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Comparison to SCAG Regional Average
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Figure 13

RIVTAM Model (2012)
TAZs Performing Better than 15% below SCAG Regional Average of
Daily VMT per Service Population in only the RIVTAM Model
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RIVTAM Model (2012)
TAZs Performing at or below 2012 Jurisdictional Average of
Daily VMT Per Service Population in only the RIVTAM Model
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RIVTAM Model (2012) Daily Total VMT per Service Population by TUMF Zone
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RIVTAM Model (2012)
TAZs Performing at or below 2012 TUMF Zonal Average of
Daily VMT Per Service Population in only the RIVTAM Model
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SCAG Model (2012)
TAZs Performing Better than 15% below SCAG Regional Average of
Daily VMT per Service Population in both the SCAG and RIVTAM Models
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2012 Daily Residential Home Based VMT per Capita Model Comparison
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2012 Daily Home Based Work VMT per Worker Model Comparison
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2012 Daily Total VMT per Service Population Model Comparison
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2012 Household Generated VMT per Capita

27.0 27.3
26.1
25.0
540 24.6
. 23.5
22.2
19.4 19.7
181 18.7 18.7
17.3
15.7 15.6
13.8
Q/,;b ,S@ o(\’b A&Q, 6@‘} \\Q,A 0@ .{&z \\@A \é@ ,\c,o @" 6\6@ ] \(,\@ Ogb &q} (\\(\c
<& \Z & ES e G N Q QP & eo < < O < o N)
AN & 1$) & NS N N5 Q¢ o S & \id N 3 )
o &\)Q NG 8/0 N 3 :,;z}\ <2 ?D QS/o
& S N @0 N

H SCAG Model VMT per Capita H RIVTAM Model VMT per Capita B CHTS VMT per Capita

36



	Baseline VMT No Page Numbers - 2.26.19.pdf
	Attachment A.pdf
	fig01_SCAG_HomeBasedperCapita
	fig02_SCAG_HomeBasedperCapitaChart
	fig03_SCAG_HomeBasedperWorker
	fig04_SCAG_HomeBasedperWorkerChart
	fig05_SCAG_VMT_per_ServicePop
	fig06_SCAG_VMT_per_ServicePopBELOW
	fig07_SCAG_VMT_per_ServicePopChart

	Attachment A.pdf
	fig01_SCAG_HomeBasedperCapita
	fig02_SCAG_HomeBasedperCapitaChart
	fig03_SCAG_HomeBasedperWorker
	fig04_SCAG_HomeBasedperWorkerChart
	fig05_SCAG_VMT_per_ServicePop
	fig06_SCAG_VMT_per_ServicePopBELOW
	fig07_SCAG_VMT_per_ServicePopChart

	Attachment B.pdf
	fig08_RIVTAM_HomeBasedperCapita
	fig09_RIVTAM_HomeBasedperCapitaChart
	fig10_RIVTAM_HomeBasedperWorker
	fig11_RIVTAM_HomeBasedperWorkerChart
	fig12_RIVTAM_VMT_per_ServicePop
	fig13_RIVTAM_VMT_per_ServicePopBELOW
	fig14_RIVTAM_VMT_per_ServicePopBELOWJurisdictional2
	fig14_RIVTAM_VMT_perServicePopChart
	fig15_RIVTAM_TUMF_VMT_perServicePopChart
	fig15_RIVTAM_VMT_per_ServicePopTUMF2

	Attachment C.pdf
	fig16_SCAG_RIVTAMCOMP
	fig17_SCAG_RIVTAM_HomeBasedPerCap_Comp
	fig18_SCAG_RIVTAM_HomeBasedperWorker_Comp
	fig19_SCAG_RIVTAM_PerServicePop_Comp

	Attachment D.pdf
	fig20_SCAG_RIVTAM_CHTS_PerServiceComp


	Thresholds Evaluation Revised No Page Numbers - 3.2.19 Final.pdf
	Final RMM Memo.pdf
	Introduction





