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Comprehensive Multimodal Corridor Plans
Overview

Action: Discussion/Possible Action

On September 27, 2019, the Board of Directors took
action to advance development of the 5 Big Moves by
allocating $40 million over the next five fiscal years to
complete Comprehensive Multimodal Corridor Plans
(CMCPs) for 12 corridors throughout the region.

An overview of the Comprehensive
Multimodal Corridor Plans (CMCPs) program
to refine and prioritize transportation solutions
on five priority corridors using a policy, data,
and collaboration-driven approach will be
presented.

CMCPs promote a planning process that utilizes a
holistic and multimodal approach and strives to achieve
a balanced transportation system. Comprehensive
Multimodal Corridor Planning is undertaken to help
inform the decision-making process and provide
communities with an overall vision for the future of the
corridor including guidance and coordination for future
improvements necessary to meet corridor plan goals.
This planning process is designed to establish consensus
on the scope and priority of transportation solutions
within each corridor area.

Fiscal Impact:
Funding for development of the
Comprehensive Multimodal Corridor Plans is
included in the Capital Improvement Program
Nos. 1600501, 1600502, 1605201, 1607801,
and 1680501 in the amended FY 2020
Program Budget.
Schedule/Scope Impact:

The next major milestone is the summer/fall
2020 presentation on preliminary results of
CMCPs must be completed to be eligible for Solutions
data analysis for each of the five corridors.
for Congested Corridors Program funding, a competitive
funding program created by Senate Bill 1. The CMCPs
also will be used to compete for other local, state, and federal funds.
Discussion
The September 27, 2019, Board action identified 5 of the 12 corridors as priority corridors with completion of
the CMCPs by summer 2021. The five priority corridors include: (1) Central Mobility Hub and Connections;
(2) State Route 52 (SR 52); (3) State Route 67 (SR 67); (4) SPRINTER/Palomar Airport Road/State Route 78; and
(5) Purple Line/Interstate 805 (I-805)/ Blue Line/Interstate 5 (I-5) South. This listing includes recommended
adjustments since last approved by the Board on September 27, 2019. Because the policy consideration
priorities are anticipated to be different, the SR 52/SR 67 corridor is recommended to be split into two
separate corridors. Because there is overlap in the geographical area and the policy considerations priorities
are anticipated to be similar, it is recommended that the Purple Line/I-805 and Blue Line/I-5 South corridors
be combined. High speed transit is no longer being considered on the SR 52/67 corridors as part of the
5 Big Moves. It is recommended that this be eliminated from the scope of the SR 52 and SR 67 corridor
studies. These adjustments will facilitate a more efficient process for the completion of the five priority
CMCPs.
A workshop was held with Caltrans District 11 to develop guidelines for the delivery of the CMCP program,
teams have been established that include staff from the San Diego Association of Governments, Caltrans,
and Cities/County, and project management plans have been developed for each CMCP.

Geographical Study Areas
The draft geographical study area for each corridor is shown in Attachment 1. The areas have been
established to capture the prevalent travel sheds for each corridor.
Issues and Opportunities
An issues and opportunities statement has been prepared for each corridor and is shown in Attachment 2.
These draft statements are a work in progress, will evolve over time, and are included in this report for
discussion purposes.
Policy Considerations
Each corridor team is in the process of prioritizing the 12 policy considerations shown in Attachment 3.
The priorities will be presented to the Transportation Committee beginning summer/fall 2020 for review and
discussion. Policy considerations for transportation corridor studies established by the California
Transportation Commission, Federal Transit Administration, and Federal Highway Administration can
generally be grouped into 12 categories. These 12 policy considerations were presented to the
Transportation Committee at its February 21, 2020, meeting. Based on comments received at that meeting,
changes are shown in underline and strikeout.
Schedule and Next Steps
Stakeholder engagement and community outreach was originally scheduled for summer 2020. Stakeholder
engagement will proceed but the COVID-19 pandemic has delayed the public outreach to fall 2020 or
winter 2020/2021. However, even with the delay to public outreach, it is believed that the CMCPs can still be
completed by summer 2021, in time for anticipated Senate Bill 1 funding opportunities. Beginning
summer/fall 2020, a series of presentations will be scheduled for the Transportation Committee to discuss
data analysis findings, policy priorities, and the status of stakeholder engagement.
Coleen Clementson, Director of Regional Planning
Key Staff Contact:
Attachments:

Richard Chavez, (619) 699-6989, richard.chavez@sandag.org
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2. Comprehensive Multimodal Corridor Plan Issues and Opportunities Statements
3. Policy Considerations
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Attachment 2

Comprehensive Multimodal Corridor Plan (CMCP)
Issues and Opportunities Statements
Draft: May 22, 2020
The following are draft statements of the issues and opportunities for the priority Comprehensive
Multimodal Corridor Plans (CMCPs). The issues and opportunity statements will evolve over time.
The Transportation Committee is asked to review and comment. For a general depiction of the geographical
area covered by each corridor study, see Attachment 1.
Central Mobility Hub and Connections Corridor
Currently the region lacks seamless, direct, and quality transit connections to access the San Diego
International Airport (SDIA). With an anticipated increase of 16 million annual passengers to 40 million
annual passengers by 2050, improved transit and roadway connections are needed. Coronado is home to
one of the region’s major military bases. With limited road and waterway access, Coronado experiences a
high level of delay during peak periods. When traffic incidents occur on the Coronado Bridge or on the
Silver Strand (State Route 75), access to and from Coronado is impacted. Interstate 5 (I-5) between
Downtown San Diego and Interstate 8 provides access to SDIA, job centers in Downtown San Diego, and job
centers further north. I-5 experiences delays in the northbound direction in the morning peak and
southbound in the afternoon peak period. Opportunities exist for the creation of a Central Mobility Hub in
the study area, providing high-speed, high-quality transit connections to destinations throughout the region.
Future technologies may also provide opportunities for new transportation services and to better manage
existing transportation infrastructure.
Purple Line (Purple Line/Blue Line Express/I-5 South/I-805) Corridor
There are high levels of congestion along the segment of I-5 between Downtown San Diego and San Ysidro
and Interstate 805 (I-805), especially during the peak periods. Ten of the region’s top fifty bottlenecks are
located in the corridor. Within the study area, cross-border travel and goods movement are also subject to
high-levels of delay. Along I-805, there are lengthy delays for commuters traveling to employment centers in
University City and Sorrento Valley. There is a lack of high-speed transit, contiguous high-occupancy-vehicle
and managed lanes (HOV/ML), and bikeways in the corridor. Local streets and arterials typically lack
accommodation for bicycle and pedestrian movement, especially at freeway crossings. Intelligent
Transportation Systems (ITS) applications has been pinpointed as an important need in the corridor with
particular attention to goods movement and border activities.
Sea to Santee (SR 52) Corridor
There are high levels of congestion in the westbound direction during the morning peak and in the
eastbound direction during the afternoon peak on SR 52. Maintaining a distinct community character while
improving transportation efficiency and travel reliability are needed. There are also needs for a safe, wellmaintained transportation system augmented with opportunities to reduce bottleneck delay, deploy
technology to manage traffic demands, improve network integration with connectors to HOV/ML and
Mobility Hubs, improve bike/pedestrian access, and develop reliable transit options.
San Vicente (SR 67) Corridor
Improving operational safety and emergency evacuation options are the principal needs for this corridor.
Maintaining community character, trip reliability and efficiency, greenhouse gas emissions reduction
strategies, protecting natural resources, and an equitable distribution of transportation improvements are also
needed. Developing a multimodal transportation strategy that includes bicycle, pedestrian, and transit
services and the application of ITS technologies provides opportunities to improve the transportation system.
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North County Regional (SPRINTER/SR 78/Palomar Airport Road/SR 76) Corridor
Population and employment growth in this corridor has led to an increase in travel demand and travel related
delay. Efficient movement of people and goods is limited by an incomplete transportation network including
missing freeway-to-freeway connectors at the I-5/SR 78 interchange, gaps in the Inland Rail Trail bikeway,
low SPRINTER frequencies and travel speeds, gaps in the arterial system, and a lack of HOV/ML on SR 78.
These factors have resulted in high levels of congestion on SR 78. There is also a need to optimize the existing
transportation network with operational improvements, smart signals, and transportation system
management techniques.
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Attachment 3

Policy Considerations
Policy considerations for the development of Comprehensive Multimodal Corridor Plans (CMCPs) are the
overarching goals used to refine project scope and define the priority transportation solutions for each
corridor. Per transportation corridor planning guidelines established by the California Transportation
Commission, Federal Transit Administration, and Federal Highway Administration, policy considerations
include:
1. Public safety and security
2. Preserve existing transportation infrastructure
3. Multimodal focus
4. Economic development and goods movement
5. System operations and efficiency congestion relief
6. Low- income and disadvantaged community focus
7. Reduce greenhouse gas emissions and Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT)
8. Improve air quality and public health
9. Active transportation and micromobility
10. Prevent residential and small business displacement
11. Increase supply of affordable housing
12. Improve jobs-housing balance
Changes to the policy considerations since last presented to the Transportation Committee on February 21,
2020, are shown in underline and strikeout.
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