Update on the Next Phase of
the TPBScenario Study




Two New Scenarios

CLRP Aspirations

What Would it Take?




The Schedule




Initial Collaborative Efforts




Presentation to COG Climate
Change Committee

(April 23, 2008)

Fuel Efficiency

Fuel Carbon Intensity

Reducing Vehicle Travel




Evaluating Strategies

The Context




Analyzing Cost-Effectiveness

CQO, Cost
Number Category Description Effectiveness
Range *

| 1 |Access Improvements to Transit HOV | $1001t0$400 |
| 6 |TeleccommutePrograms | $10t0$40 |
| 7 [|Traffic Improvements’/TSM | InProgress |
| 8 |Engine Technology/Alternative Fuel Programs |  In Progress |




Presentation to GW2050

(April 25, 2008)

1991 I xcellence” Report -

1993 Partnership for Regional Excellence” report
Resolution adopted by COG Board]

but continuing challenges

regarding implementation




Why Limited Regional Impacts
from Previous RMAS Scenarios?

Limited Applicability

RMAS only looked at growth from 2010 through
2030, so another 20 years would help!




Sacramento: Looking to 2050

Housing

Reduce Land Consumption

Transportation

Key Challeng A ' ntary framework for future growth...not
intended to be app ‘ a parcel-level manner”




Comments Recelved Thus Far
on Two New Scenarios

Will the scenario examine transit investment beyond just
Metrorail capacity? Although the region has an excellent

transit service, much of the region is still not covered by
high quality transit service.




Comments Recelved Thus Far

Will the new scenarios be transit-only scenarios or will they
acknowledge the need for more roads?




Comments Recelved Thus Far

Everything that we know now suggests the distinct
possibility that the historic trend of the last 40 to 50 years is
not necessarily going to be the experience of the next half
century...recent trends may be about to reverse, given how
the price of oil has driven the economy, and there is every
Indication that the future will not look like the past.




Comments Recelved Thus Far

In collaboration with the Steering Committee, can the TPB
examine the following GHG-reduction strategies pertaining
to transportation: smart growth/TOD, alternative modes,
VMT reduction, value pricing, clean vehicles and fuels,
Increased bicycle/pedestrian use, idling reduction,
congestion management, traffic engineering improvements
and roadway management, options with multiple benefits,
and a “Conformity” Process for Greenhouse Gas
Emissions




Comments Recelved Thus Far

Can we examine strategies, such as pricing of
fuel and parking, to affect the base rather than
continuing to work around the edges?




Comments Recelved Thus Far

There are two main issues that have not yet been addressed
although they have come up in several of the
briefings/presentations given on this study — increasing

energy prices and bicycle and pedestrian capacity in the
region.




Comments Recelved Thus Far

More options that impact the mode choice of the existing
travel base (such as pricing, incentives, education,
expanded service) should be examined. Interventions...that
have the potential to convert short vehicle trips (under 2-3
miles) to walk/bike/transit trips should be considered.




Comments Recelved Thus Far

It may also be beneficial to combine these two scenarios
prior to the implementation or “how to” stage of the Study’s
process.




