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Climate Smart Communities

Timeline

2011 2012 2013 - 14
Phase 1 Phase 2 Phase 3

Understand
choices

Jan 2012 Dec. 2012 Dec. 2013 Dec. 2014

Accept Direction on Direction on Select preferred
findings alternative preferred scenario;
scenarios to scenario begin
test implementation

*

We are here.



Climate Smart Communities
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Building toward six desired outcomes

Vibrant Economic
communities prosperity

Transportation Clean air & water Climate
choices leadership



Climate Smart Communities

Unique local approaches to
implement regional growth strategy
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Climate Smart Communities

Building on community aspirations
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Climate Smart Communities

Phase 1 strategies tested

Vehicle and Fuel Technologies
e More fuel-efficient and lower emissions vehicles

e C(Cleaner fuels

Community Design and Roads
e Compact, mixed-use development
e Limited urban growth boundary expansion

¢ Transportation system operations optimization
(e.qg., ITS, incident management, traffic signal
timing)

* Investments to shift more local trips to low or zero-
emission modes (e.q., transit, bicycling, walking)

e Road expansion

e Managing supply and cost of parking

Pricing and Marketing/Incentives
e Ecodriving, carsharing, household marketing and commuter programs

e Market signals to promote and support desired travel behavior (pricing, pay-
as-you drive insurance)



Climate Smart Communities — Phase 1 Findings

Current plans plus cleaner
fuels and vehicles get us close
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STEP 1 || Current local plans
and policies greatly
reduce emissions 1 2
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Climate Smart Communities — Phase 1 Findings

Most effective GHG emissions
reduction strategies

e Cleaner fuels and more
efficient vehicles

 More fuel-efficient and zero
emissions travel

* More transit with supportive
land use and bike and
pedestrian access

* Efficient pricing: use of market
signals to promote and
support desired travel
behavior




Climate Smart Communities

Phase 2 Purpose

Community

Technology design

e Define 2-3 scenario
options to evaluate
in detail

Fleet Pricing

Marketing

 Create a scorecard = .
to evaluate options

Policy areas tested in Phase 1

Shape local and regional choices, not
choose a preferred alternative




Climate Smart Communities — Phase 2

What is a scenario?

e Shows a possible future

 Combines a variety of strategies and actions
 Compares choices and consequences

* Informs strategies to optimize outcomes

NEW GROWTH

TRANSPORTATION INVESTMENTS
MasTrrelt et Road

from www.PlaniTulsa.org
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Climate Smart Communities — Phase 2

Framing the scenarios

the ingredients

 Adopted community
plans and visions serve
as the foundation

e Statewide

A
A
01010
Transportation Strategy $

complements adopted
plans

e Other strategies tested
in Phase 1
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Climate Smart Communities — Phase 2

Creating a scorecard

Community and business leaders provide input on what outcomes
are most important to evaluate and compare scenarios

Outcomes-based Evaluation Framework

Building toward six desired outcomes | |Evaluation framework

Equity Economy
* Access to affordable * Access to industry and
H housing and travel jobs

options ¢ Freight travel time costs
* Access to opportunity ¢ Economic development
¢ Public health opportunities

Economic
prosperity

Environment Costs and savings
¢ Greenhouse gas ¢ Implementation
¢ Air quality ¢ Household and business
e Access to parks and
natural areas

Transportation Clean air & water Climate
choices leadership

MPAC, JPACT and the Metro Council endorsed the evaluation framework in Phase 1
(June 2011)
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SCENARIO
INDICATORS

Compare each scenarid’s performance over the next couple
of decades based onitsimpact on people, the economy,
transportation and the community and environment.

Each indicator is based on projections for the year 2030.
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Climate Smart Communities — Creating the scorecard

What is a scorecard?

priority outcomes/results to communicate
tradeoffs
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Climate Smart Communities — Creating the scorecard

Bay Area example
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Bay Area. This
table shows how
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Climate Smart Communities — Creating the scorecard

California example

VISION CALIFORNIA | STATEWIDE SCENARIOS SUMMARY

2050 SCENARIO RESULTS

BUSINESS ASUSUAL  GROWING SMART
(Trend Policy / Trend Growth] (Trend Policy / Smart Growth)

HOUSEHOLD COSTS Over 87,250 saved per
More centrally located homes can reduce ddriving 1 hold on auto
and utility costs. California households in the Growing Smart scenario  €osts and utility bills.
spend $7,250 less per year on auto-related costs and utility bills.

INFRASTRUCTURE COSTS Over 81 billion total

saved per year.

Local infrastructure costs (capital costs and ongoing operations & Operations &
maintenance costs) rise with land consumption, as dispersed development Manienance
calls for longer extensions of sewers, water pipes, roadways, and utility ol
lines. Through 2050, the Growing Smart scenario saves more than $47 ibssesue
billion in total infrastructure costs, over $5,600 per new housing unit. T
REVENUES Yields $2.7 billion more

; ; : ! Il i
Whether on a per-unit or per-acre basis, more compact development local reventic penyeals
patterns produce higher local revenues from property taxes and fees.
Through 2050, the Growing Smart scenario yields over $120 billion ;
more in revenues, or $2.7 billion per year in additional funds. 0 bilion dolla
WATER Saves enough water

to fill Hetch Hetch

More compact development patterns, with more smaller lot single family
homes, townhomes, and multifamily housing, save water. By 2050, the ~ /M0r€ than 50
Growing Smart scenario saves 19 million acre-feet of water.
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from www.visioncalifornia.org
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Climate Smart Communities — Creating the scorecard

Measuring what matters

Outcomes

What are the most important results or

. Focus of
outcomes to measure for the region?

today’s

workshop
Strategy Pathways

How do different strategies affect the [ \\(%7]

achievement of those outcomes, positively or

negatively? w +
Indicators ’J

What is the best way to measure progress lﬂ\
toward the outcomes when comparing the
scenarios?
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Climate Smart Communities — Creating the Scorecard
Scorecard next steps

Conduct equity/environmental July 31
justice workshop

Conduct business focus groups ~ AUBUSt

Report results of workshops and  September
focus groups

Gather input with Opt In survey  Mid-fall
on scorecard and scenarios

Convene summit Late-fall
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Learn more about Climate
Smart Communities Scenarios

Visit www.oregonmetro.gov/climatescenarios

Sign-up for updates at climatescenarios@oregonmetro.gov
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