
SACOG comments on “M-90480_Leiter Memo_COMBINED.pdf” 
 
1) Recommend deleting Attachment B, simply because it introduces many 
numbers and statistics which are not fully explained in the document, and are 
subject to misinterpretation.  If Attachment B is not deleted, we would like the 
following changes to be made: 

• Delete the reported HPMS vehicle miles traveled, and the comparison 
between “MPO Estimate” and “HPMS” VMT.  Each MPO as part of its 
statutory planning responsibility needs validate their estimates of VMT 
and travel demand to many data sources.  There are good reasons why 
an MPO estimate may differ from HPMS, which are documented 
separately.  For example, in SACOG, HPMS VMT is reported for the entire 
6-county area, but SACOG’s MPO area and estimate of VMT excludes the 
Tahoe Basin portions of Placer and El Dorado Counties. 

• Delete the “DOF Estimated Population” for the same reason as stated for 
VMT.   

• Change the Year 2005 allocation of VMT to I-I, X-I, I-X and X-X to that 
provided to SANDAG separately, and attached to these comments. 

• Add the following footnote for SACOG’s column on all pages:  “Estimates 
of VMT vary from those reported in the adopted 2008 MTP because 
projected population and employment growth were reduced to reflect 
more recent projections, and auto operating costs were increased to be 
consistent with other MPOs for this report.” 

• Change the reported numbers for SACOG for Year 2005 to those in the 
attached spreadsheet: 
MPO_GHG_Base_Estimates_w_SACOG_09apr2010.xls” 

 
2) Change the “Attachment C – Table 1” as follows: 

• Change the column titles to resolve the totals being labeled as changes 
• Change the 2020 Most Ambitious Scenario GHG per capita from 20.2 to 

20.6, and the percent change from 2005 from -10% to -8%. 
• Change the footnote for SACOG to indicate “Scenario 7” not “Scenario 

6”. 
 
3) Change the “Attachment C – Table 2” as follows: 

• Change the footnote for SACOG to:  “SACOG ‘Road Expansion (General 
Purpose)’ as reported in the adopted 2008 MTP document includes in-
kind developer-built roadways; this category of roadway expenditure is 
excluded from this tabulation in order to be more consistent with the 
reporting of expenditures in this table by other MPO’s.” 

 
4) Change the “Attachment C – Table 3” as follows: 

• SACOG historically has described market-driven prices (e.g. fuel price) 
as “costs”, and reserves the term “pricing” for policy-based charges for 
transportation facilities or services.  Please change the title of the table 



to:  “Comparison of Auto Cost and Pricing Assumptions for Four Largest 
MPO’s”  

• Add a footnote to SACOG’s “Parking Pricing” row which reads:  “Parking 
pricing only includes a policy-based surcharge on market-based parking 
charges for daily off-street parking for commuters, and not a region-
wide charge for all parking and all purposes.” 

 
5) Change the “Attachment C – Table 4” as follows: 

• SACOG has resolved several small-number changes and errors to 
projected compact dwellings, and dwellings in transit priority areas.  An 
updated land use spreadsheet is attached.  The table numbers in should 
be as follows in the version reported to ARB: 

 

 
 

• Add a footnote #7 to the table, as an additional not the the “Dwellings 
in Transit Priority Areas (thousands) /4/” row, as follows:  “Per SB375, 
TPA’s are defined by transit service expected in the horizon year of the 
MTP.  If this definition were applied to Year 2005 land uses, 379 
thousand dwelling units were located in TPA’s in 2005.  The smaller 
number reported reflects TPAs defined based on 2005 transit service.  
Because in this table the the geography of TPAs changes from 2005 to 
2035, the number of dwelling units added to TPAs reflects both growth 
and expansion of TPAs, and “TPA share of total units” in the “Numeric 
Change” column (i.e. the “growth share” of dwellings in TPAs) may 
exceed the total growth in dwellings.” 

 
6) Appendix 3—SACOG scenarios writeup. 

• Incorporate the attached “sacog.rtac.scenarios_14june2010.pdf” into 
the final memorandum as Appendix 3. 


