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Figure 6.  Monthly Unemployment Rate by County in Sacramento Region, 2002-2009 
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Source:  SACOG, April 2010.  Based on California Employment Development Department data.
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Figure 1.  Population and Housing Annual Percent Change, 2000 to 2009, 
Six-County Sacramento Region 
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Source:  SACOG, April 2010.  Based on data from the California Department of Finance E-5 series.  
Excludes South Lake Tahoe. 
 
Figure 2.  Attached/Multi-Family Dwelling Share of Annual Growth, 2000 to 2009, 
Six-County Sacramento Region 
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Source:  SACOG, April 2010.  Based on data from the California Department of Finance E-5 series.  
Excludes South Lake Tahoe.
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Figure 8.  Basic One-Way Fare:  Sacramento Regional Transit, 1996 to 2010 
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Source:  SACOG, April 2010.  Based on historic data and published fares. 
 
 
Figure 9.  Basic One-Way Fare:  Yolobus Express Service, 1996 to 2010 
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Source:  SACOG, April 2010.  Based on historic data and published fares. 
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Figure 10.  Basic One-Way Fare:  Yolobus Local Service, 1996 to 2010 
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Source:  SACOG, April 2010.  Based on historic data and published fares.
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Figure 27. Annual Fixed Route Vehicle Service Hours per Capita, 2002 to 2008 
 

Source:  SACOG, April 2010.  Based on the data from the State Controller’s Office annual reports, 
Triennial Performance Audits, the National Transit Database, and from reports and data provided 
directly by transit operators.  Population figures from California Department of Finance.  Totals 
exclude E-Tran, which was missing data for many years in the series. 
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Figure 17.  Daily Total Vehicle Miles Per Capita, 1996 to 2008, Six-County Sacramento Region 
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Source:  SACOG, April 2010.  Based on “California Public Road Data” reports by the California Department of Transportation, and household 
population estimates from the California Department of Finance. 
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Figure 18.  Weekday Vehicle Hours of Delay on State Routes, 1995 to 2008 
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Source:  SACOG, April 2010.  Based on Caltrans District 3 annual congestion monitoring reports. 
 
 
Figure 19. Annual Traveler Delay in the Sacramento Urbanized Area, 1997 to 2007   
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Source:  SACOG, April 2010.  Based on published information from the “Urban Mobility Reports” by the 
Texas Transportation Institute. 
 



 
 
 
EXCERPT FROM SACOG “APPENDIX 3” SCENARIOS WRITE‐UP 
SUBMITTED TO RTAC FOR MAY 24, 2010 DISCUSSION 
 
 
TABLE 4 FROM WRTE‐UP, WHICH INCLUDES VMT PER CAPITA ESTIMATES 
FOR ALL SCENARIOS 
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Table 4.  SACOG Scenario Testing Results 

 
Source: SACOG, May 2010. 




