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California Climate Goals
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California GHG Emission Trends
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Longitudinal Display of CA GHG Emissions by Sector. (Source: CARB CA GHG Inventory 2000 to 2016)



True “LOS Impacts”
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San Jose’s Greenhouse Gas Emissions

2008 and 2014 Community Inventory Comparison
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Vehicles-Kilometers Traveled (VKT)

e Senate Bill 743 (2013): Requires jurisdictions in California to

replace the auto LOS with VKT metric in environmental reviews

e Goals: GHG emissions reduction, infill development near transit,

multimodal transportation system

 State Guidelines (2020): Streamline “low-VKT” projects



Local Implementation of VKT: San José
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San José’s Mobility Goals
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Promote Infill Development
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Promote Infill Development
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Streamline “Low-VKT” Projects

Market-Rate Housing 100% Affordable Housing

P Area where Transit-Supportive Projects would be screened out

City of San José¢ - Low VMT per Capita Screening Criteria
P Area where Transit-Supportive Projects would be screened out

City of San José - Affordable Housing Screening Criteria




Project Information

Project VBT Capitol Ave - Mixed Use Development [T sy C2pitol Ave, SanJose CA

Project Parcel: Assessor’s Parcel Number, Place Type = Urban Low Transit Project Acreage: Acre Proposed Parking: [ Vehicle JEECI Bike

Land Use Type VMT Reduction Strategies Analysis Results

Select each section to show individual strategies
m RESIDENTIAL ONLY

RESIDENTIAL PROJECT CHARACTERISTICS
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Mitigate VKT Impacts
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Lessons Learnt

e VKT impacts are regional in nature, but mitigations have not been.

e Site-specific strategies are more suitable for urban areas, whereas
program-level strategies are more applicable for projects in
suburban areas. Regional fee programs, mitigation exchanges, and
mitigation banks are being explored.

e Varying implementations at the local level give the “more stringent”
cities a competitive disadvantage with investors.



Lessons Learnt

e System improvements (e.g. streets, transit service) should be
prioritized over programmatic measures (e.g. incentives) as
mitigation.

e Most “low-VMT” developments in urban areas would be
streamlined without mitigation. Complementary funding
mechanisms are needed to support a multimodal transportation
system in the urban areas.

e Other complementary VKT and emissions reduction strategies
should be implemented.



Complementary Strategies
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AUTOMOBILE ADVERTISING
THE PURSUIT OF THE AMERICAN DREAM

The news home buyers have been waiting for...

EICHLER HOMES COMES TO SAN JOSE!
MOREPARK :oorcone oamscon

«+ +* PLAYROOM +* =

for more luxurious living 3 BEDROOMS « 2 BATHROOMS

+* PLAYROOM + =+

$|4"'800 'I'CI'$ I6’750 $800 to $1200 down toVets

PLUS CLOSING

You've read about the sensational volue
of Eichler Homes in such magozines os
House Beautiful, Life and Ladies’ Home
Journal. e Mow—see them in Son Jose—
in beautiful MOREPARK! « All cre
luxurious architect-designed homes
with such custom extras as engineered
radiant heating, Armstrong Cork floors,
wood paoneled walls, concrete pofios.
Prices also include Hotpeint renge cnd
Waste King garbage disposer.

Why buy a "Model T* home when you
con get so much house for sc little!

SEE MODEL HOME TODAY!

... beautifully furnished by
Kagel's of Willow Glen, 1180
Lincoln ‘Avenue, Son Jese.
Direcfions: From El Coming
turn south on Washingion
(one block before stop light
to Bayshore). Follow Wosh-
&% ingten 3.3 milesto Fruitdale.
Turn left on Fruitdale % mile.

EICHLER HOMES . 2001 EI. CAMINO REAI. « PALO ALTO + DAVENPORT 23-0217
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