand Management funded activities to align with the TDM
budget adopted by the Board in April 2018.

•

Updated SAFE funded activities to align with SAFE budget adopted by SAFE Board in June
2018.

•

Added $56,000 for the Portland State Universities SB743 Case Studies – inadvertently left
out of the original adopted budget.

•

Added $11,734 for Sustainability & Climate Action Planning – inadvertently left out of the
original adopted budget.

•

Transferred $11 million of the Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality funds to Sacramento
Metropolitan Air Quality Management District (SMAQMD).

•

Updated to reflect the actual Fringe and Indirect Rate approved by Caltrans in September
2018.

As shown in Attachment A, the net effect of all revisions is an increase of $329,614 in
expenditure budgets needed to support the FY 2018-19 OWP/Budget Amendment #1. The
reduction of $11,076,438 in pass-through and services to other agencies does not impact
SACOG operations. Attachment B includes descriptions of the new project for Rural
Downtown/Main Street Planning in the Sacramento Region.
The Operations Budget balances current year revenue with current year expenditures.
Attachments C and D provides a summary of revenues and expenditures included in the FY
2018-19 OWP/Budget Amendment #1. Attachments E and F show how revenue and
expenditures included in the OWP/Budget Amendment #1 are allocated across the agencies
work activities. These work activities are consistent with and implement the 2018 Strategic
Goals and Priorities developed with the Board in early 2018. The Board and Advocacy Budget,
Capital Asset Costs, Other Local Costs are not included in these schedules.

Attachment G describes SACOG’s overhead costs included as part of the FY 2018-2019 Budget
Amendment #1. These costs are considered indirect costs and recovered through an additional
rate charge applied to any direct staff costs billed to projects. Indirect costs include: salaries
and benefits of administrative and accounting staff, internal management activities performed
by management, building rent and utilities, software, and other costs associated with SACOG’s
overhead. The fringe and indirect rates were approved by Caltrans in September 2018.
To ensure expedited approval by Caltrans, staff used the same methodology as prior year in
developing the indirect costs and indirect cost rate. Staff had originally proposed a different
methodology in the information presented to the board in May, but after discussion with
Caltrans, the historic methodology was applied. This does not increase expenditures above the
levels approved by the board in May; the change is budget neutral.
Board and Advocacy Budget
The Board of Directors and Advocacy Budget is slightly higher than the adopted budget as a
result of adjustment of staff hours to reflect actual workload and anticipated employee
utilization for the second half of the fiscal year.
Attachment H is the Capital Asset Expenditure Budget and Attachment I is the Board and
Advocacy Budget.
Attachments J and K are separate resolutions approving Amendment #1 to Overall Work
Program (OWP) and Budget and the Board and Advocacy Budget for Fiscal Year 2018-2019.

5. Fiscal Impact/Grant Information:
Both the Operations and Board Advocacy Budget balance current year revenue with current
expenditures.

6. This staff report aligns with the following SACOG Work Plan Goals:
10 - Strengthen Internal Functions & Protocols

ATTACHMENTS:

Description
Attachment A: Summary of Changes by Major Work Element
Attachment B: Project Description Rural Downtown/Main Street
Planning in the Sacramento Region
Attachment C: FY 2018-19 Summary of Revenues and
Expenditures
Attachment D: FY 2018-19 Summary of OWP Revenue Sources
Attachment E: FY 2018/19 Overall Work Program- Project
Revenues Detail
Attachment F: FY 2018/19 Overall Work Program- Project
Expenditures Detail
Attachment G: FY 2018/19 Operations Budget Indirect Costs
Attachment H: FY 2018/19 Capital Asset Expenditure Budget
Attachment I: FY 2018/19 Board of Directors and Advocacy
Budget
Attachment J: Resoultion Approving OWP and Budget
Amendment #1 for FY 2018/19
Attachment K: Resolution Approving Board and Advocacy
Budget Amendment # 1 for FY 2018/19~

A T T A C H ME NT A

FY 2018-19 Overall Work Program (OWP) & Operating Budget Amendment #1
Summary of Changes by Major Work Element
Comparison to OWP/ Budget Adopted by Board on May 17, 2018

Element

Adopted
OWP/Budget
Expenditures

Proposed
Amendment #1
Expenditures

Difference

Explanation for Change
*Updated to reflect an increase in board approved TDM budget and pass-through
funds- $1.6M

100 -- Core and Long-Range Member,
Agency, and Transportation Services and
Planning Activities

$11,831,892

$14,114,999

$2,283,107

*Reallocated staff hours between projects to reflect actual workload and
anticipated employee untilization for the remainder of the fiscal year and
reallocated program staff costs from Indirect to Program Management - $632K
*Added back the Sustainability & Climate Action Planning - $11,734 (inadvertently
left out of the original adopted budget)
*Added new Project/Grant - Rural Downtown/Main Street Planning in the
Sacramento Region - $310K
*Adjusted non-staff costs for Optimizing Transit and TOD in the Sacramento
Region to reflect funds available in FY 2018/19 - ($500K)

200 -- Discretionary Transportation Planning
Grant Activities

$1,727,070

$1,483,704

($243,366)

*Added the PSU SB743 Case Studies to include actual SB1 carryover amount
plus required match - $56K (inadvertently left out of the original adopted budget)
*Reallocated staff hours between projects to reflect actual workload and
anticipated employee untilization - $17K
*Reduced non-staff costs for SACOG Big Data for Transportation Planning Pilot
Project to reflect funds available in FY2018/19 - ($183K)
*Increased non-staff costs for Regional High Resolution Imagery - $130K

220 -- Other Planning Grant and Partnership
Projects

$1,262,954

$1,306,414

$43,461

300 -- Regional Bike Share Projects

$2,053,497

$1,858,402

($195,095)

301 -- Streetcar Projects

$3,275,190

$1,990,022

($1,285,168)

*Updated non-staff cost for Streetcar Project to reflect funds available in FY
2018/19

302 -- Connect Card Project

$2,364,051

$2,104,412

($259,640)

*Updated the Connect Card project to reflect funds available in FY 2018/19

Subtotal Core & Discrectionary grants

$22,514,654

$22,857,953

$343,299

*Reallocated staff hours for Regional Bike/Fed Data Collecton and PEV
Infrastructure Implementation Project - ($87K)
*Reduced staff costs for Bike Share Projects - $106K
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FY 2018-19 Overall Work Program (OWP) & Operating Budget Amendment #1
Summary of Changes by Major Work Element
Comparison to OWP/ Budget Adopted by Board on May 17, 2018

Element

Adopted
OWP/Budget
Expenditures

Proposed
Amendment #1
Expenditures

Difference

Explanation for Change

*SECAT Project - Changed lead agency from SACOG to SMAQMD and moved all
the funding to them - ($11M)
400 -- Pass-Through to Other Agencies

500 -- Services to Other Agencies

$12,824,378

$3,745,950

$1,029,814

$4,464,076

($11,794,564)

$718,126

*Eliminated pass-through projects that were completed in FY 2017/18:
-SRTD New Freedom Capital Improvements $737K
-Paratransit, Inc. New Freedom Mobility Management $77K
*Updated to reflect board approved budget for SAFE and funds transferred from
100 Core to SAFE - $300K
*Updated to reflect board approved budget for Capital Valley SAFE

Subtotal Pass-through funds
960 -- Local Expenses
970 -- Capital Assets
990 -- Board & Advocacy
Subtotal Other
Total (All Elements)

$16,570,328

$5,493,890

($11,076,438)

$123,500
$130,000
$463,809
$717,309

$98,500
$130,000
$475,125
$703,625

($25,000)
$0
$11,315
($13,685)

$39,802,291

$29,055,467

($10,746,824)

*Reduced non-staff costs
*Updated to reflect actual membership dues for FY18-19

Attachment B

Project #200-003-34

Rural Downtown/Main Street Planning in the Sacramento Region

(Caltrans Planning Grant)
This project will provide a two-year planning assistance program focused on rural town centers.
Through a partnership with Portland State University and the Local Government Commission,
SACOG will help two cohorts of jurisdictions in the region, up to a total of 12, to plan for
streetscape and active transportation improvements and infill/land uses to bolster the vitality of
their rural Main Street, downtown core, or town center.
This work will be performed by SACOG staff and its partners.
Tasks and End Products:
a.
Develop agreements (July 2018)
b.
Confirm jurisdiction partners for both Cohorts 1 and 2 (July 2019)
c.
Confirm planning assistance for jurisdictions in Cohort 1 and 2 (September 2019)
d.
Carry out planning assistance for both Cohorts (December 2020)

e.

Draft guidance memo for each jurisdiction (January 2021)

f.

Provide updates and presentations on project and results (February 2021)

g.
h.

Compile Guidance Memos for Caltrans (February 2021)
Quarterly Reports/Invoices (Quarterly)

Total Expenses

$310,560

Salaries and Fringe

$

56,528

Indirect

$

21,112

Consulting Assistance from Partners

$

232,920

Total Revenues (includes deferred)

$

310,560

SB 1 - Caltrans Planning Grant

$

274,939

4-County TDA - Match
* Total Revenues do not include Toll Credit Match

$

35,621

Sacramento Area Council of Governments
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SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
Fiscal Year 2018-19
SUMMARY OF REVENUES AND EXPENDITURES
REVENUES:
Overall Work Program:
Federal
State
Local
Services to Others
In-Kind & Matching Funds from Others
Use of SACOG Managed Fund Committed to Projects
Subtotal - OWP Revenues

$

11,898,179
4,115,756
7,463,091
4,607,899
140,000
1,049,814
29,274,739

Board of Directors and Advocacy
Member Dues and travel costs
Subtotal - Board and Advocacy Revenues

475,125
475,125

Local Activities
Local (TDA)
Subtotal - Local Activities Revenues

$98,500
98,500

Capital Assets
Capital Equipment Reserve
Subtotal - Capital Asset Revenues

130,000
130,000

TOTAL REVENUES

$

29,978,364

$

3,782,732
5,142,010
6,357,715
3,504,210
1,029,814
3,556,109
1,595,020
3,764,919
(380,687)
28,351,842

EXPENDITURES:1
Overall Work Program:
Direct Labor
Fringe Costs
Direct Consulting Costs
Direct Pass - through to Other Agencies
Direct Pass - through SACOG Managed Fund Project Expeditures
Direct Other Costs (Printing, meetings, etc)
Other Capital Expenses
Indirect Costs2 (allocated amount)
Indirect Costs distributed carry forward from FY 2016-17
Total OWP Expenditures
Board of Directors and Advocacy Costs
Direct Labor
Fringe Costs
Indirect Costs
Other (Non-Staff Costs)
Total Board of Directors and Advocacy Costs

$

$

90,433
126,189
80,907
$177,596
475,125

Other Local Costs

$98,500

Capital Asset Costs

130,000

TOTAL FY 2018-19 EXPENDITURE BUDGET

$

3

29,055,467
$922,898

Deferred Costs

TOTAL EXPENDITURES

$

29,978,365

Subtotal - Total Revenues Less Total Expenditures

$

-

1

Some costs will carryforward into future years. Future costs are offset by revenues.

2

SACOG does not budget for depreciation. However, it is included in the indirect costs for calculation of the Indirect Cost rate.
Estimated depreciation = $65,000 annually.
3

Accounts for grant/partnership funding available in the current fiscal year, but expenditures are not expected until a future year.
The following projects account for nearly all of the deferred costs; the ALUCP/Mather Airport anticipates $39,209 in deferred
costs, SACOG Big Data for Transportation Planning Pilot Project anticipates $510,000 in deferred costs, Rural Downtown/Main
Street Planning in hte Sacramento Region anticipates $38,865 in deferred costs, Optimizing Transit and TOD in the Sacramento
Region anticipates $334,824 in deferred costs.
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Fiscal Year 2018-19
SUMMARY OF OVERALL WORK PROGRAM (OWP) REVENUE SOURCES

11,898,179

Percentage
of Total
41%

$4,115,756

14%

$

7,463,091

25%

$

4,607,899

16%

$

140,000

0%

Total Current Year Funds

$

28,224,925

96%

Use of SACOG Managed Fund Committed to Projects
Total Use of Fund Balance

$
$

1,049,814
1,049,814

4%
4%

Total OWP Revenues

$

29,274,739

100%

Federal Funding:
Federal Highway Administration - Metropolitan Planning (PL)
Federal Transit Administration (Section 5303)
FHWA PL Carryover
FTA 5303 Carryover
Federal Transit Administration (Section 5304)
Federal Transit Administration (Section 5307)
FHWA SPR/Caltrans Planning Grants Carryover
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality
Regional Surface Transportation Program
FTA TOD Pilot Program Grant
State of California Funding:
Planning, Programming, Monitoring
FY 17/18 SB1 Adaptation Planning Grant
FY 18/19 SB1 Sustainable Communities Formula
FY 17/18 SB1 Sustainable Communities Formula
FY 18/19 SB1 Sustainable Communities Competitive
FY 17/18 SB1 Sustainable Communities Competitive
High Occupancy Vehicle Fines
Low Carbon Transit Operations Program (LCTOP)
Public Transportation Modernization, Improvement & Service
Enhancement Account (PTMSEA)
Local Funds:
Transportation Development Act - Planning & Administration
Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) RPA
Sacramento Metro Air Quality Management District (SMAQMD)
El Dorado County Transportation Commission (EDCTC) LTF
Other Local Revenues (grants, etc.)
Services to Others:
Capitol Valley Regional SAFE (SAFE)
Sacramento County (ALUC)
In-Kind Funds from Others:
Remaining in-kind

$
$2,948,656
$967,386
67,698
17,876
61,017
728,526
808,629
4,711,434
1,090,676
496,282

$976,650
$118,146
$774,991
$186,700
$274,939
$302,181
27,000
152,814
1,302,334

$3,748,614
397,000
149,468
99,361
$2,690,476

4,282,899
325,000

140,000
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FY 2018/19 Overall Work Program- Project Revenues Detail

Project Code

100-001-02
100-001-06
100-001-06-Y2
100-001-07
100-001-08
100-001-05
100-001-05L
100-002-01G
100-002-01P
100-002-02
100-002-03
100-002-06
100-002-12

Project Name

Program Management
SACOG Civic Lab
SACOG Civic Lab- Year 2
Overall Work Program
Legislative Analysis
Education, Outreach and Marketing
Education, Outreach and Marketing
(Local)
Regional Transportation Modeling
and Analysis-General
Regional Transportation Modeling
and Analysis-PCTPA
Pedestrian and Bicycle Planning
Regional Forecasting
Goods Movement/Freight
Planning/Major Investment Studies.
Planning Support Tools

100-004-01

Regional Air Quality Planning

100-004-02

Federal and State Programming
Metropolitan Transportation
Improvement Program & Project
Delivery
Transit Technical Assistance and
Programming
Transit Asset Management Plan

100-004-04
100-004-07-FED
100-004-11
100-005-02G

Regional Land Use Monitoring and
Analysis-General

100-005-02P

Regional Land Use Monitoring and
Analysis-PCTPA

100-005-03
100-005-04
100-005-05
100-005-05-19SB1
100-005-06
100-005-21
100-006-04G
100-006-04P
100-006-04-19SB1
100-006-04-EIR
100-006-10
100-006-11
100-007-02
100-007-03
100-007-07
100-007-07-BIKE
100-007-13
100-007-21
100-007-25

Regional Housing Needs Planning
(RHNA)
Community Design Program
Rural-Urban Connections Strategy
Rural-Urban Connections StrategyFY18/19 SB1
Airport Land Use Commission General
ALUCP/Mather Airport
Blueprint & MTP/SCS Planning &
Implementation-General
Blueprint & MTP/SCS Planning &
Implementation-PCTPA
Blueprint & MTP/SCS Planning &
Implementation- FY18/19 SB1
MTP/SCS Environmental Impact
Report
Regional Environmental Justice
Analysis
Performance-Based Planning and
Programming
Information Resources Center
Transportation Development Act
Administration
Transportation Demand Management

Toll
Credits1

FHWA PL FHWA PL Match for
SB1

$27,401
$0
$0
$9,361
$11,470
$92,504

$41,817
$0
$0
$0
$100,000
$744,359

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

FHWA PL
Carryover

FTA
5303

$0 $197,079
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0 $81,615
$0
$0
$62,130
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

SPR Caltrans
Planning
Grants
Carryover
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

FTA
5303 - FTA 5303
FTA 5304
Match Carryover
for SB1

SPR Caltrans
Planning
Grants

FY 17/18
SB1
Adaptation
Planning
Grant
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

FY 18/19 SB1
Sustainable
Communities
Formula

FY 17/18 SB1 FY 18/19 SB1 FY 17/18 SB1
Other Local,
Sustainable
Sustainable
Sustainable
Communities Communities Communities State, or Federal
Formula
Competitive
Competitive

$0
$0
$165,275
$0
$0
$0

$0
$31,870
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

Total Revenues2

$595,796
$8,130
$39,266
$0
$146,525
$59,779

$834,692
$40,000
$204,541
$81,615
$246,525
$866,268

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$30,210

$30,210

$103,601

$903,232

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$146,404

$1,049,636

$0
$9,416
$14,008

$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0 $82,095
$0 $122,131

$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0

$226,808
$0
$0

$226,808
$82,095
$122,131

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$15,625
$66,816

$15,625
$66,816

$3,463
$17,575

$0
$153,226

$0
$0

$0
$0

$30,196
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$120,466
$392,622

$150,662
$545,848

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$330,283

$330,283

$48,021
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0 $400,793
$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$124,401

$400,793
$124,401

$79,716

$694,997

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$40,155

$735,152

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$101,372

$101,372

$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$15,725

$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0

$221,290
$80,608
$323,746

$221,290
$80,608
$339,471

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$288,899

$0

$0

$0

$38,509

$327,408

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$17,027
$325,000

$17,027
$325,000

$27,794

$242,317

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$94,018

$0

$0

$612,969

$949,304

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$130,851

$130,851

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$320,817

$0

$0

$0

$45,731

$366,548

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$465,633

$465,633

$639

$0

$0

$5,568

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$34,699

$0

$0

$10,938

$51,205

$7,881
$0

$68,708
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$250,981

$68,708
$250,981

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$888,775

$888,775

$0
$0
Transportation Demand Management
$0
$0
(MIBM)
Sustainability & Climate Action
$0
$0
Planning
$0
$0
Local Government Services
$6,134
$0
Congestion Management Program
Total - Element 100 $458,985 $2,948,656

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$2,912,511

$2,912,511

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$83,008

$83,008

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0 $53,477
$67,698 $967,386

$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$17,876
$17,876

$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$774,991

$10,388
$0
$0
$186,700

$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0

$1,346
$337,317
$0
$9,190,900

$11,734
$337,317
$71,353
$14,154,207

$0
$0
$0
$0
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FY 2018/19 Overall Work Program- Project Revenues Detail

Project Code

200-002-13
200-002-14
200-002-15
200-003-22
200-003-28
200-003-31
200-003-32
200-003-33
200-003-34
200-010-01
200-010-13

220-003-27
220-007-22
220-009-09
220-011-02
220-011-01

Project Name

Interagency Household Travel Survey
Program (Phases I&II)
Interagency Household Travel Survey
Program (Phase III)
SACOG Big Data for Transportation
Planning Pilot Project
Proposition 1B Transit Program
Administration
Rural and Disadvantaged
Ridesharing Alternatives
PSU SB743 Case Studies
Feasibility Study for Expanding DavisSacramento Rail
SB743 Tools for Local
Implementation
Rural Downtown/Main Street
Planning in the Sacramento Region
Optimizing Transit and TOD in the
Sacramento Region
Transportation Project-level Climate
Adaptation Strategies for the
Sacramento Region
Total - Element 200
Regional Bike/Ped Data Collection
PEV Infrastructure Implementation
Regional High Resolution Imagery
Franklin Community Climate and
Revitalization Playbook

500-007-09
500-007-09 SAFE
500-015-01
500-015-02

SPR Caltrans
Planning
Grants

SPR Caltrans
Planning
Grants
Carryover

FY 17/18
SB1
Adaptation
Planning
Grant

FY 18/19 SB1
Sustainable
Communities
Formula

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$27,566

$27,566

FY 17/18 SB1 FY 18/19 SB1 FY 17/18 SB1
Other Local,
Sustainable
Sustainable
Sustainable
Communities Communities Communities State, or Federal
Formula
Competitive
Competitive

Total Revenues2

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$292,897

$292,897

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$400,000

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$226,927

$626,927

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$39,779

$39,779

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$61,017
$0

$0
$0

$0
$44,897

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$32,410
$11,224

$93,427
$56,121

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$146,418

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$36,605

$183,023

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$79,466

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$20,019

$99,485

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$274,939

$0

$35,621

$310,560

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$302,181

$179,151

$481,332

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$61,017
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$670,781
$0
$0
$0

$118,146
$118,146
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$274,939
$0
$0
$0

$0
$302,181
$0
$0
$0

$38,130
$940,329
$324,874
$16,675
$734,865

$156,276
$2,367,393
$324,874
$16,675
$734,865

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$170,000

$170,000

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$0
$0

$60,000
$1,306,414

$60,000
$1,306,414

$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0

$1,858,402
$0
$1,858,402
$496,282

$1,858,402
$0
$1,858,402
$496,282

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$1,493,740
$1,990,022
$1,928,344
$176,068
$2,104,412
$1,029,814
$1,029,814
$300,000
$490,000
$74,977

$1,493,740
$1,990,022
$1,928,344
$176,068
$2,104,412
$1,029,814
$1,029,814
$300,000
$490,000
$74,977

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$137,848

$0

$0

$0

$0

$0

$828,920

$966,769

$0
$0
$0
$0
Capitol Valley SAFE
$0
$0
Glenn County SAFE
$0
$0
Total - Element 500
$458,985
$2,948,656
TOTAL ALL ELEMENTS

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$67,698 $967,386

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$0
$17,876

$0
$0
$0
$0
$61,017

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0

$0
$0
$0
$137,848
$808,629

$0
$0
$0
$0
$118,146

$0
$0
$0
$0
$774,991

$0
$0
$0
$0
$186,700

$0
$0
$0
$0
$274,939

$0
$0
$0
$0
$302,181

$94,149
$2,538,181
$0
$4,326,228
$22,746,520

$94,149
$2,538,181
$0
$4,464,076
$29,274,740

Innovative Transit Stop Development

Regional Bike Share Pilot Project

500-050-19
500-007-08
500-007-08 SAFE

FTA
5303 - FTA 5303
FTA 5304
Match Carryover
for SB1

$0

Regional Bike Share Operations
Total - Element 300
Streetcar Toolkit
Downtown Riverfront Streetcar
Project
Total - Element 301
Connect Card Implementation
Connect Card Operations
Total - Element 302
SACOG Managed Fund Projects
Total - Element 400
Transportation Demand Management
SAFE
511/STARNET Operations
511/STARNET Operations-SAFE
Regional ITS Master Plan and
Architecture Update

400-008-11

FTA
5303

$0

300-003-31

302-004-06
302-004-07

FHWA PL
Carryover

$0

300-003-30

301-009-05

FHWA PL FHWA PL Match for
SB1

$0

Total - Element 220

301-009-03

Toll
Credits1

Regional ITS Master Plan and
Architecture Update-SAFE
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FY 2018/19 Overall Work Program- Project Expenditures Detail

Project Code

Project Name

Total
Expenditures

Salaries

Fringe
Benefits

Indirect
Services

$834,692
$40,000
$204,542
$81,615
$246,525
$866,268
$30,210
$1,049,636
$226,808
$82,095
$122,131

$254,213
$0
$48,788
$24,807
$74,931
$258,728
$7,450
$282,000
$68,938
$24,877
$37,122

$353,047
$0
$68,077
$34,615
$104,557
$344,768
$10,395
$393,495
$96,194
$34,712
$51,799

$227,432
$0
$43,648
$22,194
$67,037
$231,472
$6,665
$252,292
$61,676
$22,256
$33,211

$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$25,000
$0
$61,474
$0
$0
$0

$0
$40,000
$44,029
$0
$0
$6,300
$5,700
$60,375
$0
$250
$0

Consultant

Other

100-001-02
100-001-06
100-001-06-Y2
100-001-07
100-001-08
100-001-05
100-001-05L
100-002-01G
100-002-01P
100-002-02
100-002-03

Program Management
SACOG Civic Lab
SACOG Civic Lab- Year 2
Overall Work Program
Legislative Analysis
Education, Outreach and Marketing
Education, Outreach and Marketing (Local)
Regional Transportation Modeling and Analysis-General
Regional Transportation Modeling and Analysis-PCTPA
Pedestrian and Bicycle Planning
Regional Forecasting

100-002-06

Goods Movement/Freight Planning/Major Investment Studies.

$15,625

$4,749

$6,627

$4,249

$0

$0

100-002-12
100-004-01
100-004-02
100-004-04
100-004-07-FED
100-004-11
100-005-02G
100-005-02P
100-005-03
100-005-04
100-005-05
100-005-05-19SB1
100-005-06
100-005-21
100-006-04G
100-006-04P

Planning Support Tools
Regional Air Quality Planning
Federal and State Programming
Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program & Project
Transit Technical Assistance and Programming
Transit Asset Management Plan
Regional Land Use Monitoring and Analysis-General
Regional Land Use Monitoring and Analysis-PCTPA
Regional Housing Needs Planning (RHNA)
Community Design Program
Rural-Urban Connections Strategy
Rural-Urban Connections Strategy- FY18/19 SB1
Airport Land Use Commission - General
ALUCP/Mather Airport
Blueprint & MTP/SCS Planning & Implementation-General
Blueprint & MTP/SCS Planning & Implementation-PCTPA
Blueprint & MTP/SCS Planning & Implementation- FY18/19
SB1
MTP/SCS Environmental Impact Report
Regional Environmental Justice Analysis
Performance-Based Planning and Programming
Information Resources Center
Transportation Development Act Administration
Transportation Demand Management
Transportation Demand Management (MIBM)
Sustainability & Climate Action Planning
Local Government Services
Congestion Management Program
Total - Element 100

$66,816
$150,662
$545,849
$330,283
$400,793
$124,401
$735,152
$101,373
$221,290
$80,608
$339,470
$327,408
$17,027
$285,791
$949,304
$130,851

$0
$43,058
$169,430
$79,751
$106,927
$16,557
$223,449
$30,812
$68,920
$24,501
$100,142
$99,515
$3,200
$4,800
$257,582
$39,772

$0
$60,082
$223,437
$111,283
$149,203
$23,104
$311,795
$42,994
$90,711
$34,188
$139,736
$138,861
$4,465
$6,697
$358,275
$55,497

$0
$38,522
$151,581
$71,349
$95,662
$14,813
$199,909
$27,566
$61,659
$21,920
$89,592
$89,032
$2,863
$4,294
$230,447
$35,582

$66,816
$0
$0
$67,200
$45,000
$29,697
$0
$0
$0
$0
$10,000
$0
$2,500
$250,000
$20,000
$0

$0
$9,000
$1,400
$700
$4,000
$40,230
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$0
$4,000
$20,000
$83,000
$0

$366,549

$111,412

$155,462

$99,675

$0

$0

$465,633
$51,205
$68,708
$250,981
$888,775
$2,912,511
$83,008
$11,734
$337,317
$71,353
$14,114,999

$40,314
$14,804
$20,884
$75,678
$102,697
$140,137
$13,117
$0
$115,293
$21,688
$3,011,039

$56,252
$20,657
$29,140
$105,599
$143,300
$160,501
$17,155
$0
$118,876
$30,263
$4,085,821

$36,067
$13,244
$18,684
$67,705
$91,878
$125,374
$11,735
$0
$103,147
$19,403
$2,693,835

$243,000
$0
$0
$0
$543,900
$75,000
$26,000
$11,734
$0
$0
$1,477,321

$90,000
$2,500
$0
$2,000
$7,000
$2,411,500
$15,000
$0
$0
$0
$2,846,984

100-006-04-19SB1
100-006-04-EIR
100-006-10
100-006-11
100-007-02
100-007-03
100-007-07
100-007-07-BIKE
100-007-13
100-007-21
100-007-25
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FY 2018/19 Overall Work Program- Project Expenditures Detail

Project Code

200-002-13
200-002-14
200-002-15
200-003-22
200-003-28
200-003-31
200-003-32
200-003-33
200-003-34
200-010-01
200-010-13
220-003-27
220-007-22
220-009-09
220-011-02
220-011-01
300-003-30
300-003-31
301-009-03
301-009-05
302-004-06
302-004-07
400-008-11
500-050-19
500-007-08
500-007-08 SAFE
500-007-09
500-007-09 SAFE
500-015-01
500-015-02

Project Name

Interagency Household Travel Survey Program (Phases I&II)
Interagency Household Travel Survey Program (Phase III)
SACOG Big Data for Transportation Planning Pilot Project
Proposition 1B Transit Program Administration
Rural and Disadvantaged Ridesharing Alternatives
PSU SB743 Case Studies
Feasibility Study for Expanding Davis-Sacramento Rail
SB743 Tools for Local Implementation
Rural Downtown/Main Street Planning in the Sacramento
Region
Optimizing Transit and TOD in the Sacramento Region
Transportation Project-level Climate Adaptation Strategies for
the Sacramento Region
Total - Element 200
Regional Bike/Ped Data Collection
PEV Infrastructure Implementation
Regional High Resolution Imagery
Franklin Community Climate and Revitalization Playbook
Innovative Transit Stop Development
Total - Element 220
Regional Bike Share Pilot Project
Regional Bike Share Operations
Total - Element 300
Streetcar Toolkit
Downtown Riverfront Streetcar Project
Total - Element 301
Connect Card Implementation
Connect Card Operations
Total - Element 302
SACOG Managed Fund Projects
Total - Element 400
Transportation Demand Management - SAFE
511/STARNET Operations
511/STARNET Operations-SAFE
Regional ITS Master Plan and Architecture Update
Regional ITS Master Plan and Architecture Update-SAFE
Capitol Valley SAFE
Glenn County SAFE
Total - Element 500
TOTAL ALL WORK ELEMENTS

Total
Expenditures

Salaries

Fringe
Benefits

Indirect
Services

$27,566
$292,896
$116,927
$39,779
$93,428
$56,121
$183,023
$99,485

$0
$14,942
$0
$12,091
$24,521
$0
$9,838
$4,967

$0
$20,849
$0
$16,871
$34,216
$0
$13,727
$6,930

$0
$13,368
$0
$10,817
$21,938
$0
$8,801
$4,443

$0
$243,738
$116,927
$0
$8,000
$56,121
$150,657
$83,144

$27,566
$0
$0
$0
$4,754
$0
$0
$0

$271,695

$11,786

$16,445

$10,544

$232,920

$0

$146,508

$5,203

$7,260

$4,655

$129,390

$0

$156,276

$9,960

$13,897

$8,910

$112,938

$10,571

$1,483,704
$324,874
$16,675
$734,865
$170,000
$60,000
$1,306,414
$1,858,402
$0
$1,858,402
$496,282
$1,493,740
$1,990,022
$1,928,344
$176,068
$2,104,412
$1,029,814
$1,029,814
$300,000
$490,000
$74,977
$966,768
$94,149
$2,538,181
$0
$4,464,076
$28,351,842

$93,306
$10,370
$53
$2,921
$0
$0
$13,344
$53,787
$0
$53,787
$0
$399,309
$399,309
$17,998
$33,839
$51,837
$0
$0
$0
$0
$22,789
$0
$28,617
$108,703
$0
$160,109
$3,782,732

$130,197
$14,470
$74
$4,076
$0
$0
$18,620
$75,054
$0
$75,054
$0
$557,187
$557,187
$25,115
$47,218
$72,332
$0
$0
$0
$0
$31,799
$0
$39,931
$131,069
$0
$202,799
$5,142,010

$83,476
$9,278
$48
$2,613
$0
$0
$11,939
$48,121
$0
$48,121
$0
$357,243
$357,243
$16,102
$30,274
$46,376
$0
$0
$0
$0
$20,388
$0
$25,602
$97,252
$0
$143,242
$3,384,232

$1,133,835
$13,756
$0
$725,255
$0
$50,000
$789,011
$1,089,840
$0
$1,089,840
$0
$0
$0
$403,246
$64,738
$467,984
$0
$0
$135,000
$115,000
$0
$966,768
$0
$182,957
$0
$1,399,725
$6,357,715

$42,891
$277,000
$16,500
$0
$170,000
$10,000
$473,500
$591,600
$0
$591,600
$496,282
$180,000
$676,282
$1,465,882
$0
$1,465,882
$1,029,814
$1,029,814
$165,000
$375,000
$0
$0
$0
$2,018,200
$0
$2,558,200
$9,685,154

Consultant

Other
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A ttachment G
SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS OPERATIONS BUDGET
INDIRECT COSTS
Fiscal Year 2018-19
Total Direct Salaries from OWP (includes BOA)1
Total Indirect Expenditures
Carry Forward (+/-) from FY 2016-17
Adjusted Indirect Total Costs2

$3,940,972

$

3,145,114
380,687
3,525,801

INDIRECT RATE - FY 2018-19
(Total Adjusted Indirect Costs ÷ Total Direct Salaries from OWP)
89.47%

EXPENDITURES:
Meetings
Printing/Supplies
Consultant
Legal Service
Other
Telecommunications
Other Capital
Publications/Data
Indirect Staffing (Base Salary + Fringe only)1
TOTAL FOR FY 2018-19

Amount

$

102,500
206,820
100,000
1,039,026
36,000
16,000
133,750
1,511,018
3,145,114

1

Direct and Indirect salaries is slightly different from the OWP budget spreadsheet due to staff changes after the submission
of the ICAP.
2

This dollar amount includes the $380,687 carryover number from the cumulative FY 2016-17 Indirect cost calculation, per
Caltrans ICAP audit procedures.
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SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
Capital Asset Expenditure Budget
Fiscal Year 2018-19

Fiscal Year
2018-19
Budget
REVENUE
Capital Equipment Reserve
Total Revenue

130,000
$

130,000

Software and Equipment (greater than $5,000)

$

70,000

Office Furniture, Facility Upgrades & Supplies
Total Expenditures

$
$

60,000
130,000

EXPENDITURES
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SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
BOARD OF DIRECTORS AND ADVOCACY BUDGET
Fiscal Year 2018-19

REVENUE:

Fiscal Year
2018-19
Budget

Membership Dues

$

475,125

TOTAL REVENUES:

$

475,125

EXPENDITURES:
Meetings / Training / Travel Expenses
Board Reimbursement (per Diem and Director Fees)
Consultant
Other (printing, supplies, employee travel)
Memberships (T4A, Chamber, TRB, CTA, CALCOG)
Labor, Benefits, and Overhead - Staff performing Federal/State Legislative Advocacy
TOTAL EXPENDITURES

$64,000
55,000
36,000
7,596
15,000
297,529
$

475,125
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Attachment J

SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
RESOLUTION NO. XX – 2018
APPROVING OVERALL WORK PROGRAM AND BUDGET
AMENDMENT #1 FOR FISCAL YEAR 2018-19
WHEREAS, the Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG) is the Metropolitan Planning
Organization (MPO) for the Sacramento Metropolitan area and the Yuba City/Marysville Urbanized area,
the Regional Transportation Planning Agency for Sacramento, Yolo, Yuba and Sutter counties, the
Areawide Clearinghouse for the cities and counties that are signatories of the SACOG Joint Powers
Agreement, the Airport Land Use Commission for the counties of Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo and Yuba and
a Joint Powers Agency with the purposes and functions defined in the Joint Powers Agreement; and
WHEREAS, annually each MPO/RTPA in California is required to develop and submit for state
and federal approval an Overall Work Program (OWP) adopted by its Governing Board; and
WHEREAS, SACOG’s OWP describes the continuing, comprehensive, and coordinated
metropolitan planning process for the six-county Sacramento region, including annual agency revenues
and expenditures; and
WHEREAS, SACOG’s OWP is used by Caltrans, federal agencies, and others to track activities of
SACOG, Caltrans, the El Dorado County Transportation Commission (EDCTC), and the Placer County
Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA); and
WHEREAS, amendments to the OWP are typical throughout the year to modify or add projects
or revenues, change project descriptions, and adjust staff and expenditures between OWP activities;
and
WHEREAS, approval is requested for Amendment #1 to the OWP and Budget for FY2018-19 to
include a new Rural Downtown/Main Street Planning awarded to SACOG and other modifications to the
budget;
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that the SACOG’s Board of Directors hereby approves
Amendment #1 to the Overall Work Plan and Budget for FY 2018-19 including total expenditures of
$28,580,342 and authorizes its submission to Caltrans for review and approval.

PASSED AND ADOPTED, this 20th day of December 2018, by the following vote of the Board of Directors:
AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

_____________________________
Jay Schenirer
Chair

_____________________________
James Corless
Executive Director

Attachment K

SACRAMENTO AREA COUNCIL OF GOVERNMENTS
RESOLUTION NO. XX – 2018
APPROVING THE BOARD AND ADVOCACY BUDGET
AMENDMENT #1 FOR FISCAL YEAR 2018-19
WHEREAS, the Sacramento Area Council of Governments must adopt an operating budget
annually; and
WHEREAS, the Overall Work Program constitutes a large portion of that annual budget and is
approved by separate resolution; and
WHEREAS, there are certain other costs not related to the Overall Work Program included in a
separate Board and Advocacy Budget; and
WHEREAS, approval is requested for Amendment #1 to the Board and Advocacy Budget for
FY2018-19 to include minor modifications to the budget;
NOW THEREFORE, BE IT RESOLVED, that SACOG’s Board of Director hereby approves
Amendment #1 to the Board and Advocacy Budget including total expenditures of $475,125 and the
Executive Director is authorized to implement the budget and to make budget adjustments as
authorized.
PASSED AND ADOPTED, this 20th day of December 2018, by the following vote of the Board of
Directors:
AYES:
NOES:
ABSTAIN:
ABSENT:

_____________________________
Jay Schenirer
Chair

_____________________________
James Corless
Executive Director

Government Relations &
Public Affairs Committee
Meeting Date: December 10, 2018
Agenda Item No.: 2018-December-4

Fiscal Year 2019-2020 SACOG Member Dues Increase
Action

Prepared by: Conor Peterson
Attachments: Yes

Approved by: Erik Johnson

1. Issue:
Should SACOG increase city and county membership dues?

2. Recommendation:
That the Government Relations & Public Affairs Committee recommend a member dues increase
for fiscal year 2019-2020.

3. Background/Analysis:
SACOG assesses member dues from each city and county every fiscal year. The dues are
currently calculated and charged on a per capita basis, with the base increasing annually based
on changes to the Consumer Price Index, and the updated population for each jurisdiction based
on annual updates from the State of California. The 2018-19 rate is 18.2 cents per capita, which
generates $475,125 or approximately 1.2 percent of SACOG’s budget. The formula has been in
place since 2005, when the rate was 14 cents per capita. Prior to 2005, there was no Consumer
Price Index increase in the formula.
Currently, member dues are segregated into a Board and Advocacy Budget to fund expenditures
that are ineligible for state or federal funding. Major expenditure categories include staff time
that is considered advocacy under state or federal rules; board per diem and mileage
reimbursement; special events such as board tours to Maryland, Denver, and Virginia; and
development of the new SB 375 pilot program with the Air Resources Board.
Two-thirds of SACOG’s budget comes from state and federal funds that have limitations on what
they can be used for (i.e., issue area and expenditure categories), and strict rules for how they
can be spent (i.e., procurement). State and federal funds typically require a local match, and
SACOG has one major source: Transportation Development Act funds, which account for
approximately 10 percent of the budget. This leaves a very small amount of local funding
available to fund any activities that are ineligible for state or federal funds.

4. Discussion/Analysis:
In his first full year at SACOG, the Executive Director worked with staff to develop an ambitious
work plan based on input from the October 2017, board retreat. The work plan is based off 10
goals and spells out specific tasks, projects, and deliverables that the agency is working towards

by the end of the fiscal year.
This last year has had many successful new initiatives: Civic Lab, Green Region, RUCS 2.0, Air
Resources Board authorization to develop a pilot program, Youth Leadership Academy, and
tours to different communities across the country.
Staff is recommending broadening how member dues are used and increasing member dues to
cover some of those costs. Staff has reviewed the budgets of peer agencies across the state,
and SACOG’s dues are the lowest as a percentage of total revenues (1.2%), with peers falling
between 2.0-4.3 percent.
By increasing member dues, SACOG can ensure more stable funding to continue the new
initiatives that the board and member jurisdictions have supported over the last year.
Staff proposes the Board of Directors increase member dues to represent 2.0 - 2.2% of
SACOG’s budget, matching our California peers. This increase would generate $807,000 $870,568 annually based on the option selected. Attachment A provides four options for
increasing member dues.
The first option is an increase on a per capita basis over a single year. The second option phases
in an increase over two years. The third and fourth options would establish two separate forms
of tiers based on member population. The third option is a flat rate cost increase based on total
population. The fourth option is based on per capita rates. Both tiered options would treat
comparably sized jurisdictions the same, rather than assessing strictly on jurisdictional size.
Attachment B explains in more detail the projects that can be funded with a member dues
increase and also provides additional background and research to the options provided in
Attachment A.
Staff recommends that the board provide direction to staff now so that local governments can
be informed about the dues increase as they start their own budgeting processes.
If the board moves forward with increasing dues, staff will align expenditures with those
anticipated new revenues in the draft 2019-2020 budget, which will come before the board in
March 2019.

5. Fiscal Impact/Grant Information:
An increase to member dues would be included and collected in the 2019-2020 budgetary cycle.
The selected delivery option would determine the amount of member dues paid by each
member jurisdiction.

6. This staff report aligns with the following SACOG Work Plan Goals:
5
6
8
9

-

Establish the Sacramento Region as an Innovator & Test-Bed for New Ideas
Help the Region Advance a Vision for "Next Generation Transit"
Build out our Council of Governments Functions
Better Connect & Communicate with Members & Regional Electeds

ATTACHMENTS:

Description
Attachment A: Member Dues Options
Attachment B: The Importance of Member Dues to
SACOG’s Work

Attachment A

Member Dues Options
Staff reviewed SACOG's existing member dues alongside peers across the state. Current dues are
lower than peers and an increase in dues could ensure ongoing funding for SACOG initiatives.
Based on the comparable member dues from our peer agencies and the expected cost of our
expanding programs of nearly $2,000,000 (Attachment B) for FY 18/19, SACOG has drafted four
options for increasing member dues.

Option #1
Year one dues increase to represent 2.2% of SACOG’s total budget.
 Per capita rate would increase from 18 cents to 34 cents in FY 19/20.

Option #2
Dues increase to be spread over a two-year cycle: Year one would represent 1.6% of total revenue
budget, and year two would represent 2.2% of total budget.
 Year one (FY 19/20) would increase the per capita rate to 26 cents, and 34 cents for year
two (FY 20/21).

Options #3 & #4
Dues structure to be represented as tiered approach based on member population. Total costs are
based on an increase from 1.16% to 2.2%. See spreadsheet for tier cost breakdowns for each
jurisdiction.

Option #3
Flat Rate Cost Tier
0 – 10,000
10,000 – 20,000
20,000 – 30,000
30,000 – 90,000
90,000 – 200,000
200,000 and above

$
$
$
$
$
$

Option #4
Per Capita Tier
2,000
5,000
10,000
25,000
50,000
150,000

0 – 10,000
10,000 – 30,000
30,000 – 90,000
90,000 – 200,000
200,000 and above

50 cents
45 cents
40 cents
34 cents
30 cents

Alternatives to Dues Increase
If the board does not want to increase member dues, there are other options for SACOG to increase
new revenues. Two examples include adding new membership category of associate members (e.g.,
special districts, other governmental entities) and charging members for direct service delivery.

Sacramento Area Council of Governments

Jursdiction

Population

Option #1
Single year

Current Dues

Option #2
Increase over two years

FY 19/20

Sacramento County
Sacramento
Elk Grove
El Dorado County
Roseville
Placer County
Citrus Heights
Folsom
Rancho Cordova
Davis
Yuba City
Rocklin
Yuba County
Woodland
West Sacramento
Lincoln
Yolo County
Galt
Sutter County
Auburn
Marysville
Placerville
Live Oak
Winters
Loomis
Wheatland
Colfax
Isleton

579,613
485,683
167,965
152,241
134,073
109,203
86,291
77,246
72,203
68,314
68,052
60,351
58,816
57,526
53,082
47,339
28,419
25,450
20,910
14,070
12,010
10,702
8,346
7,214
6,692
3,519
2,068
846

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

105,490
88,394
30,570
27,708
24,401
19,875
15,705
14,059
13,141
12,433
12,385
10,984
10,705
10,470
9,661
8,616
5,172
4,632
3,806
2,561
2,186
1,948
1,519
1,313
1,218
640
376
154
440,120

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

208,661
174,846
60,467
54,807
48,266
39,313
31,065
27,809
25,993
24,593
24,499
21,726
21,174
20,709
19,110
17,042
10,231
9,162
7,528
5,065
4,324
3,853
3,005
2,597
2,409
1,267
744
305
870,568

FY 19/20

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

126,763
43,839
39,735
34,993
28,502
22,522
20,161
18,845
17,830
17,762
15,752
15,351
15,014
13,854
12,355
7,417
6,642
5,458
3,672
3,135
2,793
2,178
1,883
1,747
918
540
221
221
631,162

Option #3
Flat Rate Cost tier

FY 20/21

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

208,661
174,846
60,467
54,807
48,266
39,313
31,065
27,809
25,993
24,593
24,499
21,726
21,174
20,709
19,110
17,042
10,231
9,162
7,528
5,065
4,324
3,853
3,005
2,597
2,409
1,267
744
305
870,568

Option #4
Per Capita tier

FY 19/20

$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$
$

150,000
150,000
50,000
50,000
50,000
50,000
25,000
25,000
25,000
25,000
25,000
25,000
25,000
25,000
25,000
25,000
10,000
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145,705
50,390
51,762
45,585
37,129
29,339
30,898
28,881
27,326
27,221
24,140
23,526
23,010
21,233
18,936
11,368
11,453
9,410
6,332
5,405
4,816
3,756
3,607
3,346
1,760
1,034
423
423
835,406

The Importance of Member Dues to SACOG’s Work
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WHAT MEMBER DUES FUND
SACOG's current member dues provide flexible funding to support activities that may not be eligible
for state or federal funding (including Board per diem and other board-related expenses), as well as
state and federal advocacy work. A majority of our member dues is spent to support our
Federal/State Legislative Advocacy (60% of total member dues revenue).
HOW WE DETERMINE MEMBER DUES
Member dues are calculated through a formula (18.2 cents per capita), which changes annually
based on population estimates from the California Department of Finance and changes in the
Consumer Price Index. Member dues represent approximately 1.2% of our overall revenue (20182019 budget).
WHY WE ARE PROPOSING TO RAISE MEMBER DUES
Moving forward, there are a number of expanded or new initiatives that SACOG has advanced in the
last year and a half that would significantly benefit from a more robust stream of flexible
funds than currently provided through member dues. For example, SACOG has hired a full-time
policy manager to run an expanded state and federal advocacy program, we have launched the
successful Civic Lab program to make our region a leader in technology and innovation, we are
developing a new mobility initiative that has already helped attract the attention of some
autonomous vehicle companies, and we have run highly engaging board site visits to Maryland,
Virginia, and Denver.
As the table below shows, these new activities are funded through a mix of state, federal and local
funding sources, some of which are one-time grants. A dedicated funding source of local, flexible
funds would enable expanded service and project delivery – including convening around specialized
issues such as disaster preparedness and resiliency.
Project

Budget

Funding Source

Civic Lab Year 2

$300,000

SB 1 formula; TDA

Mobility Innovation Exchange

$300,000

CMAQ

RUCS 2.0

$700,000

TDA; FTA 5303; SB 1 formula

Rural Main Streets

$200,000

SB 1 grant; TDA

$40,000

Member Dues

$100,000

Member Dues

Regional Futures Forum/Elected Officials Conference

$40,000

Member Dues

Sacramento Region Pilot Program (GHG targets)

$70,000

Member Dues

$250,000

TDA

Peer Region Tours/Board Site Visits
Expanded State and Federal Advocacy Program

Local Government Services
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Project

Budget
Total

Funding Source

$2,000,000

These programs have directly benefitted nearly all cities and counties in the region:
• 20 jurisdictions have received direct technical assistance through the SGC-Transformative
Climate Communities grant
• 10 jurisdictions are currently utilizing SACOG cooperative purchasing contracts through
Local Government Services
• 9 jurisdictions have directly benefitted from funding through the Civic Lab and Green Region
programs
MEMBER DUES AS A FUNDING SOURCE
What member dues fund in SACOG's current and future operating budgets with an increase:
2018-19 Budget

Hypothetical 2019-20 Budget (w/member dues increase)

Advocacy (staff costs)

$240,000

Expanded State and Federal Advocacy Program

$200,000

Meetings & Travel

$120,000

Technical Assistance

$250,000

Board Costs

$60,000

RUCS 2.0

$80,000

Other

$50,000

Civic Lab Year 2

$75,000

$470,000

Peer Region Tours/Board Site Visits

$40,000

Regional Futures Forum/Elected Officials Conference

$30,000

Meetings & Travel

$85,000

Board Costs

$60,000

Other

$50,000

Total

Total

Comparable Member Dues Structures: California Peers

$870,000

SACOG member dues are among the lowest in the state for regional COGs/MPOs of our size.
Agency

% Total Revenue
(2019 Budget)

Total Dues

ABAG/MTC

4.5%

$2,718,906

SCAG

2.3%

$2,053,962

SANDAG

2.0%

$2,705,036

SLOCOG

2.2%

$89,100

SACOG
AMBAG

1.2%
3.9%

$475,125
$162,700
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1. Issue:
What are the parameters, policies, and constraints that will guide the development of a
Preferred Scenario for the 2020 MTP/SCS?

2. Recommendation:
None, this item is for information only. The Transportation Committee will take action on this
item.

3. Background/Analysis:
In December of last year, the board approved a Policy Framework for the 2020 MTP/SCS that
outlined the major policy issues to be addressed in the plan. The Policy Framework includes an
economic prosperity focus that poses the question: How can the MTP/SCS support an
economically prosperous region for all through our planned transportation investments and
growth forecast in a time of disruptive change. The Preferred Scenario Framework documents
the staff work and board direction from the last year that address the major questions posed by
the Policy Framework as well as federal and state requirements for the MTP/SCS. Specifically,
the Preferred Scenario Framework describes the board’s direction on topics and assumptions
that staff needs to create a draft preferred scenario for further board action in April, 2019.
Following the April action, staff will work on drafting a final plan and environmental compliance
document, conduct final analyses for air quality targets, and engage the board in discussions
about implementation policies and actions to support the preferred scenario.The board
committees reviewed and offered final direction on a draft of the Preferred Scenario Framework
at their November meetings.

4. Discussion/Analysis:
The framework in Attachment A and supporting documents capture the discussion and board
direction received over the last year on several complex topics. The framework is intended to
capture this input with enough detail that it can serve as a reference point for board members,
staff, member and partner agencies, and other stakeholders interested in understanding the key
topics, considerations, and direction for the 2020 MTP/SCS update. The framework is organized
the six topical areas. Under each topic area are a set of policy choices and assumptions phrased
as major questions faced by this plan update. Following these questions is a summary of the

initial recommended policy direction from staff and a discussion section that provides additional
context on the topic and summarizes board input at prior committee and full board meetings.
Changes to the framework since November reflect comments and further direction from Board
committees and are identified with strike-through and underlined text. These changes include
adding policy direction to clarify that the preferred scenario will address future transit service,
integrate findings from the Rural-Urban Connections Strategy, and coordinate assumptions
regarding local sources of revenue, such as sales taxes, with local policy actions. The revised
framework also summarizes the board discussion and direction from November regarding Topic
5- New Mobility and Topic 6- System Pricing.
While a summary of the recommended policy direction for each topic is described below, more
detail exists in the framework itself.
1) Performance Targets –
Create a scenario that achieves the 19 percent per capita greenhouse gas reduction target,
pursue a pilot project for GHG reduction with the state, and improve or maintain other
performance objectives important to the board as compared to the 2016 plan.
2) Land Use Pattern –
Create a land use forecast that is based on the best available information, prioritizes
performance to meet the plan’s objectives, supports the regional Blueprint, continues to support
both housing choice and strong employment centers, and is reviewed by member agency staff
to ensure it is consistent with local planning efforts.
3) Transportation Budget –
Create a reasonable forecast of revenues available to support transportation investments in the
plan that is based on the latest information available and considers new or innovative ways to
pay for transportation as traditional fuel and sales taxes become less reliable in the future.
4) Investment Priorities –
Create a performance-based preferred scenario project list that emphasizes maintenance and
preservation of the existing system, is cost-effective when it comes to system expansion, and
supports investments that further the objective of economic prosperity.
5) New Mobility –
Create a preferred scenario that considers new technologies and services like autonomous
vehicles, microtransit and ridesharing and looks for ways to enhance any potential benefits from
these technologies while managing impacts to the transportation system.
6) System Pricing –
Create a preferred scenario that explores a broad range of system pricing strategies that can
replace the current fuel tax with a more sustainable approach, while paying for the upkeep of
the transportation system, helping manage traffic congestion and improving system
performance.

5. Fiscal Impact/Grant Information:
This item does not have any new impact on the agency budget. Staff time and other costs are
already included in the Overall Work Program.

6. This staff report aligns with the following SACOG Work Plan Goals:

1 - Advance Economic Prosperity

ATTACHMENTS:

Description
Attachment A: Preferred Scenario Framework
Attachment B: Discussion Draft Inputs and Performance Indicators
Attachment C: Factors Considered in Updating the MTP/SCS Land Use Forecast

Attachment A

Preferred Scenario Framework
This framework for a preferred scenario outlines the major policy decisions needed from the board for
developing the 2020 Metropolitan Transportation Plan and Sustainable Communities Strategy (2020
MTP/SCS). More specifically, this framework documents the review, discussion, and input provided by the
board on six topical areas critical for the development of the 2020 MTP/SCS including:
1)

Performance Targets

2) Land Use Pattern
3)

Transportation Budget

4) Investment Priorities
5)

New Mobility & TDM

6) System Pricing
The policy direction provided in this framework will result in a preferred scenario that consists of a land use
forecast, revenue forecast, transportation investments, and performance outcomes that make up the final
plan.

Furthering economic prosperity through the MTP/SCS
This framework is intended to guide the development of a preferred scenario that meets regulatory
requirements and supports the Policy Framework for the 2020 MTP/SCS that was adopted by the board last
year. That framework called for the plan to support strategies that make the most of the economic potential
and opportunities of the six-county SACOG region. This Preferred Scenario Framework addresses how each
of the six topics described below will lead to a preferred scenario that addresses the region’s economic
prosperity and other objectives, as well as the following key regulatory requirements:

Regulatory Requirements
Land Use Forecast: The land use forecast must include a reasonable economic growth forecast of
employment, population, and housing. It must identify the general location of land uses, residential densities
and building intensities, and areas within the region sufficient to house the projected future population.
Financial Constraint: The MTP/SCS is a financially constrained plan. The financial forecast for the plan is
based on the latest trends and information about existing funding sources for transportation. New or
innovative funding strategies are an important component of the forecast, but must be backed up by policy
commitments or reasonable evidence that support the assumptions included in the plan. In every plan
update, there are more transportation investments needed and wanted that funding available to pay for
them. SACOG staff must work with local and partner agencies and the board to prioritize the most critical
and cost effective investment strategies.
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Air Quality Conformity: SACOG must demonstrate that implementation of the MTP/SCS will contribute to
helping the region meet federal standards for healthy air. This means managing certain pollutants created by
transportation including ozone precursors and particulate matter; byproducts of combustion engines and
road dust created by moving vehicles. The SACOG region does not currently have air quality that meets
healthy standards. Thus, SACOG’s conformity analysis must demonstrate improvements in air quality over
time. Once healthy air is achieved, the region must maintain that standard over the long term.
Much of the improvement to air quality over time comes from advances in vehicle technology that reduce
emissions at the tailpipe. However, the package of system expansion projects in the plan is a factor that can
contribute to the region’s ability to meet air quality standards by increasing or decreasing vehicle travel.
Some expansion projects help improve air quality by reducing congestion or smoothing travel speeds.
However, adding significant capacity to the regional road and highway network could result in increased
vehicle travel and more tailpipe emissions, particularly early in the plan, before cleaner burning or noncombustion engines become more commonplace. SACOG performs an air quality conformity analysis for
each MTP/SCS update, but also as part of amendments to add or remove system capacity through
programming activities in the Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP).
SB375 Greenhouse Gas Reduction Target: The MTP/SCS must measure the reduction in greenhouse gas
emissions via modeling of the forecasted land use pattern and supporting transportation network designed to
serve regional transportation needs. The greenhouse gas emissions reduction target for the 2020 MTP/SCS is
a 19 percent reduction of per capita emissions by 2035 compared to a 2005 base line. For the 2020 MTP/SCS
update, SACOG is working with the California Air Resources Board to develop a pilot project intended to help
the region meet its greenhouse gas reduction goals. If the region and the state cannot reach an agreement on
a pilot project, the region’s greenhouse gas reduction target reduces to 18 percent. Topic #1: Performance
Targets Assumptions below includes additional discussion on how a pilot project would affect the region’s
greenhouse gas reduction target.

The following policy direction will guide development of
the preferred scenario for the 2020 MTP/SCS
Topic #1: Performance Targets Assumptions
Policy Choices & Assumptions:


The plan will do everything feasible to achieve the 19 percent greenhouse gas reduction target and
avoid the need for an additional Alternative Planning Scenario.



In addition to meeting state and federal requirements, what are the board’s performance objectives
for the plan and how should SACOG measure the plan’s ability to support those objectives?

Policy Direction:


Develop a Sustainable Communities Strategy that achieves the region’s greenhouse gas reduction
target. Staff should test and discuss strategies and tradeoffs with the board in pursuit of this
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objective. An Alternative Planning Strategy will only be considered if the board determines that the
necessary measures to achieve the region’s greenhouse gas reduction target are infeasible.



Work with the California Air Resources Board and the other state entities to develop a pilot program
supported by legislation and/or financial support to assist the region in meeting its -19 percent per
capita greenhouse gas reduction target. If SACOG cannot reach an agreement with the state, the
region’s greenhouse gas reduction target will reduce to 18 percent per capita.



The Preferred Scenario must meet interim and horizon year air quality conformity targets consistent
with the federal Clean Air Act.



The Preferred Scenario should maintain or improve performance compared to the current plan
including reducing vehicle miles traveled, reducing congestion and unpredictability of travel
conditions, improving safety, increasing use of non-vehicle modes of travel, and other metrics
included on Attachment B.

Discussion:
Senate Bill 375 governs the portion of the state’s overall greenhouse gas (GHG) reduction goals related to the
combined effects of land use patterns and transportation investments on passenger and light truck vehicle
travel. SB 375 is assigned to Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) like SACOG for implementation.
The California Air Resources Board (ARB) is responsible for setting regional GHG reduction targets, approving
methodologies used by MPOs for demonstrating reductions, and determining whether regional plans like the
MTP/SCS, if implemented, would meet those targets. SACOG’s target for GHG reduction is stated as a
percentage decrease in per capita GHG, as compared to the 2005 base year.
For the 2020 MTP/SCS, SACOG’s GHG target is set as a 19 percent reduction. However, the 19 percent target
is conditional on the implementation of a pilot project in the SACOG region supported by additional state
funding, flexibility, and other commitments. SACOG has responsibility to develop new, innovative programs
in the MTP/SCS that address the specific conditions and challenges in the region relating to GHG emission
reductions. If the state funding and other commitments are not secured to support the programs, SACOG’s
target will be 18 percent.
If the region’s MTP/SCS does not meet its 18 or 19 percent greenhouse gas reductions target, SACOG will
need to develop an Alternative Planning Scenario (APS) that would describe what additional actions would be
needed to achieve the target. The state largely designed SB 375 as an incentive-based statute. Most notably,
the bill provides certain California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) streamlining benefits to land use
projects consistent with an SCS, or an APS, if an APS is required. The Delta Reform Act of 2009 also grants
some regulatory relief to jurisdictions with plans or projects in the secondary zone of the Delta if those plans
and projects are consistent with the SCS or APS. However, as new state funding programs have started to
require or prioritize projects that support an SCS, the full implications of adopting an APS are unclear. Staff
does not know whether the adoption of an APS would impact future funding, and considers it a significant
risk that SACOG’s competitiveness for state funding programs would be reduced. Avoiding these risks by
achieving the region’s GHG reduction targets is a high priority for the board.
In addition to meeting state GHG and air quality targets, the board is interested in understanding the impacts
of the preferred scenario on regional metrics. These include, but are not limited to, reducing vehicle miles
Sacramento Area Council of Governments
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traveled, reducing congestion and unpredictability of travel conditions, improving safety, and increasing use
of non-vehicle modes of travel. While these metrics are important for supporting the region’s economy, other
metrics have more specific ties to economic prosperity such as increasing access to job opportunities and
educational facilities, especially in low-income and other communities of concern, and preserving the region’s
prime agricultural and natural resource lands, Attachment B includes a more complete list of regional metrics
including comparisons of 2016 baseline, current MTP/SCS, and the 2020 Discussion Scenario performance
where available. Staff should report these metrics for the preferred scenario and add others as information
and resources allow.

Topic #2 Land Use Pattern Assumptions
Policy Choices & Assumptions:


How much of the new housing growth should be in suburban and urban infill areas (Established
Communities and Center & Corridor) and new growth areas (Developing Communities), and rural
communities (Rural Residential Communities)?



How much of the housing growth should be in small lot and attached housing options?



What are the factors used for forecasting growth into Community Types by jurisdiction?

Policy Direction:


Create a land use forecast that is based on the best available information and that prioritizes
performance to assist in achieving the GHG reduction target. Specifically, the final land use forecast
should assume a minimum of 59 percent of the new housing growth in infill areas, which are made
up of Established Communities and Center and Corridor Communities. The scenario could go as high
as 70 percent of the new housing in infill, if some of the currently building Developing Communities
transition to Established Communities. Recall that the region’s Developing Communities are new
growth areas that are the next increment of urban expansion. While many of the Developing
Communities are not yet building today, some are. As these communities build out, at a certain
point they will transition from a Developing Community to an Established Community. There are ten
Developing Communities that are potentially approaching this threshold. Staff is working with local
agency planners to determine the best fit for these areas. If some, or all, of the ten Developing
Communities that are building out today move from being labeled as a Developing Community to an
Established Community in the preferred scenario, the housing growth assumed in these areas also
shifts from Developing Community to Established Community and would therefore raise the percent
of new housing in the Established Communities.



Create a land use forecast that continues to expand the housing diversity in the region by assuming
up to 73 percent of the new homes are single-family small-lot and attached homes. This is consistent
with the Discussion Draft Scenario and only a small increase from the current MTP/SCS, which
assumes 71 percent of the new homes in these two categories.



Local planning and public works staff will be given a six-week review period to review and comment
on the preferred scenario land use forecast.
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Discussion:
The plan is required to have a land use forecast. The regional land use forecast is required to be based on the
best available information, including local plans and other factors, and to have a reasonable relationship
between the expected land use and transportation system.
SACOG’s process for creating a land use forecast considers many policy, regulatory, and market factors that
can affect the location, type, and rate of development, starting first and foremost with each adopted and
proposed land use plan identified and inventoried in consultation with local agency planning staff. This
inventory of land use plans forms the basis for allocating housing and employment growth spatially within a
jurisdiction. The decision on how much and what kind of housing and employment to allocate is based on an
analysis of other policy, regulatory, and market factors. These factors are particularly important in assessing
development readiness of specific plans and master plans, which, unless they are under construction,
inevitably require some amount of local, state or regional entitlement plus infrastructure improvements to
begin construction. The following is a sample list of factors considered in the estimation of growth within
subareas of a jurisdiction: status of local, state, and federal entitlement applications, as applicable; past
housing permit activity near the project; major infrastructure requirements; developer readiness to pursue
entitlement and construction; proximity to job centers and services; and housing product mix. These and
additional factors are described in detail in Attachment C.
It is worth noting that the land use forecast is not a prescriptive, regulatory element of the MTP/SCS. SACOG
has no land use authority and local governments retain their exclusive ability to make land use decisions
which are either consistent or not consistent with the plan.

Topic #3: Transportation Budget Assumptions
Policy Choices & Assumptions:


Which revenue sources should be included in the plan?



What potential new funding sources should the plan consider?

Policy Direction:


Assume any existing federal, state, and local funding sources will continue to support transportation
investments in the future.



Forecasts of future revenue sources derived from fuel taxes should be consistent with statewide
assumptions about fuel efficiency, alternative fuel, and electric vehicles.



Consider the effect of ecommerce on future sales tax-based revenue streams.



Coordinate with the Placer County Transportation Planning Agency (PCTPA) and Sacramento
Transportation Authority (STA) to account for future county-wide sales tax measures to support
transportation investments.



Local sources of funding, such as sales taxes, included in the MTP/SCS should describe how they how
they are prioritized among major budget categories and how those spending priorities align with
local policy actions or direction.
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Maintain the modifications to the California fuel tax and vehicle registration fees enacted by Senate
Bill 1, the Road Repair and Accountability Act of 2017.



The plan should explore new revenue options to raise money for transportation investments
including road utility charges, tolling, mileage-fees, or other user-pays mechanisms as potential
funding sources that could supplement or replace fuel taxes within the 20-year plan horizon.



Include any funding commitments from the state for the pilot study related to GHG reduction as part
of the revenue forecast for the preferred scenario.

Discussion:
The revenue forecast for the MTP/SCS is based on analysis of existing and potential new funding sources. It
examines what risks and opportunities exist that affect the region’s ability to capture funding to support the
investment needs planned for in the MTP/SCS and must demonstrate that the plan is financially constrained
by those revenues that are reasonably available over the 20-year planning horizon of the plan. Accurately
forecasting future revenue is extremely challenging, particularly at a time of rapid technology change and
uncertainty in local, state, and federal policy and economies. In the near term – four to six years – projections
tend to be more specific and frequently based on funding formulas that provide some level of certainty about
the level of revenues available. However, as with many of the assumptions in long range planning documents,
the uncertainty about funding levels grows as projections move farther into the future.
In discussions about future funding for transportation, the board expressed concern about the impact of
potential declines in fuel and sales tax-based funding sources. Current projections at the state and federal
level foresee a continued decline in fuel-based revenue sources due to improvements in average fuel
economy and decreasing overall fuel consumption. California’s Road Repair and Accountability Act of 2017,
generally known as SB1, added a 12 cent per gallon fuel tax to the existing state fuel taxes. Additionally, SB1
includes a new registration fee on electric vehicles, and an increase on the general vehicle registration fee
based on the assessed value of a vehicle. The additional revenues generated by SB1 will offset much of the
potential decrease in fuel based funding sources in the near-term, but will likely not keep pace with
decreasing fuel consumption in the long-term. On November 6th, California residents will vote on Proposition
6 that would remove the additional revenues generated by SB1. If the Proposition 6 passes, it will influence
the revenues forecast for the Preferred Scenario and require further discussion with the board on the revenue
sources included in the plan update.
Regarding sales taxes that support transportation investments, there is risk to these revenues in the longterm due to increased online sales and declines in the general retail sector statewide. This is particularly
important because online retail sales by businesses that exist outside of California, do not have to collect
California sales tax. Another risk to sales tax revenues supporting the plan is the uncertainty of additional ½cent sales tax measures in Sacramento and Placer Counties. The most recent attempts in 2017 to pass these
measures were unsuccessful, despite coming close to achieving the necessary two-thirds approval by voters.
SACOG staff will continue to coordinate with the Sacramento Transportation Authority and Placer County
Transportation Planning Agency on how best to reflect the potential for these measures in the 2020 plan.
Staff has had several conversations with the board regarding new strategies for funding transportation in the
future. The board has suggested staff look at strategies that could capture funding from emerging
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technologies and services such as autonomous vehicles and transportation network companies that rely on
the public road system, models that treat the roadway system as a utility that spread costs of upkeep across
user groups, and identifying major capital projects that could consider tolling or other forms of charging users
to help pay for construction and upkeep. The discussion under Topic #5: Pricing explores a few of these
options in more detail as they relate to generating revenue and managing demand on the transportation
system. Based on input from committees and the board this month, staff will modify this framework and
prepare additional information for board consideration beginning with a board workshop at the November
board meeting.

Topic #4: Investment Priority Assumptions
Policy Choices & Assumptions:



How should the plan address growing maintenance and system preservation needs?



How should the transportation investments align with the land use forecast for the plan?



What are major priorities for transportation infrastructure and program investments and how should
projects be evaluated to satisfy these priorities?

Policy Direction:



Emphasize system maintenance and preservation as a critical budget priority for the plan by
maintaining or increasing the plan’s investments in maintenance of the regional transportation
system including roads, highways, bridges, bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure, and transit vehicles
and facilities.



Use performance testing, benefit-cost analysis, and other data driven methods to consider the
timing and need of new capacity projects that align with the land use forecast.



Identify and seek to prioritize investments that improve access to jobs and/or support economic
development.



Identify projects and strategies to support rural economies in the region using lessons and findings
from the Rural-Urban Connections Strategy.



Support productive and cost-effective future transit service that contributes to performance
objectives and provides for the needs of transit-dependent populations.



Coordinate with city, county, RTPA, transit agency, and Caltrans staff to develop transportation
investments for the preferred scenario that consider both regional and local objectives.

Discussion:

The board expressed concerns about the continuing deterioration of the region’s roadways and growing
transit vehicle and facility needs. The annual funding shortfall for maintenance of the region’s local road
system over the next ten years is more than $500 million and will grow as road conditions deteriorate further
without near-term investments. To this end, the board is interested in continuing to prioritize maintenance
and state of good repair as part of the 2020 plan update. While the MTP/SCS does not directly program or
allocate funding for maintenance, the plan can assume that the region will consider system preservation
before capacity expansion when making decisions about or supporting future funding streams such as sales
taxes, new state and federal programs, or user fees.
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In addition to addressing maintenance needs, the plan should prioritize transportation investments that help
the region meet performance objectives described under Topic #1: Performance Targets Assumptions. To do
this, the plan will prioritize cost-effective and multi-modal transportation investments that support the land
use pattern and address changes in forecasted travel demand of the preferred scenario. The plan should
include the most efficient and cost-effective transportation system possible to meet the needs of future
residents. Further, the plan should consider postponing or modifying investments that address growth and
demand that is not likely to occur by 2040 based forecasted population, housing, and employment growth.
Because the plan is updated every four years, and can be amended more often if necessary, where planned
growth is different from the plan’s forecast, changes will be captured through future updates so that the plan
is always based on the latest and best data and information.
As part of the plan’s emphasis on economic prosperity, the board is interested in identifying and prioritizing
transportation investments that create or improve access to jobs, job centers, and economic development
opportunities. Staff should coordinate with member and partner agencies to bring information and analysis
about how the plan’s transportation investments can support economic development and access to jobs. For
rural communities in the region, staff should also look for opportunities to integrate the various studies and
findings from the Rural-Urban Connections Strategy to identify transportation investments and funding
strategies that can meet the infrastructure needs of these areas.

Topic #5: New Mobility Assumptions
Policy Choices & Assumptions:



To what extent should the plan and SCS include the costs, potential benefits, and performance
impacts of new mobility options?



Given the level of uncertainty of deployment and future use of new mobility options, how much
should the region rely on new mobility options to achieve performance goals?

Policy Direction:



Recognize there is a large margin of uncertainty around future deployment of autonomous vehicles
(AVs), but it is probable that AVs will be operating in our region in the future. Assume at least a low
level of AV usage by the horizon year and examine some of the potential risks and opportunities of
higher levels of AV usage.



Assume some increased usage of emergent shared mobility options like transportation network
companies, bike share, and scooters, where existing use in the Sacramento region is relatively low
today. Explore reasonable opportunities to capture the enhanced mobility and efficiencies shared
modes can offer.



Look for opportunities to include any learning or concepts being developed as part of the Next
Generation Transit study, other ongoing transit studies like the SacRT Forward project, in the
preferred scenario.
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In view of the potential of connected vehicles to, over time, significantly expand the current
operational capacity of roadways, the emphasis on phasing and “right-sizing” of major new roadway
projects should be increased.



Strike a balance between leveraging new mobility options and innovations, which also bring with
them a high degree of uncertainty and risk, and reliance on more conventional strategies and
approaches for achieving MTP/SCS goals and objectives.



Where possible, base projects and programs included in the preferred scenario on evidence from a
locally sponsored pilot or demonstration projects, or borrowed from a successful deployment in a
comparable region.



Be realistic about the potential costs and risks of a broad deployment of a project or program that
has only had pilot or demonstration deployment at a very small scale.

Discussion:

See Attachment F
Since about 2010, the number of new options people have to travel has multiplied at an unprecedented rate.
Uber (founded 2009), Lyft (founded 2012) and other transportation network companies (TNCs) today serve
tens of millions of trips each day in the U.S., and up to 40 percent of the population has used them at one
time or another. In some markets, like San Francisco, estimates are that 15 percent or more of the intra-city
vehicle travel is TNC-related (including both passenger-serving travel and “deadhead” or driver-only travel).
Over the same timeframe, many other shared-travel options have emerged and flourished: car-sharing
(ZipCar, Car2Go, etc.), bike-sharing (JUMP, Lime, etc.), scooter-sharing (Lime, Bird, etc.). Though many
factors account for these changes, the prevalence of the smartphones in the population, and the power of the
applications they run, are two important aspects of both the rate and breadth of this change.
There is little evidence that this fast-paced change will end any time soon. Autonomous vehicles (AVs) are
the target of billions of dollars in research and development investment, with field tests advancing around the
country. Although the ability to purchase and use a fully autonomous vehicle may still be years away, many
newer model automobiles include significant autonomous features, and the final step of moving the driver
out of the driver’s seat may not be as dramatic as it seems today. The effects AVs may have on people’s
travel choices has been the hot topic of speculation recently, but most of the speculation is that AVs, without
any other interventions, are most likely to increase the amount of driving and vehicle miles traveled (VMT).
An auto traveler who now must focus all their attention on driving could, in an AV, do work, shop, read,
facetime with friends or family members, etc. By making time in an auto more productive, many speculate
that travelers will be willing to spend more time in an auto than they do now. Additionally, by allowing autos
to be re-positioned without a driver, one AV might take one household member to work, then return home to
serve another household member. The combination of making auto travel less onerous, and the repositioning of empty vehicles, underlies the speculation that AVs may induce more VMT.
Though change has been rapid and is likely to continue, the fact is that all this change has not yet hit the
Sacramento region in a major way. For example, less than one-half of one percent of all personal travel in the
SACOG region is made in TNCs. Use of JUMP bikes in Davis, West Sacramento, and Sacramento are
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increasing rapidly, but still amount to several thousand trips per day in a region where over 8 million person
trips per day are made. Most of the impact of these new travel modes is in the SACOG region’s future, with a
lot of uncertainty about how quickly and broadly their impact will be felt.
The MTP/SCS should balance the potential for innovation and mobility enhancement promised by new
mobility options, while at the same time identifying areas where public agencies can play a role in either
channeling or directing deployment of those options to minimize potential negative outcomes.

Topic #6: Pricing Assumptions
Policy Choices & Assumptions:



To what degree should the region shift from the current options for managing and financing the
transportation system, to options including system pricing or pay-as-you-go fees?

Policy Direction:


The MTP/SCS should recognize the current fixed fuel-tax approach to funding roadways has structural
problems, and ultimately should be replaced with a more financially sustainable approach.



Test a wide range of pricing concepts and provide information on the positive and negative impacts of the
concepts to the board in advance of any endorsement of the preferred scenario. Examples:
o

Explore high occupancy toll lanes to get more benefit from investments in HOV lanes, generate
revenues to fund operation costs, and fund transit service.

o

Evaluate tolling of major new capacity projects to offset construction, operation, and
maintenance costs of new roadways.

o

Evaluate pay-as-you-go concepts as potential replacements to the fuel tax to better understand
impacts on households that have no realistic options but to drive.



Explore and test peak pricing concepts, like those used for other utilities like electricity or water, to help
manage traffic and reduce congestion. Evaluation of these concepts should include the impact on
household budgets, especially for lower income households.

Discussion:

See Attachment G
Fuel taxes have been and are the single biggest share of revenues for funding maintenance and development of the
transportation system. However, as vehicles have become more fuel efficient, the amount of fuel tax revenue per
mile driven has declined significantly. In 1980, a typical light duty vehicle got 15 miles-to-the-gallon (MPG). Today,
that same light duty vehicle gets 22 MPG. By 2040, it’s expected to increase to nearly 40 MPG. Because of this
dynamic, the fuel tax is likely an unsustainable way to raise revenues for transportation in the longer term.
Other regions across the country have developed and implemented innovative ways of using pricing to both help
fund transportation infrastructure and to help manage the transportation system. Innovations have included
pricing and tolling mechanisms like FastTrak in California and EZPass in the East Coast. Using these more modern
tolling mechanisms, high-occupancy-toll (HOT) lanes are in use in dozens of locations, allowing vehicles to make
better use of carpool lanes and generating revenues for transportation at the same time. Toll financing of new
Sacramento Area Council of Governments
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roadways is used in many locations, too, including instances where tolls are used to develop other travel options,
such as transit, in the same corridor. Additionally, pilot testing of new options for pricing the use of roadways on a
pay-as-you-go basis have launched in Oregon as well as in California.
Sacramento remains the largest region in California without any priced or tolled roadways. The MTP/SCS should
consider a wide range of options to potentially replace the fuel excise tax over time with a more sustainable option.
Additionally, the MTP/SCS should consider options that, in addition to revenue generation, allow for price signals
to help to manage the system, similar to peak pricing of electricity or water.
In considering any option to replace the fuel excise tax, the MTP/SCS must consider the potential impacts on
people in the region. The plan should consider impacts on households with limited income, or households in areas,
such as more rural communities, where above-average amounts of driving is necessary. Additionally, one benefit
of the fuel excise tax is that it provides an incentive for households to invest in EVs, since they avoid the fuel tax
altogether. The MTP/SCS should consider the potential to diminish this incentive by spreading the cost of
maintaining the system to owners of electric vehicles.
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2016
Baseline

Adopted 2016
MTP/SCS

2020 MTP/SCS
Discussion Draft

113,557

86,167

73,361

12%

30%

33%

696,751

78,750

63,187

76%

28%

28%

36,545

114,836

84,213

4%

40%

38%

72,301

5,143

2,396

8%

2%

1%

553,334

83,335

57,726

60%

29%

26%

367,807

201,566

165,431

(percent of homes)

40%

71%

74%

Jobs Housing Ratio
(within 4 miles of primary and secondary jobs centers)
Regional Average = 1.2

TBD

1.26

TBD

6,500

7,680

Performance Metric
Land Use Attributes
Share of homes in Center & Corridor Communities1
(percent of homes)
Share of homes in

Established Communities1

(percent of homes)
Share of homes in

Developing Communities1

(percent of homes)
Share of homes in Rural Residential

Communities1

(percent of homes)
Share of homes in rural residential and large-lot
homes

single-family1

(percent of homes)
Share of homes in small-lot single-family1 or attached homes

Transportation Attributes
New or Expanded Major Road Lane Miles2
(percent increase from 2016)

7,740

18%

19%

8,400

8,400

110%

110%

n/a

$10.6

TBD

TBD

38%

TBD

Funding for road, bike and ped maintenance and operations ($
in billions)8

n/a

$12.60

TBD

Funding for new road capacity ($ in billions) 8

n/a

$5.80

$6.20

n/a

$2.80

TBD

n/a

$1.70

TBD

n/a

58

43

n/a

6

TBD

442,915

TBD

Transit Weekday Service Hours

4,000

(percent increase from 2016)
Funding for transit ($ in billions)
Percent of transit costs recovered by ticket sales

Funding for bike/ped street and trail improvements
($ in billions) 8
Funding for programs (community design, tdm, etc.)
($ in billions) 8
Square miles of farmland converted to development6
(4,158 square miles of farmland in 2012)
Square miles of vernal pools affected by development7
Total number of homes near high-frequency

transit3

(share of all homes near high-frequency transit)
Total number of jobs near high-frequency

TBD

transit3

37%
631,958

(share of all jobs near high-frequency transit)

TBD

42%

Jobs within 20-minute drive of residence

TBD

272,7000
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Performance Metric

2016
Baseline

Adopted 2016
MTP/SCS

2020 MTP/SCS
Discussion Draft

(200,100 jobs in 2008)
Increase in jobs accessible from EJ areas by 30 min drive

n/a

36%

TBD

Increase in jobs accessible from EJ areas by 30 min transit trip

n/a

71%

TBD

Increase access to higher education from EJ areas by 30 min
drive
Increase access to higher education from EJ areas by 30 min
transit trip
Vehicle miles traveled to jobs centers
(Commute VMT per worker at jobs centers)
Trips by transit, bike or walk to jobs centers
(Transit/bike/walk commute tips per worker at jobs center)

n/a

21%

TBD

37%

TBD

TBD

17.1

TBD

TBD

17%

TBD

TBD

13%

TBD

TBD

17.0

TBD

Mode share for transit, walking and bicycling5

n/a

Percent of all person trips
Vehicle miles traveled (VMT) 5
Per capita per day
Percent of total vehicle miles traveled in heavy congestion (6%
TBD
6%
TBD
in 2008)
9
Weekday passenger vehicle CO2 emissions
n/a
-16%
TBD
(percent change per capita from 2005)
1 Values shown are for growth assumed in the MTP/SCS between 2012-2036, except in 2012 where values are total for
2012.
2 Values represented are for new or expanded roads in the MTP/SCS between 2012-2036, except for the 2012 scenario
where values are total for 2012.
3 Values represented are total (in 2012 scenario values are total for 2012 and in all other scenarios the value is existing plus
new growth).
4 Except for 2012 acres which represent net acres, for which roads and other public uses have been excluded.
5 Values for the scenarios were adjusted to account for changes to forecasting model made since the workshop, in order to
make the comparable to the current baseline and proposed MTP/SCS results.
6 A generalized analysis of impacts to farmland was conducted for the scenarios based on all Farmland Monitoring and
Mapping Program categories; the same method was applied to the proposed MTP/SCS to allow for comparison.
7 A generalized analysis of impacts to vernal pools was conducted for the scenarios using Central Valley Vernal Pool
Complexes (Holland, 2009); the same method was applied to the proposed MTP/SCS to allow for comparison.
8 Proposed MTP/SCS budget allocations have been re-calculated to match the same categorical classifications as the
workshop alternatives (Alternatives 1, 2, 3).
9 The greenhouse gas emissions reduction target approved by the CARB for the SACOG region is a 16 percent per capita
GHG reduction below 2005 levels by 2035.
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Attachment C: Factors Considered in Updating the MTP/SCS Land Use Forecast

MARKET

POLICY

REGULATORY

Description of projects assumed to have
Regulatory/Policy the highest likelihood to build within 20
and Market Factors
years

Middle range of conditions

Description of projects assumed to have
the lowest likelihood to build within 20
years

Local Entitlements

Specific Plan approved, Annexation
complete (if required), Tentative Map(s)
in process

Range of conditions includes: projects that are approved but still need annexation; projects
approved but no tentative maps submitted; projects approved but have unsettled lawsuit;
projects currently in process; projects in pre‐application

No current entitlement activity;
identified by general plan or SOI as
future growth area

State/Federal
Entitlements

Approved

Range of conditions includes: projects that are not yet approved but in process; projects
participating in an HCP or NCCP; projects with no significant resource issues

Significant, unresolved resource issues

Air Quality

In SCS with lower VMT than average for
Developing Communities

Range of conditions includes: projects that are in the SCS with average VMT; projects in the SCS
with higher than average VMT; projects not in the SCS with lower than average VMT; projects
not in the SCS with average VMT

Not in SCS with above average VMT for
Developing Communites

Regional Plans and
Policies

Consistent with 2012 MTP/SCS and
Blueprint

Range of conditions includes: projects in MTP/SCS and partially consistent with Blueprint;
projects in MTP/SCS and not consistent with Blueprint; projects consistent with Blueprint and
not MTP/SCS; projects partially consistent with Blueprint and not in MTP/SCS

Not consistent with 2012 MTP/SCS or
Blueprint

Proximity to Job
Centers

Close proximity to a regional jobs center

Range of conditions includes: projects partially within 4 miles of a regional job center; projects
within 4 miles of a secondary job center; partially within 4 miles of a secondary job center

Significant distance from any job
center(s)

Housing Mix

Mix of housing types including mostly
small‐lot and attached

Range of conditions includes: projects that have a mix of housing types including small‐lot and
attached housing at varying amounts; projects that are primarily large‐lot residential because
they are in more rural areas

All large‐lot single‐family where higher
densities could be supported (i.e more
urban or suburban locations)

Market Area
Saturation

Range of conditions includes: projects in areas with high market demand and high number of
Historically high market demand and
approved or pending projects in market area; projects in areas with average market demand and
limited number of approved or pending
a high number of approved or pending projects in market area; projects in area with lower
projects in market area
market demand and a high number of approved or pending projects in market area, but have a
unique factor that could significantly change the market demand for the area

Historically low market demand and a
high number of approved or pending
projects in market area

Adjacency

Adjacent to existing urban development
or has significant borders with a city
Range of conditions includes: projects that are adjacent to existing development at varying rates
boundary or areas designated for future
urban development

Less than 10% adjacent with existing
urban development,a city boundary or
areas designated for future urban
development

Developer Activity

Transportation
Infrastructure

Other Infrastructure
(sewer, water, flood
control, etc)

Range of conditions includes: very active to active, single or multiple ownerships with no
development history; single or mulitple ownerships with varying levels of activity and some
projects completed in the region; single or mulitple ownerships with varying levels of activity
and no history of completed projects in or outside the region

Not active, single or multiple ownership,
no completed projects in the region

No major or regional infrastructure
needed or infrastructure is fully funded

Range of conditions includes: projects that have some infrastructure, but need more; projects
that can build some before significant infrastructure investment is needed; projects that need
significant infrastructure and have funding

Significant infrastructure needed and
not funded or not yet defined

No major or regional infrastructure
needed of infrastructure is fully funded

Range of conditions includes: projects that have some infrastructure, but need more; projects
that can build some before significant infrastructure investment is needed; projects that need
significant infrastructure and have funding

Significant infrastructure needed and
not funded or not yet defined

Very active, single ownership or
experienced ownership partnerships,
multiple completed projects in region
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1. Issue:
Approval of the 2018 Funding Round.

2. Recommendation:
None, this item is for information only. The Transportation Committee will take action on this
item.

3. Background/Analysis:
Over the last 15 years, SACOG has conducted regional funding rounds every two or three years.
The regional funding round awards funds from the Regional Surface Transportation Program
(RSTP), Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality Program (CMAQ), State Transportation
Improvement Program (STIP), and SACOG Managed Funds. The focus and selection process
evolves over each round in response to board direction and input from stakeholders across the
region. Projects are selected to receive flexible funds for road, transit, bicycle, and pedestrian
projects within the four-county region (Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo, and Yuba counties). The
funding round is one of SACOG’s most impactful means to support the implementation of the
Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (MTP/SCS).

4. Discussion/Analysis:
The 2018 funding round recommendations are the culmination of a year-long process. In early
2018 staff presented for board consideration proposals for the programs, guidelines, and
performance criteria for the 2018 funding round. In May the board approved the 2018 funding
round policy framework and guidelines, and opened a call for applications. As described in the
November staff report, SACOG then conducted a multi-faceted performance review to evaluate
all submitted applications.
In November the board acted to release the draft 2018 SACOG Funding Round programming
recommendations for public review and comment. To date, staff has received two public
comments on the draft programming recommendations in the Regional and Community Design
programs. Sacramento Regional Transit District commented on the importance of transit in
meeting the region’s Metropolitan Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy and
greenhouse gas reduction target. As expressed in the public comment, Sacramento Regional
Transit District believes the share of funding toward transit investments has declined in SACOG’s

funding round and asks the board to consider how SACOG programs can incrementally fund
large projects that meet regional air quality goals.
The City of Elk Grove also provided a public comment, expressing concern that the draft
recommendation did not include funding for the Kammerer Road project (the sponsor’s stated
highest priority for the round). The comment also discussed the project performance
assessment tool that was one part of the overall assessment of submitted projects, noting that
from the project sponsor’s perspective, the tool seems better suited for projects with local
impacts compared with those with larger scope or whose primary benefit is to relieve conditions
on parallel facilities. Both public comments were made at the November 1, meeting of the
SACOG Transportation Committee. Since that time staff has had follow-up conversations with
both project sponsors, including a more detailed discussion of the performance assessment tool.
The recommendation for the 2018 Regional and Community Design funding awards remains
unchanged from the draft staff recommendation presented in November. Attachment A
provides the tabular summary of the proposed funding totals in these two programs.
Attachment A also accounts for the other funding commitments of the 2018 SACOG Funding
Round: awards approved from the Transportation Demand Management program; two years’
worth of funding for the Spare the Air program as an air quality transportation control measure;
awards from the Green Region competitive program (covered in a separate agenda item);
applications submitted from the SACOG region to the state Active Transportation Program; an
RSTP exchange for rural counties; and planning, programming and monitoring costs.
Staff will be meeting with relevant transit agencies to agree upon recommendations for the
award of Tier II transit funds remaining from a prior regional funding round. The board will act
separately on the Tier II transit recommendations during the board’s January cycle.
Attachment B provides more detailed project descriptions and a summary of the staff and
working group analysis for each project submitted to the Regional and Community Design
programs, and establishes conditions for several awards. For conditioned awards, the project
sponsor will meet with SACOG Project Delivery staff to establish an agreed-upon calendar for
meeting these project level agreements. Upon meeting the requirements, the project will then
be programmed into the Metropolitan Transportation Improvement Program (MTIP). Should the
project sponsor be unable to reach the milestones established in the agreement, the funds will
be made available to future SACOG funding programs.
Attachment C lists the board-adopted policy frameworks for the Regional and Community
Design programs, as well as the performance indicators used in SACOG’s project performance
assessment data tool. Finally, some low-cost projects in the 2018 funding round will be
receiving SACOG Managed Funds. These projects will receive funding after entering into a
Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with SACOG. Attachment D is the MOU template for
project sponsors receiving SACOG Managed Funds.

5. Fiscal Impact/Grant Information:
The item has no fiscal impact to the SACOG’s operating budget other than already budgeted
staff time.

6. This staff report aligns with the following SACOG Work Plan Goals:
7 - Deliver Key High-Profile Transportation Projects

Attachments:
Attachment A - Staff Recommendations
Attachment B - Summary of Regional Program and Community Design Application Review
Attachment C - 2018 Regional Program: Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo, Yuba Counties
Attachment D - SACOG 2019 Programming Round Funding (Round 8)

Attachment A

Regional and Community Design Programs Staff Recommendation
Lead Agency

Project Title

Funding Program

Funding
Request

Award
Recommendation

Caltrans District 3

Capital City Freeway Improvement

Regional Program

$3,500,000

$1,500,000

Caltrans District 3

I-5 Managed Lanes – Sutterville Road to Yolo County Line

Regional Program

$4,350,000

$3,000,000

Caltrans District 3

Yolo I-80 Managed Lanes

Regional Program

$4,000,000

$2,000,000

Regional Program

$7,500,000

$5,000,000

Regional Program

$4,000,000

Community Design

$2,700,000

Community Design

$100,000

$100,000

Regional Program

$7,770,000

$5,000,000

Capital SouthEast Connector Joint
D-3 Segment of Capital SouthEast Connector
Powers Authority
City of Citrus Heights

City of Davis
City of Davis
City of Elk Grove

Auburn Boulevard Complete Street -Phase 2
CR 32A Railroad Crossing Relocation PSR-PDS (Yolo
County/Davis)
I-80/Richards Boulevard Interchange Improvement

$4,000,000

$398,000

$0

$1,213,000

$1,213,000

City of Elk Grove

Elk Grove Blvd - UPRR Bike-Ped Crossing
Regional Program
Elk Grove Creek Trail Gap Closure (Laguna Springs Drive to
Regional Program
Oneto Park)
ITS 5A - Signal and Intersection Modifications
Regional Program

$802,000

$802,000

City of Elk Grove

Kammerer Road – Bruceville Road to Big Horn Boulevard

Regional Program

$6,000,000

$0

City of Elk Grove

Laguna Blvd Right Turn Lane to W. Stockton Blvd
Regional Program
Lewis Stein Road and West Stockton Blvd Pavement Rehab
Regional Program
and Modernization

$1,768,000

$1,768,000

$2,348,000

$511,000

City of Elk Grove

Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project: Phase 2

Community Design

$4,000,000

$4,000,000

City of Elk Grove

Replacement Purchase of Seven 40’ CNG Buses

Regional Program

$3,718,000

$0

City of Folsom

Mixed Use Overlay Zoning

Community Design

$100,000

$100,000

City of Folsom

Oak Ave Parkway

Regional Program

$717,000

$0

Regional Program

$4,947,000

City of Galt

C and Civic Enhancements Project

Community Design

$2,500,000

City of Isleton

Land Use and Growth Analysis Project

Community Design

$100,000

$100,000

City of Live Oak

Live Oak Housing Element Update and Community Visioning
Community Design
Plan

$100,000

$100,000

City of Marysville

Gavin and Veterans Park Modernization Project

Community Design

$100,000

$100,000

City of Rancho Cordova

Mather Field Complete Streets Project

Community Design

$2,000,000

$0

City of Elk Grove

City of Elk Grove

$2,500,000
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Regional and Community Design Programs Staff Recommendation
Lead Agency
City of Rancho Cordova

City of Rancho Cordova

Project Title
Sunrise Blvd Street Rehabilitation and Active
Transportation Project ‐ Folsom Boulevard to Folsom South
Canal
White Rock Road Safety and Congestion Relief- Luyung
Drive to 0.5 miles east of the future Rancho Cordova
Parkway

Funding Program

Funding
Request

Award
Recommendation

Regional Program

$2,500,000

$2,500,000

Regional Program

$5,000,000

$2,000,000

City of Rancho Cordova

Zinfandel Drive Bicycle and Pedestrian Crossing

Regional Program

$3,377,000

$3,377,000

City of Sacramento

14th Avenue Extension

Regional Program

$5,253,000

$0

City of Sacramento

Capitol Mall Revitalization Project

Community Design

$500,000

$500,000

City of Sacramento

Del Rio Trail

Regional Program

$10,890,000

$6,000,000

City of Sacramento

Franklin Boulevard Complete Streets Project

Community Design

$3,500,000

$3,500,000

City of Sacramento

North 16th Streetscape Project - Design

Community Design

$500,000

$0

City of Sacramento
City of Sacramento and City of
West Sacramento
City of Sacramento and
Sacramento Regional Transit
District

Traffic Signal Safety

Regional Program

$3,983,000

$3,983,000

I Street Bridge Replacement

Regional Program

$22,437,000

$7,000,000

R Street and 29th/30th Street Signalization

Regional Program

$1,364,000

$0

City of West Sacramento

Washington District Gateway

Community Design

$2,300,000

$2,300,000

City of West Sacramento

West Capitol Avenue Road Rehabilitation and Safety
Enhancement

Regional Program

$4,844,000

$2,000,000

City of Wheatland

City of Wheatland Business Park Feasibility Study

Community Design

$100,000

$100,000

City of Winters

General Plan Refresh and Sustainability Element

Community Design

$100,000

$100,000

City of Woodland

City of Woodland’s Sidewalk / Driveway Improvement Project Community Design

$100,000

$100,000

City of Woodland

Gibson Road Bicycle/Pedestrian Mobility

Regional Program

$3,933,000

$3,933,000

City of Yuba City

Harter Parkway and Sutter Bike Path Gap Closure

Regional Program

$1,984,000

$1,984,000

City of Yuba City

Highway 20 Revitalization Corridor Enhancement

Community Design

$100,000

$100,000

Paratransit Inc.

Moving Youth to Jobs

Regional Program

$2,000,000

$0

Sacramento County

Arden Way Complete Streets: Phase 1

Community Design

$4,000,000

$1,000,000

Sacramento County

Complete Streets Rehabilitation El Camino Avenue - Mission
Regional Program
Avenue to Garfield Avenue

$2,295,000

$2,295,000
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Regional and Community Design Programs Staff Recommendation
Lead Agency

Project Title

Funding Program

Funding
Request

Award
Recommendation

Sacramento County

Complete Streets Rehabilitation Hazel Avenue - Pershing
Avenue to Greenback Lane

Regional Program

$1,666,000

$0

Sacramento County

Complete Streets Rehabilitation Kenneth Avenue – Central
Avenue to Elm Avenue

Regional Program

$1,012,000

$0

Sacramento County

Complete Streets Rehabilitation Marconi Avenue - Eastern
Avenue to Walnut Avenue

Regional Program

$2,505,000

$0

Regional Program

$1,200,000

$0

Regional Program

$3,394,000

$0

Regional Program

$1,215,000

$0

Elverta Road Improvement
Fair Oaks Boulevard Bicycle and Pedestrian Mobility, Phase
II

Regional Program

$5,000,000

$5,000,000

Regional Program

$5,720,000

$5,720,000

Sacramento County

Greenback Lane Complete Streets: Phase 1

Community Design

$2,990,000

$0

Sacramento County

Howe Avenue Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements
Madison Avenue Widening – Phase 1: Sunrise Boulevard to
Hazel Avenue
South Watt Ave Improvement Phase 1: Segment 1 Florin Rd
to Elder Creek Rd and Segment 3 Fruitridge Rd to Jackson
Rd
Walnut Avenue at Fair Oaks Blvd Pedestrian and Bicycle
Improvements

Regional Program

$1,907,000

$1,907,000

Regional Program

$200,000

$200,000

Regional Program

$15,000,000

$5,000,000

Regional Program

$875,000

$0

Watt Avenue Complete Streets Improvements: Phase 1

Community Design

$2,800,000

$816,000

Horn Road Light Rail Station 1 Construction

Community Design

$2,600,000

$0

$58,950,000

$10,000,000

Sacramento County

Sacramento County
Sacramento County
Sacramento County
Sacramento County

Sacramento County
Sacramento County
Sacramento County
Sacramento County
Sacramento Regional Transit
District
Sacramento Regional Transit
District
Sacramento Regional Transit
District
Sacramento Regional Transit
District and Yolo County
Transportation District
Unitrans

Complete Streets Rehabilitation Rio Linda Boulevard – West
Elverta Road to Sacramento County/Placer County Line

Complete Streets Rehabilitation Madison Avenue – Dewey
Drive to San Juan Avenue
El Centro Road Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements

Maintaining and Modernizing the Regional Light Rail System Regional Program
Reimagine Watt/I-80 Transit Center Project

Community Design

$500,000

$500,000

Operating Assistance for the UC Davis Medical Center
Shuttle Service

Regional Program

$5,291,000

$3,000,000

Electric Bus and Charging Equipment Purchase

Regional Program

$10,202,000

$2,357,000

Attachment A

Regional and Community Design Programs Staff Recommendation
Lead Agency

Project Title

Funding Program

Funding
Request

Award
Recommendation

Yolo County

County Road 27 Complete Streets

Regional Program

$1,999,000

$0

Yolo County

County Road 27 Rehabilitation from CR 99 to CR 102

Regional Program

$5,400,000

$0

Yolo County

County Road 31 Rehabilitation ‐ CR 93A to City of Davis

Regional Program

$10,622,000

$0

Yolo County

CR 32A Railroad Crossing Relocation PSR-PDS (Yolo
County/Davis)

Community Design

$100,000

$100,000

Yolo County

County Road 98 Safety & Bicycle Improvement – Phase 2

Regional Program

$4,200,000

$4,200,000

Yolo County Transportation District Microtransit Vehicles

Regional Program

$212,000

$0

Yolo County Transportation District Transit Vehicle Replacement

Regional Program

$7,824,000

$3,150,000

Yuba County

Feather River Boulevard –Farm to Market Phase II

Regional Program

$1,918,000

$1,918,000

Yuba County

North Beale Road Complete Streets Revitalization Project:
Phase 2

Community Design

$2,332,000

$2,332,000

$303,425,000

$120,766,000

Regional and Community Design programs subtotal

Attachment A

Green Region Staff Recommendation (covered in separate staff item)
Funding Request

Award
Recommendation

$717,000

$0

$3,539,000

$2,665,000

$1,800,000

$0

DAC Mobility Hub

$2,000,000

$0

EV Carshare

$7,731,000

$0

EVSE Public Charging

$1,777,000

$0

Green Region SECAT Program Extension

$7,475,000

$3,844,000

Microtransit EV Program

$1,164,000

$0

$250,000

$0

$4,499,000

$2,249,000

Lead Agency

Project Title

City of Elk Grove

Purchase of one (1), 40' Zero Emissions Bus
West Sacramento Plug-in Partnership- Charging for Public
and Fleet
Multi-Modal Enhancement Project- Vehicle Purchasing and
Infrastructure

City of West Sacramento
Paratransit Inc.
Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality
Management District
Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality
Management District
Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality
Management District
Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality
Management District
Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality
Management District
Sacramento Municipal Utility District
Sacramento Regional Transit District

Powerhouse Science Center DC Fast Charger
Zero Emission Bus Service to the Sacramento International
Airport

Valley Clean Energy

Electrify Yolo- Charging Inrastructure and Electric Shuttle

$2,912,000

$2,912,000

Yolo County Transportation District and
Sacramento Regional Transit District

UC Davis to Sacramento Zero Emission Bus Service

$5,291,000

$0

Green Region Program Subtotal

$

39,155,000

$

11,670,000
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TDM Innovations Grants (funding awarded by SACOG board in Oct 2018)
Requested
Funds

Awarded
Funds

Lead Agency

Project Title

50 Corridor TMA

Exploring Successful Bike Share
Models for the Suburbs

$

180,000

$

Asian Community Center

Expansion of Demand Response and $
Human Services
Citrus Heights Travel Training
$
Program
Suburban Bike Share Pilot Program $

200,000

$

-

86,505

$

-

168,000

$

City of West Sacramento

Beyond the Commute: Developing
Inclusive TDM Strategies

$

100,000

$

100,000

ReIMAGINE Mack Road
Foundation

UpCycle II - Expansion of Bicyle
Repair Courses and Refurbished
Bike Distribution Program

$

52,800

$

52,800

Sacramento Regional Transit
District
Sacramento Regional Transit
District

Microtransit Scheduling Application
$
Software
SacRT Light Rail Service - Real Time $
Information

150,000

$

150,000

150,000

$

60,000 SACOG staff does not recommend funding the
development of a unique mobile app. Instead, staff
recommends one funding award to SacRT to complete the
GTFS work for SacRT's bus ($15,000) and light rail
($60,000) fleets, for a total of $75,000. This amount would
sufficiently fund the GTFS work that SacRT needs to
make real‐ time transit information available to the public
and third‐party apps such as WAZE and Transit App.
15,000 See note above.

City of Citrus Heights
City of Elk Grove

Sacramento Regional Transit
District
South Natomas TMA (SNTMA)

Notes

75,000 Staff recommends $150,000 in total funding for the two
suburban bike share applications (one from 50 Corridor
TMA and one from City of Elk Grove) as a joint suburban
bike share pilot between 50 Corridor TMA, Elk Grove,
Folsom, and Rancho Cordova. SACOG staff will work with
all parties to scope the project and to determine the lead
agencies, detailed scope of work, and specific grants to
each entity through more discussion with the partners.

75,000 See note above on 50 Corridor TMA application.

SacRT Bus Service - Improved Real
Time Information
SNTMA App for Subsidies and
Ridematching
Yolo County Transportation District YCTD Rural Microtransit Pilot
(YCTD)

$

150,000

$

$

14,712

$

-

$

132,795

$

-

TDM Innovations Grants Subtotal

$ 1,384,812

$ 527,800

This project will be funded through Civic Lab.

Attachment A

TDM Traditional Grants (funding awarded by SACOG board in Sept 2018)
Requested
Funds

Funding
Award

Lead Agency

Project Title

50 Corridor TMA

Crowd-sourcing Safe Bikeways for Trip Planning

$

25,000 $

-

Asian Community Center

Support for Existing Senior Transportation Services
Innovating Safe Routes to School: Transcending the
Public K-8 Curriculum

$

60,000 $

60,000

$

80,000 $

80,000

El Dorado County
Greenly Wise Organization
Paratransit Inc.
Sacramento Regional Transit
District

Apple Hill Seasonal Traffic Circulation Improvement
Green Challenge Automation
Travel Training Program

$
$
$

30,000 $
85,500 $
57,500 $

30,000
-

Real-Time Bus Arrival Signs

$

99,570 $

99,570

South Natomas TMA (SNTMA)

Carpool Subsidies

$

53,000 $

-

South Natomas TMA (SNTMA)

Low-Emissions Vehicle Subsidies

$

26,500 $

-

City of West Sacramento

TDM Traditional Grants Subtotal

$

517,070

$

269,570

Attachment A

State Active Transportation Program (ATP) Applications Submitted from the SACOG Region
ATP Funding
Request
(in $1,000s)

Total Project
Cost
(in $1,000s)

County

Lead Agency

Project Title

El Dorado

Caltrans District 3

SR-49 Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements

4,575

6,400

El Dorado

El Dorado County

El Dorado Trail Bike-Ped Overcrossing

4,506

5,134

El Dorado

El Dorado County

Golden Center Drive/Forni Road Ped and Bike Improvements

1,498

1,498

593

645

14,403

16,403

5,077

6,347

Placer

Moore Road Trail Undercrossing

Placer

City of Lincoln
Placer County Transportation Planning
Agency

Placer

Placer County

Martis Valley Trail Project - Segment 3E/4

Sacramento

City of Citrus Heights

Auburn Boulevard Complete Streets – Phase II

12,667

25,477

Sacramento

City of Elk Grove

Strawberry Creek Pedestrian and Bike Trail

1,786

2,817

Sacramento

City of Folsom

Folsom Boulevard Trail Overcrossing

5,850

6,500
3,375

Highway 49 Sidewalk Gap Closure

Sacramento

City of Rancho Cordova

Mather Field Road Corridor Revitalization

2,675

Sacramento

City of Rancho Cordova

Neighborhood Greenway Project

1,079

1,279

Sacramento

City of Rancho Cordova

School Zone Improvement Project

1,122

1,282

Sacramento

City of Sacramento

Broadway Complete Streets Project - Phase II

5,436

6,850

Sacramento

City of Sacramento

Franklin Boulevard Complete Street Phase II

9,283

12,591

Sacramento

City of Sacramento

West Canal Multi-Use Trail

1,567

1,960

Sacramento

Sacramento County

Fair Oaks Boulevard Bicycle and Pedestrian Mobility Project, Phase II

6,066

6,996

Sacramento

Sacramento County

Fern Bacon Middle School SRTS

858

990

Sacramento

Sacramento County

Folsom Blvd Complete Street Improvements, Phase II

4,201

4,777

Sacramento

Sacramento County

Howe Ave Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements

1,837

2,732

441

441

Sacramento

San Juan Unified School District

Three Steps to Safer Routes for Students

Sutter

City of Yuba City

Bridge Street SR2S Shared-use Path

670

748

Yolo

City of Davis

Davis Amtrak Olive Drive Bicycle/Pedestrian Grade-Separated Crossing

5,901

7,266

Yolo

City of West Sacramento

Sycamore Trail Phase 3

1,060

1,250

Yolo

City of Winters

Grant Ave/SR128/I-505 Overcrossing/Russell Blvd Complete Streets

1,462

25,324

Yolo

City of Woodland

West Gibson SRTS

4,139

5,239

Yuba

Yuba County

Cedar Lane Elementary Safe Routes to Schools Project

4,735

4,990

Yuba

Yuba County

Ninth Avenue & Fleming Way Safe Route to School Project

5,463

5,757

108,950

165,068

Total

Attachment A

Other funding commitments and 2019 Funding Round
Award
Recommendation

Lead Agency

Project Title

Sacramento Metropolitan Air Quality
Management District

Air Quality Transportation Control Measures*

$

SACOG

RSTP Exchange

$

SACOG

Planning, Programming, and Monitoring

$

Reflects 1% of RSTP programmed in 2018/2019
533,800 round

SACOG

Next Generation Transportation Demand
Management, including Civic Lab pilots*

$

Total includes the above grant awards in TDM
Traditional and Innovations, as well as Civic Lab
3,000,000 pilots, programming, and rolling Mini-Grant awards

Elk Grove Transit, Sacramento Regional
Transit District, Unitrans, and Yolo
County Transportation District
2015 Funding Round Tier II Transit Lump Sum $

Tier II transit lump sum from 2015 funding round to
the four lead agencies. SACOG to convene the
four operators during week of November 26th. The
SACOG board will approve the Tier II allocation in
18,148,300 a separate future action

Other Funding Commitments Subtotal

SACOG

2019 Funding Round

* funding was awarded previously by the SACOG board

$

Notes

Reflects two years of funding Spare the Air
942,500 program
Rural three county flexible exchange. For
1,106,300 2018/2019 round

23,730,900

Estimated total of
$65,000,000 to be
programmed in 2019

SACOG will conduct a 2019 Funding Round.
Proposed round to align with timing of MTP draft
preferred scenario and year 1 evaluation of new
programs
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Summary of Regional Program and Community Design Application Review
Caltrans District 3 – Capital City Freeway Improvement
Regional Program

Funding Request:

$3,500,000

Award Recommendation:

$1,500,000

Proposed Project: On State Route 51 from J Street to north of Arden Way: perform the
environmental phase to widen or replace structures in order to extend bus/carpool lanes, add new
auxiliary lanes, add a Class I multiuse trail on the American River bridge adjacent to the northbound
lanes, install or upgrade Intelligent Transportation Systems/Traffic Operations Systems (ITS/TOS)
elements, modify on/off ramps to improve bicycle/pedestrian/transit accessibility, and install ramp
metering.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The purpose of the project is to address congestion, delays, and safety issues on the Capital
City Freeway (SR-51). The freeway is Caltrans District 3’s top bottleneck and is responsible for
a large share of the total travel delay in the region.
 The sponsor identified the project’s primary performance benefits as reducing congested VMT
and VMT per capita, and increasing multimodal travel options.
 The project is located in an area with demonstrated congestion and many of the proposed
treatments are appropriate to address existing issues. The project also proposes to add
facilities that would provide new walking and biking access across the American River.
 The sponsor is also examining the feasibility of transit access options—for example, legislation
to allow buses to travel on the shoulder—that have proven successful in other states.
 The working group was less clear how the project would reduce VMT per capita, as the project
would add vehicle capacity that would likely incentivize more vehicle trips. Managed lane
pricing was discussed as a strategy with the most promise to reduce VMT per capita.
 The working group supported keeping the project moving through a partial award, although
questions arose about the potential schedule, cost estimates, and deliverability of a project
that could ultimately cost an estimated $568 million.
 The working group recommended that the award be conditioned on the applicant
demonstrating a commitment to pursuing a managed lane strategy and continuing to engage
SACOG in the project development work.
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Caltrans District 3 – I-5 Managed Lanes – Sutterville Road to Yolo County Line
Regional Program

Funding Request:

$4,350,000

Award Recommendation:

$3,000,000

Proposed Project: On Interstate 5 (I-5) from Sutterville Rd. to Airport Blvd./Yolo County line: perform
the environmental phase for northbound and southbound managed lanes and a Class 1 multiuse
trail across the American River.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The purpose of the project is to improve mobility on I-5 and access to Sacramento
International Airport. The project sponsor asserts the project’s primary performance benefits
are to (1) reduce congested VMT per capita, (2) reduce VMT per capita, and (3) provide longterm economic benefit.
 The project proposes to implement managed lanes on I-5 that, if implemented effectively,
could have a significant impact on reducing congestion.
 However, the application’s narrative section includes limited discussion of the congestion
performance outcome, and the project performance assessment used by the application
focuses on a segment of the overall proposal.
 The proposed project would support the I-5/Natomas area which has high anticipated growth
and economic development potential. The corridor serves several existing job centers that
would realize improved accessibility from the project, and could help activate this emerging
jobs corridor. The working group was mixed on the timing of the expected growth.
 At this early stage of project development, the working group stressed the importance of
considering all alternatives for this stretch of I-5 to ensure the best possible performance
outcomes, and how the project fits with other planned investments, including south of the
corridor.
 The working group supported keeping the project moving with a partial award, conditioned on
(1) the applicant limiting project development efforts to the portions of the corridor that are
included in the MTP/SCS, (2) fully funding the $350,000 I-5 Innovation Corridor planning and
demonstration project scope element, and (3) demonstrating a commitment to pursuing a
managed lane strategy and continuing to engage SACOG in the project’s development.

2

Attachment B

Caltrans District 3 – Yolo I-80 Managed Lane Project
Regional Program

Funding Request:

$4,000,000

Award Recommendation:

$2,000,000

Proposed Project: On Interstate 80 (I-80)/US-50 from Kidwell Rd. in eastern Solano County to West
El Camino Rd. in Sacramento County: perform the environmental phase for eastbound and
westbound managed lanes, auxillary lanes, and a separated 3.2 mile bicycle/pedestrian bridge
across the Yolo Bypass.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsor’s purpose for the project is to close a gap in the region’s managed lane highway
network, mitigate congestion, improve safety and accessibility for active mode users, and
move in concert with a parallel rehabilitation project on the facility. The applicant highlighted
performance benefits of reducing VMT/capita and congestion, and increasing multimodal
travel options.
 The review found strong evidence of congestion on I-80 in both directions, and expects
conditions to worsen if unaddressed. The project is exploring creative managed lane policy
solutions to congestion issues, such as bus-on-shoulder alternatives which have been
successfully deployed elsewhere.
 The working group did not think the project would necessarily reduce VMT/capita unless a
managed lanes strategy involving pricing is fully implemented. The working group felt this
facility has great potential for expanding mobility options, and recommended the sponsor
continue to demonstrate a commitment to managed lane strategies.
 The current facility already has bike infrastructure, so the project proposal may not offer as
strong potential for growth in active transportation mobility compared to other applications.
 Eventual construction costs on the facility could exceed $450 million. As there are also
improvement needs on other regional freeway segments, the working group expressed
concerns about the sponsor’s ability to secure sufficient funds for multiple priorities at once.
 The Regional Program only funds projects in the four-county area, so awarded funds may only
be used for improvements located in Yolo and Sacramento Counties and the project scope
extent must be consistent with the project included in the MTP/SCS
 The working group supported keeping the project moving with a partial award, conditioned on
(1) strong coordination with the local jurisdictions along the corridor, including the City of
Davis, whose application is also recommended for funding towards the I-80/Richards
interchange; (2) fully analyzing alternatives to maximize transit ridership along the corridor;
(3) demonstrating a commitment to pursing a managed lane strategy that involves pricing;
and (4) continuing to engage SACOG in the project’s development.
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Capital SouthEast Connector Joint Powers Authority – D3 Segment of Capital SouthEast Connector
Regional Program

Funding Request:

$7,500,000

Award Recommendation:

$5,000,000

Proposed Project: On White Rock Rd. between Prairie City Rd. and the East Bidwell St. intersection in
Folsom: reconstruct and widen the existing two-lane road to four lanes with a Class I multiuse path.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The purpose of the project is to better connect communities in El Dorado Hills and Folsom
with job centers in Rancho Cordova, reduce congestion along US-50, and improve safety and
circulation in the corridor. The sponsor selected primary performance benefits as (1) reducing
congested VMT per capita, (2) providing long-term economic benefit, and (3) improving safety
and security. The sponsor lists the City of Folsom and Sacramento County as co-applicants.
 The project would connect to a regional jobs center in Rancho Cordova and would support an
area with a high amount of future projected growth.
 The project performance assessment scores were not high, but the application provided
evidence of how the proposed investment would provide safety benefits and reduce
congestion on US-50, a heavily-used parallel facility. The working group found the other
congestion reduction benefits less significant relative to other projects recommended funding.
 The working group discussed the land use protections in the project vicinity and the project’s
alignment with the vision and phasing for this segment of the Connector and planned
developments in the area. The working group, however, was mixed on the timing of the
expected growth because of some evidence that the development is not occurring as fast as
planned. SACOG’s long range plan anticipates near-term development farther north than the
proposed project, and closer to infrastructure along US-50.
 SACOG staff recommends a partial award of $5,000,000 to go towards the completion of the
proposed project.
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City of Citrus Heights – Auburn Boulevard Complete Street -Phase 2
Regional Program

Funding Request:

Community Design

Funding Request:

$4,000,000
$2,700,000

Award Recommendation:

$4,000,000

Proposed Project: On Auburn Blvd. from Orlando Ave. in Roseville to Cherry Glen Ave.: construct
Class II bike lanes, landscape-buffered sidewalks, transit stop improvements, a new gateway traffic
signal/intersection near Whyte Ave, and the closure of left turns from Whyte Avenue.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The project sponsor seeks to create a safe and efficient corridor for all modes and users, and
promote further redevelopment of private properties along Auburn Blvd. The sponsor applied
for funds through both the Regional Program and Community Design. The applications
identified performance outcomes to increase multimodal travel options, provide long-term
economic benefit, and improve safety and security, by helping to establish a gateway on the
north entrance of the corridor, create a more walkable and bikeable environment, and
promote the active development plans of adjacent properities.
 The project sponsor identified the City of Roseville as a project partner. A portion of the
proposed improvements, including the intersection at Whyte Ave. and Auburn Blvd., are
located in Roseville. When constructed, the City of Roseville would be responsible for
maintaining the improvements that fall within its jurisdictional boundaries.
 The Community Design working group noted Phase 1 of the project has led to denser infill
development and improvements to the overall pedestrian experience. However, the
application for Phase 2 lacked as clear a discussion of the tie to the Blueprint principles. Given
the focus on economic development, the group thought the funding strategy for the larger
corridor should draw more on private investment and development fees, and did not
recommend Community Design funding.
 The Regional Program review found that Phase 1 brought new investment and supportive land
uses to the area, and thought that Phase 2 had strong potential to support job acccessibility
and further local development opportunities. The review found the project also has thoughtful
safety design treatments, including countermeasures that were successful in the prior phase.
 The application demonstrated local commitment to the project, including how community
input affected the project design. The working groups recognized the difficulty in transforming
older suburban corridors into more complete streets, and how design solutions differ with
local conditions. However, with travel lane widths and expected volumes and speeds, the
facility may not be as conducive to bicycle and pedestrian travel or changing travel behavior as
in some contexts.
 Since the Regional Program and Community Design only funds projects in the four-county
area, awarded funds may only be used regarding improvements located in Citrus Heights.
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City of Davis – CR 32A Railroad Crossing Relocation PSR-PDS (Yolo County/Davis)
Community Design

Funding Request:

$100,000

Award Recommendation:

$100,000

Proposed Project: The City of Davis and Yolo County will work together to prepare a Project Study
Report-Project Development Support (PSR-PDS) to review alternatives, identify a preferred option,
and develop project scope, environmental issues, and cost estimates for the CR 32A Railroad
Crossing Relocation.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The project applied to the non-competitive category of the Community Design Program.
SACOG finds the project eligible and recommends it for funding.
City of Davis – I-80/Richards Boulevard Interchange Improvement
Regional Program

Funding Request:

$7,770,000

Award Recommendation:

$5,000,000

Proposed Project: At the Interstate-80 (I-80)/Richards Blvd. interchange in Davis: construct a grade
separated Class I pathway under the westbound I-80 onramp, reconfigure the Richards Blvd.
westbound I-80 ramps from a cloverleaf (L-10 configuration) to a tight diamond (L-1 configuration),
signalize the Richards Blvd. exit from westbound I-80, and close the Olive Dr. exit from westbound
I-80.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The purpose of the project is to improve safety, multimodal access, and mobility, relieve
congestion, and accommodate growth in the project area. Identified project performance
benefits are to (1) reduce VMT per capita, (2) improve safety and security, and (3) increase
multimodal travel options.
 The project design considers the area holistically and includes features that improve the
function of the intersections and facility for all modes, while demonstrating potential to
achieve the cited performance outcomes.
 The project would support planned infill growth in the project area, providing improved
access for walking, biking, and transit use. There is existing bicycle infrastructure already
providing a nearby freeway crossing; this project would provide a fully separated pathway.
 Even with the transportation investment, travel to downtown and other destinations further
north of the project area will be constrained by existing infrastructure.
 The engineers’ review raised concerns about the project’s coordination with Caltrans, flagging
a need to better account for state permit and review timing in the project schedule, and a
fuller consideration of how the project aligns with other proposed improvements along I-80.
 SACOG staff recommends a partial award of $5,000,000 to go towards completion of the
proposed project. Funding is recommended contingent on the sponsor coordinating closely
with Caltrans on the Yolo I-80 Managed Lane project.
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City of Elk Grove – Elk Grove Blvd - UPRR Bike-Ped Crossing
Regional Program

Funding Request:
Award Recommendation:

$398,000
$0

Proposed Project: South of the existing Elk Grove Blvd. overcrossing of Union Pacific Railroad
between Four Winds Dr.and Franklin Blvd.: perform environmental phase for a new 0.5-mile Class I
multiuse trail, and intersection modifications, including signal modifications, street light relocation,
and updated signing and striping.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsor’s stated purpose is to connect the facility to a larger system of bicycle routes and
trails, improve accessibility, close a gap in the sidewalk network, and reduce congestion and
greenhouse gas emissions. The application selected the increase multimodal travel, provide
long-term economic benefit, and improve safety and security performance outcomes.
 The application’s use of local survey results was an effective way of showing how local
residents view high auto volumes and lack of supporting infrastructure as a barrier to biking or
walking in the corridor. Likewise, the safety performance outcome section had a solid
discussion of the current barriers to biking.
 However, compared to other applications, the proposal did not demonstrate how the project
fits into a larger vision of the corridor, and how it can leverage or complement other planned
or current investments.
 The proposal had lower project performance assessment scores relative to other projects in a
similar place type.
 The working group found the strongest part of the economy outcome section was increased
accessibility to local schools, but otherwise limited near-term benefits were evident in the
application.
City of Elk Grove – Elk Grove Creek Trail Gap Closure (Laguna Springs Drive to Oneto Park)
Regional Program

Funding Request:

$1,213,000

Award Recommendation:

$1,213,000

Proposed Project: Along the south side of Elk Grove Creek from Laguna Springs Dr. to Oneto Park:
construct a Class 1 multiuse trail. On Laguna Springs Dr. from Elk Grove Blvd. to Laguna Palms Way:
add Class 2 bike lanes.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsor’s purpose is to address key bicycle and pedestrian mobility challenges in the area
by extending the Class I multiuse trail network in Elk Grove, and filling in a gap in the on-street
bikeway network. The sponsor selected the project’s primary performance benefits as (1)
reduce VMT per capita, (2) provide long-term economic benefit, and (3) increase multimodal
travel options.
 The sponsor listed the Cosumnes Community Services District as a project partner. The district
helped identify the project and would jointly manage it with the City.
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 The application evidenced community support for the project, including how the final design
incorporated feedback from local stakeholders.
 Some working group members felt that the project does not offer as high a multimodal
accessibility benefit compared with other applications. Destinations cited by the project
sponsor appear to be largely accessible via a short detour using the current trail on one side of
Elk Grove Creek. Other working group members pointed out that the project adds a trail on
the other side of the creek, which does offer a more direct connection to the park and
proposed Laguna Palms Way Class II bike lanes.
 The project performance assessment tool shows the area currently has low VMT/capita
compared to other suburban environments, and how the MTP/SCS predicts even lower VMT
in the future. The tool suggests the project is a good fit for pairing expected land use changes
with transportation investments.
City of Elk Grove – ITS 5A - Signal and Intersection Modifications
Regional Program

Funding Request:

$802,000

Award Recommendation:

$802,000

Proposed Project: Within the Elk Grove Intelligent Transportation System: connect existing city fiber
copper signal interconnect cable at up to eight intersections, and install new fiber optic
communications lines and communication hubs at two new intersections.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The purpose of the project is to upgrade the current Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) to
handle larger quantities of data, enabling the system to keep operating. The project sponsor
indicated the project’s primary performance benefits are to (1) reduce congested VMT/capita,
(2) provide long-term economic benefit, and (3) improve goods movement.
 The project scope would be a cost-effective approach to systematically address congestion in
the larger area. The project performance assessment score was particularly high on that
outcome.
 The application clearly explains that existing ITS cannot continue operating without the
infrastructure upgrades. The working group expects incremental performance improvements
through the proposed operational improvements.
 For future funding requests, the applicant is encouraged to discuss the cumulative
performance benefits of the five cycles of ITS improvements made by the City of Elk Grove.
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City of Elk Grove – Kammerer Road – Bruceville Road to Big Horn Boulevard
Regional Program

Funding Request:
Award Recommendation:

$6,000,000
$0

Proposed Project: On Kammerer Rd. from Bruceville Rd. to Big Horn Blvd.: construct a lane widening
and divide the existing two lanes to 14 feet, and add Class II bike lanes.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsor’s stated purpose is to improve safety, traffic operations, emergency response
services, and transportation mobility as part of a larger Kammerer Full Build project. The
project sponsor asserted the project’s primary performance benefits are to (1) reduce
congested VMT/capita, (2) improve goods movement, and (3) provide long-term economic
benefit.
 The application’s project performance assessment scores were low for the applicable
indicators in each of the three outcomes selected, compared with other projects
recommended for funding. However, the working group noted that the application
demonstrates how the project could support regional goods movement, as analyzed in a
corridor-specific study.
 The working group found the argument for congestion relief on parallel facilities was not fully
developed. Notably, the application could have benefited from a tighter connection between
the narrative performance outcome section and the material provided in the introduction and
appendix.
 The sponsor has made a significant commitment of funds to advance the project, showing it as
a local priority. The roadway has the potential to provide a missing link in the regional
transportation network by connecting two freeways and providing access to the employment
and commercial development that is anticipated for the Southeast Policy Area.
 Given the timing of projected growth in the project area, the current need and performance
benefits of the project were less compelling compared with other applications.

City of Elk Grove – Laguna Blvd Right Turn Lane to W. Stockton Blvd
Regional Program

Funding Request:

$1,768,000

Award Recommendation:

$1,768,000

Proposed Project: At the intersection of Laguna Blvd. and W. Stockton Blvd.: convert the existing
right turn lane into a westbound vehicle lane, add a new westbound Class II bike lane, a new right
turn lane, and video detection.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsor’s purpose is to address congestion and delays, and improve access to nearby
commercial businesses and major freeways. The application selected the reduce congestion,
provide long-term economic benefit, and improve goods movement performance outcomes.
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 The project performance assessment tool shows congestion on the facility. The application
documents how the sponsor has tried addressing existing backups with ITS improvements,
and why the proposed design is still needed to address recurring congestion. As the area is
expected to grow, delays will likely only increase if unaddressed.
 The application could have been even stronger if the sponsor offered more concrete specifics
on existing congestion and delays, instead of general language about backups.
 The working group expressed concerns that the public outreach cited in the application was
based on complaints received, and encourages the sponsor to complete more public outreach.
 The engineering review had a slight concern on a potential delivery risk stemming from the
required encroachment permit. However, the City has successfully overcome similar delivery
risks previously.
City of Elk Grove – Lewis Stein Road and West Stockton Blvd Pavement Rehab and Modernization
Regional Program

Funding Request:
Award Recommendation:

$2,348,000
$511,000

Proposed Project: On Lewis Stein Rd. from Sheldon Rd. to West Stockton Blvd. and West Stockton
Blvd. from Lewis Stein Rd. to Dunisch Rd.: design and construct the rehabilitation of the roadway
and Class II bike lanes; install crosswalks and replace 34 non-compliant ADA ramps; install
detectable warning surfaces at commercial driveways; and resurface 2,800 feet of Class I multiuse
trail parallel and south of West Stockton Blvd.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The application seeks to replace non-compliant ADA ramps, improve bicycle and pedestrian
connections and visibility, and rehabilitate two roadway sections and an existing pedestrian
and bicycle path. The application selected the reduce VMT/capita, increase multimodal travel
options, and demonstrate state of good repair performance outcomes.
 The application evidences local support for the project, including the Disability Advisory
Committee’s desire to improve walkability along a high use corridor. Likewise, the project
would make an investment in a low-income, high-minority area as identified by SACOG.
 However, the bicycle network is largely already in place. The review does not anticipate the
project would lead to many more cyclists using the facility. The working group sees the
primary benefit from the multimodal outcome is improved walkability.
 The project’s pavement condition index is 78. The application mentioned that the sponsor’s
maintenance list did not originally have this facility planned for maintenance until 2024. As
such, the working group found a less compelling state of good repair need for the facility
compared with other projects in this round.
 SACOG staff recommends a partial award of $511,000 to go towards completion of the
proposed project.
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City of Elk Grove – Old Town Elk Grove Streetscape Project: Phase 2
Community Design

Funding Request:

$4,000,000

Award Recommendation:

$4,000,000

Proposed Project: On Elk Grove Blvd. from west of Derr St. to Waterman Rd.: construct roadway
rehabilitation with buffered Class II bike lanes, landscaped property frontages, sidewalks, crosswalks
with rectangular rapid flashing beacons, enhanced bus shelters, and drainage improvements.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The proposal has supportive design elements: buffered bike lanes, increased right of way, and
improved bus shelters and transit access. Low-impact development and landscaped medians
are useful additions in helping to create a sense of place.
 The project would build off of a successful first phase and help activate a larger corridor.
 The working group felt the application did not fully address some questions in the presubmittal letter or how the project supports the various Blueprint principles. However, the
overall application was strong and the improvements are likely to be a catalyst for infill
development.
 The proposed phase has much more low-density development compared to the first phase.
However, the project sponsor demonstrated through the engineering review how the project
could help realize the proposed mixed-use, higher density development sought on the
corridor.
City of Elk Grove – Replacement Purchase of Seven 40’ CNG Buses
Regional Program

Funding Request:
Award Recommendation:

$3,718,000
$0

Proposed Project: Purchase seven new 40-foot compressed natural gas (CNG) buses to replace buses
in the e-Tran fleet.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The purpose of the project is to help Elk Grove Transit maintain its fleet in a state of good
repair. The applicant selected the reduce VMT/capita, increase multimodal travel options, and
maintain state of good repair performance outcomes.
 The application provided good data and narrative showing how the service is currently used,
and how the combination of local routes, connections to other transit, and commuter service
to job centers helps reduce regional VMT.
 Transit Asset Management (TAM) data and application materials demonstrated a
maintenance need, including CNG tank expirations that would eventually take buses out of
service. However, other transit maintenance requests for funding in this cycle had higher
current TAM indicators.
 The Working Group disussed the difficultly in achieving cost-effective transit service in lower
density areas. With transit ridership decreasing across the region and for the operator, the
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working group was concerned about the effectiveness of transit investments without further
understanding of the effect of recent service changes on system performance and the
implications for transit fleet needs.

City of Folsom – Mixed Use Overlay Zoning
Community Design

Funding Request:

$100,000

Award Recommendation:

$100,000

Proposed Project: The project would implement the Folsom 2035 General Plan Mixed Use Policies to
establish zoning for a broader range of allowed uses and corresponding development standards for
compact, integrated development applicable to the East Bidwell Corridor, and expedite
modifications to the Zoning Code Text/Map in advance of the comprehensive Zoning Code update.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The project applied to the non-competitive category of the Community Design Program.
SACOG finds the project eligible and recommends it for funding.
City of Folsom – Oak Avenue Parkway
Regional Program

Funding Request:
Award Recommendation:

$717,000
$0

Proposed Project: On Oak Ave. from Folsom-Auburn Rd. to southeast of American River Canyon:
perform environmental phase to widen from two lanes to four lanes, add Class II bike lanes,
bioswales, and a Class I multiuse trail on one side of the roadway. On Oak Ave. from Folsom-Auburn
Rd. to the southeastern terminus of Oak Avenue Parkway: rehabilitate the roadway and Class II bike
lanes, add a Class I multiuse trail and bioswales on one side of the roadway, and operations
improvements at Oak Ave. and Folsom-Auburn Rd.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsor’s stated purpose is to mitigate congestion on Oak Ave. and provide greater active
transportation connectivity to the trail network in Folsom. The sponsor selected as the
project’s primary performance benefits the (1) reduce congested VMT/capita, (2) increase
multimodal travel options, and (3) maintain a state of good repair outcomes.
 The project did not score high on any of the three project performance assessment outcomes
selected by the applicant.
 The project application’s scope and performance section lacked information about proposed
operational improvements that could contribute to a reduction in congestion on the corridor.
 The project did not demonstrate an immediate state of good repair need for the full project
length.
 The active transportation portions of the proposed project were responsive to public input
and would build on the existing trail network in Folsom.
 The working group expressed concerns that the project design might not be fully appropriate
to address the need described by the sponsor.
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City of Galt – C and Civic Enhancements
Regional Program

Funding Request:

Community Design

Funding Request

$4,947,000
$2,500,000

Award Recommendation:

$2,500,000

Proposed Project: On C St. between Civic Dr. and Sixth St.: design and construct road rehabilitation
with new class IV separated bikeways with landscaped separation and a center median. On Civic Dr.
between C St. and Caroline Ave: design and construct road rehabilitation with new Class IV
separated bikeway. On Chabolla Ave., Caroline Ave., and Meladee Ln: design and construct roadway
rehabilitation with Class II bike lanes on Caroline Ave. and Chabolla Ave., and Class III bike routes on
Meladee Ln. Install sidewalk infill, pedestrian scale lighting, nine flashing pedestrian beacons,
benches, bike racks and lockers, and wayfinding signage.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsor’s identified purpose is to increase economic activity in the area, improve bike and
pedestrian connectivity to Downtown Galt, increase safety of all users of these roadways, and
facilitate and encourage mixed-use redevelopment. The project applied to both the Regional
Program and Community Design. For the Regional Program, the sponsor selected the increase
multimodal travel, provide long-term economic benefit, and improve safety and security
performance outcomes.
 The Community Design working group recommending funding, finding the project would
better connect both sides of Highway 99, revitalize a commercial core, and invest in an
environmental justice community.
 The Regional Program working group found the proposed C Street segment of the project to
have the highest performance benefits, but that the application was less clear about the
proposed Class II and Class III treatments for the Civic Center and Carolina Avenue segments
of the proposal.
 The working group noted the project could support local economic development and help
activate more investment in the downtown area. The local area has a high unemployment
rate, but has seen some resurgence in smart growth investments. However, the group noted
there are still many large parking lots in the project area, so without land use changes the
proposed transportation investments may not be as effective in making the area more
pedestrian-friendly.

City of Isleton – Land Use and Growth Analysis Project
Community Design

Funding Request:

$100,000

Award Recommendation:

$100,000

Proposed Project: The project would update the city’s GIS database and base map for development
of the General Plan as well as a revised land use map that will include analysis of potential updates
to goals and policies of the existing General Plan.
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Summary of Application Review Comments
 The project applied to the non-competitive category of the Community Design Program.
SACOG finds the project eligible and recommends it for funding.
City of Live Oak – Live Oak Housing Element Update and Community Visioning Plan
Community Design

Funding Request:

$100,000

Award Recommendation:

$100,000

Proposed Project: The project would complete the city’s upcoming Housing Element Update and
contribute towards the completion of the city’s Visioning Plan.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The project applied to the non-competitive category of the Community Design Program.
SACOG finds the project eligible and recommends it for funding.
City of Marysville – Gavin and Veterans Park Modernization Project
Community Design

Funding Request:

$100,000

Award Recommendation:

$100,000

Proposed Project: The project would modernize and upgrade two parks within the community by
improving pedestrian circulation and bicycle linkages, including construction of park modernization
elements at Gavin Park and Veterans Park. The $100,000 funding would be split evenly between
both parks.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The project applied to the non-competitive category of the Community Design Program.
SACOG finds the project eligible and recommends it for funding.
City of Rancho Cordova – Mather Field Complete Streets Project
Community Design

Funding Request:
Award Recommendation:

$2,000,000
$0

Proposed Project: On Mather Field Rd. between Folsom Blvd. and International Dr.: design and
construct pavement rehabilitation with six-foot Class II bike lanes, high-visibility crosswalks, and
transit access improvements. On Mather Field Rd. between Folsom Blvd. and International Dr.:
design and construct pavement rehabilitation with six-foot Class II bike lanes, high-visibility
crosswalks, and transit access improvements.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The project aim is to convert this segment of Mather Field Rd. into a complete street.
 The application does a good job discussing connectivity, and how the project could better tie
together the American River bike trail, transit, the Los Rios satellite campus, and Mather Field.
The working group found this connectivity a strong characteristic of the overall project.
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 The city is offering a very significant match of $1.28 million for a request of $2 million. The
project covers a long physical distance and provides value for the requested funding amount.
 The primary concern of the working group was that even with the proposed improvements,
the project may not be as successful in encouraging more bicycling except for the most
confident cyclists as it is a high traffic, high volume area.
 The working group found the application focused less on Blueprint principles and
placemaking. As such, the group found the project does not align as well with Community
Design criteria as other projects focused on community development and how transportation
investments can foster supportive land use change.

City of Rancho Cordova – Sunrise Blvd Street Rehabilitation and Active Transportation Project ‐
Folsom Boulevard to Folsom South Canal
Regional Program
Funding Request:
$2,500,000
Award Recommendation:

$2,500,000

Proposed Project: On Sunrise Blvd. from Folsom South Canal to Folsom Blvd.: rehabilitate the
roadway, add pedestrian crossing treatments, rehabilitate and extend the center median curbs and
landscaping, convert the sidewalk on the east side to a Class I multiuse trail from Citrus Rd. to
Folsom South Canal, and add a Class IV separated bikeway from Citrus Rd. to Folsom Blvd. On
Sunrise Blvd. from Folsom South Canal to Folsom Blvd.: rehabilitate the roadway, add pedestrian
crossing treatments, rehabilitate and extend the center median curbs and landscaping, convert the
sidewalk on the east side to a Class I multiuse trail from Citrus Rd. to Folsom South Canal, and add a
Class IV separated bikeway from Citrus Rd. to Folsom Blvd.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsor’s described purpose is to benefit pedestrian and bicyclist mobility and safety,
improve street pavement for vehicular traffic, and provide safe travel for all users of the
facility. The application focused on the increase multimodal travel options, improve safety and
security, and demonstrate state of good repair performance outcomes.
 The project is strong on the state of good repair outcome: the application demonstrated a
clear maintenance need on a high volume, regionally-serving arterial.
 The proposal includes a multimodal treatment that creates a separated active transportation
network connecting to regional trails, employment opportunities, and providing first/last mile
transit accessibility to the Sunrise light rail station. The working group noted the proposed
connectivity will serve the local area well as it continues to grow.
 The project’s multimodal benefits appear stronger for bicyclists compared with pedestrians, as
the streets are still wide and not as walk-friendly.
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City of Rancho Cordova – White Rock Road Safety and Congestion Relief ‐ Luyung Drive to 0.5 miles
east of the future Rancho Cordova Parkway
Regional Program
Funding Request:
$5,000,000
Award Recommendation:

$2,000,000

Proposed Project: On White Rock Rd. between Luyung Dr. and 0.5 miles east of the future
intersection with Rancho Cordova Parkway: widen from two lanes to four lanes with a center divide,
add class II bike lanes, a landscaped median, and ITS improvements, and add a new traffic signal at
Luyung Dr.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The applicant’s identified purpose is to improve overall mobility, strengthen connectivity, spur
economic development, and improve the overall safety for all modes of travel. The sponsor
selected the reduce congestion, increase multimodal travel options, and provide long-term
economic benefit performance outcomes.
 The application lays out an ultimate vision of a regional-serving facility connecting a major job
center with existing communities and high growth areas.
 The timing of corresponding development was a primary issue discussed by the working
group. The review found the project’s strongest performance benefits to be longer-term, but
noted that targeted investments could help activate the project area in the nearer term.
 The working group did not see the scoped project as having as strong multimodal benefits as
other project applications addressing that outcome. In the case of this project, the project
performance assessment score was low because distances to activity generators are long and
parcels are large.
 SACOG staff recommends a partial award of $2,000,000 to go towards completion of the
proposed project.

City of Rancho Cordova – Zinfandel Drive Bicycle and Pedestrian Crossing
Regional Program

Funding Request:

$3,377,000

Award Recommendation:

$3,377,000

Proposed Project: On Zinfandel Dr. from White Rock Rd. to Folsom Blvd.: design a grade-separated
Class I multiuse path adjacent to the Zinfandel crossing of US-50 from White Rock Rd. that would
cross under Gold Center Dr. and the US-50 eastbound onramp and westbound offramp. Design a
two-stage left-turn at the Zinfandel Dr./Olson Dr.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The purpose of the project is to improve pedestrian and bicycle access on Zinfandel across US50, and increase connections to employment centers, shopping, housing, and transit in
support of revitalization efforts. The project sponsor identified the project’s primary
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performance benefits as (1) increase multimodal travel options, (2) provide long-term
economic benefit, and (3) reduce regional VMT/capita.
The working group noted the proposed project is similar to the bike/ped crossing recently
completed at Watt Avenue across US-50.
This project would work to address an existing barrier between areas of Rancho Cordova
north and south of US-50 for biking and walking, and improve first mile/last mile access to the
Zinfandel light rail station.
The review found the project connects major employment areas centers on both sides of the
freeway. The MTP/SCS anticipates major redevelopment and infill growth in the area and the
need for corresponding transportation investments. However, as the project development
efforts move forward, the working group wants to see more near-term evidence of supportive
land uses as a complement to the proposed transportation investment.
The proposed project would address a major connectivity barrier on Zinfandel, but others
remain, especially south of the project area. The working group were concerned about the
sponsor’s ability to find funding for full construction, estimated at $19 million, which will likely
exceed SACOG’s regional funding capabilities. The group also discussed the potential of
improving active transportation access on the approaching roadways before pursuing a
costlier corridor access improvement. Finally, the working group sought clarification on the
relationship between this project and the Zinfandel Complex project, which received a funding
award in the 2015 regional round and included bike and pedestrian improvements on the
existing freeway crossing.

City of Sacramento – 14th Avenue Extension
Regional Program

Funding Request:
Award Recommendation:

$5,253,000
$0

Proposed Project: On 14th Ave. between Power Inn Rd. and Florin‐Perkins Rd.: construct a 0.5-mile
roadway extension and, for the whole project length, new Class II bike lanes, vertical curb and
gutter, sidewalks, planters, and street lights; install a new traffic signal at Florin-Perkins Rd. and
modify the existing traffic signal at Power Inn Rd.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsor’s stated purpose is to create a transportation grid network serving a major
industrial business district, relieve traffic congestion in the surrounding area, provide new
facilities for active mode users and access to Granite Regional Park, and open the area to
future development. The sponsor anticipates a second phase to widen the roadway and
complete median, curb, and sidewalk treatments. The applicant selected the reduce
VMT/capita, reduce congestion, and increase multimodal travel options performance
outcomes.
 The project did not score highly on the project performance assessment outcomes selected.
 The project potentially serves a disadvantaged community, as 98 percent of residents within
the larger vicinity of the project fall within SACOG’s low-income, high-minority definition.
However, the review found households primarily to the west of the project, and the
application did not make clear their destinations for using the proposed improvements.
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 Much of the application’s introductory material focused on redevelopment potential for the
industrial area and broader vicinity, yet the application did not speak to the economy
outcome. The working group could not evaluate a project on an outcome not chosen by the
sponsor.
 While the project includes multimodal treatments for a low VMT area, the project
performance assessment’s multimodal score was low and the working group did not think that
the proposed facilities would be heavily used by bicyclists and pedestrians given its location in
an industrial area.
 The application provides less evidence of current congestion need. Instead the performance
benefit appears contingent on potential future growth, so does not have the same level of
near-term performance benefit on the congestion outcome as other projects with funding
requests.
 The engineers review raised some delivery risk around the utility relocation.
City of Sacramento – Capitol Mall Revitalization Project
Community Design
rd

Funding Request:

$500,000

Award Recommendation:

$500,000

th

Proposed Project: On Capitol Mall between 3 St. and 9 St.: design improvements to the public
space. The ultimate improvements may include a reduction of travel lanes from four to two
between 5th St. and 9th St., the realignment of travel lanes to the center of the roadway, and
expansion of the pedestrian zone on each side of the street.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The project has strong placemaking potential and could serve as a high visibility gateway into
the city and the region. The central city does not have a lot of public plaza space, and
downtown Sacramento is an underutilized asset, especially in off hours. The project would
help address these issues, as well as support a potential tie to the Streetcar at 3rd Street.
 While the review found this potential for placemaking, the working group saw significant
further land use changes as less likely given current buildings and zoning for the area.
 The working group believes more outreach and involvement needs to be done on project
design, including further consideration of the traffic impact of eliminating two travel lanes, as
well as of solutions considering the existing design.
 The projected construction cost for this project is expected to be $16 million. The working
group thought a Community Design grant would help the project get started, but that funding
for the ultimate construction elements should be more broad-based, including drawing on
funding from the State of California, and private interests including property owners along the
corridor.
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City of Sacramento – Del Rio Trail
Regional Program

Funding Request:
Award Recommendation:

$10,890,000
$6,000,000

Proposed Project: On the abandoned railway corridor west of Freeport Blvd. from south of
Meadowview Rd./Pocket Rd. to the Sacramento River Parkway north of Sutterville Rd.: construct
4.5-miles of Class I multiuse trail and, where feasible, a five to six-foot walking trail, and construct
intersection signals or crossing enhancements at each location where the Class I intersects a
vehicular roadway.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The applicant’s described purpose for the project is to create north/south connectivity in
the City of Sacramento’s off-street bike network, and increase bike ridership, safety, and
equitable investment in bikeway infrastructure. The sponsor selected the reduce
VMT/capita, increase multimodal travel options, and improve safety and security
performance outcomes.
 The working group identified the project as a compelling example of adaptive reuse of an
old rail corridor that can be a unique regional opportunity.
 The application made a strong case on the safety performance outcome.
 The working group found the highest multimodal performance benefit will likely be for
recreational use and transportation uses may be less robust, with the highest potential on
the southern portion of the corridor. Because the project goes through stable
neighborhoods where distances to activity generators are longer, the project performance
assessment tool and review did not find the project would result in large VMT reductions or
mode shifts.
 However, there are limited north-south options currently for cyclists to access downtown
Sacramento, and the project provides regional trail connectivity both north to downtown
and the American River Trail, and south to Elk Grove.
 The working group discussed the transportation network in the Meadowview neighborhood,
which lacks many safe or comfortable active transportation options. The working group
viewed the improved accessibility in Meadowview as a cornerstone of the project’s ultimate
performance benefits.
 The project demonstrates performance benefits but also has substantial costs. The
engineers review raised some concern on project deliverability and timeline, but recognized
the City’s success at solving similar issues in the past. The working group was concerned
about the strategy of making one large request to a single funding program, suggesting the
sponsor broadly seek other potential funding sources.
 SACOG staff recommends a partial award of $6,000,000 to go towards completion of the
proposed project.
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City of Sacramento – Franklin Boulevard Complete Streets Project
Community Design

Funding Request:

$3,500,000

Award Recommendation:

$3,500,000

th

Proposed Project: On Franklin Blvd. from 19 Ave. to Sutterville Rd.: design and construct a road
diet (reduction from four lanes to three, including a two-way left-turn lane) with Class IV separated
bikeways, curb, gutter, sidewalk, pedestrian-scale lighting, landscaping, and on-street parking where
appropriate.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The application clearly demonstrated the need for improvements along the corridor, and how
the proposed design elements were an effective solution. The application gave great attention
to design, including even small details on elements such as tree grates, trash cans, etc. The
working group found the proposal an excellent example of context sensitive design. The road
diet shows commitment to making a multimodal corridor, and the project would support a
mixed-use area of residential, commericila, and civic amenities.
 The application demonstrated a clear commitment to outreach that was truly community
driven. A great deal of time has been put into the project and it is ready to be delivered.
 The application includes detailed letters from local businesses near the proposed investments,
which evidence not only local support for the project, but how the investment can help
incubate further business activity and land use change.
 There is some question on how well the road diet would support expected traffic volumes,
especially if Highway 99 has a backup.
City of Sacramento – North 16th Streetscape Project - Design
Community Design

Funding Request:
Award Recommendation:

$500,000
$0

Proposted Project: On North 16th St. from H St. to Richards Blvd.: design curb, gutter, sidewalk,
landscaping, pedestrian-scale lighting, and pedestrian tunnel access improvements at the Union
Pacific Railroad underpass.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The application made a compelling case for the need for active transporation investments in
the project area. The pedestrian tunnel is unsafe, unsanitary, and creates a bottleneck.
 The critical segment of this project is the railroad tunnel, yet working group members pointed
out that the application did not evidence success in engaging the railroad. Without Union
Pacific’s agreement it would be impossible to implement effective design treatments.
 While recognizing the constraints in the area, the working group found the proposal lacking in
design specifics and did not see a promising near-term solution.
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City of Sacramento – Traffic Signal Safety
Regional Program

Funding Request:

$3,983,000

Award Recommendation:

$3,983,000

Proposed Project: Install traffic signals at nine locations in the city.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The stated purpose of the project is to develop an efficient multimodal transportation
network with connections to community services, transit stops, housing, and jobs. The project
sponsor chose the project’s primary performance benefits as (1) increase multimodal travel
options, (2) improve safety and security, and (3) reduce regional VMT/capita.
 The project had relatively high project performance assessment scores on the outcomes
selected by the applicant.
 The project sponsor applied a data-driven approach to select the nine proposed intersections,
including the City’s Vision Zero planning effort. Detailed maps documenting conditions at each
intersection and distances to activity generators were valuable for the review.
 The majority of the proposed signals are located in disadvantaged communities that are also
disproportionately impacted by higher-speed, higher-volume arterials and collectors.
 The project includes several different locations for traffic signals, yet the estimate provides a
flat “per unit” cost for each signal. The engineer’s review raised concern that unforeseen
complications might arise with the diverse array of signal locations, which could impact the
deliverability of the project as described.

City of Sacramento and City of West Sacramento – I Street Bridge Replacement
Regional Program

Funding Request:
Award Recommendation:

$22,437,000
$7,000,000

Proposed Project: Across the Sacramento River between Railyards Boulevard in Sacramento and C
Street in West Sacramento: construct a new two-lane bridge with Class II buffered bike lanes and
sidewalks, with a 330‐foot long vertical lift movable center.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The applicants seek to replace a functionally obsolete bridge with a multimodal bridge that
will support redevelopment efforts in the Railyards and River District in Sacramento and the
Washington District in West Sacramento. The project sponsors identified the project’s primary
performance benefits as (1) increasing multimodal travel options, (2) providing long-term
economic benefit, and (3) demonstrating state of good repair benefits.
 The working group believes the project demonstrates significant potential for achieving the
three performance outcomes, with the project design activating the land use potential and
offering important connectivity to emerging development on both sides of the Sacramento
River.
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 The total funding request is inconsistent with the Regional Program Framework’s
consideration for “small and medium sized projects” in requesting almost 25 percent of the
estimated available funding in the Regional Program. Because of this, a partial funding award
is recommended.

City of Sacramento and Sacramento Regional Transit District – R Street and 29th/30th Street
Signalization
Regional Program

Funding Request:
Award Recommendation:

$1,364,000
$0

Proposed Project: On R St. at the intersection with 29th St. and the intersection with 30th St.: install
new traffic signals.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The applicants’ purpose for the project is to provide safe and convenient connections
between the 29th Street light rail station and surrounding medical services, employment
centers, social services, and grocery shopping. The sponsor chose the increase multimodal
travel options, improve safety and security, and demonstrate state of good repair benefits
performance outcomes.
 The sponsor demonstrated potential for improving safety along the corridor, especially for
vulnerable users.
 The project evolved from a grassroots effort involving community partners and has local
support.
 The project performance assessment score for state of good repair benefit was particularly
low and the working group did not find significant potential for system maintenance benefits
as a result of the proposed investment.
 The project is located in an area with high rates of multimodal activity. However, the working
group noted the existing nearby crossings, low volume of traffic at the proposed signal
locations, and relatively high cost of the project for a limited area of improvement.

City of West Sacramento – Washington District Gateway
Community Design

Funding Request:

$2,300,000

Award Recommendation:

$2,300,000

Proposed Project: On the west side of the Sacramento River from the Broderick boat ramp to the I
St. Bridge: construct a Class I multiuse trail, with Class I trail spurs north of D St./the railroad tracks
from the riverwalk trail to 3rd St., and south of the railroad tracks to the existing Riverwalk trail
terminus on E St, including gated bicycle and pedestrian rail crossings. On C St. between 4th St. and
3rd St., and on 3rd St. between C St. and D St.: construct streetscape improvements and a mid-block
crossing on 3rd St. between D St. and E St.
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Summary of Application Review Comments
 The application made a strong case for how the proposed project leverages other recentlymade investments to help foster redevelopment and better create a sense of place. The
proposal is a shovel-ready phase of a larger regional effort to better connect both sides of the
river.
 The city has secured other funding and is providing a 37% match for this request,
demonstrating a high level of local commitment.
 The working group discussed how effective the active transportation elements of the project
would be in activating the underdeveloped parcels southwest of the gateway site. The group
found the application clearly made the connection to how the project would support the
Blueprint principles.
 The working group raised concerns on whether the project’s timeframe is feasible, given the
need for permitting from flood agencies, the Army Corps of Engineers, and the railroad. The
letter of support from the railroad helped assuage some of this concern.

City of West Sacramento – West Capitol Avenue Road Rehabilitation and Safety Enhancement
Regional Program

Funding Request:

$4,844,000

Award Recommendation:

$2,000,000

Proposed Project: The project sponsor offered two project versions for consideration.
 On West Capitol Ave. between Enterprise Blvd. and Harbor Blvd.: construct rehabilitation of
five lanes of roadway, with sidewalk infill, drainage improvements, signal modifications,
lighting, crosswalks, and buffered Class II bike lanes.
 On West Capitol Ave. between Enterprise Blvd. and Harbor Blvd.: construct roadway
rehabilitation with sidewalk infill, drainage improvements, signal modifications, lighting, and
crosswalks, but reduce traffic lanes to three from east of the westbound US-50 offramp to
west of Northport Dr., install a two-way Class IV separated bikeway on the north side of
West Capitol Ave. and a buffered Class II bike lane on the south side, and install Class II
buffered bike lanes from west of Northport Dr. to Enterprise Blvd.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsor’s stated purpose is to correct the deficiencies of the roadway and address the
diverse needs of the users, from heavy truck traffic to bicycle commuters and pedestrians. The
project sponsor identified that the project’s primary performance benefits are to (1) increase
multimodal travel options, (2) improve goods movement, and (3) reduce regional VMT/capita.
 The application discussed the benefits of making the active transportation improvements
leading into the planned redevelopment of the project area, although the land use changes
are not anticipated for several years.
 The working group noted many jobs located along the project corridor, and that the
improvements could strengthen multimodal commuter access within the city and beyond.
 The sponsor discussed freight-related activity on a parallel roadway but did not fully connect
how the proposed project improvements would support the goods movement performance
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outcome. The application also reused the same information across several paragraphs in the
freight section.
 The working group recognized the project goal of balancing freight, auto, and active needs,
but was uncertain that the proposed project design would fully eliminate conflicts across
modes.
 A partial award of $2,000,000 is recommended to be available for Phase 1 or Phase 2 of the
project.

City of Wheatland – City of Wheatland Business Park Feasibility Study
Community Design

Funding Request:

$100,000

Award Recommendation:

$100,000

Proposed Project: Complete a study to identify a preferred Business Park site, analyze feasibility, and
determine the action steps required in assembling a consolidated planning area with appropriate
infrastructure.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The project applied to the non-competitive category of the Community Design Program.
SACOG finds the project eligible and recommends it for funding.

City of Winters – General Plan Refresh and Sustainability Element
Community Design

Funding Request:

$100,000

Award Recommendation:

$100,000

Proposed Project: Udate the city’s General Plan elements to reflect key planning goals for
transportation (complete streets, bike/pedestrian master plans, design), the climate action plan,
economic development, housing, community design, and public facilities. Adoption of a new
Sustainability Element would reflect policies aimed at addressing EARTH: Environmental justice, Air
quality, Recycling and conservation, Transportation, and Housing.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The project applied to the non-competitive category of the Community Design Program.
SACOG finds the project eligible and recommends it for funding.
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City of Woodland – City of Woodland’s Sidewalk / Driveway Improvement Project
Community Design

Funding Request:

$100,000

Award Recommendation:

$100,000

Proposed Project: On West Main between West Street and Country Road 98: install sidewalks and
driveways that will provide Complete Streets improvements to enhance the safety of pedestrians
and drivers in this corridor.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The project applied to the non-competitive category of the Community Design Program.
SACOG finds the project eligible and recommends it for funding.
City of Woodland – Gibson Road Bicycle/Pedestrian Mobility
Regional Program

Funding Request:

$3,933,000

Award Recommendation:

$3,933,000

Proposed Project: On Gibson Rd. from East St. to West St.: construct road rehabilitation with Class II
buffered bike lanes, modify traffic signals and curb ramps.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsor’s purpose is to improve an existing corridor as a complete street that adequately
provides for all existing and future users. The application selected the increase multimodal
travel options, improve safety and security, and demonstrate state of good repair
performance outcomes.
 The application demonstrated a strong commitment to community outreach and local support
for the project.
 The working group found the project would lead to multimodal benefits along the corridor,
including enhanced connectivity to local elementary schools. However, engineers had some
design questions on the purpose of the 12-foot bike lane.
 The project did not score as well on state of good repair benefits, as pavement conditions are
decent relative to regional need.
 For the safety performance outcome, the application provides solid safety countermeasures,
for an overall higher safety score. However, some reviewers thought the benefits from the
buffered bike lanes would be lessened without the removal of on-street parking, especially
near intersections.
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City of Yuba City – Harter Parkway and Sutter Bike Path Gap Closure
Regional Program

Funding Request:

$1,984,000

Award Recommendation:

$1,984,000

Proposed Project: Construct a Class IV separated bikeway on Jefferson Rd. from Hooper Rd. to Ruth
Ave; construct a Class I multiuse path along Harter Parkway from Butte House Rd. to State Route 20;
construct Class II bike lanes on Harter Parkway from State Route 20 to Spirit Way; add/retrofit five
pedestrian ramps; and add wayfinding signage.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The project’s purpose is to provide new, direct active transportation access between the
Tierra Buena neighborhood and four local schools: Tierra Buena Elementary, River Valley High
School, Feather River Academy, and Faith Christian School. The project sponsor identified the
primary performance benefits as (1) reducing VMT/capita, (2) providing long-term economic
benefit, and (3) increasing multimodal travel options.
 The information in the application supported high scores from the working group for each of
the three performance outcomes selected by the applicant.
 The proposed project extends the existing 4.6-mile Sutter Bike Path into Yuba City, and
connects to a park that is under construction.
 The application clearly discussed the project’s performance benefits in reducing VMT,
increasing multimodal accessibility, and increasing local business activity through enhanced
infrastructure. The proposed project provides a direct, low-stress active transportation route
to a shopping center that also serves as a large employment center for the city, with amenities
such as groceries, a hardware store, and dining opportunities.
 The working group discussed how the active transportation investments seemed geared more
towards cyclists than pedestrians.
City of Yuba City – Highway 20 Revitalization Corridor Enhancement
Community Design

Funding Request:

$100,000

Award Recommendation:

$100,000

Proposed Project: Along the Highway 20 transportation corridor from State Route 99 to the 10th
Street Bridge: construct corridor enhancements in accordance with the City's Highway 20 Better
Street Design Guide, the Highway 20 Gateway & Streetscape Master Plan, and Caltrans’
requirements for work within their right-of-way.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The project applied to the non-competitive category of the Community Design Program.
SACOG finds the project eligible and recommends it for funding.
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Paratransit Inc. – Moving Youth to Jobs
Regional Program

Funding Request:
Award Recommendation:

$2,000,000
$0

Proposed Project: Within the six-county SACOG region: collaborate on outreach, provide
transportation services such as a Youth to Jobs program and travel training, and support bike share
and vanpool services.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The applicant’s stated purpose is to provide mobility options in communities where students
and young adults face transportation barriers to seeking and retaining gainful employment.
The project sponsor selected the project’s primary performance benefits as (1) increase
multimodal travel options, (2) provide long-term economic benefit, and (3) reduce regional
VMT/capita.
 The concept is supportive of long-term economic strategies being discussed at the local and
regional levels. However, the application did not include a clear scope or specifics for
implementing services that would achieve the cited performance outcomes. The project
scored low on all three project performance assessment outcomes selected.
 The working group was not clear how the project would effectively use the funding to achieve
a transportation benefit.
 The application included potential investments in Placer County, which are not eligible for
project funding as part of the four-county Regional Program.

Sacramento County – Arden Way Complete Streets: Phase 1
Community Design

Funding Request:

$4,000,000

Award Recommendation:

$1,000,000

Proposed Project: On Arden Way from Howe Blvd. to Watt Ave.: design roadway rehabilitation with
separated sidewalks, landscaping, buffered Class II bike lanes, traffic signal modifications, crossing
enhancements, bus turnouts, channelized landscaped medians, and street lighting. On Arden Way
from Watt Ave. to Morse Ave.: construct separated sidewalks, buffered Class II bike lanes, traffic
signal modifications, crossing enhancements, bus turnouts, channelized landscaped medians, and
street lighting.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The application clearly demonstrates local need and how the corridor could benefit from
improvements. The working group fully supported the project goal of transforming an autooriented facility into a walkable, mixed-use corridor, noting how suburban commercial
corridors are a major part of the region and the need to figure out effective solutions given
the changing retail environment.
 The applicant is offering a sizable match, evidencing local commitment.
27

Attachment B

 The working group was not fully convinced that the transportation investment would lead to
land use change by itself. The big picture vision developed in conjuction with Smart Growth
America is valuable, but additional planning and engagement with property owners along the
corridor will be important.
 The working group felt the project isn’t ready for construction from a timeline perspective and
that the sponsor needs to do more outreach upfront and build toward greater specificity for
the engineering and construction phase.
 SACOG staff recommends a partial award of $1,000,000 to go towards project development.

Sacramento County – Complete Streets Rehabilitation El Camino Avenue - Mission Avenue to
Garfield Avenue
Regional Program
Funding Request:
$2,295,000
Award Recommendation:

$2,295,000

Proposed Project: On El Camino Ave. from 300 feet east of Mission Ave. to 300 feet west of Garfield
Ave.: construct road rehabilitation, Class II bike lanes, pedestrian ramps, sidewalk infill and repairs,
and traffic signal upgrades such as video detection cameras with bicycle detection.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsor’s stated purpose is to bring this facility segment into a state of good repair and
provide a complete street corridor to enhance and encourage all modes of transportation. The
applicant selected the increase multimodal travel options, improve safety and security, and
demonstrate state of good repair performance outcomes.
 The project has a clear maintenance need: the application provided concrete evidence of poor
pavement conditions on a well-used corridor.
 The application also makes a strong case for safety performance. The facility has had a high
collision rate, and the safety section of the application speaks to the causes of the prior
collisions and the countermeasures proposed by the project.
 The project uses a notable portion of its budget towards sidewalk improvements,
demonstrating a commitment to improving the pedestrian environment. The project also
serves a local school and is served by transit.
 The application used much of the same information as other projects submitted by the
sponsor, and had some inconsistencies between the project performance assessment table
and the data cited in the application.
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Sacramento County – Complete Streets Rehabilitation Hazel Avenue - Pershing Avenue to Greenback
Lane
Regional Program
Funding Request:
$1,666,000
Award Recommendation:

$0

Proposed Project: On Hazel Ave. from Pershing Ave. to Greenback Ln.: construct roadway
rehabilitation, Class II buffered bike lanes, sidewalk infill on the east side of the road, sidewalk
repairs and pedestrian ramps, and traffic signal upgrades such as video detection cameras with
bicycle detection.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsor’s purpose is to bring Hazel Ave. to a state of good repair. The sponsor identified
the project’s primary performance benefits as (1) demonstrating state of good repair benefits,
(2) improving safety and security, and (3) increasing multimodal travel options.
 The project scored low on two of the three project performance outcomes selected. Only on
the maintenance outcome did the project score high. The application demonstrated a
significant maintenance need on this region-serving facility.
 The extent of complete streets improvements was vague in the application, as was the
discussion of causes of documented crashes. Without more specific information, the working
group struggled to determine if the proposed project would achieve the claimed performance
benefits.
Sacramento County – Complete Streets Rehabilitation Kenneth Avenue – Central Avenue to Elm
Avenue
Regional Program
Funding Request:
$1,012,000
Award Recommendation:

$0

Proposed Project: On Kenneth Ave. from Central Ave. to Elm Ave.: construct roadway rehabilitation,
Class II buffered bike lanes, pedestrian ramps, and repair sidewalks.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsor’s primary purpose is to bring Kenneth Ave. to a state of good repair. The sponsor
selected the demonstrate state of good repair benefits, improve safety and security, and
increase multimodal travel options project performance outcomes.
 The project scored low on two of the three project performance outcomes selected by the
applicant. Only on the maintenance outcome did the project score high. The current state of
the roadway demonstrated a strong need for rehabilitation to benefit people driving and
biking.
 The project sponsor did not provide design specifics on the proposed active transportation
improvements, the causes of crashes on the facility, or destinations for pedestrians and
cyclists using the facility. Without that information, the working group were not able to
identify whether the project would achieve the reported performance benefits.
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Sacramento County – Complete Streets Rehabilitation Marconi Avenue - Eastern Avenue to Walnut
Avenue
Regional Program
Funding Request:
$2,505,000
Award Recommendation:

$0

Proposed Project: On Marconi Ave. from Eastern Ave. to Walnut Ave.: construct roadway
rehabilitation, Class II bike lanes, pedestrian ramps and sidewalk repairs, sidewalk infill, and traffic
signal upgrades.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsor’s identified purpose is to bring this segment into a state of good repair and
provide a complete street corridor to enhance and encourage all modes of transportation. The
application selected the increase multimodal travel options, improve safety and security, and
demonstrate state of good repair performance outcomes.
 The project scored low on two of the three project performance outcomes selected. The
project scored high only on the maintenance outcome. Poor pavement conditions cited in the
application demonstrate a maintenance need.
 The application did not make as strong a performance case outside of the maintenance
outcome. While the corridor has had a high rate of collisions, the application gave an
incomplete assessment of the cause of collisions and how the project design would respond
with countermeasures. The application used much of the same analysis and material as in
other submissions, which made it difficult to isolate the performance benefits of this
individual project.
Sacramento County – Complete Streets Rehabilitation Rio Linda Boulevard – West Elverta Road to
Sacramento County/Placer County Line
Regional Program
Funding Request:
$1,200,000
Award Recommendation:

$0

Proposed Project: On Rio Linda Blvd. from West Elverta Rd. to Sacramento County/Placer County
Line: construct roadway rehabilitation, rumble strips, sidewalk repairs, and pedestrian ramps.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsor is seeking to rehabilitate the roadway and address crashes in the project area.
The project applicant claimed the project’s primary benefits are to (1) demonstrate state of
good repair benefits, (2) improve safety and security, and (3) increase multimodal travel
options.
 PCI along the project is low and the proposed addition of rumble strips would be an
appropriate countermeasure to keep vehicles from veering off the roadway.
 The project scored low on two of the three project performance outcomes selected. Only on
the maintenance outcome did the project score high.
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Based on the scoped improvements, the working group did not find the project
demonstrated significant potential for increased multimodal use. Class II bike lanes on Rio
Linda Blvd. are identified as a short-term (one to five year) priority infrastructure
improvement in the adopted Sacramento County Bicycle Master Plan, but were not included
in the project scope. The omission was not discussed by the project sponsor, while the
addition of rumble strips has the potential to decrease safety for people biking on the
roadway.

Sacramento County – Complete Streets Rehabilitation Madison Avenue – Dewey Drive to San Juan
Avenue
Regional Program
Funding Request:
$3,394,000
Award Recommendation:

$0

Proposed Project: On Madison Ave. from Dewey Dr. to San Juan Ave.: construct roadway
rehabilitation, Class II bike lanes at intersections, sidewalk repairs and pedestrian ramps, and traffic
signal upgrades such as video detection cameras with bicycle detection.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsor’s cited purpose is to bring the facility into a state of good repair and provide a
complete street corridor to enhance and encourage all modes of transportation. The applicant
selected the increase multimodal travel options, improve safety and security, and
demonstrate state of good repair performance outcomes.
 The application demonstrated poor pavement conditions and a clear maintenance need, so
the project scored high on the maintenance outcome. The project scored low on the other
two project performance outcomes chosen by the applicant.
 The application used much of the same general analysis and material as in other applications,
which made it difficult for the working group to assess specific performance benefits. In
particular, the proposal did not provide sufficient analysis or narrative on how the proposed
treatments on a high volume, multi-lane facility like Madison Ave. would improve the
multimodal experience, one of the performance outcomes selected by the sponsor.
 The application also had some inconsistencies between the project performance assessment
table and the data cited in the narrative section.
Sacramento County – El Centro Road Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements
Regional Program

Funding Request:
Award Recommendation:

$1,215,000
$0

Proposed Project: On El Centro Rd. from Arena Blvd. to Moscatel Ave.: design and construct a Class I
multiuse bridge across the drainage canal on the east side of El Centro Rd., and a Class I multiuse
trail from north of Moscatel to the existing sidewalk at the drainage canal.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The identified purpose of the project is to address gaps in facilities for active transportation
and vulnerable road users. The applicant selected the project’s primary performance benefits
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as (1) increase multimodal travel options, (2) improve safety and security, and (3) reduce
regional VMT/capita. The sponsor identified the City of Sacramento as a project partner.
The project would remove a barrier in the active transportation network in support of
increased multimodal travel options.
However, it was not clear how the proposed improvements would integrate with planned
longer-term roadway widening, or if the request is for a shorter-term solution.
The project sponsor documented a safety need in the project area but did not identify the rate
of people biking or walking on the roadway in support of the improvement. As a result, the
safety score was low on the project performance assessment.
Providing evidence of active transportation use could have made the application stronger.

Sacramento County – Elverta Road Improvement
Regional Program

Funding Request:

$5,000,000

Award Recommendation:

$5,000,000

Proposed Project: On Elverta Rd. from Dutch Haven Blvd. to Watt Ave.: replace and raise the bridge
over Dry Creek by four feet, construct a road widening from two to four lanes, and buffered Class II
bike lanes.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsor’s stated purpose for the project elements is to replace a functionally obsolete
bridge to reduce flood risk, mitigate congestion, and improve safety and mobility for all travel
modes. The application selected the reduce congestion, provide long-term economic benefit,
and demonstrate state of good repair performance outcomes.
 The narrative section of the application makes a strong maintenance case for replacing the
bridge, which is prone to flooding. The review found this to be a critical and near term need,
and recommends funding specifically for the bridge element.
 While the project performance assessment tool and application provides evidence of
congestion, the working group wasn’t fully convinced that the other proposed treatment (six
lanes) was the most cost-effective solution.
 The working group offered mixed reviews on the economy performance outcome, noting that
SACOG’s long range plan predicts less near-term growth in this area relative to other projects
receiving funding. The application did not make as compelling a case on how the other
proposed project elements would catalyze the area for economic development.
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Sacramento County – Fair Oaks Boulevard Bicycle and Pedestrian Mobility, Phase II
Regional Program

Funding Request:

$5,720,000

Award Recommendation:

$5,720,000

Proposed Project: On Fair Oaks Blvd. from Howe Ave. to Munroe St.: design and construct a road
diet (reduction from six lanes to four lanes) with new Class IV separated bikeways, increase existing
sidewalk width and separate sidewalks from the roadway, install landscaping, shade trees, lighting,
two new traffic signals, and modify one existing traffic signal. On Fulton Ave. between Fair Oaks
Blvd. and Sierra Blvd: improve Class II bike lanes, sidewalks, and pedestrian crossings, including
modifications to the Sierra Blvd. signalized intersection.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The project’s primary purpose is to improve bicycle and pedestrian mobility and safety in the
corridor. The applicant selected the reduce VMT/capita, increase multimodal travel options,
and improve safety and security performance outcomes.
 The project was developed through an in-depth planning and engagement process with
stakeholders and the community. The resulting application lays out a thoughtful approach on
how to transform a commercial corridor into a more complete facility.
 Although the project scored lower using the project performance assessment tool, the
working group found that the narrative proposal and proposed design offer strong
performance benefits across the three selected outcomes and made a compelling case that
superceded the tool-generated data.
 The project makes an investment in an area identified by Sacramento County as an
Environmental Justice Community, and as a low-income, high-minority (LIHM) area in SACOG’s
project performance assessment tool. The application demonstrates how the project can
improve access to opportunity for this existing community.
 The engineers review raised questions on how the lane drop just to the west of the project
will be achieved.
Sacramento County – Greenback Lane Complete Streets: Phase 1
Community Design

Funding Request:
Award Recommendation:

$2,990,000
$0

Proposed Project: On Greenback Ln. from approximately 330 feet west of Main Ave. to 630 feet east
of Main Ave.: design and construct roadway rehabilitation with landscape-buffered sidewalks,
transit stop improvements, buffered Class II bike lanes, a landscaped center median, a monument
sculpture/plaza.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The working group believes the public art and Orangevale monument help with the
placemaking goals of the Community Design program. The buffered bike lanes are helpful in
making this a safer place for all users of the facility.

33

Attachment B

 Compared with other applications the working group believed that the proposal does not
make as strong a connection to Blueprint principles, identify what steps are needed for
effective change, or spell out the larger vision for the corridor.
 Tangible land use changes remain a challenge in the corridor, as parcel sizes are large and
existing uses center largely on big box retail and associated parking. The working group found
the application would be stronger with examples of supportive zoning and more evidence of
developers willing to help transform the existing built environment given the proposed
transportation investment. Compared with other requests for funding, the subject area does
not have much projected job or residential growth.

Sacramento County – Howe Avenue Bicycle and Pedestrian Improvements
Regional Program

Funding Request:

$1,907,000

Award Recommendation:

$1,907,000

Proposed Project: On Howe Ave. between El Camino Ave. and Cottage Way: construct 0.6 miles of
class II bike lanes, new sidewalk and lighting, modify two intersections and traffic signals, and 675
feet of Class I multiuse trail; also implement a safe routes to school education and encouragement
program at Howe Avenue Elementary School.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsor’s purpose is to increase active transportation access to and around Howe Avenue
Elementary School. The project applicant selected the project’s primary benefits as (1)
increase multimodal travel options, (2) improve safety and security, and (3) reduce VMT per
capita.
 The application demonstrated strong community and partner support for the project, and
how the scope is appropriate for the project area.
 The information in the application supported high scores by the working group for each of the
three performance outcomes selected by the applicant.
 The proposed improvements are likely to deliver safety benefits based on the identified
causes of crashes, especially for people walking in the project area. Improvements for adults
and children biking are also anticipated, although not to the same level.
 The project is located in an area with lower than average VMT today, and the proposed
investment can help reduce VMT per capita through time.
 The working group appreciated the inclusion of walking and biking safety education and
encouragement for active transportation use by the elementary school students.
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Sacramento County – Madison Avenue Widening – Phase 1: Sunrise Boulevard to Hazel Avenue
Regional Program

Funding Request:

$200,000

Award Recommendation:

$200,000

Proposed Project: On Madison Ave. between Sunrise Blvd. and Hazel Ave.: perform environmental
phase to widen the roadway from four lanes to five lanes, with sidewalks, landscaping, and buffered
Class II bike lanes.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsor’s stated purpose is to reduce congestion and improve safety and mobility on
Madison Ave. The project applicant identified the project’s primary benefits as (1)
demonstrating state of good repair benefits, (2) improving safety and security, and (3)
reducing congested VMT per capita.
 The proposed scope would make progress towards more modal balance on an auto-oriented
corridor, with enhanced sidewalks, green paint to highlight conflict zones for people biking
and people driving, and buffered bike lanes.
 The application made the case that the facility is congested, and that congestion will increase
through time if unaddressed. The project sponsor reviewed widening alternatives before
selecting a preferred project scope that is supported by regional active transportation
organizations.
 The project sponsor did not include a full assessment of the causes of documented crashes,
leaving questions about whether the proposed treatments will ultimately improve safety on
the roadway.
 The full project cost will be close to $30 million. There is value in moving the project forward,
but the working group expressed concern over funding availability to cover future phases to
design and construct the full project.
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Sacramento County – South Watt Avenue Improvement Phase 1: Segment 1 Elder Creek Road to
Florin Road and Segment 3 Jackson Road to Fruitridge Road
Regional Program
Funding Request:
$15,000,000
Award Recommendation:

$5,000,000

Proposed Project: On South Watt Ave. from Elder Creek Rd. to Florin Rd. (Segment 1) and from
Jackson Rd. to Fruitridge Rd. (Segment 3): construct a road widening from two lanes to four lanes
with a raised median, buffered Class II bike lanes, and sidewalks.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsor states they are seeking to support circulation within and between south
Sacramento County communities, mitigate existing congestion, encourage more active mode
use, enhance goods movement connectivity, sustain economic viability, and respond to
expected growth in the South Watt area. The applicant selected the reduce congestion,
increase multimodal travel options, and improve goods movement performance outcomes.
 The project’s performance benefits are strongest on the northern end of the project (Segment
#3), including the highest performance benefit on the congestion outcome. The working group
and engineers group believe that the widening and other treatments proposed for this section
in the application seem justified given the level of congestion and expected growth.
 The project performance assessment tool showed strong freight use along the corridor, and
the application corroborated this finding with further data and analysis on how goods
movement would benefit from the project.
 The working group did not find as strong a multimodal benefit from the project, as speeds and
volumes on the facility are high, connectivity lower, and land use and distances between
activity generators not as conducive to multimodal travel. The proposed buffering of the bike
facility could help, but the area would provide few near-term destinations, and likely still
remain a challenging environment except for the most comfortable cyclists.
 The total funding request is inconsistent with the Regional Program Framework’s
consideration for “small and medium sized projects” in requesting more than 15 percent of
the estimated available funding in the Regional Program.
 SACOG staff recommends a partial award of $5,000,000 to go towards Segment #3 (northern
portion of the corridor) where project performance assessment benefits are highest.
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Sacramento County – Walnut Avenue at Fair Oaks Boulevard Pedestrian and Bicycle Improvements
Regional Program

Funding Request:
Award Recommendation:

$875,000
$0

Proposed Project: On Walnut Ave. at Fair Oaks Blvd.: design and construct sidewalk infill, a parking
lane on the west side of Walnut, and a second eastbound left-turn lane on Fair Oaks Blvd. while
removing the southbound right-turn lane; add Class II bike lanes and bicycle detection through the
intersections of Fair Oaks Blvd. with Walnut Ave. and Arden Way.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsor’s identified purpose is to increase mobility options, multimodal connectivity, and
active mode usage. The application selected the reduce VMT/capita, increase multimodal
travel options, and improve safety and security performance outcomes.
 The application makes a good case on how the project closes multiple gaps in the cycling
network, facilitating more continuous use. With sidewalk treatments only on one side, the
proposal did not have as strong a benefit for the pedestrian network.
 The safety section discusses the collision history on the corridor, but reviewers were not fully
convinced the proposed treatments address the cause of collisions.
 The project had lower scores on the project performance assessment tool relative to projects
in similar place types.
 The engineers review raised concerns that the applicant’s cost estimate could be too low.
Sacramento County – Watt Avenue Complete Streets Improvements: Phase 1
Community Design

Funding Request:
Award Recommendation:

$2,800,000
$816,000

Proposed Project: On Watt Ave. from Winona Way to Orange Grove Ave.: design and construct
roadway rehabilitation, landscaped medians, buffered Class II bike lanes, transit stop improvements,
and separated sidewalks.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The project propsal has great synergy with other planned investments in the corridor,
including the Courtyard Inn affordable housing project and the efforts to enhance the
Watt/I-80 transit station. The ties to these other investments make a compelling
performance case for the larger corridor.
 The project would serve a disadvantaged community and there is a clear need for complete
street facilities for those without cars.
 The applicant provided a good local match of $1 million when seeking $2.8 million.
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 Concerns were expressed by the workin group over the project’s extent, as the proposal only
covers a couple blocks and the surrounding areas are still very auto-oriented.
 The working group believes more work needs to done on engineering, utilities, and
environmental before the project is ready to be considered for construction, and
recommended that the sponsor consider in that effort the full range of active transportation
alternatives.
 SACOG staff recommends a partial award of $816,000 for project development.

Sacramento Regional Transit District – Horn Road Light Rail Station Stage 1 Construction
Community Design

Funding Request:
Award Recommendation:

$2,600,000
$0

Proposed Project: At Horn Rd. and Folsom Blvd. in Rancho Cordova: shift freight tracks to the east,
underground electric lines, and construct street frontage improvements, communications and
signaling, an enhanced bus shelter, and decorative fencing along the property line.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The application included good information on context for the proposed investment. The city
has a TOD overlay zone in the surrounding area that supports consistent future land uses.
However, land uses to date have remained auto-focused. Plans for the nearby 46-acre
opportunity site should have higher densities if the proposed station investment is to realize
its full performance benefit for use and ridership.
 The Project Performance Assessment tool indicates the proposed station area will see large
employment growth nearby. The tool also shows how the project can support an area of
increased multimodal transportation and lower VMT, particularly in an environmental justice
community where 40 percent of households live below the poverty line and many have
limited transportion options.
 The total projected cost for the station is $11.4 million, yet the application does not delineate
a funding strategy outside of this program. Stage 1 of the project does not provide a usable
light rail station, so the working group was concerned about making an investment without
evidence of a larger funding strategy for completing a new station.
 The sponsor’s other Community Design application made a more compelling case concerning
overall maintenance needs for the transit system, leading the working group to suggest
focusing funds on maintaining and upgrading the current system and stations.

38

Attachment B

Sacramento Regional Transit District – Maintaining and Modernizing the Regional Light Rail System
Regional Program

Funding Request:

$58,950,000

Award Recommendation:

$10,000,000

Proposed Project: Purchase 13 low-floor light rail vehicles to replace vehicles in the Sacramento
Regional Transit District fleet; retrofit 24 light rail stations to accommodate low-floor vehicles; and
construct side tracking on the Gold Line between Sunrise Station in Rancho Cordova and Historic
Folsom station in Folsom.

Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsor is seeking to maintain and modernize the light rail system through a threepronged approach: light rail vehicle replacement, light rail station conversion, and sidetracking to increase Gold Line frequencies. The project sponsor offered specific performance
outcomes for each component of the application, noting that primary performance benefits
are to (1) increase multimodal travel options, (2) reduce regional congested VMT/capita, and
(3) reduce regional VMT/capita, and (4) demonstrate state of good repair benefits.
 The project sponsor demonstrated a significant need for replacement vehicles in support of
the state of good repair outcome. Much of the light rail fleet is past or approaching the end of
its useful life, jeopardizing the ability to maintain service. The working group found the vehicle
replacement component had the strongest performance need of the application’s three
elements.
 The working group saw associated performance outcomes from the station retrofits but was
not convinced of the improvement’s larger potential to support multimodal and VMT
reduction performance outcomes in absence of low-floor vehicle replacements.
 The engineers review raised concerns about the timing, cost, and delivery of the overall
project.
 The Gold Line side tracking element of the application is already funded through awards
received earlier in 2018 from SB 1 grant programs.
 While the application spoke to an overwhelming maintenance need, the working group noted
the lack of an overall funding strategy to help fulfill identified resource needs.
 As light rail ridership has declined, more information on local commitment in terms of
funding, supportive land uses, and other strategies to increase ridership would also make the
performance outcomes more compelling.
 The total funding request is inconsistent with the Regional Program Framework’s
consideration for “small and medium sized projects” in requesting nearly 60 percent of the
estimated available funding in the Regional Program. Given demonstrated state of good repair
needs, a partial funding award is recommended to go towards the purchase of new light rail
vehicles and light rail station retrofits.
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Sacramento Regional Transit District – Reimagine Watt/I-80 Transit Center Project
Community Design

Funding Request:

$500,000

Award Recommendation:

$500,000

Proposed Project: At the Watt/I-80 Transit Center: design a reconstruction of the transit center’s bus
stop waiting areas, stairs, elevator structures, with placemaking and pedestrian access
improvements. On the Watt Ave. overpass: design wider sidewalks, a transit center monument, a
concrete plaza/pedestrian waiting space, landscaping, and other placemaking and pedestrian access
improvements.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The application demonstrated a clear performance need to make the region’s busiest transfer
station safer and more amenable for transit usage. The proposed gateway concept can also
help foster a sense of place for the area and the system as a whole.
 The project would provide a needed investment in a disadvantaged community, and improve
accessibility and service to transit users thoughout the region.
 The project involved community and stakeholder outreach, and aligns with other proposed
investments along the corridor, including the nearby Mercy Housing Courtyard Inn project.
 For the ultimate construction project to succeed, it will need more partners and funding
sources beyond this initial investment.
Sacramento Regional Transit District and Yolo County Transportation District – Operating Assistance
for the UC Davis Medical Center Shuttle Service
Regional Program
Funding Request:
$5,291,000
Award Recommendation:

$3,000,000

Proposed Project: On weekdays from approximately 5:30 a.m. to 8:30 p.m.: operate transit service
between UC Davis and the UC Davis Medical Center, with possible stops in downtown Sacramento
and West Sacramento.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsors’ purpose for the project is to strengthen transit connections between the UC
Davis campus and UCD Medical Center in Sacramento, mitigate congestion, stimulate
economic development, and begin the transition towards zero-emission transit and mobility
options. The applicants selected the reduce VMT/capita, increase multimodal travel options,
and provide long-term economic benefit performance outcomes.
 The application request is for half of the cost of operations over five fiscal years, starting in FY
2019/20. Electrify America will provide 12 electric buses to use for the shuttle service. A
successful service would be effective in reducing VMT/capita and increasing multimodal
options. The project performance assessment tool showcases the performance need and
possible benefit in the project area.
 The working group found the project has a strong potential economic impact. The proposed
service aligns with findings from the recent Brookings Institution market assessment to better
connect UC Davis to the larger economy, and could support the proposed Aggie Square
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development at the Medical Center. The proposal also has the potential to support other
inclusive economic growth opportunities in the underserved Medical Center area. Finally, with
stops in West Sacramento and downtown Sacramento, the service could be a regional asset
connecting multiple jurisdictions and rider markets.
The working group sees the potential of the project to support the stated performance
outcomes, but expressed concerns about implementation. First, the application did not
include a clear plan for how the service would be jointly operated, specifics of the proposed
route, schedule, and stops, or any analysis of travel time and cost trade-offs for including
more stops. This made it more difficult for the review to assess to what extent the service
would support the selected performance outcomes.
The engineers review raised concerns about the remaining match needed for the service, and
noted there are additional costs for electrifying a fleet that are not fully accounted for in the
application, making it difficult to assess the feasibility of the proposal. The engineers also
raised concerns about relying on CMAQ funds, which historically have not been meant to fund
long-term operations.
Recognizing that the existing transit service is only available to UC Davis affiliates, the working
group felt that additional information is needed to make a clear case that 15-minute
headways would become cost-effective, as the existing service has relatively low ridership.
In order to provide time to develop a long-term and sustainable funding plan, a partial funding
award is recommended for half of the proposed total operating costs listed in the project
request for Fiscal Years 2019/20, 2020/21, and 2021/22, conditioned on the sponsors’
providing more specifics on the new service than were in the application, including the
finalized joint operations plan including routing, schedules, stops, and operating costs; a
timeline for service start-up; clear roles and levels of commitment from partners in the
service, including both transit agencies, UC Davis, and the UC Davis Medical Center; and
performance standards and timeframes for performance evaluation.

Unitrans – Electric Bus and Charging Equipment Purchase
Regional Program

Funding Request:
Award Recommendation:

$10,202,000
$2,357,000

Proposed Project: Purchase 12 electric buses to replace vehicles in the Unitrans fleet, and purchase
and install electric vehicle charging infrastructure.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsor seeks to replace 12 CNG buses in its existing transit fleet to maintain a state of
good repair, while moving the operator toward implementing a zero emission fleet. The
applicant selected the increase multimodal travel, provide long-term economic benefit, and
demonstrate state of good repair performance outcomes.
 The application demonstrated how the existing service provides a well-used and successful
transit option in the local community. Ridership has been increasing, bucking the larger
downward trend affecting transit in the region and nation.
 Transit Asset Management data show the operator’s existing fleet does not have as high
mileage as some other agencies. Likewise, the fleet does not have an immediate CNG tank
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expiration need compared with other requests. However, the working group recognized
that in running frequent short trips, which adds wear and tear, the operator is seeing
increases in maintenance needs and road calls.
The engineers review noted that electrifying a transit system has additional costs besides
fleet and charging infrastructure, and raised concerns that unless the agency is part of a
joint procurement a small production order may not get top priority, which would delay the
project schedule.
The sponsor is asking to replace 28 percent of its fleet with regional funds, at over $225,000
more per bus because of the desired transition to electric buses which are still much more
costly than CNG vehicles. The working group saw the benefit of the proposal, but also high
costs placed on the Regional Program, and wondered if there might be other resources to
help fund such an investment, especially as this is a university system.
SACOG staff recommends a partial award of $2,357,000 towards the purchase of three 40’
zero emission buses.

Yolo County – County Road 27 Complete Streets
Regional Program

Funding Request:
Award Recommendation:

$1,999,000
$0

Proposed Project: On County Road (CR) 27 from Myrtle Ln. to CR 102: design and acquire right of
way for road rehabilitation with new Class II bike lanes, a recovery zone, and a roundabout or signal
at the intersection with CR 102.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsor’s stated purpose is to create a segment of rural complete street, support farm to
market trucking, serve a number of modes safely, and bring the facility up to a state of good
repair. The application selected the increase multimodal travel options, provide long-term
economic benefit, and demonstrate state of good repair performance outcomes.
 The application demonstrated a clear maintenance need on the facility, with a goal of
reconstructing a rural facility to meet today’s design standards. However, the application used
very similar language found in other applications from the sponsor, making it difficult to
isolate the performance benefits of this specific project.
 The project scored lower on the other two performance outcomes selected by the applicant.
The working group felt that the sections on performance outcomes were too brief and didn’t
fully support the performance benefit claims in the application.
 The working group was concerned about the overall funding strategy. The engineers review
thought the cost estimate was low, and the group did not see a solid funding approach that
would lead to the performance goals laid out for the project.
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Yolo County – County Road 27 Rehabilitation from CR 99 to CR 102
Regional Program

Funding Request:
Award Recommendation:

$5,400,000
$0

Proposed Project: On County Road (CR) 27 from CR 99 to CR 102: design and construct roadway
rehabilitation.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The purpose of the project is to rehabilitate this county road segment, which is part of a cross‐
county link between I-505, SR-113, and CR 102. The project sponsor identified the project’s
primary performance benefits as (1) improving goods movement, (2) providing long-term
economic benefit, and (3) demonstrating state of good repair performance outcomes.
 The project did not score highly on two of the three performance outcomes selected. The
corridor does, however, has a significant rehabilitation need, with an average Pavement
Condition Index (PCI) of 36.
 However, reviewers thought the proposal did not make the case for additional performance
benefits relative to other applications for funding. These sections on performance outcomes
were brief and didn’t fully support the performance benefit claims.
 The project sponsor used similar language when describing other proposed projects, making it
difficult for the working group to identify the benefits specific to this project location and
proposed design.
Yolo County – County Road 31 Rehabilitation ‐ CR 93A to City of Davis
Regional Program

Funding Request:
Award Recommendation:

$10,622,000
$0

Proposed Project: On County Road (CR) 31 from CR 93A to Davis city limits: design and construct
roadway rehabilitation.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsor’s identified purpose is to improve a rural complete street, support farm to market
trucking, serve a number of modes safely, and bring the facility up to a state of good repair.
The project selected the provide long-term economic benefits, improve goods movement, and
demonstrate state of good repair performance outcomes.
 The project application showed how the proposed investment could support broader
connectivity in the area.
 Project performance assessment scores for the project were not as high as for other projects
in similar place types. The working group did not find strong additional performance benefits
outside the maintenance outcome.
 The application used very similar language to other projects, making it difficult to assess the
performance benefits of this specific project.
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Yolo County – County Road 32A Railroad Crossing Relocation PSR-PDS (Yolo County/Davis)
Community Design

Funding Request:

$100,000

Award Recommendation:

$100,000

Proposed Project: Yolo County and the City of Davis will work together to prepare a Project Study
Report-Project Development Support (PSR-PDS) to review alternatives, identify a preferred option,
and develop a project scope, environmental issues, and cost estimate for relocating the County
Road (CR) 32A Railroad Crossing.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The project applied to the non-competitive category of the Community Design Program.
SACOG finds the project eligible and recommends it for funding.

Yolo County – County Road 98 Safety & Bicycle Improvement – Phase 2
Regional Program

Funding Request:

$4,200,000

Award Recommendation:

$4,200,000

Proposed Project: On County Road (CR) 98 from 1,300 feet south of CR 29 to the Solano County line:
acquire right of way for roadway rehabilitation with new bike lanes and a recovery zone, and
develop a new parallel Class 1 multiuse trail from Russell Blvd. to Hutchison Dr.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsor’s purpose is to improve the safety of a rural-to-urban corridor that moves a
combination of commute traffic, bicyclists, farm equipment, and aggregate materials trucking.
The project sponsor indicated the project’s primary performance benefits are (1) increase
multimodal travel options, (2) provide long-term economic benefit, and (3) improve safety and
security. The project sponsor identified UC Davis as a project partner. The university described
the partnership as working together on road and infrastructure improvements in the area
near CR 98 and Hutchison Dr.
 The working group found the project to offer a good balance for maintaining productive
agricultural land, supporting peak agricultural season goods movement needs, and increasing
connectivity between Davis and Woodland for people driving and biking, supporting all of the
cited performance outcomes.
 The project sponsor clearly identified how the project design supports improved safety for the
different modal users of the roadway and addresses known safety hazards.
 The proposed Class I multiuse trail would enable more comfortable bike access to parts of the
university that are currently most accessible by driving, such as the Primate Center and
experimental fields.
 Although the working group supported funding the project, they pointed out that the project
sponsor does not appear to have a clear path forward to secure full construction funding,
which will likely be more than $20 million. Creative finance strategies and partnerships with
the City of Davis and UC Davis will be important.
44

Attachment B

Yolo County Transportation District – Microtransit Vehicles
Regional Program

Funding Request:
Award Recommendation:

$212,000
$0

Proposed Project: Purchase three new microtransit vehicles to expand the Yolo County
Transportation District fleet, in order to provide on-demand microtransit service to rural
communities in the service area. This project was developed through Year 1 of SACOG’s Civic Lab
program, which has resources committed for Civic Lab implementation.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsor is seeking to pilot flexible, on-demand service for residents of more rural areas to
reach nearby cities. The application selected the reduce VMT/capita, increase multimodal
travel options, and demonstrate state of good repair performance outcomes.
 The applicant selected the state of good repair outcome, but the request is for new service.
 The working group found the concept of demand-responsive transit service to have strong
potential as an innovative way to serve rural areas. However, the group felt the application did
not make a strong enough case that the project is ready to move forward to implementation,
and were concerned about operating costs and effectiveness with application estimates of
three riders per revenue hour.
 SACOG anticipates more funding opportunities for concepts like these through the Green
Region, Civic Lab implementation, and TDM Innovations Grant programs.
Yolo County Transportation District – Transit Vehicle Replacement
Regional Program

Funding Request:

$7,824,000

Award Recommendation:

$3,150,000

Proposed Project: Purchase 13 new 40-foot compressed natural gas (CNG) buses and two diesel
paratransit buses to replace vehicles in the Yolo County Transportation District fleet.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The purpose of the project is to help maintain a state of good repair. The sponsor identified
the project’s primary performance benefits as (1) increasing multimodal travel options, (2)
demonstrating state of good repair benefits, and (3) reducing regional VMT/capita.
 The project sponsor demonstrated the need for replacement vehicles. Transit Asset
Management (TAM) data show the sponsor runs its buses for many more miles than the
500,000 mile threshold at which the Federal Transit Administration allows bus replacement
requests. The application made a strong case for how CNG buses and paratransit vehicles are
used to the end of their useful life, and need replacement.
 The cities and counties served by the YCTD transit system are supportive of the request for
vehicle replacements.
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 The narrative section of the application lacked supporting detail on the other performance
outcome claims, and the working group found the arguments for decreased regional VMT and
increased multimodal options less supported than the vehicle replacement need.
 SACOG staff recommends a partial award of $3,150,000 to go towards the purchase of five 40’
CNG buses and two paratransit buses.

Yuba County – Feather River Boulevard – Farm to Market Phase II
Regional Program

Funding Request:

$1,918,000

Award Recommendation:

$1,918,000

Proposed Project: On Feather River Blvd. from Algodon Rd. to Ella Ave.: Construct roadway
rehabilitation with Class III bike routes and a 1.5-inch asphalt leveling course, a pavement
reinforcement fabric, and two inches of asphalt concrete.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The sponsor’s cited purpose is to bring the facility to a state of good repair, ensuring the
corridor remains a farm-to-market route that connects active agricultural lands with
agricultural processing and packaging plants. The application selected the provide long-term
economic benefit, improve goods movement, and demonstrate state of good repair
performance outcomes.
 The information in the application supported high scores by the working group for each of the
three performance outcomes selected by the applicant.
 The application clearly demonstrated how the project would support the agricultural
economy, quantifying both the associated agricultural production and processing/distribution
facilities. The working group found the project a strong example of RUCS criteria being used in
a funding round application.
 The application also demonstrated a near-term maintenance need, and how inaction would
adversely affect both local mobility and economic productivity. Likewise, the freight section
showed the need for roadway rehabilitation to support goods movement, although the
working group noted the corridor has lower traffic volumes relative to other rural facilities.
 More individual discussion by performance outcome would have made the application even
stronger, but overall the project demonstrated benefits across each of the selected outcomes.
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Yuba County – North Beale Road Complete Streets Revitalization Project: Phase 2
Community Design

Funding Request:

$2,332,000

Award Recommendation:

$2,332,000

Proposed Project: On North Beale Rd. from Hammonton-Smartsville Rd. to Linda Ave.: construct
road rehabilitation with Class II bike lanes, curb, gutter, sidewalks, drainage, transit stop
improvements, crosswalks, street lighting, traffic signal modification, and landscaping.
Summary of Application Review Comments
 The application made a compelling safety case for the project. The Community Design
program is about serving people and communities. The working group believes that with the
investment the corridor will be a more inviting place, and that a safer facility is a prerequisite
for any future corridor placemaking and redevelopment. There are already people walking
and biking on the facility out of necessity. The proposed improvements will lead to a more
complete street for this demonstrated demand, and improve access to Yuba College and Beale
Air Force Base.
 The information in the application supported high scores by the working group on project
performance.
 There is a large social equity and disadvantaged community component to this project.
 The project offers good value relative to the funding request, and the applicant provides a
large local match, especially for a rural community.
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2018 REGIONAL PROGRAM: SACRAMENTO, SUTTER, YOLO, YUBA COUNTIES
The merged Regional Program is SACOG's largest
competitive program. It combines into a single program
the Regional/Local and Bicycle & Pedestrian funding
programs of the 2015 cycle. The emphasis of the
program is to fund cost-effective transportation projects
that realize the performance benefits of the MTP/SCS.
The program seeks to promote effective and efficient use
of limited state and federal funding resources to both
develop and maintain the regional transportation
network and provide regional benefits. This is
accomplished through the funding of capital and lumpsum category projects included in the 2016 MTP/SCS.

GOALS AND PRIORITIES
Through prior funding cycles the Sacramento Area
Council of Governments (SACOG) Board of Directors has
approved the policy considerations that form the basis of
the Regional Program. The 2018 Funding Round
continues these
foundational
elements
while
incorporating Board, project sponsor, and stakeholder
feedback focused on augmented and transparent data
use and application streamlining. The goals of the 2018
Regional Program are to:

1. EMPHASIZE COST-EFFECTIVE
PROGRAMMING DECISIONS
Longstanding Board direction places a programmatic
emphasis on making the most cost-effective funding
decisions, which is achieved by maximizing performance
outcomes and minimizing project costs. Consideration
will be given to projects for which the sponsor has
already funded initial phases with its own resources (i.e.,
planning, environmental, design and/or right-of-way).

2. LEVERAGE REGIONAL FUNDS FOR NEARTERM PROJECT DEVELOPMENT
Funding from broader competitive programs often
require “shelf-ready” capital projects that are
deliverable, and thereby ready to utilize funding. In the
Regional Program, a relatively small but strategically
allocated portion of the total revenue may go to early
project development efforts for projects included within
the next 10 years of the 2016 MTP/SCS.

3. TARGET PROJECTS WITH DEMONSTRATED
PERFORMANCE BENEFITS
SACOG’s Regional Program uses seven performance
outcomes as part of the evaluation criteria. The 2018
Funding Round operationalizes, by performance
outcome, a wide array of regional data into a robust
series of performance measures for individual
transportation projects, providing a consistent, uniform,
and transparent data series. Project sponsors are invited
to complement this baseline series with additional data
or analysis that would support the application.

4. MANAGE ASSETS AND MAINTAIN A STATE
OF GOOD REPAIR
The 2018 Regional Program will continue to include
regional support for fix-it-first projects that address:




Managing transportation assets and maintaining
a state of good repair.
Complete streets/corridor elements that serve
an existing or forecasted demand.
Innovative cost-effective practices to extend the
life of existing assets, such as the use of recycled
asphalt or rolling stock rehabilitation.

5. TARGET ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION
INVESTMENTS
Joining the prior Bicycle & Pedestrian and Regional/Local
programs serves to mainstream active transportation
investments in SACOG’s largest funding program. To
ensure the solidity of the merger, the 2018 Regional
Program includes a minimum funding target for active
transportation investments. The fund estimate will set
this minimum target.

6. FOCUS ON SMALL OR MEDIUM-SIZED
PROJECTS
SACOG’s Regional Program is an important source of
funding for capital and state of good repair projects. A
challenge for this policy priority is the limited number of
projects that can be funded. For the federal and state
funds that are available, program consideration will be
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on small and medium-sized projects. Project
performance outcomes will be assessed relative to the
funding request amount.

to an iterative process that considers the engineering
cost/feasibility analysis, PPA outcomes, narrative
responses, and application as a whole.

7. SUPPORT THE REGION’S NEW
GREENHOUSE GAS REDUCTION TARGET

SACOG staff and management will then review all
working group recommendations across the various
funding programs to recommend a full project list to the
SACOG Board for funding.

The California Air Resources Board recently established
new greenhouse gas (GHG) emission reduction targets
for the SACOG region. The region’s target for a 19
percent reduction by 2035 is conditional on the
implementation of new innovative pilot programs in the
MTP/SCS that address specific conditions and challenges
relating to GHG emission reductions. If funding and
related policy commitments are not secured to support
the programs, SACOG’s target will be at 18 percent.

SCREENING PROJECTS OUT
All of the following conditions must be met for a project
to proceed in the evaluation process. Failure to meet any
screening consideration will eliminate the project from
further consideration.
1.

The project must be currently listed in the
MTP/SCS or fit within a lump-sum project
category. Non-exempt projects must align with
SACOG’s air quality conformity and greenhouse
gas objectives. Non-exempt refers to any project
not listed by the EPA as an approved exemption
from regional air quality analysis.

2.

Projects must provide a minimum of 11.47%
match in non-federal funds towards the project
cost, as is required for all federal aid funding
projects. In other words, for every $100,000 of
total project cost (grant and match combined),
the program will pay up to $88,530 for every
$11,470 of match provided by the project
sponsor.

3.

The project must be eligible for appropriate
funding sources (i.e., CMAQ, RSTP, STIP).

4.

The project must be scheduled to begin
construction no later than April 2025, with
preliminary engineering and environmental
analysis scheduled within three years.

5.

A request for construction funding must
demonstrate that environmental, engineering,
and right-of-way will be ready by the time funds
are requested, and that the agency has the
financial capacity for ongoing operations and
maintenance.

ELIGIBLE PROJECT TYPES
Projects applying to the Regional Program must fall
within the four-county (Sacramento, Sutter, Yolo, Yuba)
region, and be listed in the 2016 MTP/SCS or fit within a
lump-sum project category. Further, projects must be
eligible for CMAQ, RSTP, or STIP funds.

PROJECT SELECTION PROCESS
Completed application: For a project to be considered
for funding, the project sponsor must submit a complete
application by the program deadline. Among other
elements, the program guidelines require the sponsor to
use the project performance assessment (PPA) tool as
part of the application.
Performance review: The Regional Program evaluates
submitted applications across a series of related
performance assessments. First, a group of engineers
and other technical professionals reviews each project
scope with a focus on cost-effectiveness, deliverability,
and eligibility. This group consists of professionals drawn
from outside of SACOG. Next, each project receives a
quantitative evaluation of performance outcome
indicators provided through the project performance
assessment (PPA) tool.
SACOG convenes a working group comprised of both
SACOG and outside agency staff. After individually
reviewing and evaluating applications, the working group
meets to rank and prioritize submitted projects according
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EVALUATING PROJECT PERFORMANCE
The application includes seven outcomes for determining
whether a project will be recommended for funding:
1.
2.
3.
4.

5.
6.
7.

Reduce regional vehicle miles travelled (VMT)
per capita;
Reduce regional congested VMT per capita;
Increase multi-modal travel/ alternative travel/
choice of transportation options;
Provide long-term economic benefit within the
region, recognizing the importance of sustaining
both urban and rural economies;
Improve goods movement, including farm-tomarket travel, in and through the region;
Significantly improve safety and security;
Demonstrate “state of good repair” benefits
that maintain and improve the existing
transportation system.

Of the seven performance outcomes, applicants choose
the three that best fit their project. Projects are
evaluated on the three outcomes selected.
These performance criteria support project evaluation
across a breadth of size, scope, location, and context,
where:


Performance indicators are relative, so that
project performance outcomes are assessed
relative to project size.



The project performance assessment compares
projects to those of similar place types,
following the direction of the MTP/SCS.

The review will also include the project’s cost
effectiveness, deliverability, and context sensitivity.
Project costs and schedule estimates for environmental,
engineering, right-of-way (ROW), and start-up
construction must be believable, based on standards for
similar projects. The project sponsor must have a track
record that demonstrates technical capacity and
reliability for similar projects. Further, the applicant must
demonstrate how the project is appropriate for the
surrounding community’s current and expected land uses
and transportation needs, and considers complete
streets and the range of current and future users.
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2018 COMMUNITY DESIGN FUNDING PROGRAM (ROUND 8):
SACRAMENTO , SUTTER, YOLO, AND YUBA COUNTIES
The Community Design Program was established in 2003
by the SACOG Board of Directors to provide financial
assistance to implement physical placemaking
development of the Blueprint Project Principals: mixed
land uses, transportation options, housing choice,
compact development, use of existing assets, quality
design, and natural resource protection. The program
offers funding for transportation projects in public rightof-ways by local public agencies that lead to physical
development of the Blueprint principles in Sacramento,
Sutter, Yolo, and Yuba Counties.

GOALS AND PRIORITIES
Projects must conform to some of the seven regional
Blueprint Principles (more detail on SACOG’s website at
https://www.sacog.org/publication/better-ways-grow
1.

transportation choices;

2.

housing diversity;

3.

compact development;

4.

mixed land uses;

5.

use of existing assets;

6.

natural resource protection; and

7.

quality design.

ELIGIBLE PROJECT TYPES
All projects in the competitive categories must be federal
aid eligible and primarily lead to or include construction.
Projects must be eligible for Congestion Mitigation and Air
Quality (CMAQ), Regional Surface Transportation Plan
(RSTP), or State Transportation Improvement Program
(STIP) funds (unless the project is submitted in the noncompetitive category, which would receive SACOGmanaged funds).
Generally speaking, federal aid eligible projects are those
that significantly contain transportation infrastructure in
public right-of-ways. Activities or tasks within the project
must be categorized as “construction,” “environmental,”
“design,” or “right-of way.” Pure planning activities are
generally not considered an eligible use for the

Community Design Program (exception: planning is
allowed in the non-competitive funding category). The
following are examples of projects that are generally
considered federal aid eligible:


Transportation infrastructure – e.g., roadway
improvements
that
promote,
bike/pedestrian/transit usage and are directly
connected to a land development project, land
use plan, or in an existing “Blueprint friendly”
community;



Street corridor revitalization towards more
pedestrian-oriented activities;



Bicycle and pedestrian paths, tunnels, and
bridges, or on-street bike lanes;



Pedestrian improvements in public right-ofways;



Streetscaping such as median landscaping, street
trees, lighting, and furniture;



Traffic calming (but not interfering with public
transit, bicycling, or walking);



Transit stop amenities
restrooms, and benches.

such

as

shelters,

One critical distinction is that federal aid projects must be
for project elements that are considered “over and above”
those that are standard requirements if there is a
development associated with the project. For instance, if
a private development is going in, and the project seeks
Community Design funds for street improvements, the
improvements must go beyond the jurisdiction’s
“standard”
requirements
for
that
associated
development. The private developer may be required to
put in sidewalks and crosswalks, but federal aid could pay
for textured crosswalks, landscaped medians, and other
elements that enhance the pedestrian experience but are
not standard conditions of approval.

Page 1 of 4

Project Selection Process
The application process remains the same as in prior
rounds. Two committees will be involved in the review
and selection process: the SACOG/Caltrans Review Team
and the Community Design Working Group (Working
Group). The SACOG/Caltrans Review Team is composed of
SACOG and Caltrans staff, and possibly staff from other
agencies who are familiar with federal transportation
funding requirements. The Working Group is comprised of
staff and appointed representatives from geographically
diverse areas of the region recruited through SACOG’s
staff-level regional advisory committees (e.g., Planners
Committee, etc.).
Community Design Working Group
Composition
Expertise

Number

Land Use Planners

3-5

Project Engineers

1-2

Bicycle/ Pedestrian
Planning

1

Air Quality

1

Urban Design

1

Transit

1

Community Groups

1

Transportation
Demand
Management

1

Total

10-13

SACOG staff encourages potential applicants to discuss
possible projects. Applicants must submit a pre-submittal
letter to SACOG describing the project, and the
SACOG/Caltrans Review Team will reply with a letter
stating whether the project is eligible and any foreseeable
concerns the project is raising. If the project is determined
to be eligible, a full application can then be submitted. The
Working Group then reviews eligible applications and
recommends a prioritized project list to SACOG staff
based on the criteria stated in these guidelines. Applicants
may be contacted during the project selection process and

requested to provide up to one written email page to
clarify questions of the Working Group or the
SACOG/Caltrans Review Team.
The Working Group prioritizes and ranks the applications,
according to an iterative process that uses both
quantitative and qualitative methods. For projects
recommended by the Working Group to be on the
prioritized list, applicants will meet with the
SACOG/Caltrans Review Team to ensure the project’s
scope of work, budget and timeline meet program
requirements. The Working Group and SACOG/Caltrans
Review Team recommendations are then provided to the
SACOG executive team.

PROJECT SCREENING
Not all projects can be easily determined for eligibility. In
all cases, SACOG and Caltrans District 3 Local Assistance
staff will work directly with each applicant on eligibility.
For each potential application, an applicant must submit a
pre-application letter describing the project, and the
SACOG/Caltrans Review Team will provide a written
response addressing issues relating to eligibility.

Capacity to manage a federal-aid project
In addition, all applicants must have a staff person who is
trained in federal aid funding management. In most cases,
the staff is found in the Public Works Departments. Public
agencies (cities, counties, and other public agencies, such
as transit agencies and air quality management districts
with master funding agreements with Caltrans to manage
state or federal transportation funds) in Sacramento,
Sutter, Yolo, and Yuba counties are the eligible applicants.
For those sponsoring jurisdictions that do not have
internal staff who can manage federal transportation
funds, they will be required to team up with a local agency
or hire a qualified consultant in this area.
Requested project amounts fall into the following ranges:
$300,000 to $4 million for conventional construction
projects; $150,000 to $500,000 for conventional preconstruction (design, engineering, environmental, or
right-of-way activities) projects; $1.0 million to $4.0
million for construction of Complete Streets projects; and
$100,000 or less for non-competitive projects. Applying
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for a non-competitive project precludes the applicant
from applying competitively within the Community Design
Program and is limited to SACOG member agencies. Only
city and counties may apply for non-competitive funding,
and may only apply once per funding cycle.

o

o

Required local match
Projects in the competitive categories of the program
(above $150,000 in funding request) must provide a
minimum of 11.47% match in non-federal funds, i.e., for
every $100,000 of total project cost (grant and match
combined), the program will pay up to $88,530 for every
$11,470 of match provided by the project sponsor.
Projects in the non-competitive category (funding
requests of $100,000 or less) have a 10% local match
requirement.

EVALUATING PROJECT PERFORMANCE
The Working Group prioritizes and ranks the projects,
according to an iterative process that uses both
quantitative and qualitative methods. There are two
general evaluation criteria used by the Working Group and
SACOG/Caltrans Review Team to determine whether a
project will be recommended for funding. The two review
committees will consider the projects based on the two
criteria stated below. Additionally, in this funding cycle, an
increased emphasis (new Criterion #3) will be placed on
the applicant’s ability to demonstrate that the land use
changes claimed by the project will be reliable.
Criterion #1: How well does the proposed project
promote the seven regional Blueprint Project Principles?
o

o

o

transportation choices – encouraging
people to walk, ride bicycles, carpool or
ride the bus, light rail, or train.
housing diversity- providing a variety of
places where people can live –
apartments condominiums,
townhouses, and single family
detached houses.
compact development – creating
environments that are more compactly
built and use space in an efficient but
more aesthetic manner that can
encourage more walking, biking and
public transit use.

o

o

mixed land uses – building homes near
or with other uses, such as business or
commercial areas that create active,
vital neighborhoods.
use of existing assets – focusing
development in communities with
vacant land or intensifying
development of underutilized land that
can make better use of public
infrastructure, including roads.
natural resource protection –
preserving and maintaining open
spaces and natural places and
agricultural lands by encouraging
energy-efficient design and land use,
water conservation and storm water
management.
quality design – how the built
environment is developed, the
relationship to the street, and how
buildings are oriented, which all
contribute to a community’s
attractiveness and how likely residents
are to walk, bike or have a sense of
community pride.

Criterion #2: How realistic is this project to be
implemented within the program timeline?
Although these criteria have a high degree of subjectivity,
the evaluation committee is comprised of peer
professionals who are experienced in evaluating project
performance and deliverability. SACOG staff will review
the recommendations from the review committees of all
three programs and take them into account for the full
recommendation package sent to the board.
Criterion #3: What is the projected project performance
relative to the Blueprint Principles?
An increased emphasis is placed in Round 8 on
demonstrating that the proposed project will lead to
indicators that promote Blueprint implementation. These
include factors such as an increase in bicycle and walking
modes of travel, increased residential densities, or
development of lands that mix land uses. The applicant
will need to demonstrate the performance of the
proposed project relative to the Blueprint Principles. The
applicant can draw on SACOG’s project performance
assessment data as part of this criterion. Projects that
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received funding in prior Community Design Funding
rounds have a higher threshold to demonstrate
performance.
FUNDING RECIPIENT REQUIREMENTS:
All program fund recipients in Round 8 must expend the
project funds within three years if programming funds are
available in the 2018-19 fiscal year and later. If not, use
of program funds is extended to match available
programming capacity.
Recipients must submit a quarterly update on all projects
receiving funding during the 2018 SACOG Programming
Cycle. Failure to do so could result in negative impacts for
future funding rounds.
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Regional Funding Program Scoring Rubric and Project
Performance Assessment Indicators
Project Background Section: need, scope, impact
Narrative scoring rubric
How well does the project scope match the needs of residents and of the project area?
The proposed project is the most compelling scope to clearly respond to community
7-9 points
and jurisdiction needs and to advance the implementation of local goals/priorities.
The proposed project is somewhat effective at responding to community and
4-6 points
jurisdiction needs and in advancing the implementation of local goals/priorities.
The proposed project does not demonstrate how it responds to community and
1-3 points
jurisdiction needs or advance the implementation of local goals/priorities.

Performance Outcomes Section
Outcome #1: Reduce regional VMT/capita
PPA Tool Indicators

1

Question

Indicator

Does the project serve an area that has low VMT per
capita?
Does the project serve an area with high employment
and/or residential density?
Does the project serve an area with significantly reduced
VMT per capita through time?
Does the project serve an area with planned increases in
density?

VMT/capita
Net Jobs+ Dwelling
Units/acre
% change
VMT/capita
% change density

Score supportive
of outcome
Lower
Higher
Lower (including
into negative)
Higher

Narrative scoring rubric
How well will the proposed project help realize per capita VMT reductions projected in the MTP/SCS?
E.g. developing or improving the active transportation network, shifting transportation trips from lowoccupancy vehicles to higher occupancy vehicles, providing new or improved transportation options in
high-potential areas, providing more direct routes to regional destinations, or other relevant
strategies.
A project does not need to use all strategies listed in the application question to score highly.
The project shows strong potential to help reduce VMT/capita in the project area.
7-9 points
The project shows moderate potential to help reduce VMT/capita in the project area.

4-6 points

The project is less or not likely to help reduce VMT/capita in the project area.

1-3 points

Outcome #2: Reduce regional congested VMT/capita
PPA Tool Indicators
Question
How severe is current congestion in the project area?
To what extent is project area projected to have growth
that could increase future congestion?

Indicator
CVMT/VMT in
buffer area
Percent dwelling
unit and
employment growth
in project area

Score supportive
of outcome
Higher
Higher

Narrative scoring rubric
To what extent are the proposed design elements/treatments the most cost-effective and
appropriate for the surroundings to address congestion?
The design elements/treatments are highly appropriate for the project area and cost7-9 points
effective to address a demonstrated need for congestion relief.
The design elements/treatments are somewhat appropriate for the project area and
cost-effective to address a demonstrated or moderate congestion relief need.

4-6 points

The design elements/treatments are not very cost-effective or appropriate for the
project area and/or the project does not demonstrate a congestion relief benefit.

1-3 points

2

Outcome #3: Increase multimodal travel options
PPA Tool Indicators
Question

To what extent is project in, or add to an area
supported by a network of dedicated bike
facilities?
To what extent is the facility conducive to
active travel?
To what extent is the project in, or add to an
area with high street connectivity?
To what extent does the project support an
area with productive transit service?
Does the project serve an area projected to
increase bike/ped/ transit mode share?

Indicator

Applies to

Bike lanes and
paths/ total
roadway
mileage
Facility speed
and volume
# of 3 or 4
intersections
per acre
Transit service
density
Future year
mode share

Bike projects

Score
supportive of
outcome
Higher

Bike and Walk
projects
Walk projects

Context

Transit projects

Higher

All projects in
this outcome

Higher

Higher

Narrative scoring rubric
To what extent will the proposed project contribute to increased biking, walking, and/or transit use?
A project does not need to improve biking, walking, and transit to score highly.
The project is very likely to increase the rate or number of people walking, biking,
and/or taking transit through increased connections and user experience.

7-9 points

The project is somewhat likely to increase the rate or number of people walking, biking, 4-6 points
and/or taking transit through increased connections and user experience.
The project is less or not that likely to improve the rate or number of people walking,
biking and/or taking transit through increased connections and user experience.

3

1-3 points

Outcome #4: Provide long-term economic benefit
PPA Tool Indicators
Question

To what extent does the project support job
accessibility?
To what extent does the project support
accessibility to educational facilities?
Does the project serve a fast growing
employment area?
To what extent does the project support the
agricultural economy?
Does the project serve an area projected in
the MTP/SCS to stay in agriculture use?

Indicator

Applies to

Transit + drive
job access
K – university
enrollment
% employment
growth
% of current ag
acres
% change in
agricultural
acres

Accessibility
projects
Accessibility
projects
Both types of
projects
Agricultural
projects
Agricultural
projects

Score
supportive of
outcome
Higher
Higher
Higher
Higher
Higher (0%
change most
supportive)

Narrative scoring rubric
To what extent will the proposed project strengthen economic prosperity through targeted
strategies? E.g. promoting a sense of place, reinforcing the local economic base, improving job or
education accessibility, or other applicable actions.
A project does not need to use all strategies listed in the application to score highly.

4

The project is very likely to support economic prosperity.

7-9 points

The project is somewhat likely to support economic prosperity.

4-6 points

The project is less or not that likely to support economic prosperity.

1-3 points

Outcome #5: Improve goods movement
PPA Tool Indicators
Question

Indicator

Does the project serve, or connect to, a corridor used
by goods movement?

Commercial
VMT/VMT

Does the project serve a facility that is congested for
freight travel?

Commercial
CVMT/Commercial
VMT
Percent of freightdependent jobs

Does the project serve an area with freight-dependent
jobs?

Score supportive
of outcome
Higher
Higher

Higher

Narrative scoring rubric
How well will the proposed project help improve freight movement that serves the local economy or
inter-regional freight flows and balance the needs of other transportation users?
The project is very likely to improve freight movement while also addressing the needs 7-9 points
other users.
The project is somewhat likely to improve freight movement while considering the
4-6 points
needs of other users.
The project is less or not likely to improve freight movement and does not consider the 1-3 points
needs of other users.

5

Outcome #6: Improve safety and security
PPA Tool Indicators
Question
Does the facility have a high rate of collisions?
Does the facility have a high rate of fatal collisions?

Does the facility have a high rate of collisions involving
pedestrians or cyclists?

Indicator
Total collisions per
1M VMT
Percent fatal
collisions to total
collision
Percent bike/ped
collision to total
collision

Score supportive
of outcome
Higher
Higher

Higher

Narrative scoring rubric
How well will the proposed project help mitigate or eliminate safety issues in the project area using
countermeasures, innovative design, and/or creating alternative parallel routes for vulnerable users?
A project does not need to use all strategies listed in the application to score highly.
The project is very likely to promote improved travel safety.
The project is somewhat likely to promote improved travel safety.

7-9 points
4-6 points

The project is less or not that likely to promote improved travel safety.

1-3 points

6

Outcome #7: Demonstrate state of good repair benefits
PPA Tool Indicators: Roadway Project
Question
Does the project serve a facility with poor pavement
conditions?
Does the project serve a facility with a relative high
volume of use?
What level of transportation needs are created by the
surrounding land uses in the project area?

Indicator
Pavement Condition
Index
Average Daily Travel
Complete Streets
index

Score supportive
of outcome
Lower
Higher
Context

Narrative: Roadway Project
How well will the proposed project provide sustaining improvements to the transportation system for
existing and future users across the different modes (vehicle, freight, bike, pedestrian, etc.)?
The project is very likely to preserve and extend state of good repair and serve existing
and future transportation needs

7-9 points

The project is somewhat likely to preserve and extend state of good repair and serve
existing and future transportation needs

4-6 points

The project is unlikely to preserve and extend state of good repair and serve existing and 1-3 points
future transportation needs

Transit Asset Management Tool Indicators
Projects claiming the Transit Asset Management (TAM) outcome complete a custom data summary
instead of the PPA tool.
Narrative: Transit Project
How effectively will the project address the agency’s and service area’s current and imminent state of
good repair and transportation needs?

7

The project addresses an immediate and critical need for vehicle replacements and
complements the agency’s strategy to prioritize funding for state of good repair needs

7-9 points

The project addresses a moderate need for vehicle replacements and somewhat aligns
with the agency’s strategy to fund state of good repair needs
The project addresses a lower urgency need for vehicle replacements and/or is an
incomplete strategy for funding state of good repair needs

4-6 points
1-3 points

Community Design Program Project Performance Assessment
Indicators
Blueprint Principle

Metric

Single occupancy vehicle mode share
High occupancy vehicle mode share
Transportation Choice
Transit mode share
Walk mode share
Bike mode share
Housing Diversity
Compact
Development

MTP/SCS Community Type
Jobs per net acre
Dwelling units per net acre
Job totals

Mixed Land Use

Population totals
Dwelling units totals

Existing Assets

8

Developed acres
Available acres
Proportion of developed acres to
available acres

Natural Resources

Percent of acres in agricultural use

Quality Design

No data indicator

Project Value
(current
conditions)

Project Value
(future
conditions)

Attachment D

SACOG 2019 Programming Round Funding (Round 8)
Memorandum of Understanding (“MOU” or “Agreement”)
Between the Sacramento Area Council of Governments (“SACOG”) and the
____________________ (“Recipient”)
For the Project known as “_____________________”
1. Introduction: Project Description and Scope of Work
A. Program Description:
The SACOG Community Design Funding Program (hereinafter referred to as
“Program”) is intended to provide financial assistance to local governmental agencies
that are planning or constructing projects that are consistent with the SACOG
identified guidelines and principles. Local agencies submit project applications to
SACOG and SACOG awards funding by a regional selection process. The Project
was awarded funding through the Program. This document serves as the MOU
between SACOG and Recipient.
The Project is receiving funds from SACOG-managed local funding sources,
meaning these funds bring no requirement to federalize the Project. As such, the
Project is not subject to administrative review by the California Department of
Transportation (“CalTrans”), but rather solely by SACOG. However, SACOG will
review any delay in the Project, as noted in Section 4.b below. SACOG must approve
of the Project Scope of Work, milestones, deliverables and timelines, and shall review
and approve all invoices before the Recipient will be reimbursed.
The Program is set up as a reimbursable program, meaning Recipient will be
reimbursed for eligible Project costs after SACOG receives, reviews, and approves
invoices covering those expenditures. In signing this Agreement, Recipient certifies
that it can fund the Project on its own until it seeks reimbursement from SACOG.
The Recipient shall carry the expenses until it invoices SACOG for expenditures.
SACOG will reimburse the Recipient within 45 days of receiving and approving an
invoice that is determined to meet the terms of this MOU.
B. Recipient Project Manager and SACOG Program Coordinator:
The following persons shall serve as the point of contact for all communications
unless mutually agreed in writing that another individual may represent either the
Recipient or SACOG.
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The Recipient’s officially designated Project Manager is:
Name
Title
Address
[EMAIL ADDRESS] to correspond with Section 2.a below]
Phone #
SACOG’s Program Coordinator is:
Gregory R. Chew
Community Design Program
Sacramento Area Council of Governments
1415 L Street, Suite 300
Sacramento, CA 95814
gchew@sacog.org
Phone 916-340-6227
C. Scope of Work, Deliverables, Milestones and Timeline:
The attached Exhibit “A” describes the detailed scope of work to be performed by
Recipient as well as the Project milestones, deliverables, and timeline for the Project,
and is incorporated herein by this reference (“Scope of Work”). SACOG, in
reviewing invoices, will verify the work completed and deliverables against the terms
of Exhibit “A.”
D. Project Application and Amount:
Recipient submitted an application to SACOG for funding under the Program
(hereinafter “Application”). A copy of the Recipient’s Project Application may be
found at:
http://www.sacog.org/regionalfunding/communitydesign.cfm and is
incorporated herein by this reference. The Project Application was evaluated through
a competitive regional selection process and has been awarded One Hundred
Thousand Dollars ($100,000.00), to be provided under the terms and conditions of
this Agreement. The Recipient has pledged Ten Thousand Dollars ($10,000.00) in
matching funds and certified these funds are available to complete the Scope of
Work. If Recipient incurs costs and expenses beyond the awarded amount, Recipient
is responsible to cover all costs and expenses exceeding the awarded amount.

E. Project Description:
Based on the submitted Project Application, the Project’s general purpose and scope
is [Insert Brief General Description of Project].

F. Payment:
As the work is satisfactorily performed and funds are available, SACOG will
reimburse Recipient for Project costs approved by SACOG. Recipient shall not be
paid in advance of work completed. Conditions for reimbursement are identified in
Section 3 below.
2. Performance
A. Notice to Proceed:
The Recipient may not start reimbursable Project activities until this Agreement is
signed by both SACOG and Recipient. SACOG’s Program Manager shall issue a
written Notice to Proceed (“NTP”), via a letter or email, to Recipient’s Project
Manager after this Agreement is fully executed. The NTP shall contain the effective
date for reimbursable activities, which date shall coincide with the date on which the
NTP is issued.
B. Recipient Accountability Duties:
Recipient shall comply with the following accountability duties.
Recipient
acknowledges that a failure to perform these duties may result in the disqualification
of Recipient from receiving future funding through SACOG as further specified
below. It is incumbent upon Recipient, particularly the Recipient Project Manager, to
understand these accountability duties and perform them throughout the term of the
MOU or until the Scope of Work is completed, whichever comes first. SACOG will
not remind Recipient to perform these duties.
(1) Staff Requirements - A Recipient staff person who is familiar with the contents
of Recipient’s Application and has been assigned to oversee the delivery of this
Project. Recipient acknowledges that if it does not maintain an assigned, qualified
staff person or consultant to manage the delivery of the Project pursuant to the
Recipient’s Application, SACOG reserves the right to withdraw funding for this
Project.
(2) Funding Cycle Deadline - The Project as set forth in the Application, including
the scope, timeline and deliverables, must be delivered no later than the current
funding round cycle deadline of December 31, 2021. Recipient acknowledges that,
if it does not deliver the specified Project on the agreed to timeline and prior to the
funding cycle deadline, Recipient may be penalized in future funding cycles of
SACOG’s four regional funding programs.

(3) Status Reports – All Round 8 Community Design recipients are required to
submit quarterly status reports. Following issuance of the NTP, Recipient shall
provide the SACOG Program Manager with a brief quarterly status report in writing.
The due date for each status report is the first day of January, April, July and October
of each year that the project has started until its completion or the termination of this
MOU. This status report may be as brief as one or two paragraphs, depending upon
the complexity and status of the particular Project. If Recipient’s designated Project
Manager changes during the course of the Project, it is the responsibility of Recipient
to convey this status report requirement and all other requirements of this MOU to
the new Project Manager. The Project Manager shall not change unless mutually
agreed upon by SACOG and Recipient in writing. Recipient acknowledges that a
failure to provide quarterly Project status reports to SACOG may result in Recipient
failing to qualify for future funding cycles of SACOG’s regional funding programs,
including the Program. The responsibility of submitting the brief status report to
SACOG lies solely with Recipient’s identified Project Manager listed above.
C. Overall Performance:
Recipient recognizes that SACOG considers Recipient’s performance on this Project
a factor in qualifying Recipient for proposed future projects for any other current or
future SACOG funding programs (e.g., Community Design, Bicycle/Pedestrian,
Regional/Local, Air Quality programs).
D. Recipient Responsibilities:
After the NTP has been issued the Recipient is required to perform the accountability
requirements in Section 2.B., including, but not limited to, submission of a brief
quarterly Project status report. Recipient shall complete the Project, in accordance
with Exhibit “A”, by no later than the expiration of this Agreement.
E. SACOG Responsibilities:
SACOG shall:
(1) Review progress reports and invoices promptly, and contact Recipient in a timely
manner to discuss any issues. Invoices will not be approved until issues have been
satisfactorily resolved.
(2) Remit invoice for payment promptly after approving invoices.
(3) Verify final Project completion as appropriate to close out final completion and
payment.
3. Reimbursement
A. Invoices and Payments:
Recipient shall submit regular Project invoices to SACOG for reimbursement
following issuance of the NTP, but shall submit such invoices no more frequently
than once a month and no less frequently than once a quarter. Each invoice shall
contain a one-page progress report narrative (bullet format acceptable) of work

completed to date along with reference to the scope of work, timeline, milestones, and
deliverables in Exhibit “A.” Recipient shall clearly identify which of the activities
have been performed in the period for which reimbursement is being requested.
Recipient may include copies of any deliverables or photographs of physical
construction, as applicable, to provide documentation of work completed.
B. Travel Reimbursement:
Recipient shall comply with, and shall require its subcontractors to comply with, the
requirements for non-state employee travel and subsistence (per diem) expenses
found in the California Department of Transportation (“Caltrans”) Travel Guide,
Non-State Employee Travel (referencing the current California Department of
Personnel Administration rules) at the following link:
http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/asc/travel/index.htm. Lodging rates shall not exceed rates
authorized to be paid non-state employees unless written verification is supplied that
such rates are not commercially available to Recipient and/or its subcontractors at the
time and location required as specified in the Caltrans Travel Guide Exception
Process.
C. Evaluation of Invoices:
SACOG will review invoices in the order received from all Program projects. Upon
the review of each invoice received, SACOG will evaluate the degree of progress
being made in comparison to the Scope of Work, and may ask Recipient to provide
additional information to support an invoice. SACOG may withhold payment of a full
or partial invoice amount if it believes insufficient evidence has been provided to
justify the amount requested. All invoices must comply with the requirements
provided for in SACOG’s Required Supporting Documentation for Invoices form,
which is attached hereto and incorporated herein as Exhibit “B”.
D. Methods of Payment:
After the SACOG Program Manager has approved an invoice, it will be submitted to
the SACOG Finance Department for processing. Reimbursement will be made within
45 days of invoice approval and will be made by check, unless an electronic fund
transfer arrangement has been made in advance.
E. Retention and Completion:
SACOG reserves the right to withhold up to 10% of the awarded amount until it can
verify the Project is completed as described in Exhibit “A” and approved by SACOG.
4. Completion; Termination
A. Agreement Expiration Date:
All reimbursable expenses must be incurred before December 31, 2021. The
expiration date of this Agreement is March 31, 2022, which is the final date for
submitting invoices to SACOG, and the date when all projects funded in the 2019

Program funding cycle must be completed. Reimbursement will be made as outlined
in Section 1.A. and Section 3.
B. Extensions:
This MOU may be extended by written agreement of the parties, but such written
agreement by SACOG may only occur by one of two ways. First, SACOG may agree
to an extension in the event that a delay is caused by SACOG, Caltrans or state or
federal agencies regarding the funding, programming or regulatory review of this
project and such delay is deemed “abnormally longer than usual” by SACOG.
Second, SACOG may agree to an extension for any other reason only by direct
approval of the SACOG Board of Directors.
C. Termination by Recipient:
The Recipient may terminate this Agreement upon 30 days’ written notice to SACOG
identifying the reason for termination.
Within 10 working days of the notice,
Recipient shall submit an invoice which shall be paid according to the conditions in
Section 3.
D. Termination by SACOG:
Recipient’s failure to perform any material obligation hereunder is a material breach
of this Agreement. SACOG shall provide Recipient with written notice of any such
failure and specify a reasonable opportunity to cure. If Recipient fails to cure a
material breach after SACOG provides written notice thereof and a reasonable
opportunity to cure, SACOG may terminate this Agreement upon 10 days’ written
notice to the Recipient identifying the reason for termination. Upon receipt of the
notice of termination, Recipient shall immediately cease its own reimbursable
activities on the Project and shall give notice to any third party working on the Project
to immediately cease its reimbursable activities on the Project. Within 30 working
days of receipt of the notice of termination, Recipient shall submit an invoice for
work done through the date of termination. Reasons for termination may include, but
are not limited to:
(1) failure by the Recipient to submit a progress report or invoice for two consecutive
quarters after the Notice to Proceed;
(2) if the Project falls more than 6 months behind the timeline in Exhibit “A” and the
Recipient fails to timely inform the SACOG Program Manager; or
(3) the Recipient does not respond in a timely manner to requests by SACOG’s
Project Manager for information.
Reimbursable funding for the Project shall cease upon the effective date of the
termination notice.

5. General Provisions
A. Amendments:
No alteration or variation of the terms of this Agreement shall be valid unless made in
writing and signed by the parties hereto, and no oral understanding or agreement not
incorporated herein, shall be binding on any of the parties hereto.
B. Indemnity:
Recipient and SACOG are each responsible for its own acts and omissions. Further,
each party agrees to indemnify, defend, and hold harmless the other party, its
governing body, officers, agents, and employees from and against any and all actions,
claims, demands, losses, expenses, including reasonable attorney’s fees and costs,
damages, and liabilities, resulting from the negligent acts or omissions or willful
misconduct of the indemnifying party. The provisions of this Section shall survive
the expiration or termination of this Agreement.
C. Audit, Records:
SACOG shall have the right to audit, or have audited by a representative agent,
Recipient’s use of Project funds. Recipient shall maintain books, records, documents
and other evidence (collectively “Records”) pertinent to Project work performed
under this Agreement in accordance with generally accepted accounting principles
and practices for a minimum of three years following completion of the Project.
Recipient shall make the Records available to SACOG or its agents upon request.
D. Notices:
All notices required or provided for under this Agreement shall be in writing and
delivered in person or by first class U.S. mail, postage prepaid, to the Project
Managers identified in Section 1.B.
E. Integration:
This Agreement represents the entire understanding of SACOG and Recipient as to
those matters contained herein and supersedes all prior negotiations, representations,
or agreements, both written and oral. This Agreement may not be modified or altered
except in accordance with Section 5.A.
F. Headings:
The headings of the various sections of this Agreement are intended solely for
convenience of reference and are not intended to explain, modify, or place any
interpretation upon any of the provisions of this Agreement.
G. Severability:
If any term or provision of this Agreement or the application thereof to any person or
circumstance shall, to any extent, be invalid or unenforceable, the remainder of this
Agreement, or the application of such term or provision to persons or circumstances

other than those to which it is invalid or unenforceable, shall not be affected thereby,
and each term and provision of this Agreement shall be valid and shall be enforced to
the fullest extent permitted by law, unless the exclusion of such term or provision, or
the application of such term or provision, would result in such a material change so as
to cause completion of the obligations contemplated herein to be unreasonable.
H. Counterparts:
This Agreement may be executed in multiple counterparts, each of which shall
constitute an original, and all of which taken together shall constitute one and the
same instrument.
I. Dispute Resolution:
Each party hereto will notify the other party promptly of any matters that may cause
disputes arising out of their respective rights and obligations under this Agreement
and will make every reasonable effort to settle such disputes by prompt and diligent
negotiations. If the parties are unable to resolve the dispute through negotiation, the
dispute will be sent to mediation administered by a mediator acceptable to both
parties prior to the initiation of legal action, unless delay in initiating legal action
would irrevocably prejudice one of the parties. All expenses of the mediation will be
borne by the parties equally; however, each party will bear the expense of its own
counsel, experts, witnesses, and preparation and presentation of proofs.
6.

Signatories

The following parties are the authorized signatories representing their respective agencies
to sign this MOU:
Sacramento Area Council of Governments

(Recipient Agency)

____________________________________
JAMES CORLESS
Executive Director

____________________________________
(Name)
(CEO title)

____________________
Date

_____________________
Date

Approved as to form:
____________________________________
SLOAN SAKAI YEUNG & WONG LLP
Legal Counsel to SACOG

Exhibit “A”
SCOPE OF WORK
DELIVERABLES, MILESTONES, AND TIMELINE

Government Relations &
Public Affairs Committee
Meeting Date: December 10, 2018
Agenda Item No.: 2018-December-7

Green Region Funding Round
Information
Prepared by: Raef Porter

Attachments: No

Approved by: Erik Johnson

1. Issue:
Approval of the Green Region Funding Round.

2. Recommendation:
None, this item is for information only. The Transportation Committee will take action on this
item.

3. Background/Analysis:
The Green Region funding program was a new addition to the biennial funding round. The
SACOG Board of Directors allocated $11.67 million for the program, which focused on increasing
adoption and use of zero emission vehicles through funding of vehicles, fueling infrastructure,
and supporting zero emission services such as car sharing, ride sharing, and microtransit. The
program also included a section on disadvantaged communities that concentrated zero emission
efforts in those areas of the region that have seen less zero emission investment as compared
to the rest of the region.
The Green Region call for projects resulted in approximately $40 million in funding requests
from twelve proposals. All funding requests came from Sacramento and Yolo counties.
SACOG staff and the selected review panelists scored each proposal using the adopted Green
Region Framework. Generally, proposals were scored and ranked according to their ability to
reduce vehicle miles traveled, encourage alternative modes of travel, and increase the adoption
of zero emission vehicles.
In November, the SACOG board released the Green Region funding draft recommendations for
public comment.

4. Discussion/Analysis:
Based on the scoring and ranking of projects as outlined in the Green Region framework, staff
recommended funding for four projects, totaling $11.67 million. The four projects recommended
for funding include:

-

Sacramento Regional Transit

Zero Emission Bus Service to the
Sacramento International Airport

$3,844,000

-

City of West Sacramento

West Sacramento Plug-in Partnership

$2,249,000

-

Valley Clean Energy

Electrify Yolo

$2,665,000

-

Sacramento Metropolitan Air
Quality Mgmt. District

Green Region (SECAT)

$2,912,000

To date, the only public comment received has been from Green Tech concerning their proposed
project focused on zero emission infrastructure and vehicles in the City of Sacramento. Green
Tech asked the board to reconsider the staff recommendation and include funding for the
project. A primary reason the project was not recommended by staff for funding is that a large
share of the proposed scope does not meet funding eligibility requirements for the Green Region
program. Since the time of the committee meeting, SACOG has coordinated with Green Tech
and agency partners, including SMAQMD and SMUD, to identify alternative funding sources for a
reduced project scope. Staff will update the Transportation Committee on the status of this
effort at the December 6, meeting.

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

6. This staff report aligns with the following SACOG Work Plan Goals:
7 - Deliver Key High-Profile Transportation Projects

Government Relations &
Public Affairs Committee
Meeting Date: December 10, 2018
Agenda Item No.: 2018-December-8

Civic Lab Year 2
Information
Prepared by: Adrienne Moretz

Attachments: No

Approved by: Erik Johnson

1. Issue:
Civic Lab Year 2 launches in December

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

3. Background/Analysis:
Civic Lab is an effort that aims to address issues of regional importance through action at the
local level. Civic Lab Year 1 brought together cross disciplinary teams to tackle challenging
issues related to mobility and to pilot innovate solutions that can have local and regional
impacts. Year One teams are currently implementing their pilot projects. Civic Lab Year 2 is
focused on commercial corridor revitalization. While some commercial areas in the region are
functioning well, many are not. Many have seen disinvestment, aging infrastructure, and vacant
buildings. However, these areas are critical to the region’s future success. Civic Lab aims to
make our commercial corridors vibrant places that people want to live, work, and play. Project
teams will participate in monthly workshops beginning with a team networking event midDecember. We will focus workshops on barrier and goal identification, housing and markets,
storytelling, and more. SACOG is developing plans to host both a marketplace and legislative
showcase for Civic Lab where national leaders and private sector vendors can come learn more
about the work of project teams. Additionally, project teams will have access to private sector
vendors, pre-qualified by SACOG, to provide technical assistance that can guide pilot project
implementation.

4. Discussion/Analysis:
Civic Lab received 13 applications that represent urban, suburban, and rural corridor challenges
in five of the six counties in the region. SACOG staff is currently identifying viable project teams
and will update committee members of team selection status at the time of the meeting.

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

6. This staff report aligns with the following SACOG Work Plan Goals:

5 - Establish the Sacramento Region as an Innovator & Test-Bed for New Ideas

Government Relations &
Public Affairs Committee
Meeting Date: December 10, 2018
Agenda Item No.: 2018-December-9

Top Five Things Local Governments Should Know About the 2020 Census
Information
Prepared by: Tina Glover

Attachments: Yes

Approved by: Erik Johnson

1. Issue:
What is required for SACOG member agencies to access state funding for 2020 Census
outreach?

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

3. Background/Analysis:
The 2020 Census is critical for California and the SACOG region. The results could impact
California’s congressional seats, as well as factor into decisions about redrawing district lines.
The federal government also uses census counts to distribute billions of dollars every year. In
fiscal year 2015, California received an estimated $76 billion in federal funding, about $1,958
per person per year. Federal dollars account for more than one-third of all state spending,
including the general fund, special funds, and bonds. Undercounting Californians in the
upcoming census could have significant fiscal consequences for the state, but large segments of
California’s population are historically hard-to-count (HTC). State and local partners are
essential in ensuring an accurate count, so planning activities are ramping up in California at the
state and local levels. At the state level, the “California Complete Count – Census 2020 Office”
(Census 2020 Office) has been allocated $90.6 million in State funds over two years towards
strategies and activities that will help ensure an accurate and successful count in California. The
Census 2020 Office has developed an aggressive statewide community-engagement campaign
to reach the least likely to respond areas or HTC communities throughout California. This will
supplement the U.S. Census Bureau’s efforts and, by requiring collaboration and coordination,
avoid duplication of work.

4. Discussion/Analysis:
Part of this statewide outreach will provide $26.6 million in funding to counties that choose to
“opt-in” and serve as fiscal agents for funds targeting HTC populations within their boundaries,
including those within incorporated cities. The following is key information for SACOG members
to consider:
1.

How to access California outreach funds. To receive the allocated funding, individual
counties must opt in, provide a board resolution by 2/9/19, establish a Local Complete

Count Committee (CCC), and submit a plan for state approval. No counties will be
excluded from accessing a Census award contract. In the SACOG region the county
contract allocations are:
El Dorado County - $100,000
Placer County - $100,000
Sacramento County - $862,308
Sutter County - $86,138
Yolo County - $127,079
Yuba County - $100,000
Please note that if a county chooses to “opt out” the State will reach out to a
government entity with the administrative capacity and experience to conduct outreach
in that county. Those entities could include large cities or regional councils of
governments. Counties may also partner with cities, community-based-organizations,
other counties, and/or regional governments on the census outreach.
2.

When outreach starts. Counties are beginning now to organize, plan, and establish
county level Complete Count Committees (CCCs). Direct federal, state and local
outreach will be focused in the early part of 2020 closer to the April 1, 2020, Census
date. However, outreach to community-based organizations and other trusted
messengers is encouraged as soon as possible, with implementation plans developed
and filed by September 30, 2019. Please see Attachment A for the California 2020
Census Funding Timeline. In the SACOG region, Sacramento County is an early
adopter. They have established a Countywide Planning Group that meets regularly,
includes individuals from every city within the county, and plan to pass their board
resolution in January 2019.

3.

When the count starts. April 1, 2020, is the official Census date. In February 2020, the
U.S. Census Bureau will begin the Group Quarters count (dorms, military installations,
prisons, nursing homes, etc.). In late March 2020, Internet Self-Response begins. It is
expected that the vast majority of the population will self-report online (see more
information in section below on “what’s different this time”). In late March 2020,
Update Leave (UL) begins. UL is designed to occur in areas where the majority of
housing units either do not have mail delivered to the physical location of the housing
unit, or the mail delivery information for the housing unit cannot be verified. It will
enable people to self-respond via multiple modes, including internet, paper, or
telephone. An online map will be available in early April 2020, showing neighborhood
level return rates as they come in. This will help identify areas in need of more direct
outreach during the count period. Please see Attachment B for the 2020 Census
Operational timeline.

4.

Who the local contacts are. County level Census contacts have been established for
each of the six counties in the SACOG region:
El Dorado: Shawne Corley, Assistant Chief Administrative Officer, El Dorado
County, shawne.corley@edcgov.us
Placer: Steve Pedretti, Director, Community Development Resource Agency, Placer
County, spedrett@placer.ca.gov
Sacramento: Judy Robinson, 2020 Census Manager, Sacramento County,
robinsonju@saccounty.net
Sutter: Doug Libby, Principal Planner, Sutter County Development Services, Sutter

County, dglibby@co.sutter.ca.us
Yolo: Mindi Nunes, Assistant County Administrator, Yolo County,
Mindi.Nunes@yolocounty.org
Yuba: Jamie Yang and Kevin Mallen, Community Development Director, Yuba
County, jcyang@co.yuba.ca.us and kmallen@co.yuba.ca.us
Additional contacts include:
• SACOG: Tina Glover, Demographer, tglover@sacog.org
• California Complete Count – Census 2020 Office: Ditas Katague, Director
ditas.katague@census.ca.gov
• U.S. Census Bureau – Los Angeles Regional Office: Lia Bolden, Northern
California Partnership Coordinator elaine.lia.bolden@2020census.gov
• Sacramento Partnership Staff: Divino Lopez and Lupe Ferrerya (contact
information to come)
• CA State Association of Counties (CSAC): Dorothy Johnson and Tracy Sullivan
djohnson@counties.org and tsullivan@counties.org
5.

What’s different this time. An expected 55% or more of the nation’s households are
expected to respond online for the first time, with the remainder collected by mail or,
as needed, in person. In addition to relying more on online responses, the Census
Bureau intends to increase the use of administrative records and other new
technologies to offset rising costs. However, plans to fully test these methods have
been delayed or cancelled altogether, in part due to federal funding constraints.
Notably, the Government Accountability Office (GAO) has designated the 2020
Census at high risk of failure. The Census Bureau’s effort to secure its computer
networks from cyber-attacks and hacking is behind schedule and billions of dollars
over budget. This funding deficit may have negative implications for the overall
Census count. State and local outreach efforts will be important.

5. Fiscal Impact/Grant Information:
This item does not have an impact on the agency budget. Staff time is already included in the
Overall Work Program.

6. This staff report aligns with the following SACOG Work Plan Goals:
8 - Build out our Council of Governments Functions

Attachmments:

Description
Attachment A: California 2020 Census Timeline
Attachment B: Road to the 2020 Census
Attachment C: Additional Resources for Information

Attachment A

Attachment B

Attachment B

2020 Census ‐ Additional Resources for Information:
California Complete Count – Census 2020 Office: www.census.ca.gov
Information on the State’s funding specifications: www.census.ca.gov/funding‐methodology/
Available Resources and summary documents: https://census.ca.gov/resources/
California Hard‐to‐Count census tracts and block groups online map: https://tinyurl.com/yaogny98
California State Association of Counties (CSAC): http://www.counties.org/2020‐census
CSAC’s Webinar Library entitled “Counting on Funding: How to Get Census Dollars” 11/14/18
here: https://www.counties.org/csac‐webinar‐library
George Washington University, Institute of Public Policy, “Counting for Dollars 2020: The Role of the
Decennial Census in the Geographic Distribution of Federal Funds” 10/12/18
https://tinyurl.com/yd8ttztt
League of California Cities: http://www.cacities.org/2020Census
National League of Cities (NLC), Municipal Action Guide Preparing for the 2020 Census:
https://tinyurl.com/y8cbj4bq
Public Policy Institute of California (PPIC) 2020 Census:
https://www.ppic.org/topics/trending‐2020‐census/
U.S. Census Bureau Main 2020 Census: www.2020census.gov
Uses of Census Bureau Data in Federal Funds Distribution: https://tinyurl.com/y9bzjjfw

Government Relations &
Public Affairs Committee
Meeting Date: December 10, 2018
Agenda Item No.: 2018-December-10

Sustainable Communities Strategy Implementation Pilot Program

Information
Prepared by: Christina Lokke
Attachments: Yes

Approved by: Erik Johnson

1. Issue:
Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS) Implementation Pilot Program.

2. Recommendation:
None, this item is for information only. The Land Use & Natural Resources Committee will take
action on this item.

3. Background/Analysis:
In March 2018, the California Air Resources Board (CARB) established new SB 375 greenhouse
gas (GHG) emissions reduction targets for the SACOG region. The region’s target for a 19
percent reduction by 2035 is conditional on the implementation of a new pilot program in the
SCS that addresses specific conditions and challenges relating to GHG emission reductions. If
SACOG and the state do not secure funding and related policy commitments, CARB will reduce
SACOG’s target to 18 percent. According to CARB’s final staff report setting greenhouse gas
targets for Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) across the state, the goal of the pilot is
to effectively coordinate growth with transportation investments within SACOG’s region. The
pilot should enhance current SCS implementation efforts and include new programs. As
previously presented to the Committee, SACOG staff met with member jurisdictions, partner
agencies, and other key stakeholders for input in the development of the pilot.

4. Discussion/Analysis:
The Green Means Go program will provide state funded financial support to incentivize infill
development, transit, and transportation changes within designated Green Zones. The Green
Means Go program focuses on three main areas of SCS implementation: accelerate infill, reduce
vehicle miles traveled, and electrify remaining vehicle trips. The pilot will test if providing
incentives and removing barriers that address any part of these three topics can affect where
and how much infill occurs, and ultimately impact residents’ housing and travel choices.
Attachment A outlines example actions local jurisdictions are encouraged to take in Green
Zones, along with examples of potential state funded investments in Green Zones.
The policy framework for the Green Means Go program creates the following overall program
structure:








To help meet the region’s greenhouse gas reduction targets, implementation efforts must
target at least one of three program areas: 1) accelerate infill development; 2) reduce
vehicle miles traveled; 3) increase electric vehicle use.
Green zones will be established by local jurisdictions, but must be in areas that meet the
following criteria:
o Have additional residential infill capacity
o Are planned for greater density than represented in existing land uses
o Are within a center/corridor or established community as defined in the MTP/SCS
Transit providers may establish a Transit Green Zone within a city or county Green Zone.
Transit Green Zones must focus on transit investments that support efforts within the
larger Green Zone.
Green Zones complement SACOG’s Civic Lab year two, which focuses on revitalizing
commercial corridors through redevelopment and innovative transportation strategies.
SACOG will administer the Green Means Go funds through an application process open to
SACOG’s member jurisdictions in the six-county region.

With the board’s approval of this framework, SACOG staff will develop an application process
and work with jurisdictions in early 2019 on pre-applications to identify Green Zones. Staff will
continue to update and seek direction from the committee and full board as we make progress
on finalizing the Green Means Go program with the state and prior to releasing a more formal
call for projects or taking any actions on funding commitments to specific projects.

5. Fiscal Impact/Grant Information:
Work on the pilot program is included in the adopted fiscal year 2018-2019 work program.

6. This staff report aligns with the following SACOG Work Plan Goals:
5 - Establish the Sacramento Region as an Innovator & Test-Bed for New Ideas

Attachments:

Description
Attachment A: Green Zones

Attachment A

Green Zones
Potential local Green Zone actions (illustrative examples)

Potential state funded investment in Green Zones (funds managed by SACOG)

1. Accelerate Infill

1. Accelerate Infill

• Reduce impact fees

•

Financial support of specific local actions

• Reduce parking requirements

•

Infrastructure improvements that serve a Green Zone

• Increase density

•

Financial assistance directed at small, infill projects (e.g. guaranteeing or
facilitating low interest construction loans or gap funding for qualifying
projects)

•

Land acquisition fund to prepare for an impending recession to help
communities rebound more quickly

•

Grants to enhance infill markets (e.g. building façade renewal or building
community assists such as a park, community center, or library)

• ADU incentives
• Expedite zoning variances
• Establish a land bank
• Implement tool(s) in SACOG housing policy toolkit
• Develop or implement specific plans or studies
• Develop or implement specific infrastructure plan
• Establishment of a TDM program

2. Reduce VMT
•

TDM program

•

Microtransit

•

Fare prepay system

•

Express buses serving the Green Zone

•

Additional increased transit options

3. Increase eVMT
•

EV infrastructure investment

•

EV carshare program

•

EV TNC fleet

2. Reduce VMT
•

Financial support of specific local actions

3. Increase eVMT
•

Financial support of specific local actions

Government Relations &
Public Affairs Committee
Meeting Date: December 10, 2018
Agenda Item No.: 2018-December-11

State Advocacy Update
Information
Prepared by: Christina Lokke

Attachments: No

Approved by: Erik Johnson

1. Issue:
State Advocacy Update

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

3. Background/Analysis:
On November 6, 2018, Californians voted on 11 statewide propositions and numerous local
measures, along with their state and federal representatives.

4. Discussion/Analysis:
The new two-year legislative session begins on Monday, December 3, 2018, with the swearingin of the new legislature. They will then recess until January 7, 2019. With the results of the
November 2018, election, the Democrats grew their control of both the Assembly and Senate.
On Election Day voters decided on 11 statewide ballot measures, the unofficial results of which
are below.
Proposition 1 – Housing Bond – Pass (55.9% Yes)
Authorizes the issuance of $4 billion in general obligation (GO) bonds for affordable housing
programs and a veterans’ home ownership program.
Proposition 2 – Homeless Housing Bond – Pass (63.1% Yes)
Authorizes the state to spend $2 billion in previously approved bond funds on supportive
housing for chronically homeless people with mental illness.
Proposition 3 – Water Bond – Fail (48.8% No)
Would have authorized the issuance of about $8.9 billion in state GO bonds for various water
and environmental projects.
Proposition 4 – Children’s Hospital Bond – Pass (62.3% Yes)
Authorizes the issuance of $1.5 billion in bonds to fund grants for the construction, expansion,
renovation, and equipping of qualifying children’s hospitals.

Proposition 5 – Proposition 13 Property Tax Base Transfer Changes – Fail (59.6% No)
Would have made numerous changes to the ability of a homeowner to transfer their property
tax base to a new home.
Proposition 6 – Senate Bill 1 Repeal and New Vote Requirement for Transportation Taxes – Fail
(56.8% No)
Would have repealed SB 1 (Beall) and required statewide voter approval of any tax proposed by
the Legislature on the sale, storage, use, or consumption of motor vehicle gas or diesel or the
privilege to operate on the public highways.
Proposition 7 – Daylight Saving Time – Pass (59.9% Yes)
Provides the Legislature the ability to change daylight saving time period, subject to a twothirds vote and provided the changes are consistent with federal law.
Proposition 8 – Dialysis Clinic Charges – Fail (60.2% No)
Would have regulated the amount outpatient kidney dialysis clinics could charge for dialysis
treatment.
Proposition 10 – Rent Control – Fail (59.8% No)
Would have expanded local governments’ authority to enact rent control on residential property.
Proposition 11 - Private-Sector Ambulance Employee Work Breaks – Pass (59.8% Yes)
Allows private-sector emergency ambulance companies to require emergency employees to
remain on-call during work breaks.
Proposition 12 - Confinement of Specified Farm Animals – Pass (62.4% Yes)
Establishes minimum requirements for confining egg-laying hens, breeding pigs, and calves
raised for veal for animals raised in California.

5. Fiscal Impact/Grant Information:
This item has no direct fiscal impact.

6. This staff report aligns with the following SACOG Work Plan Goals:
9 - Better Connect & Communicate with Members & Regional Electeds

Government Relations &
Public Affairs Committee
Meeting Date: December 10, 2018
Agenda Item No.: 2018-December-12

Federal Advocacy Update
Information
Prepared by: Christina Lokke

Attachments: No

Approved by: Erik Johnson

1. Issue:
Federal Advocacy Update

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

3. Background/Analysis:
As Washington prepares for a new Congress in 2019, the current Congress has a number of
outstanding issues it must still address.

4. Discussion/Analysis:
The November 2018, election resulted in a change of party leadership for the House of
Representatives, with the Democrats winning enough seats to take over leadership. In the
Senate, Republicans maintained control. The 116th Congress will be sworn in on January 3,
2019. Since Election Day, both House and Senate Republicans have voted for their leaders,
along with the Senate Democrats. House Republicans voted for California Representative Kevin
McCarthy as their new leader to replace retiring Speaker Paul Ryan. In the Senate, leadership
remains consistent with Republicans reelecting Senator Mitch McConnell as majority leader and
Senate Democrats reelecting Senator Charles Schumer as minority leader. House Democrats are
expected to vote on their leadership in December.
With the elections over, Congress has several major issues to focus on before the end of the
year. The House and Senate continue budget discussions for the Fiscal Year 2019 budget. The
current fiscal year started in October 2018, without a full budget agreement and with a number
of appropriation bills remaining, including the Transportation, Housing, and Urban Development
(THUD) appropriation bill. This bill includes funding levels for all discretionary transportation
programs, including the Capital Investment Grants (CIG) program and Better Utilizing
Investments to Leverage Development (BUILD) grants. The President previously signed a
continuing resolution to extend government funding in the new fiscal year through December 7,
2018, for the federal agencies awaiting appropriations. Congressional action is expected before
December 7, to prevent a government shutdown.
Congress has yet to reach an agreement on a new farm bill to replace the now expired 2014

farm bill and negotiations appear stalled. Congress must also address the soon to be expired
National Flood Insurance Program (NFIP), which expires on November 30, 2018.

5. Fiscal Impact/Grant Information:
This item has no direct fiscal impact.

6. This staff report aligns with the following SACOG Work Plan Goals:
9 - Better Connect & Communicate with Members & Regional Electeds

Government Relations &
Public Affairs Committee
Meeting Date: December 10, 2018
Agenda Item No.: 2018-December-13

Transportation Ballot Measures Nationwide
Information
Prepared by: Christina Lokke

Attachments: Yes

Approved by: Erik Johnson

1. Issue:
Transportation Ballot Measures Nationwide.

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

3. Background/Analysis:
On November 6, 2018, voters across the country voted on various transportation related ballot
measures. At the September 20, 2018, board meeting, SACOG staff provided an overview of a
few of the over 300 state, regional, and local transportation related measures expected to be on
the ballot. Below are the Election Day results of those measures. Additionally, Attachment A is
an analysis by the Eno Center for Transportation (Eno) of the transportation related measures it
tracked on the ballot in 2018.

4. Discussion/Analysis:
Ballot based transportation related measures have become more common in recent years. They
are most common in the western states, but they are growing in popularity in all regions across
the nation, particularly in the south. According to Eno, typically about 70% of measures pass
each year, however they are not always positive measures for transportation. Eno is in the
process of analyzing the Election Days results of the measures on the ballot in 33 states this
November and notes that it appears that voters approved over $30 billion for transportation.
Most of the funding raised was primarily for roads, with funding for transit coming in a distant
second. However, there was an overall increase this year in multimodal measures and measures
with funding primarily for transit, bike, or pedestrian projects. There is also a growing trend in
purely advisory transportation measures. Attachment A is Eno’s analysis of transportation ballot
measures for 2018. Below are the election results of the previously presented sample of various
statewide and local transportation funding measures on the November 2018, ballot.
State of Colorado
Colorado voters rejected two competing transportation funding measures on the statewide ballot
this fall. The two measures, both placed on the ballot through the initiative process, took very
different approaches to funding transportation in the state. As a result of both measures failing,
voters will likely decide on a $2.3 billion bond measure in 2019 due to a provision in Senate Bill

1 (SB 1). SB 1 was a last-minute compromise this year to allocate $645 million in onetime
transportation funding for the next two fiscal years. It also placed a bond measure on the 2019
ballot if voters did not approve a long-term funding measure in November 2018. The state
Department of Transportation says it will cost $9 billion over the next decade to catch up on
maintenance and repairs on the state’s roads and bridges.
Proposition 109: Fix Our Damn Roads – Fail (60.72% No)
Would have required the Department of Transportation to issue revenue anticipation notes in a
maximum amount of $3.5 billion to pay for specific transportation projects. It required the
Legislature to first make debt-service payments before allocating General Fund revenue to other
state programs, placing paying back the bond debt over all other state funding obligations. The
bond revenue could only be spent on road and bridge expansion, maintenance, construction and
repair for 66 specific projects. Local governments would not receive funding and no money could
go towards multi-modal projects.
Proposition 110: Let's Go Colorado – Fail (59.39% No)
Would have increased transportation funding by raising sales taxes by 0.62 percent for 20 years
to pay for up to $6 billion in bonds to fund state transportation projects. It allocated the funding
to: state transportation projects and debt service (45%), local governments (40%), and multimodal transportation projects, such as mass transit, rail, and bicycle lanes (15%).
State of Missouri: Proposition D – Fail (53.625% No)
Would have increased the fuel tax by 10 cents, phased-in over four years. It also taxed
alternative fuels at an equivalent rate to the rate on the motor fuel tax, beginning January 1,
2026. This increase would have generated at least $288 million annually for the state to fund
Missouri State law enforcement and $123 million annually for local governments for road
construction and maintenance. The measure was placed on the statewide ballot by the General
Assembly.
Scottsdale, Arizona: Ballot Question 1 – Pass (54.50% Yes)
Increases the city’s sales tax by one-tenth of one percent (0.10%) for 10 years to provide funds
for transportation projects. It is projected to raise $100 million and will provide Scottsdale with
the local funding needed to access an additional $140 million from Proposition 400, a previously
passed Maricopa County-wide half-cent sales tax for transportation. The regional funds are
released to cities that match a portion of projects' costs.
Flagstaff, Arizona
The Flagstaff City Council placed three transportation related measures on the November ballot.
Proposition 419 - Continuation of a Sales Tax for Roadway, Pedestrian, Bicycle and Safety
Improvements – Pass (64.62% Yes)
Continuation of the levy of three existing sales taxes expiring in 2020 as a single sales tax rate
of 0.426 percent to be in effect for a period of 21 years beginning July 1, 2020, to be used for
the following purposes:







Design, construction, reconstruction, improvement, and maintenance of roadways
Construction, reconstruction, and maintenance of walkways, bike paths, and pedestrian
and bicycle crossings
Technology and signing
Acquisition of necessary real estate and related interests
All incidental costs including relocation costs
Debt service

Proposition 420 - Sales Tax for Lone Tree Railroad Overpass – Pass (51.41% Yes)
Levies a sales tax at a rate of 0.23 percent for 20 years to pay for the Lone Tree Railroad
Overpass.
Proposition 421 - Sales Tax for Increasing Transit Services - Fail (50.57% No)
Would have levied a sales tax at a rate of 0.15 percent for 11 years to pay for an increase in
public transportation including constructing, acquiring, operating, and maintaining equipment
and facilities for more frequent transit service within the City of Flagstaff.
Broward County, Florida: County Question Funding For Countywide Transportation
System Improvement – Pass (59.98% Yes)
Increases the county’s sales tax from six to seven percent to pay for transportation projects.
The increase is expected to raise $16 billion to go towards projects that reduce traffic
congestion, improve roads and bridges, enhance traffic signal synchronization, develop safe
sidewalks and bicycle pathways, expand and operate bus and special needs transportation,
implement rail along approved corridors, and implement emerging transportation technologies.
County Commissioners discussed potential projects, including establishing a light-rail commuter
service and creating more rapid and express bus routes.
Bainbridge Island, Washington – Proposition 1 – Fail (54.09% No)
Would have increased property taxes by an amount estimated to generate $15 million over
seven years to be used for non-motorized transportation projects. The estimated increase to the
property tax rate was $0.28 per $1,000 of assessed value. Potential projects included shoulder
improvements on major island roads, safe routes to school projects and other off-road
trail/pathway projects, targeted pedestrian improvements, and specific regional trail expansion.

5. Fiscal Impact/Grant Information:
This item has no direct fiscal impact.

6. This staff report aligns with the following SACOG Work Plan Goals:
2 - Benchmark Ourselves Against Peer Regions
9 - Better Connect & Communicate with Members & Regional Electeds
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Transportation at the
Ballot Box: 2018
By Robert Puentes • Updated November 5, 2018
The midterm elections in November 2018 hold major political ramifications for the United States given
the high-profile Congressional, gubernatorial, statehouse, and mayoral choices American voters will
consider. But Election Day also plays a critical role in shaping communities from coast-to-coast in the
form of investments and decisions about transportation.
Over the past fifteen years, voters across the country regularly endorsed a large share of the ballot
measures for transportation projects. In most years the approval rate hovers around 70 percent.1 In
the notable 2016 election, voters considered nearly $250 billion in new revenues for transportation
projects.2 They appeared on the state level in places like New Jersey, Rhode Island, and Maine; in
major metropolitan areas like Los Angeles, Seattle, and Atlanta; and smaller places like Flagstaff
and Charleston. Ballot measures help support a wide variety of transportation investments, including
roads and bridges, public transit, non-motorized projects for bicycles and pedestrians, and even air
and seaports. They are supported by a wide variety of funding and finance options especially sales and
property taxes.
In the United States, ballot measures take the form of initiatives or referendums. They can be citizenreferred and placed on the ballot through the collection of voter signatures, for example. They can also
be referred to voters by legislatures to address a discrete question or spending proposal, or else be part
of state rules that require constituent approval for certain tax increases. All states allow for legislative
referendums, but only twenty-four provide for citizen referendums.3
Particularly in this time of partisan rancor and legislative gridlock, initiatives and referendums
hold great potential for pragmatic leaders and citizens interested in taking action on transportation.
Ballot measures for transportation are especially important today because the Trump Administration
places a heavy emphasis on states and localities increasing the threshold for local matching dollars in
order to compete for limited federal resources to fund current or future projects.4 Places without the
legislative or fiscal ability to use ballot measures may find themselves at a competitive disadvantage
in attracting federal transportation dollars.5
For these reasons, Eno tracks, catalogues, and analyzes the measures that will appear, or have
already appeared, before voters in 2018.6 So far, the results are impressive.
1 See, e.g., the works citied in Rebecca Lewis, Tyce Herrman, and Matthew Bean, “Sustainable Transportation at the Ballot
Box,” University of Oregon Sustainable Cities Initiative, 2017.
2 Bart Jansen, “States, Counties, Cities Vote on $250 billion in Transportation Initiatives,” USA Today, November 7, 2016.
3 Wendy Underhill, “Initiative, Referendum, and Recall,” National Conference of State Legislatures, 2012.
4 Patrick Sisson, “Trump’s Infrastructure Plan: Small Federal Investment, More State and Local Control,” Curbed, February
12, 2018.
5 Transportation for America, “A Vital Tool in the Transportation-Funding Toolbox,” July 23, 2018.
6 Eno has tracked transportation-related measures for the last three years. Older analyses are available here:
https://www.enotrans.org/article/transportation-ballot-measures-recap.
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Preliminary Findings
There are at least 314 measures on the ballot this November to go along with the 197 that have
already appeared before voters earlier this year.7 Exactly two-thirds of the states (33) have had some
form of a transportation measure, the vast majority of which are on the local and county level but
there are also been 13 statewide measures and five regional ones. They are most prevalent in the West
and Midwest, with a smaller share in the South and only a handful in the Northeast.
It is important to note that, in terms of the overall count, about two-thirds of transportation-related
measures are in just two places: Michigan and Ohio. These states require certain tax questions
to go before voters, therefore routine property tax measures to generate revenue for local street
maintenance are numerous in Michigan in August and in Ohio in November.8 These are usually quite
small and overwhelmingly popular. Michigan voters already approved 95 percent of this year’s local
road questions, with an average of $482,000 annually. Both states also have measures for other modes
such as public transit, but for this analysis the local road questions in those states are kept separate.
Despite the number of local road measures in Michigan and Ohio, their national footprint is relatively
small. As shown in Table 1, those represent only three percent of the total amount of possible funding
(and four percent of what was approved) prior to November 2018. For measures in the upcoming
election, their total is less than one percent.
Table 1: Total Amount of Transportation Funding Considered by Voters, 2018
Total

Prior to November 2018

Pass

Fail

Amount considered

Amount approved

44

41

3

$12,626,801,458

$6,629,901,458

Michigan local roads

153

146

7

$402,298,198

$252,841,293

TOTAL

196

186

10

$13,029,099,656

$6,882,741,751

November 2018

118

$49,861,625,880

Michigan and Ohio local roads

173

$364,205,825

TOTAL

291

$50,225,831,705

Overall, voters considered $13 billion in transportation funding so far in 2018 and approved a little
over half of that total, although only three measures failed. The primary reason is Davidson County’s
sound rejection of an ambitious $5.3 billion measure for public transit in and around Nashville last
May.9 An average of $184 million per measure was approved so far this year including several major
multi-year packages such as a $4.5 billion traffic relief measure in the San Francisco Bay Area and
nearly $1 billion for a range of transportation projects in Kansas City.

7 The database of measures on the ballot for this November is continually updated as measures are announced.
8 See, e.g., “Michigan Assessors Manual,” State Tax Commission, 2018.
9 Jeff Davis, “What Did Transit Advocates Get Wrong In Nashville?,” Eno Transportation Weekly, May 8, 2018.
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A vast number of transportation ballot measures are for local roads. However, removing the
peculiarities of the routine approvals in Michigan and Ohio, the modal splits are much more even as
shown in Figure 1. Understanding the precise mode for each measure is not always straightforward.
Some, such as San Mateo County’s $2.4 billion Measure W, are clearly multimodal as the funding is
allocated across a range of rail, transit, road, and pedestrian projects.10 Others are predominantly for
road projects but also include bike/pedestrian elements to a much smaller degree. Seventeen measures
include non-motorized transportation as “secondary” modes.
Figure 1: Transportation-related Ballot Measures by Mode, 2018

Prior to November 2018

November 2018

Note: Michigan and Ohio local road millages omitted.

Ballot measures raise revenue for transportation measures in a wide variety of ways. The most
popular in 2018 are property taxes (49), sales taxes (51), and bonds (51).11 (Considering bonds as
“revenue” is, of course, dubious and the debt must be paid back from a variety of other sources such
as property taxes. This analysis includes it here since that is the way it is presented to voters.)
Transportation-specific user fees like tolls and vehicle registration fees are surprisingly scarce, with
only one measure for each of those sources. There is one major question before voters in Missouri
to raise the state’s gasoline tax, and one in California to repeal a recent fuel tax increase. Voters
in DuPage County, Illinois will decide whether they want to oppose the state’s decision to create a
Vehicle Mileage Travelled (VMT) charge. In 2018, voters will also consider other mechanisms for
transportation revenue like a hotel tax in Sausalito, California, a carbon tax in Washington State, and
an excise tax on recreational marijuana in Michigan.
10 San Mateo County, Impartial Analysis of Measure M, undated. Available: https://www.smcacre.org/november-6-2018-election-information
11 Excludes Michigan and Ohio local road property taxes.
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A handful of measures are for other kinds of approvals or else are purely advisory as officials judge
the appetite of the electorate for potential tax increases in the future. These include a transportationfocused land use plan update in Buckeye, Arizona, and a request that voters allow an airstrip to be
built in Leighton Township, Michigan. (Both already passed.) This November, Utah’s legislature is
asking voters to advise it whether or not it should approve a gasoline tax increase and Barrington,
Illinois wants to know if residents want it to restrict commuter parking.
Next Steps
As the results come in on Election Day in November, Eno will conduct deeper analyses of these
measures including their outcomes. What matters now is how prominent they are across the country,
in large cities and small communities, for mega projects and routine maintenance, demonstrating—in
part—the demand and attention to transportation today. Each of these measures has its own story. It
could be the end product of the deliberations of a community task force, a citizen response to inaction
by local officials, a bond or tax increase proposed by a newly elected official, or a politically-motivated
measure where transportation is more of a byproduct than the intentional focus. Overall they show
voters’ willingness to act on and experiment with a variety of solutions.
But it is also important to note that despite their prevalence, many jurisdictions across the country
do not have the fiscal capacity to raise revenue at the ballot box. What works in Sausalito may
not be possible in Flint.12 So while transportation-related votes have considerable impact in many
communities they are not a panacea or a substitute for federal and state action. In the same way,
longstanding inequities will not be resolved with a simple flip of a lever in the voting booth.
To provide more flavor for key ballot measures, Eno recently launched a podcast series of interviews
with experts. Each mini-episode features an in-depth discussion about a single measure including its
background, potential outcomes, and implications nationally. They can be accessed on our website or
the usual podcast sources.
Database Methodology and Caveats
The transportation-related measures were identified from thousands of state and local ballot
measures voters will consider this year. It is usually not difficult to identify those that are specific to
transportation, however different communities describe these investments differently.

12 Adie Tomer and Joseph Kane, “Localities Will Deliver the Next Wave of Transportation Investment,” Brookings Institution, January, 2018.

Eno Center for Transportation

4

November 2018

Localities in California, for example, put forth numerous measures designed to fund a general set of local
facilities and services. These include transportation elements like streets and sidewalk maintenance but
also fire and police services and other local priorities. Sometimes details are available as to the funding
breakdowns for those measures that include sectors beyond transportation—like San Jose’s Measure T. In
those instances only the transportation-related revenue is included in this analysis.
If transportation was not identified as a significant or predominant focus of the measure, it was
not included in the database. Also not included are measures to elect local officials to post such as
Road Commissioner or similar, nor are measures to raise revenue or decide issues related to school
transportation.
It is occasionally difficult to determine the total amount of funding voters approved because some
measures are ongoing, or continuing in perpetuity. In those cases, the annual amount raised is multiplied
by 20 years to determine a “total”. As noted, reporting on measures that issue debt in the form of bonds
and combining that with measures that rely in a sales tax, for example, may be suspect. Those measures
are included here, however, because that is how they are presented to voters and the “revenue” must
be repaid through some other source. It is the voters’ sentiment to make such investments that we
endeavored to capture.
In identifying relevant measures, we relied principally on information gathered directly from state and
local boards of elections, officials, local and regional media, and specialty websites like Ballotpedia. The
media reports on large measures and there is usually considerable information about each. Small, local,
and routine measures are difficult to uncover and even more challenging to determine their details such
as length and amount raised.
Therefore, this database will be continually updated. To contribute measures not included, please email
publicaffairs@enotrans.org.
Finally, the Eno Center for Transportation does not endorse or oppose any of the measures in
this document. The information is provided for research purposes only.

Eno Center for Transportation
1629 K St. NW, Suite 200
Washington, D.C. 20006
publicaffairs@enotrans.org • 202-879-4700
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Month

Region

State

Place

March
March
April
April

W
W
W
W

CA
CA
AK
AK

April

MW

May

S

GA

Region - Middle
Georgia

May

S

May

MW

El Dorado County
El Dorado County
Anchorage
Anchorage

Geography

Title

Identifier

County
County
Local
Local

Measure B
Measure C
Proposition 4
Proposition 8

Property tax
Property tax
Bonds
Bonds

Local

Question 1

Sales tax

Regional

T-SPLOST

Sales tax

GA

Region - South Georgia Regional

T-SPLOST

Sales tax

NB

Omaha

Local

Question 5

Bonds

Transit Improvement Program
Referendum

MO Kansas City

S

TN

Davidson County

County

May

S

TX

Arlington

Local

June

S

AL

Franklin County

County

June

W

CA

9 county region

Regional

Aug

W

AZ

Buckeye

Local

Aug

W

CA

STATEWIDE

Aug
Aug

MW
MW

MI
MI

Addison
Bedford

Proposition 410: Imagine Buckeye 2040
Proposition 69: Transportation Taxes and
Statewide Fees Lockbox and Appropriations Limit
Exemption Amendment
Local
Transit renewal
Local
Transit renewal

Aug

MW

MI

Bennington

Local

Public Transportation

Property tax

Aug
Aug

MW
MW

MI
MI

Bloomfield
Burtchville

Local
Local

Safety path millage renewal
Bus Millage

Property tax
Property tax

Measure 3: Traffic Relief Plan

Constitutional
amendment
Property tax
Property tax

Primary
mode

Secondary
mode

Road maintenance
Roads
Road maintenance
Roads
General transportation repair
Roads
and investments
Upgrading transit facilities Transit
General transportation
Roads
investments
General transportation
Roads
investments
General transportation
Roads
investments
General transportation
Roads
investments

Sales tax, hotel tax,
business and excise Transit expansion
tax, car rental tax
Street repair and
Sales tax
maintenance
General transportation
Sales tax
repair and investments
Relieving traffic and
Tolls
enhancing public transit in
bridge corridors
Advisory
General Plan Update

May

Proposition A
Transportation Rehabilitation and
Improvement Program

Summary

Transit
Roads

Amount (Annual)

Result

$200,000
$200,000
$17,825,000
$1,188,000

$10,000
$10,000
$891,250
$594,000

PASS
PASS
PASS
PASS

$924,000,000

$46,200,000

PASS

$637,000,000

$63,700,000

FAIL

$500,000,000

$50,000,000

PASS

$151,300,000

$37,825,000

PASS

$5,354,000,000 $3,569,333,333

FAIL

$137,835,000

$17,229,375

PASS

$1,000,000

$500,000

PASS

Multimodal

$4,500,000,000

$750,000,000

PASS

Multimodal

n/a

n/a

PASS

Transportation lockbox

Multimodal

n/a

n/a

PASS

Dial-a-ride services
Dial-a-ride services
General public transit
services
Pedestrian rights-of-way
Twp. Bus Transportation

Transit
Transit

$423,230

$84,646

PASS
PASS

Transit

$164,410

$32,882

PASS

$9,250,000
$121,472

$1,850,000
$60,736

PASS
PASS

Roads

Bike/ped
Transit

Bike/Ped

Amount (Total)

The Eno Center for Transportation does not endorse or oppose any of the measures in this document. The information is provided for research purposes only.
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Month

Region

State

Place

Geography

Title

Identifier

Aug

MW

MI

Caledonia

Local

Public Transportation

Property tax

Aug

MW

MI

Corunna

Local

Public Transit Millage

Property tax

Aug

MW

MI

Crawford County

County

Crawford County Transportation Authority
Property tax
Millage Proposal

Aug

MW

MI

Durand

Local

Public Transportation

Property tax

Aug

MW

MI

Garden City

Local

Garden City Roads Vote

Bond

Aug

MW

MI

Genesee County

County

Mass Transportation Authority millage

Property tax

Aug
Aug

MW
MW

MI
MI

Independence
Lake County

Local
County

Aug

MW

MI

Leighton

Local

Safety path millage renewal
Property tax
Transit renewal
Property tax
Leighton Twp. airstrip development ballot
Advisory
question:

Aug

MW

MI

Macomb County

County

Macomb County Transportation Authority
Property tax
Millage

Aug
Aug

MW
MW

MI
MI

Marshall
Niles

Local
Local

Road Improvements Bond Proposal
Transit renewal

Aug

MW

MI

Oakland County

County

Oakland County Transportation Authority
Property tax
Millage

Aug
Aug
Aug

MW
MW
MW

MI
MI
MI

Ogemaw County
Orion
Orion

County
Local
Local

Public Transit Millage Renewal
Transit renewal
Safety path millage renewal

Property tax
Property tax
Property tax

Aug

MW

MI

Owosso

Local

Public Transportation

Property tax

Aug

MW

MI

Oxford

Local

Property tax

Aug

MW

MI

Pere Marquette

Local

Aug

MW

MI

Presque Isle County

County

Transit renewal
Public Transportation Service Millage
Renewal
Public Transit Millage Renewal

Bonds
Property tax

Property tax
Property tax

Summary

General public transit
services
General public transit
services

Primary
mode

Secondary
mode

Amount (Total)

Amount (Annual)

Result

Transit

$151,870

$30,374

PASS

Transit

$75,828

$18,957

PASS

Purchase buses

Transit

$399,660

$133,220

PASS

Subsidizing public
transportation

Transit

$37,425

$12,745

PASS

Roads

$15,000,000

$3,000,000

PASS

Transit

$16,500,000

$3,300,000

PASS

$6,842,120
$1,087,820

$684,212
$217,564

PASS
PASS

Airport

n/a

n/a

PASS

Transit

$108,322,324

$27,080,581

PASS

Roads
Transit

$5,900,000
$186,424

$393,333
$93,212

FAIL
PASS

Transit

$124,000,000

$31,000,000

PASS

$1,278,545
$8,374,605
$3,840,590

$255,709
$1,674,921
$384,059

PASS
PASS
PASS

Transit

$408,190

$81,638

PASS

Transit

$1,038,450

$207,690

PASS

Transit

$936,000

$234,000

PASS

Transit

$835,295

$167,059

PASS

General public transit
services
Pedestrian rights-of-way
Dial-a-ride services

Support to the Suburban
Mobility Authority for
Regional Transportation
Road maintenance
Dial-a-ride services
Support to the Suburban
Mobility Authority for
Regional Transportation
Dial-a-ride services
Dial-a-ride services
Pedestrian rights-of-way
General public transit
services
Dial-a-ride services
General public transit
services
Dial-a-ride services

Bike/ped
Transit

Transit
Transit
Bike/ped

The Eno Center for Transportation does not endorse or oppose any of the measures in this document. The information is provided for research purposes only.
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Month

Region

State

Place

Geography

Title

Identifier

Aug

MW

MI

St. Joseph County

County

St. Joseph County Transportation
Authority millage

Property tax

Aug

MW

MI

St. Joseph County

County

Bus Millage

Property tax

Aug

MW

MI

Washtenaw County

County

Public Transportation millage

Property tax

Aug

MW

MI

Wayne County

County

Wayne County Transportation Authority
Millage

Property tax

Aug

W

NM Valencia County

County

Road Bonds Question

Bonds

Nov

S

AL

Franklin County

County

Local Amendment No. 1

Sales tax

Nov

S

AL

Marengo County

County

Amendment 1

Advisory

Nov

S

AL

Mobile County

County

Pay-As-You-Go Bonds

Bonds

Nov

W

AZ

Clarkdale

Local

Proposition 445

Bonds

Nov

W

AZ

Flagstaff

Local

Proposition 419: Connecting Our
Community

Sales tax

Nov

W

AZ

Flagstaff

Local

Proposition 420: Bridging the Tracks

Sales tax

Nov

W

AZ

Flagstaff

Local

Proposition 421: More Buses More Often

Sales tax

Nov

W

AZ

Pima County

County

Proposition 463: Just Fix Our Roads

Bonds

Nov

W

AZ

Scottsdale

Local

Question 1: Transportation Project
Transaction Privilege Tax

Sales tax

Nov

W

AZ

Tucson

Local

Proposition 407

Bonds

Nov

W

AZ

Yuma

Local

Proposition 411

Sales tax

Summary

Dial-a-ride services

Primary
mode

Secondary
mode

Amount (Total)

Amount (Annual)

Result

Transit

$2,600,000

$650,000

PASS

Transit

$2,622,728

$655,682

PASS

Transit

$19,396,264

$4,849,066

PASS

Transit

$67,360,208

$16,840,052

PASS

Roads

$5,100,000

$1,020,000

PASS

Roads

$15,000,000

$500,000

Roads

n/a

n/a

Roads

$60,000,000

$4,615,384

Public road improvements Roads

$6,000,000

$600,000

$266,000,000

$12,666,666

$132,000,000

$6,600,000

$41,000,000

$3,727,272

$430,000,000

$35,833,333

$100,000,000

$10,000,000

$67,100,000

$7,455,555

General public transit
services
General public transit
services
Support to the Suburban
Mobility Authority for
Regional Transportation
Repair roads and
interchanges
Road and bridge
improvements
To allow operation of golf
carts on public roads
Road and bridge
improvements

General transportation
Roads
improvements
Mainly a new
Roads
bridge/overpass
General transit
Transit
improvements
Regional road
reconstruction,
Roads
preservation and repair
Transportation
Roads
improvement projects
Bike and Pedestrian Safety
Bike/Ped
and Walkability
General street improvements
Roads

Bike/Ped

$200,000,000

The Eno Center for Transportation does not endorse or oppose any of the measures in this document. The information is provided for research purposes only.
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Month

Region

State

Place

Geography

Title

Identifier

Nov

W

CA

STATEWIDE

Nov
Nov
Nov
Nov

W
W
W
W

CA
CA
CA
CA

Bolinas Community
Del Norte
Dixon
Eureka

Proposition 6: Voter Approval for Future
Statewide Gas and Vehicle Taxes and 2017 Tax
Repeal Initiative
Local
Measure X
County
Measure C
Local
Measure N
Local
Measure I

Nov

W

CA

Los Gatos

Local

Measure G

Sales tax

Nov

W

CA

Marin County

County

Measure A Renewal

Sales tax

Nov

W

CA

Monterey

Local

Measure S

Sales tax

Nov

W

CA

Paso Robles

Local

Measures K and N

Sales tax

Nov

W

CA

Rincon Ranch

Local

Measure RR

Property tax

Nov

W

CA

San Benito County

County

Measure G

Sales tax

Nov

W

CA

San Jose

Local

Measure T

Bonds

Nov

W

CA

San Mateo County

County

Measure W

Sales tax

Nov

W

CA

Santa Cruz County

County

Measure L

Advisory

Nov

W

CA

Sausalito

Local

Measure L

Hotel tax

Nov

W

CO

STATEWIDE

Statewide Proposition 109: Fix Our Damn Roads

Bonds

Nov

W

CO

STATEWIDE

Statewide Proposition 110: Let's Go Colorado

Sales tax and Bond

Nov

W

CO

Arvada

Local

Ballot Issue 3F

Nov

W

CO

Durango

Local

Ballot Question 2A

Bonds
Sales tax and
Property tax

Summary

Primary
mode

Constitutional
amendment

Repeals fuel tax increases
Multimodal
and vehicle fees

Advisory
Hotel tax
Sales tax
Sales tax

Restrict overnight parking
Harbor improvements
Street improvements
Street improvements
General transportation
improvements
Transportation
improvements
City streets, sidewalks,
and ADA access
City streets and sidewalks
General street
improvements
General transportation
improvements

Secondary
mode

Amount (Annual)

n/a

n/a

Parking
Maritime
Roads
Roads

n/a
$5,240,000
$14,000,000
$44,000,000

n/a
$262,000
$1,400,000
$2,200,000

Roads

$16,000,000

$800,000

$810,000,000

$27,000,000

Multimodal
Roads

Bike/Ped

$64,000,000

$8,000,000

Roads

Bike/Ped

$28,500,000

$4,750,000

?

?

$480,000,000

$16,000,000

$320,000,000

$8,421,052

$2,400,000,000

$80,000,000

n/a

n/a

$6,000,000

$300,000

Roads

$3,500,000,000

$175,000,000

Roads

Multimodal $15,334,000,000

$766,700,000

Roads

$125,000,000

$25,000,000

Roads

$187,500,000

$7,500,000

Roads
Multimodal

Repair streets and bridges Roads
General transportation
improvements
Preserve non-motorized
greenway
Streets improvements for
pedestrians and cyclists
General transportation
improvements
General transportation
improvements

Amount (Total)

Multimodal
Bike/ped
Roads

Bike/Ped

The Eno Center for Transportation does not endorse or oppose any of the measures in this document. The information is provided for research purposes only.
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Place

Geography

Title

Identifier

Secondary
mode

Region

State

Nov

W

CO

Evans

Local

Nov

W

CO

Lakewood

Local

TABOR question

Advisory

Nov

W

CO

Littleton

Local

Ballot Question 7B

Property tax

Nov

W

CO

Pitkin

Local

Nov

W

CO

Pueblo West

Local

Issue 2C
Sales tax
Pueblo West Metropolitan District’s ballot
Sales tax
question 6A

Nov

W

CO

Roaring Fork
Regional
Transportation District

Ballot Issue 7A

Property tax

Nov

NE

CT

STATEWIDE

statewide

Connecticut Transportation Revenue
Lockbox Amendment

Constitutional
amendment

Nov

S

CT

Durham

Local

Bonds

Nov

NE

CT

Montville

Local

Bonds

Nov

S

FL

STATEWIDE

Statewide Amendment 11

Constitutional
amendment

Nov

S

FL

Broward County

County

Transportation Sales Surtax

Sales tax

Nov

S

FL

Collier County

County

Transportation Sales Surtax

Sales tax

Nov

S

FL

Doral

Local

Doral Bond Question

Bonds

Nov

S

FL

Hillsborough County

County

No. 2: Hillsborough County’s All for
Transportation

Sales tax

Transit and roads

Transit

Multimodal

Nov

S

FL

Miami Beach

Local

Referendum 5

Bonds

Street and pedestrian
neighborhood
improvements

Roads

Bike/Ped

Sales tax

Summary

Primary
mode

Month

Street repair
Allow the city to override
TABOR limits
Unifies with fire district
and dedicates money to
streets
Snowplowing services

Roads
Roads

Bike/Ped

Roads
Roads

Bike/Ped

Creates Lockbox for
designated Special
Multimodal
Transportation Fund
Road and pavement
Roads
projects
Bonding authorization for
a proposed road
Roads
improvement project

$2,800,000

$14,255,528

$2,036,504

$62,000,000

$3,100,000

Multimodal Transit
Roads
Bike/Ped

$1,600,000

$180,000,000

$9,000,000

n/a

n/a

$2,100,000

$105,000

$10,000,000

$1,000,000

n/a

n/a

$7,710,000,000

$257,000,000

$139,000,000

$19,857,142

$5,000,000

$166,666

$8,280,000,000

$276,000,000

$107,000,000

$10,700,000

The Eno Center for Transportation does not endorse or oppose any of the measures in this document. The information is provided for research purposes only.

Result

$15,000

$32,000,000

Repeals provision for highRail
speed rail to be developed
General transportation
improvements
General transportation
improvements
Bicycle and pedestrain
pathways

Amount (Annual)

$19,600,000

$300,000

Roads
Transit

Amount (Total)
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Month

Region

State

Place

Geography

Title

Identifier

Nov

S

FL

Sarasota

County

Legacy Trail Extension

Nov

S

FL

St. Lucie County

County

Amendment 14

Nov

S

GA

Baldwin County

County

T-SPLOST

Nov

S

GA

Carroll County

County

T-SPLOST

Nov

S

GA

Habersham County

County

T-SPLOST

Nov

S

GA

Lee County

County

T-SPLOST

Nov

W

ID

Ada County

County

Nov

W

ID

Fremont County

County

Idaho DOT’s proposed Targhee Wildlife
crossings

Advisory

Nov

W

ID

Hayden

Local

Hayden City Base Budget Increase

Property tax

Nov

MW

IL

Barrington

Local

Question 1

Advisory

Nov

MW

IL

DuPage County

County

Primary
mode

Legacy Trail Extension
with enhanced safety and Bike/Ped
connections
Sales tax
Roads
General transportation
Sales tax
Roads
improvements
General transportation
Sales tax
Roads
improvements
General transportation
Sales tax
Roads
improvements
General transportation
Sales tax
Roads
improvements
Vehicle Registration General transportation
Roads
Fee
improvements

Secondary
mode

Bonds

Advisory

Nov

MW

IL

McHenry

Local

Advisory

Nov

MW

IL

Peoria County

County

Nov

S

LA

STATEWIDE

Statewide Amendment 4

Constitutional
amendment

Nov

S

LA

Iberia Parish

County

Sales tax

Peoria County Road Referendum

Summary

Sales tax

Wildlife overpasses
General transportation
improvements
Location of commuter
parking lots

Amount (Total)

Amount (Annual)

$65,000,000

$3,250,000

$186,000,000

$18,600,000

$35,200,000

$7,040,000

$82,500,000

$16,500,000

$35,500,000

$7,100,000

$17,000,000

$3,400,000

$90,000,000

$4,500,000

Roads

n/a

n/a

Roads

$19,600,000

$980,000

n/a

n/a

n/a

n/a

Bike/Ped

Bike/Ped

Parking

Opposes a statewide
Roads
vehicle-miles travelled fee
Vote to eliminate local
road district and road
Multimodal
commissioner
General transportation
Roads
improvements
Ends dedication of
revenue to state police for Multimodal
traffic control

n/a

n/a

$81,500,000

$6,791,667

n/a

n/a

General street
improvements

$33,000,000

$3,400,000

Roads
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Month

Region

State

Dec

S

LA

Nov

S

Nov

Place

Geography

Title

Identifier

Summary

Primary
mode

Secondary
mode

Amount (Total)

Amount (Annual)

Local

Part of MOVEBR proposal

Sales tax

General transportation
improvements

Roads

$912,000,000

$30,400,000

MD Baltimore County

County

Question K

Bonds

General transportation
improvements

Roads

$68,384,000

$3,419,200

S

MD Baltimore County

County

Question L

Bonds

Sidewalk and pedestrian
improvements

Bike/Ped

$1,000,000

$50,000

Nov

S

MD Prince George's County County

Question A

Bonds

General transportation
improvements

Multimodal

$148,287,000

$7,414,350

Nov

NE

ME STATEWIDE

Statewide Maine Question 3

Bonds

General transportation
improvements

Roads

$106,000,000

$5,300,000

Nov

NE

ME Waterboro

Local

Advisory

To allow ATVs on local
roads

Roads

n/a

n/a

Nov

MW

MI

Local

$24,954

$4,159

Transit

$13,988,245

$2,797,649

Roads
Transit

$18,985,000
$3,477,680

$1,116,764
$86,920

$5,355,000

$535,500

Roads

?

?

Roads

$78,450,000

$4,903,125

Bond

Roads

$3,050,000

$305,000

Property tax
Property tax

Transit
Bike/Ped

$22,000,000
$9,600,000

$4,400,000
$1,200,000

Baton Rouge

Ashley

Sidewalk Maintenance Proposition

Property tax

Nov

MW

MI

Bay City

County

Public Transit System Millage

Property tax

Nov
Nov

MW
MW

MI
MI

Blackman
Buchanan

Local
Local

Bonds
Property tax

Nov

MW

MI

Cascade Twp.

Local

Twp. Road Improvements Contract
Dial-a-Ride Millage Renewal
Construction and Maintenance of Public
Pathway System

Nov

MW

MI

Fenton

Local

Charter Amendment Proposal No. 1

Property tax

Nov

MW

MI

Huntington Woods

Local

Nov

MW

MI

Northville

Local

Nov
Nov

MW
MW

MI
MI

Royal Oak
Royal Oak

Local
Local

Huntington Woods Rehabilitation and
Improvement Bond Proposal
Northville Street Improvements Bond
Proposal
Public Transit System Millage
Sidewalk Millage

Bike/Ped
General transit
improvements
Dial-a-ride services

Property tax

Bond

Bike/Ped
General transportation
improvements
General transportation
improvements

Multimoda
l, maritime,
aviation
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Month

Region

State

Place

Geography

Title

Identifier

Nov

MW

MI

STATEWIDE

Statewide

Michigan Regulation and Taxation of
Marihuana Act

Excise tax on
recreational
marijuana

Nov

MW

MI

Walled Lake

Local

Walled Lake Michigan Airline Trailway
Millage

Property tax

Nov

MW

MN Lake Shore

Local

Bonds

Street reconstruction
projects

Fuel tax

General transportation
improvements

Nov

MW

MO STATEWIDE

Missouri Proposition D, Gas Tax Increase,
Statewide Olympic Prize Tax Exemption, and Traffic
Reduction Fund Measure

Nov

MW

MO Platte City

Local

Transportation Sales Tax

Sales tax

Nov

S

NC

Charlotte

Local

Transportation Bonds

Bonds

Nov

S

NC

Charlotte

Local

Neighborhood Improvement Bonds

Bonds

Nov

S

NC

Holly Springs

Local

Transportation Bond Referendum

Bonds

Nov

S

NC

Winston-Salem

Local

Street and sidewalk bonds

Bonds

Nov

MW

ND Burleigh County

County

Measure One

Sales tax

Nov

W

NM Bernalillo County

County

Bond Question No. 4

Bonds

Nov

W

NM Grant County

County

Road Construction and Repair Bonds

Bonds

Nov

W

NM Los Alamos County

County

Nov

W

NM Rio Arriba County

County

Nov

W

NM Santa Fe County

County

Regional Transit Gross Receipts Tax
Reauthorization
Regional Transit Gross Receipts Tax
Reauthorization
Regional Transit Gross Receipts Tax
Reauthorization

Sales tax
Sales tax
Sales tax

Summary

General transportation
improvements

Primary
mode

Secondary
mode

Roads

Amount (Annual)

$700,000,000

$35,000,000

$596,282

$99,380

Roads

$1,595,000

$319,000

Roads

$2,460,000,000

$123,000,000

Roads

?

?

Bike/Ped

Street improvements and
maintenance
General transportation
improvements
General transportation
improvements
Transportation
improvements
General transportation
improvements
Street construction and
reconstruction
General transportation
improvements
General transportation
improvements
Public transit operations
and capital
Public transit operations
and capital
Public transit operations
and capital

Amount (Total)

Roads

Bike/Ped

$118,080,000

$5,904,000

Roads

Bike/Ped

$55,000,000

$2,750,000

$40,000,000

$4,000,000

$43,700,000

$2,185,000

$80,000,000

$8,000,000

$8,500,000

$566,666

Roads

$4,000,000

$307,692

Transit

$7,178,000

$1,794,500

Transit

$7,178,000

$1,794,500

Transit

$7,178,000

$1,794,500

Roads
Roads

Bike/Ped

Roads
Roads

Bike/Ped
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Month

Region

State

Place

Geography

Title

Identifier

Nov

W

NM Taos County

County

Regional Transit Gross Receipts Tax
Reauthorization

Sales tax

Nov

W

NV

Douglas County

County

Question 1

Advisory

Nov

W

NV

Fernley

Local

Advisory question to pursue legislation

Advisory

Nov
Nov
Nov

MW
MW
MW

OH Lucas County
OH Ontario
OH Put-in-Bay Twp.

County
Local
Local

Toledo Port Authority- renewal
Ontario Street Repair Tax
Port Authority renewal/decrease

Property tax
Income tax
Property tax

Nov

W

OR

Gold Beach

Local

Tax on Motor Vehicle Fuel Dealers

Fuel tax

Nov

W

OR

Ridgewood

Local

Road District Tax

Property tax

Nov

W

OR

Springfield

Local

20-296

Bonds

Nov

NE

PA

Philadelphia

Local

Ballot Question

Bonds

Nov

NE

RI

STATEWIDE

Statewide Question 3

Bonds

Nov

NE

RI

Pawtucket

Local

Question 6

Bonds

Nov

NE

RI

Pawtucket

Local

Question 8

Bonds

Nov

NE

RI

Pawtucket

Local

Question 10

Bonds

Nov
Nov

NE
S

RI
SC

Pawtucket
Beaufort County

Local
County

Question 11
Local question 1A

Bonds
Sales tax

Nov

S

TX

Austin

Local

Proposition G

Bonds

Nov

S

TX

Arlington

Local

Proposition A

Bonds

Nov
Nov

S
S

TX
TX

Baytown
Collin County

Local
County

Proposition No. A
Proposition A

Sales tax
Bonds

Summary

Public transit operations
and capital
Road construction and
maintenance
To support legislation to
increase diesel tax

Primary
mode

Secondary
mode

Transit

Amount (Annual)

$7,178,000

$1,794,500

Roads

n/a

n/a

Roads

n/a

n/a

$2,100,000
$11,000,000
$0

$420,000
$550,000
$0

Roads

?

?

Roads

$67,000

$67,000

Roads

$10,000,000

$1,666,666

$42,103,000

$8,420,600

$5,000,000

$250,000

$7,000,000

$3,500,000

Roads

$5,000,000

$2,500,000

Roads

$1,000,000

$500,000

Roads
Roads

$1,000,000
$120,000,000

$500,000
$30,000,000

Aviation
Roads
Aviation
Street improvements and
maintenance
Street improvements and
maintenance
Street improvements and
maintenance
General transportation
improvements
State Bikeway
Development Program
Street and sidewalk
improvements
Repaving of city streets
improvement and
replacement of traffic
control devices
General bridge repair
Repair and widen roads
General transportation
improvements
General transportation
improvements
Repair of local streets
Limited-access roadway

Amount (Total)

Roads

Transit

Bike/Ped
Roads

Bike/Ped

Roads

Bike/Ped

$160,000,000

$16,000,000

Roads

Bike/Ped

$137,835,000

$6,891,750

$3,000,000
$600,000,000

$750,000
$60,000,000

Roads
Roads
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Month

Region

State

Place

Geography

Title

Nov

S

TX

Collin County

County

Proposition B

Bonds

Nov

S

TX

Duncanville

Local

Proposition B

Bonds

Nov

S

TX

Pilot Point

Local

Proposition B

Bonds

Nov

S

TX

Pilot Point

Local

Proposition D

Bonds

Nov
Nov

S
S

TX
TX

Richland Hills
Richwood

Local
Local

Proposition A
Proposition 1

Sales tax
Bonds

Nov

S

TX

Richwood

Local

Proposition 2

Bonds

Nov

W

UT

STATEWIDE

Statewide Utah Nonbinding Opinion Question 1

Fuel tax

Nov

W

UT

Salt Lake City

Local

Bonds

Nov

W

UT

Utah County

County

Nov

S

VA

Arlington County

County

County Bond Referendum Question

Bonds

Nov

S

VA

Loudoun County

County

Transportation Projects

Bonds

Nov

W

WA STATEWIDE

Statewide

Initiative Measure 1631: Carbon Emissions
Carbon Tax
Fee Measure

Streets Reconstruction Bond

Identifier

Sales tax

Summary

Arterial roads
Sidewalks and alleys
improvements
General transportation
improvements
Sidewalk construction and
improvements
Repair of local streets
Repair of local streets
Sidewalk construction and
improvements

Primary
mode

Secondary
mode

Amount (Total)

Amount (Annual)

Roads

$140,000,000

$14,000,000

Roads

$6,600,000

$330,000

$4,000,000

$100,000

$500,000

$12,500

$24,000,000
$3,000,000

$1,200,000
$1,000,000

$500,000

$1,666,666

n/a

n/a

$87,000,000

$4,142,857

Multimodal

$22,000,000

$2,200,000

Multimodal

$74,570,000

$7,457,000

$152,585,000

$15,258,500

$918,314,000

$45,915,700

Roads

Bike/Ped

Bike/Ped
Roads
Roads
Bike/Ped

Roads
Street improvements and
Roads
maintenance
Transit
General transportation
improvements including Transit
regional transit
Transportation projects
Roads
Carbon fee to fund various
programs and projects
Transit
related to the
environment

Bike/Ped
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