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What’s the best way to
accommodate growth and
iImprove quality of life?
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Metropolitan Transportation Plan
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Better Data for
Better Decision-Making




Broad Public Outreach




PLACER .COUNTY

Key to the maps

YOLO COGNTY




PLACER COUNEY

Key to the maps
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Congestion
GHG Emissions

Housing Choices
Transportation Choices
Farmland

Open Space

Natural Resources




Transit, bike, and walk trips
Medium and high-density

homes
Jobs and homes closer together

Infill and redevelopment

Rate of congestion increase
Vehicle miles traveled
Alir pollution and Greenhouse gas

Ag, open space, natural resources |ost
Water consumption
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Metropolitan Transportation Plan
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What 1s SB 3757



Metropolitan Transportation Plan/
Sustainable Communities Strategy







Policy/
Regulatory
Forces

Land use

Forecast

Market Forces
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% corridor has fixed route’ bus service with service intervals of
“15.minutes or less daring peak commute hours.

%I |

Figure 3.2
TP/SCS with Blueprint Reference
and Transit Priority
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Center/Corridor

Established

Developing

Rural Residential

Z10[0N0[0]0 800,000 1,200,000
Existing (2012) = Growth (2012-2036)

1,600,000
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Revenue
Assumptions

Land Use
Forecast




Road Maintenance & Rehabilitation

$12.6 B

Road Capacity $7.3 B
Transit $10.6 B
Bike/Pedestrian $2.8 B
Programs, Planning, Enhancements $1.7B
GRAND TOTALS $35.0 B




Center/Corridor

Established

Developing

Rural Residential
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Meets SB 375 GHG Reduction Targets and
State and Federal Air Quality
Requirements

[ Per Capita GHG
Reduction:

2020 2035
-8%0 -16%



B Aiflimu&_\_.

Wit

<
=1 >
=

A




KILOMETERS

% corridor has fixed route’ bus service with service intervals of
“15.minutes or less daring peak commute hours.
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/1% Iincrease In transit productivity




HISTORIC MTP/SCS
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Reduced impacts on farr
- For every 1,000 newme:

1988-2012 2012-=2036 = -
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Thank you!




