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Checking in on the 2025 Blueprint

Cleaner Air Partnership
Technical Advisory Committee Meeting



AGENDA

Overview
Outreach and Engagement
Land Use

Transportation

Next Steps
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METROPOLITAN TRANSPORTATION PLAN
SUSTAINABLE COMMUNITIES STRATEGY




Regional Planning




What is the 2025 Blueprint?




L@ BLUEPRINT ke decisions and milestones schedlule

n Discussion Scenario Draft Final Scenario
Draft land use scenario Land use combined with
m with transportation transportation project list 0
and GHG performance
< implications o ° Adopt Final Scenario
o Adopt combined final
> i land use scenario and
m Inputs into the ZL"’"::"[ Adopt Land Use transportation project list
raints of Scenario

Draft Scenario the Plan

Principles and

themes from public

engagement AND

regional housing

demand and

preferences analysis

Land Use Assumptions Staff Engagement

Transportation Project Sponsor Staff Engagement _ _

Drafting of Blueprint Plan and EIR documents

STAFF

Notice of Preparation EIR Scoping Meetings
for the Blueprint

Environmental Impact

Report

2024



Public Polling

2023 BUILT %
ENVIRONMENT POLL

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY Vit ision A SACRAMENTO
Commaity insgivest Sobus

- SACOG STATE d




Focus Groups in Two Languages
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Regional Workshop
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Demographics

County % Surveyed County % Region 2022
Yuba Sutter El Dorado yubg Sutter  El Dorado
5o, 2% 8% a0 4% 7%
Yolo Yolo

6% 8%
Placer
16%

Sacramento Sacramento
64% B629%

Left: SACOG led Survey, Built Environment Poll, Focus Groups | Right: US (



Demographics

Gender % Comparisons

Female

Male

0 10 20 30 40 50 60

®m Region = Surveyed

Pink: SACOG led Survey, Built Environment Poll, Focus Groups | Blue: US C



Demographics

Age Group % Comparison

60
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<35 35-64 65+

Surveyed m Region

Pink: SACOG led Survey, Built Environment Poll, Focus Groups | Blue: US C



Demographics

Race % Comparison

..
AAPI -
Other _
(0] 10 20 30 40 50 60

® Region = Survey

Pink: SACOG led Survey, Built Environment Poll, Focus Groups | Blue: US C



Demographics

Household Income % Comparison

< $50K $50K - $100K $100K +
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Surveyed m Region

Pink: SACOG led Survey, Built Environment Poll, Focus Groups | Blue: US C



TRANSPORTATION  HOUSING COMPACT USE EXISTING
CHOICES CHOICES DEVELOPMENT  ASSETS

MIXED NATURAL QUALITY
LAND USES RESOURCES DESIGN
CONSERVATION

e Tal il

TRANSFORTATIDN LAND USE PLAN



@ o

7

ENSURE ACCESS PROVIDE HOUSING CREATE COMPLETE INVEST IN
OPTIONS FOR ALL COMMUNITIES EXISTING COMMUNITIES

AND OPPORTUNITY

FOR ALL RESIDENTS INCOMES AND LIFE STAGES

SUPPORT SAFE PREPARE FOR NATURAL PROTECT AND
AND CONVENIENT DISASTERS TO PROTECT CONSERVE OPEN
TRANSPORTATION OPTIONS PEOPLE AND PROPERTY SPACE AND AGRICULTURE

»
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Land Use Assumptions



2025 Blueprint

Transportatio

Policies,

Programs, and
Investments




From Regional to Parcel

w263,000 new jobs
w278,000 new homes

wShare of regional
growth

wWhere and what
type




12,000

20-35 Average Annual Housing Growth
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Communlty Types

N ) Center/Coeror CommurLty
Estabhshed C@mmumty

[ Developlng Commumty

[ ] Potentlal Developlng Communltw
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Jurisdiction/Community Type

Sutter County Unincorporated
Established Communities
Potential Developing Communities {not yet under construction)

Sutter Pointe
Agricultural and Natural Lands
Sutter County Unincorporated Total
SUTTER COUNTY TOTAL

Center and Corridor Communities (listed below)
Core Area
Nishi
Established Communities
Potential Developing Communities {not yet under construction)
Potential Annexations/S0!
Jurisdiction Total
West Sacramento
Center and Corridor Communities (listed below)
Bridge District
Pioneer Bluff
Remaining Center and Corridor Area
Washington
Established Communities
Potential Developing Communities (not yet under construction)
Liberty
River Park
Yarborough
West Sacramento Total

Winters Downtown
Established Communities
Potential Developing Communities (listed below)
S01

Winters Total

25 Blueprint (MTP/SCS) Discussion Scenario

April 2024

Existing Conditions (2020}

1,030

840
3,490
5,360

8,950
15,090

10
24,050

Housing Units

1,640
20
3,570

5,230
34,740

1,630

25,710

27,340

Baseyear and Buildout

Potential Buildout

Jobs Housin

5,110 4,220
55,040 19,960
13,190 5,540
73,340 29,720

137,900 169,340

11,030

24,490

35,520

2,900
700
28,760

32,360

2020 - 2035

Jobs Hou

55

610

665
4,310

300

800

1,100

Spring 24 Discussion Scenario

50

500

550
4,380

1,100
700
1,280

3,080

2020 - 2050

100
850

950
7,675

1,100

1,100

2,200

Housing Units

100

1,500

1,600
7,925

1,500
700
2,100

4,300

480 770 7,910 5,150 2,440 2,585 3,900 3,830
1,000 - 7,500 3,700 - - 1,360 1,800
3,180 1,390 7,760 15,800 750 1,800 1,550 3,000
3,380 1,130 6,910 3,500 750 1,320 1,185 2,250

29,410 17,050 53,520 27,010 3,340 1,515 7,200 2,800
20 20 220 1,500 - - 50 1,000
- 40 170 2,790 - - - 500
- 20 600 3,000 - - 120 700
37,470 20,420 84,590 62,450 7,280 7,290 15,365 15,880

890 70 2,390 1,280 250 135 440 340

1,540 2,480 6,390 5,370 520 745 745 295
- - 470 400 - - - -
2,430 2,550 9,250 7,050 770 880 1,185 1,335




ne 2024 Adopted Landuse Assumptions
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Gold Line Haz:

Select a County Select a Jurisdiction

Existing Housing (2020)
951,700

35 Housing Growth
156,000

Select community type

Select a specific plan/area

50 Housing Growth A
277,990 [ P
Existing Jobs (2020)
1,127,570
2020-2035 Job Growth
156,005
il arus nchuda Cantars and Comidors and Extablshad Communltis. Groanfald anas inchida Daveloping and Rural
2020-2050 Job Growth Rkl comnii
262,995
4 2020 (Existing) Permits (5 year) 20-35 Growth 20-50 Growth
‘Community Type 2020 Jobs 2020 Units Buildout Jobs Buildout Units 20-35:Jobs 20-35:Units 20-50:Jobs  20-50: Units
Aubum- Corridor 3,320 500 11,190 2,550 150 185 300 220
Aubum- Established 6,550 5,820 10,000 9,110 350 175 650 370
Auburn- Not identified for Growth- Baltimore Ravine 0 20 160 730 0 0 0 0
Citrus Heights- Corridor- Auburn Blvd 2,710 420 4,875 2,800 310 100 500 220
Citrus Heights- Corridor- Greenback Ln/Sunrise Blvd 7,930 1,170 11,275 8,200 510 400 700 485
Citrus Heights- Corridor- Sunrise Tomorrow Specific Plan 1,190 0 3,480 2,200 585 500 1,505 1,500
Citrus Heights- Established 10,110 34,040 11,000 38,000 450 275 800 400
Colfax- Corridor 690 250 7,210 1,840 150 30 250 55
Colfax- Established 170 670 6,020 4,060 40 S0 50 %0
Davis- Corridor- Core Area 8,950 1,630 11,030 2,900 300 1,100 1,100 1,500
Davis- Corridor- Nishi 0 0 0 700 0 700 0 700
Davis- Established 15,090 25,710 24,490 28,760 800 1,280 1,100 2,100

Davis- Not Identified for Growth- Potential Annexations/SO!




Envision Tomorrow
Online

Development Type Symbol | B ——
City Center Mixed Use High
1 Rural Residential

4Very Low Density Detached City Center Mixed Use Low

Residential CBD Mixed Use

6 Low Density Detached

Residential Low Density Retail
g:;:éwggfum Density Community/Neighborhood Retail

12 Medium Density Residential [N gommuniwf%efitglhborhood
ommercia ce

16 Medium-High Density .
Residential - Commercial
20 Medium-High Density ; P :
Residential - High Density Commercial
30 High Density Residential - Business and Professional
40 High Density Residential I Egmm:ggf“eighbofhood
60 High Density Residential e Light IndustriallOffice
80 Very High Density Residential [ Light Industrial
SB 9 Duplex
P Heavy Industrial
SB 9 Fourplex
P Medical Facility
Mobile Home
Medical Office

Mixed Use Very Low




What it is What it is NOT

w25-year plan for wGeneral Plan, but is
transportation consistent with General
Investments Plans

wRegional wStapling exercise

wFinancially constrained wTaking or exercising any

wAchievable and ambitious land use authority

wPhasing plan
wUpdated every 4 years
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