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Structural systems c————r—— —

have always influenced
infrastructure.

1947

The last strestcar runs in
Sacramento in January.

POST-WORLD WAR 1l

Suburban, low density
development outside the core
of Sacramento leads to car
dependency and congestion.

1850s

Gold discovery at
Sutter's Fort prompts
a massive influx of
gold prospectors.

PRE-WESTERN ARRIVAL

Indigenous tribes thrive in the
land we now call Sacramento.

1930s

Home Owners' Loan

Corporation introduces
"redlining" and racially
restrictive covenants.

1910s

Invention of the electric
streetcar prompts neighborhood
growth at walking scale.

1860s

The Central Pacific
Railroad begins building the
Transcontinental Railroad
east from Sacramento.

1950s

The Federal Aid Highway
Act prompts massive

1960s 1970s

North Sacramento merges with the City of Sacramento Regional
Sacramento. Demolition of the West End Transit is established.

highway projects like forces many Black, Chinese, Japanese and Sacramento's first Bicycling
SRgg—many built through Mexican American families to leave their Plan was developed.
or cutting off poor, Black, walkable neighborhood for car dependent Jedediah Smith Memorial

and Brown neighborhoods. areas without racial covenants. Trail begins construction.

2010s 2000s 1990s 1980s

Electric vehicle Transportation network Ueda Parkway Sacramento Northern  Sacramento's first

and electric bicycle companies, bike share, and shared use Parkway and shared light rail line opens

use grows across and micro-mobility path is built. use path is built. between Watt/l-8o and
Sacramento. Del launch in Sacramento. Butterfield stations.

Rio Trail opens.

I OUR PATH TOMORROW DEPENDS ON ACTIONS TODAY...



Sacramento
has limited
funding for
transportation.

I $42M Glmﬁnﬁtyhummﬂhmpaywhmw

It would take more than 100

years to address today's known
transportation needs with the
funding we currently have. We have
to prioritize this limited funding.
This plan prioritizes City investments
in transportation infrastructure
based on community values.

SB To build all the transportation projects identified in plans from the
last 20 years, the City would need $5 billion—yes, witha "b."



Transportation
isn’t just getting
from A to B.

It's public health
and safety.

It's climate and
air quality.

It's access to
opportunity.

It's quality
of life.

Q00O



Ourinvestments
need to prioritize
what Sacramentans
value most.

There is not enough transportation money
to build every new project and maintain what
we have, so we asked Sacramentans to help
us set priorities for what to spend money on.

Community Centered Investing



Overall Budget Spent

$100 Million
Budget Slider
Access to Destinations 30 Million
@ Climate Change 545 Million
®)

B8 Equity $55 Million
é Maintenance $0 Million
[}

Safety $0 Million
[ 3

Technelogy 50 Million
e

-C:n Other $0 Million

Enter your own description

Based on your values, you recommend the City prioritize:

Improvements that encourage walking, biking, and transit

s

Projects in areas with a high propertion of minority and low income residents

And spend less on:

Projects that improve access to neighborhood destinations

Repairing damaged infrastructure

Safety improvements

Techneology upgrades

SUBMIT



April 26, 2021 May 11, 2021 May 24, 2021 June 9, 2021
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Tracked Engagement and Focused in
Low Response Areas
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Community Values
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VALUE

Provide
equitable
investment.

WE WILL PRIORITIZE
investments in
communities lacking
basic infrastructure and
that benefit recipients
of racism and bias.

VALUE

Improve air
quality, climate,
and health.

WE WILL PRIORITIZE
investments that

encourage walking
and biking, support
transit, and expand
electric vehicle use.

VALUE

Provide
access to
destinations.

WE WILL PRIORITIZE
investments that improve
connections to jobs,
schools, and parks.

VALUE

Improve
safety for all
road users.

WE WILL PRIORITIZE
investments in
communities identified
through the Vision
Zero Action Plan or
School Safety Study.

VALUE

Fix and
maintain the
system.

WE WILL PRIORITIZE
investrnents on streets with
poor pavement conditions
or high travel demand,
repair bridges, and update
outdated technology.



Community Values: Scoring

Criteria
We will prioritize
investments to
improve and
encourage walking,
bicycling, fransit
supportive, and
electric vehicle
investments.

How to measure?
Project improves
bicycling: 3 points

Project improves
walking: é points

Project supports
fransit & EVs: 3 points

Provide
Equitable
Investment

Ciriteria
We will prioritize
investment in
communifies that lack
basic infrastructure,
benefit recipients of
racism and bias.

How to measure?
Project isin a
neighborhood that
lacks sidewalks,
bikeways, frees,
streetlights, or traffic
signals: 6 points

The project isin an
area that is majority
Black, Lafino, Asian,
Pacific Islander, and/or
Indigenous: 6 points

12 points

Provide
Access to
Destinations

Criteria
Improvements to
connections to jobs,
schools and parks will
be prioritized.

How to measure?
Project isin a high
employment density
area: 4 points

Project is within 4
mile of a park:
4 points

Project is within 4
mile of a school:
4 points

12 points

Improve
Transportation
Safety

Criteria
We will prioritize
investment in
communitfies with a
demonstrated
systemic safety issue
identified through the
Vision Zero Action
Plan or the Vision
ZLero School Safety
Study.

How to measure?
Improves a Vision
Zero Top 10 corridor:
12 points

Improves a Vision
Zero HIN street oris a
Vision Zero School
Safety Project:

6 points

12 points

Criteria
We will prioritize
investment on streets
with poor pavement
conditions, bridge
repairs outdated
fechnology, and high
fravel demand.

How to measure?

Improves pavement
based on a fraffic
volume to quality
ratio or bridge rating:
8 points

Improves traffic
signals or technology:
4 points




Primary Community Values: Scoring

We face an existential Climate Emergency that threatens our city,

region, state, nation, humanity and the natural world (Reso. 2019-

0445); and over 50% of Sacramento’'s GHGs come from transportation. 12
Air quality, health and climate change shovuld be drivers for our

mobility investments.

Improves Air Quality, Climate,
and Health

The project contains a bikeway where there are currently none or

Supports bicycling enhances an existing bikeway.

The project includes sidewalks, pedestrian scale lighting, street trees, or

Supports walking marked crosswalks.

The project contains new transit access enchantment (sidewalk or
crosswalk to a transit stop, bus lane, signal priority), fransit stop 3
improvements, or supports EV charging infrastructure.

Supports transit or electric
vehicles



Primary Community Values: Scoring

Provides Equitable Investment

Sacramento acknowledges historical racial inequities

and is committed to transparent, deliberate, and actionable solutions
that will remedy those inequities, including the impact air quality and
climate have on these neighborhoods.

Benefits neighborhoods that lack
basic infrastructure

The project is in a neighborhood that lacks basic infrastructure,
specifically sidewalks, streetlights, bikeways, trees or traffic signals.

Benefits communities that have
been recipients of racism and
bias

The project is in an area that is majority Black, Latino, Asian, Pacific
lslander, and/or Indigenous.




Primary Community Values: Scoring
Provides Access to Destinations

Mobility opens doors to education, economic

opportunity, health, and personal growth. Connections to institutions
and places that provide economic, educational, and health benefits
should be prioritized.

Provides Access to Destinations

Connects to jobs Project is in area with high employment density. 4
Connects to schools The project is within a 1/4 mile of a school. 4

Connects to parks The project is within a 1/4 mile of a park. 4



Primary Community Values: Scoring

Improves Transportation Safety

Sacramento continues to rank as on the worst cites in California for
transportation safety based on data from the Office of Traffic 12
Safety. Transportation safety should be a driver for investments.

Improves a Vision Zero Top
10 corridor

The project is on the Vision Zero Top 10 corridor. 12

Improves a Vision Zero
HIN street or is a Vision Zero
School Safety Project

The project is on the Vision Zero high injury network, a Vision Zero
School Safety Project but not on the top 10.




Primary Community Values: Scoring

Fixing and Maintains
Transportation System

Improves povement or
bndges

Improves trafflc SIQHCIlS

Sacramento’s transportation infrastructure is in “fair” condition but is
predicted to rapidly deteriorate by the end of the decade. Fixing

potholes, repaving streets and maintaining traffic signals supports 12
Sacrumentun s and our economic health.
The project score based on Trofflc / P’Gvemen‘r qucm‘rv ratio or bndge 8

rclhng

The prolect mcludes new or mproved mgnals or mgnul technology 4




1. Story page
2. Comment Map
3. Comment Cards

Thawj Qhov Tseem Ceeb thiab Koj Lub Tsev
Yim!

How to learn more
and share your input!

Foothill Farms

Initial Prioritization Score

e High Priority

All available in:
Chinese
English S AN
Hmong SRS e
Spanish ¥, . i :
Vietnamese

Medium Priority

e Lower Priority

Rosemont

do la Fase | para ln

Cung Céip Quyén Tiép Can
Céc Diém Dén: Két N&i Vol
Cang Vide

O e Wt W v G e 03




Chao mifng ban dén vdi Cong WD FRE TR )46
4 N3 ? (Sacramento) ZEili{E5%it
tién cac Dy an Giao thong PHEELIA

Sacramento

Ready to

make a difference?

SACRAMENTO

JON PRIORITIES PLAN

Place aComment

Zoo siab txais tos rau Listo/a para
Sacramento Lub Cuab Yeej Explore the Map
Tso Lus Tawm Tswv Yim Hauv

Zej Tsoom Txoj Phiaj Xwm

Faib Kev Tseem Ceeb Ua Ntej

Rau Kev Thauj Mus Lus

iHacer ladiferencis?

SACRAMENTO




e Phase II: Initial Investment Prioritization Feedback
Bl Crowdsource+
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o W4 We want to hear from you:
Observation Type
Cal | expected this project tobe a
higher priority
0 | expected this project to be a
lower priority
This street is missing a project
@ previously approved by the City
in a planning process
This is a missing transportation
West need
Sacramento i
a Riviera
bster

Rosemont Q General comment

0 B Funded Projects
als -

Total_Prioritization_Score

County of Sacramento, California State Parks, Esri, HERE, G i, Graph/GegTéchnpiogia l‘c_ METI/NASA, USGS, Biireau afland Managemgent, EPA, NPS, USDy




Prioritization reflects
Sacramentans values
for transportation
investments and
funding opportunities.

PROJECT PRIORITIZATION

Prioritization

Regionally Significant
Project

w— High Priority
Medium Priority

w— Lower Priority



Facts... e @ e

21% 50% 88%

Abfou_t _prOJeCt Of high-priority projects are Ofa_lifum}ec[s in areas without Of high-priority
prioritization on the top 10 corridors with the %JG‘,S!-(.‘ mﬁ'as‘tr_'u.ct:.{.re are also projects improve
highest number of deaths and in communities that have been access to jobs.

serious injuries in Sacramento. recipients of racism and bias.

92% 85%

Of high-priority projects Of all projects
are on streets that serve the improve access
greatest number of people and to parks.

have poor pavement quality.



COSTS AND FUNDING COST BREAKDDOW N

What do the ...

- e $704.5M —
projects ‘” i —$1.58B
c o st s? ﬁ!ff;h"l ]ﬁﬂ;[gcﬁ priority projects

[for transportation $1.23B
projects Regionally
significant

$94‘| .7M - .prq'ect:i

Lower-priority

An d Wh at is projects
I $100M——;
funding? $100M- e

251M e e
$1 D M - . ?xpec‘tcd 10-year

Measure A capital funding for
/ transportation projects
sz _ $15M
ital fundi it L
forranspertation alegrants \ _ —$25M
projects $16M Active
transportation

Federal $20 M $20 M program
grants Development Highway Safety

fees & taxes Improvement Program



Transportation
isn’t just getting {
from A to B.

It's public health
and safety.

It's climate and
air quality.

It's access to
opportunity.

It's quality
of life.
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