SAN JOAQUIN COUNCIL
OF GOVERNMENTS
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE

SJCOG Conference Room
555 E. Weber Avenue, Stockton, CA 95202
Thursday, November 10, 2016
10:00 A.M.
Teleconference Number: 1-650-479-3208
Participant Code: 802 845 440
The San Joaquin Council of Governments is in compliance with the Americans with Disabilities Act and will make all
reasonable accommodations for the disabled to participate in employment, programs and facilities. Persons requiring
assistance or auxiliary aid in order to participate should contact Rebecca Calija at (209) 235-0600 at least 24 hours
prior to the meeting.

PARKING:
For your convenience, parking is available at the COG Regional Center. There is additional
parking available at Public Parking Lot K, located on American Street, just south of Weber
Avenue. Additional meter parking is available on Weber Avenue.

AGENDA
1.

Call to Order / Introductions / Roll Call

2.

Minutes: October 13, 2016

3.

Public Presentation
At this time, the public may address the Technical Advisory Committee on any non-agendized item that is
within the subject matter of this agency. If a member of the public wishes to speak on an agenda item he or
she is invited to address the Technical Advisory Committee at the time the item is up for consideration. A
five-minute maximum time limit for a speaker will apply to all “items from the audience”. The determination
of whether an item is within the subject matter of the Committee is a discretionary decision to be made by
the chair of the Technical Advisory Committee.

4.

Technical Items: B through D are available for action by the committee. The left hand
column identifies only recommendations from staff.

Action

A. Consent Calendar Items E through G.

Action

B. Commute Connection Program - Davis

Action

C. 2016 Regional Congestion Management Program Monitoring and
Conformance Report – Cunningham

Discussion

D. Regional Transit Systems Plan Developing Recommendations (verbal report)
- Nguyen

CONSENT CALENDAR

Informaiton

E. Upcoming Ribbon Cuttings Ceremonies – Gorham

Action

F. SB 375 Target Setting Recommendations – Niblock

Information

G. San Joaquin Regional Transit District’s Request for Board Membership –
Nguyen

5.

Other Matters of Business

6.

Meeting Adjourned to Thursday, December 8, 2016 at 10:00 a.m.

TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEE (TAC)
San Joaquin Council of Governments
555 E Weber Ave.
Stockton, CA 95202
Thursday, October 13, 2016
MINUTES
1. Call Meeting to Order/Introductions:
George Lorente called the meeting to order at 10:00 a.m. and introductions were made.
Committee Members Present:
George Lorente
SJRTD
Charles Swimley
City of Lodi
Paula Fernandez
City of Lodi
Dominique Romo
City of Escalon (via telephone)
Michael King
City of Lathrop
Mark Houghton
City of Manteca
James Pease
City of Ripon
Zabih Zaca
City of Tracy
Binh Nguyen
City of Tracy
Miguel Mendoza
City of Stockton
Wes Johnson
City of Stockton
Eric Alvarez
City of Stockton
Josh Swearingen
Caltrans, District 10
Dave Mendoza
San Joaquin County
Mike Selling
San Joaquin County
Max Vargas
SJRTD
Matthew Taid
SJRTD
Shelehia Meisner
SJRRC
Jordan Peterson
SJRRC
Committee Members Not Present:
Robert Armijo
City of Tracy
Lyman Chang
City of Lodi
John Andoh
City of Escalon
Greg Showerman
City of Manteca
Dameon Flores
City of Lathrop
Todd Greenwood
City of Stockton
Mike McDowell
City of Stockton
David Stagnaro
City of Stockton
James Wong
City of Stockton
Karla Cervantes
City of Stockton
Ed Lovell
City of Tracy
Dorothy Kam
City of Lodi

2.

Tom Dumas
Cindy Erdman
Juan Villanueva
Georgia Lantberger
Tracie Madison
Phil Carlson
Kevin Werner
Nabil Hasan
Parminder Singh
Steven Martinez
Firoz Vohra
Mahmoud Sagga
John Cadrett
Ian Turner
Ronald Elliott
Harry Mavrogenes
Dero Ia
Nate Knodt
Dero In
Gary Taylor
Bob Schiffler
Brian Schimdt

Caltrans, District 10
City of Stockton
Port of Stockton
City of Manteca
City of Manteca
City of Escalon
City of Ripon
Caltrans, District 10
Caltrans, District 10
Caltrans, District 10
San Joaquin County
San Joaquin County
SJVAPCD
Stockton Metropolitan Airport
Stockton Metropolitan Airport
Stockton Metropolitan Airport
SJRTD
SJRTD
SJRTD
SJRRC
SJRRC
SJRRC

SJCOG Staff Present:
Diane Nguyen
Ryan Niblock
Kim Anderson
Rob Cunningham
Yvette Davis
Nicole Gorham
Kari McNickle
Lisa Donahue
David Ripperda
Christine Corrales
Melody Lin
Rosemary Romero

Deputy Director
Senior Regional Planner
Senior Regional Planner
Senior Regional Planner
Senior Regional Planner
Public Information Officer
Associate Regional Planner
Assistant Regional Planner
Associate Regional Planner
Assistant Regional Planner
Assistant Regional Planner
Administrative Clerk II

Meeting minutes from September 8, 2016:
Ms. Nguyen passed out Amendment #1 to the minutes prior to the TAC action, for
item D titled ‘Developing Recommendations for Regional Transit Systems Plan’. She
stated that Mike Selling called immediately before the TAC meeting and asked for
more detail of the Committee discussion (on this item) be reflected in the minutes.
SJCOG staff is proposing Amendment #1 to the minutes which states as follows:
Mike Selling said there are so many moving parts and variables here. The plan talks
about a funding shortfall in transit. He said what I’d like to see is the transit
operators develop a fiscally constrained budget for their ten-year plan. What is the

revenue differential between what can be funded and what will need to be cut to make
up that revenue differential? This will help Board members see what the impact will
be. Firoz Vohra commented that none of the transportation funding programs (RTIF,
Measure K Renewal, and TIMF) fund all of our transportation needs. Agencies often
have to scale back projects in order to live within their means. He added that the
transit agencies have not provided information on service cuts and scenarios on how
they can provide service within their means. This information is essential.
Lyman Chang asked how the “fifteen percent” was derived for the UZA funding and
stated every dollar is used in Lodi for its transit system. Diane Nguyen said that was
a scaled back figure based upon earlier analysis of actual ridership from ACE and
RTD service to communities that exceeded the 15% figure by at least double the
figure.
Firoz Vohra would personally like to see how Uber and Lyft work within the regional
transit system service, especially in areas where there is minimal ridership in the
county area. He wanted to see how Uber and Lyft can be incorporated. George
Lorente said it would be a good idea to look at during the transit coordination effort.
Mike Selling also said that the transit operators need to comment on proposed
changes to the transit funding program policies as those programs are more within
their expertise than the TAC members. Diane Nguyen said that the SJCOG
Interagency Transit Committee is reviewing these same policies and representatives
include all the transit operators in San Joaquin County.
It was moved/seconded (King/ Zaca) to approve the minutes from September 8,
2016, with the Amendment #1 provided. Motion passed.
3.

Public Presentation:
None.

4.

Technical Items: B through F
CONSENT CALENDAR
A. Consent Calendar Item: G through H
Mr. Lorente requested to pull item H. 2016 Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality
(CMAQ) Call for Projects and break up the action into two parts. Mr. Lorente told the
committee RTD felt, in regard to the $950,000 funding requested, it was too
premature to approve that portion. He added that RTD’s General Manager had been
working with SJCOG regarding the structure of Commute Connection and they are
looking to be able to report ridership to bring additional funds to the region. Mr.
Lorente stated they recommend approving the ‘Call for Projects’ but will need to
hold-off on item 2 of the recommended motion to ‘Continue CMAQ Programming
Policy allocating funds to SJCOG Ridership Program to ensure ongoing annual
operations in San Joaquin County’. He asked that second recommendation be tabled
until the next TAC meeting.

Mr. Selling asked Mr. Lorente to restate RTD’s position on this topic. Mr. Lorente
stated RTD would be against item 2 at the current time because they are working on
what they believe would be a better solution for Commute Connection to be able to
report ridership.
Ms. Nguyen told the committee that SJCOG is already working with RTD on
reporting ridership to the NTD (National Transit) database and, in fact, the Commute
Connection Program would need to continue operations in order to report that very
ridership. SJCOG staff believes that RTD’s questions can be answered without the
need to delay action on the recommendation for Commute Connection funding in the
CMAQ Program. Paula Fernandez asked if there were any problems with delaying
the action. SJCOG staff responded that it was important to get an accurate amount of
funds available in the Call for Projects, and delay will inhibit the ability to do so.
On a different subject, Ms. Nguyen told the members that Mr. Selling had asked for a
red-line of a copy for the Call for Projects criteria and said there is a hard copy for
each of the members which staff was passing around. Ms. Nguyen proposed two
separate actions; one action would be for ‘Call for Projects’ which is an attachment in
the red-line version, following with opening the floor for further discussion, on
RTD’s request for the Commute Connection Program.
Mr. Selling commented by saying he feels there is still some work to do on the
CMAQ criteria, and said some of the terms are still too subjective—as an example,
minor/significant. It would be nice to see some thresholds established or some
quantification, as he believes there were some thresholds removed, and if those need
to be changed, there should be further discussion on it. Mr. Selling said there was
definitely some progress made. He feels there is a lot of good work done, but thinks
there is still more to do as it is getting harder to identify competitive CMAQ projects.
Mr. Selling commented further on RTD’s position to table the action on the Commute
Connection Program. He would like to see how the money is actually spent in the
program and could support having that come back as an information item for next
month without delaying Board action. However, he also said there may be value in
delaying the action to give more time to review Commute Connection budget and
hear more on why the program does not compete for funding.
Mr. Selling asked if the recent CalVans vote from the board will be included as well;
Ms. Yvette Davis replied by stating there is no cost to the CalVans program, and said
it will benefit RTD’s reporting to the FTA and confirmed there are no administrative
costs’ on COG’s part. She said that there are no additional operations costs for
Commute Connection as it already promotes van pooling. She added that CalVans is
another van pool provider so they would promote their services as they do to all
vendors offering vanpools.
Ms. Nguyen introduced Ms. Yvette Davis, Ms. Kari McNickle, and Ms. Lisa
Donahue, who are three of the four staff members of the Commute Connection
program who manage the program and mentioned they haven’t added more staff. She

said they are a lean team who promote ridesharing services but also run the vanpool
outreach program working with over one-hundred van pools in San Joaquin. In this
past year, Commute Connection adding approximately thirty more vanpools to the
program.
It was moved/seconded (Zaca/Pease) to approve Consent Calendar item H., Part 1
Authorize CMAQ Call for Projects for FY’s 2018/19, 2019/20, and partial year FY
20/21 with revised CMAQ application form and scoring system. Motion passed.
In regard to item H., Part 2, Mr. Selling asked Mr. Lorente if RTD had a time frame,
or if they were going to present something to the TAC members at next month’s
meeting regarding what RTD is considering; Mr. Lorente said RTD did not have a
time frame, but as the topic just came up on this cycle, they feel it is best they have
more time for internal discussion at RTD, and said it can be approved at a later time,
should the topic be brought back on the table.
It was moved/seconded (Lorente/Selling) to delay item 2 of the CMAQ proposal to
November. Motion Passed.
B. Commute Connection FY 2015-16 Community Report
Ms. McNickle provided the Commute Connection Community Report to the group,
and also introduced Rideopoly, the Commute Connection game with the ultimate
objective of reducing traffic congestion and improving air quality by decreasing the
number of single occupancy vehicles on the road. Fiscal year 15-16 was an exciting
year, launching the development of new programs and services to increase
engagement and value for the tri-county area of San Joaquin, Stanislaus and Merced.
C. 2016 Draft Public Participation Plan Update
Ms. Christine Corrales provided an update of the 2016 Draft Public Participation
Plan Update, and provided a brief background of the topic to the group. Ms. Corrales
told the Committee State and federal statutes require SJCOG, as the San Joaquin
region’s metropolitan planning organization, to adopt participation plans to provide the
public with opportunities to be involved in the transportation planning process. SJCOG
staff has updated the Public Participation Plan (PPP) in compliance with Federal and
State legislation. The draft 2016 PPP was released for 45-day public review and
comment on Thursday, October 6, 2016. Ms. Corrales provided the members with a
timeline of review and adoption. It was mentioned by Ms. Corrales the plan informs
interested residents on how to engage in the range of SJCOG’s planning work and
funding allocations, and includes as a primary focus public engagement opportunities for
the Regional Transportation Plan/Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS) — the
region’s comprehensive long-range transportation and land use blueprint, and in
response to all comments received prior to and during this process, the Public
Participation Plan will be revised and enhanced in accordance with requirements
identified in federal regulations. The SJCOG Board will hold a public hearing on the
Draft 2016 PPP on October 27, 2016. The Final Draft will be presented to the

committees and the SJCOG Board in December/January for adoption. Ms. Corrales
informed the committee where to find the 2016 Draft PPP Update, which is available for
review/download on the SJCOG website at www.sjcog.org/ppp, and mentioned a hard
copy is also available for review at the SJCOG office.

D. 2016 Measure K Strategic Plan Revenue Estimate and Status Update
Mr. Ripperda reported the San Joaquin Council of Governments (SJCOG) is the
administrator of the Measure K half-cent sales tax program. Due to the decrease in
revenue from the recession, not all Measure K projects currently identified in the
Expenditure Plan can be funded in the 30-year life of the sales tax program. The region
will need to delve into difficult policy decisions and make hard choices on what
Measure K projects can be funded. This means Measure K expenditures, project
priorities, and policies will be re-examined and possibly new policies developed. This
“heavy lifting” of issues will be essential in working toward a financially constrained
plan that balances project delivery within funding limitations. Mr. Ripperda reviewed
the tables and charts that were included with their packets, and proceed to tell the
members in September 2016, SJCOG staff received updated projections of Measure K
revenue from SJCOG’s financial consultant, Public Financial Management (PFM),
currently projected to total $2.6 billion through FY 2040/41, a decrease of $300,000,000
from the previously (2011) adopted revenue estimate. SJCOG staff used this revenue
estimate to attempt to fiscally constrain the requested Measure K projects through FY
2030/31 in a “pay as you go” scenario, resulting in the program of projects shown in
Attachment B located at: http://www.sjcog.org/DocumentCenter/View/1479.
PFM is currently preparing a cash flow analysis of the projects, which may result in
further decreases in the amount of funding anticipated to be available and further delays
in projects. This cash flow analysis will be used to prepare the Draft Strategic Plan for
review in November. Mr. Ripperda told the committee SJCOG staff recommends the
TAC recommend the SJCOG board adopt the 2016 Measure K Strategic Plan Revenue
estimate as shown in Table 1. SJCOG staff asked the TAC review the Strategic Plan
preliminary programming scenario as shown in Attachment B. Mr. Ripperda also passed
out a handout of Measure K financial breakdown and the list of projects in the Early
Action Program. The floor was open for discussion.
Mr. Selling stated what he would like to see added is dollars next to the projects on the
handout of the Early Action Program. Mr. Selling also said he would like to see what
the average annual growth rate was for Measure K. Mr. Ripperda said that 4.5% is
considered conservative and the average growth rates have been as high as 6%. The
members continued to discuss the topic.
It was moved/seconded (Selling/Fernandez) to approve the Measure K Strategic Plan
Revenue Estimate. Motion Passed.

E.

SB 375 Target Setting
Mr. Niblock presented on the topic of SB 375 Target Setting and informed the
committee SJCOG is in the process of establishing new emission target

recommendations, per SB 375. In addition to SJCOG’s efforts to comply with state
climate change goals via its 2014 Sustainable Communities Strategy, SJCOG is actively
pursuing Valley-wide initiatives and local projects and initiatives to demonstrate
progress toward achieving SB 375 goals. Mr. Niblock told the members despite
ongoing SB 375 efforts, there exist outstanding variables beyond SJCOG or the Valley’s
control that will negatively affect the extent to which targets can expand beyond
previously set targets, including: transition to the MIP2 transportation model, transition
to EMFAC2014 emissions model, impact of automobile operating costs on VMT and
emissions, and impact of economic recovery on VMT and emissions. Mr. Niblock stated
based on the ongoing SB 375 efforts and the variables affecting potential targets, it is
expected that SJCOG and the other Valley MPOs will be submitting a numerical target
recommendation to the California Air Resources Board (ARB) by December 31, 2016.
Mr. Niblock told the group he didn’t have a major action item for them, but he would
like for them to provide input on air-quality projects and/or projects in the brainstorm
process that they would like SJCOG to highlight and talk about. Mr. Niblock proceeded
to review his report with the members. Mr. Niblock told the members the item was for
discussion purposes only and an action was not needed at the moment.

F.

Developing Recommendations for the Regional Transit Systems Plan
Ms. Nguyen told the committee in September, SJCOG staff offered more detail on
potential recommendations to be incorporated within the Systems Plan. Up to the time of
this report, SJCOG staff was continuing one-on-one discussions with agencies on the
potential recommendations. SJCOG staff is looking for more input on this “second
round” of developing recommendations before bringing back a final draft of the Systems
Plan in November. Ms. Nguyen told the committee there are several concepts SJCOG
staff would like to put on the table and said there are two fundamentals that are being
proposed.
There is a foundational piece that has to occur first prior to delving into the
transportation funding dilemma. It is about the use of LTF dollars in the Regional
Transit District boundaries. The City of Stockton’s LTF is one-hundred percent used
for public transit. For the unincorporated areas, the split is 76 (transit)/24 (LSR)
percent. Ms. Nguyen said it is difficult to discuss local cities reducing LTF on streets
and roads when all LTF dollars in the RTD boundaries are not utilized for public
transit. She stated the agreement between the County and RTD needs re-assessing.
The second foundational piece is how RTD performs operations in the incorporated
areas. She stated that there were elements in a 1993 RTD Board resolution that
talked about their parameters/process in working with local jurisdictions and
examining the needs for inter-city service and coordinating intra-city transit service.
It also talked about the need for services to be mutually agreed between these
communities and RTD. Furthermore, it stated the cities would work with RTD on
how to fund these services, and if there would be use of LTF funds from those
communities, it would be negotiated with said city. Essentially, SJCOG staff saw this
as a clear operating procedure on how RTD would work with jurisdictions, and
believes there is value in formalizing MOU/Master Agreements to lay the foundation
on these business parameters. This type of agreement in each city could lay out the

operating procedures on how RTD plans to provide transit service, spell-out the
business process, the partnership opportunities, the roles and responsibilities, and
how funding will be examined and evaluated. Ms. Nguyen stated it would be ideal to
have a master agreement with all the signatures included, but it can be RTD with
each community on an individualized agreement.
Lastly, Ms. Nguyen stated that should those two elements be accomplished, staff
recommends an Ad Hoc committee to be assembled, made up of City Managers (and
County Administrator) and the CEO’s of RTD and ACE. The Committee would
have a two-part mission—first, coordinating transit between RTD and the local
transit operators to find opportunities to eliminate redundancies, to increase
efficiencies and to reduce cost, and second, review and make recommendations for
transit funding policy. Ms. Nguyen said the TAC is the first COG committee to hear
these recommendations and they will be circulating through the rest of the
committees throughout the month.
Mark Houghton, City of Manteca, asked Ms. Nguyen whether she could email
COG’s recommendations as this verbal report was not included in the written
material; Ms. Nguyen said yes. (Subsequent to the TAC meeting, Ms. Nguyen sent
TAC members the full Board Staff Report outlining the points she made above.)
A member asked if there had been a chance to speak to RTD regarding these
recommendations. Mr. Max Vargas stated the recommendations had not been
brought to RTD. Ms. Nguyen asked the Committee whether these recommendations
were closer to being on the right track than the previous recommendations. The
Committee said this was a lot of new information to react to and it seemed some of
this would take a lot of time to put in place. Several committee members responded
that they needed more time to review this development before providing more
specific comments.
5.

Other Matters of Business:
Mr. Selling asked if there is a status on CalVans since it went for Board approval;
Ms. Davis said SJCOG Board approved the Executive Director to enter into
agreement with the Joint Powers Authority, which was then taken in front of the
CalVans Board, which happens to be today (October 13, 2016). Once approved by
the CalVans Board, we can move forward with the agreement. Ms. Davis said once it
is approved by the CalVans board she will notify the group. (Subsequent to the TAC
meeting, the CalVans Board approval did occur and the SJCOG Board (on October
27, 2016) nominated Supervisor Chuck Winn to represent SJCOG on the CalVans
Board.)

6.

Adjournment:
There being no further business to discuss, the meeting was adjourned at 11:41 a.m.
to Thursday, November 10, 2016 at 10:00 a.m.

November 2016
TAC

STAFF REPORT
SUBJECT:

Commute Connection Program

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Approve $2.85 Million in CMAQ funds
from the 2016 CMAQ Cycle

DISCUSSION:
SUMMARY:
In October, SJCOG staff presented the 2016 Congestion
“I think you’re doing a great
Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) Call for Projects to
the committees and the Board for action. This item
service for the community
included the recommendation to authorize continuing the
- Patti Dunne, UOP
programming policy of allocating funds to the Commute
School of Pharmacy
Connection program to ensure ongoing efforts in San
Joaquin County. In response to this recommendation, the
Technical Advisory Committee moved that SJCOG provide more information on the Commute
Connection program and table action until November. The Management and Finance
Committee, the Interagency Transit Committee, and the Executive Committee, recommended
approval of the staff recommendation to move forward with the funding request. At the Board
meeting, Board member Miller and Board member Giovanettti requested the item be tabled until
November and this was approved by the Board. This report will demonstrate the value and costeffectiveness of Commute Connection as a regional program that is critical in achieving the
mission to enhance air quality and ease congestion for the three counties of San Joaquin,
Stanislaus and Merced.
RECOMMENDATION
Approve the recommendation to authorize
continuing the programming policy of allocating
CMAQ funds to the Commute Connection program
in the amount of $950,000 annually for a total of
$2.85 million for the three-year cycle 2018/19 –
2019/20.
FISCAL IMPACT
The San Joaquin Commute Connection program
would be funded through the CMAQ program in
the amount of $950,000 annually for a total amount
of $2.85 million for the three-year funding cycle

Marketing &
Community
Outreach

Transit &
Park and
Ride

SJVAPCD
Rule 9410
Assistance

Commute
Connection

Vanpool
and
Emergency
Ride home

Trip
Planning
Tools &
Services

2018/19 – 2019/20.
BACKGROUND:
Established by SJCOG over 35 years ago, Commute Connection serves as the regional
Transportation Demand Management (TDM) program for San Joaquin, Stanislaus and Merced
Counties. This service plays an essential role in each region’s plans to comply with air quality
conformity requirements. Specifically, Commute Connection was identified as a Transportation
Control Measure (TCM) as part of the 2003 PM10 State Implementation Plan, and has since
been established as a reasonably available control measure in the “timely implementation
document” included in SJCOG’s Regional Transportation Plan. As such, Commute
Connection’s continued operation is necessary to comply with
2003 PM10 State Implementation Plan requirements. Failure
OUTREACH SNAPSHOT
to implement reasonably available control measures (such as
San Joaquin County reached
Commute Connection) would result in an air quality
out to Commute Connection
conformity failure for the region, which could lead to a freeze
to coordinate a discussion
on any projects that would worsen air quality conditions (e.g.,
between the County, MTC
roadway widenings). It should be noted that TCM’s typically
and Mountain House to
receive the highest priority for funding under the CMAQ
explore opportunities and
program due to the overall effectiveness as a low cost program
funding for park and ride
that enhances and improves the functioning of existing
lots
systems.
The Commute Connection program provides a variety of
services and benefits to encourage commuters to consider
an alternative transportation option. As a regional program,
Commute Connection supports all jurisdictions and
agencies in providing benefit and services to the community
in order to facilitate change. The following presents how the
program tracks progress and success against a set of goals
and objectives:

OUTREACH SNAPSHOT
Commute Connection
worked with City of Tracy
staff over several months to
devise an outreach plan to
mitigate potential negative
impacts on the loss of the
Naglee Park and Ride Lot

Goals & Objectives
 Provide outreach to encourage utilization of rideshare
services
 Offer financial incentives for vanpool formation
 Provide Emergency Ride Home service funding
 Promote utilization of park and ride lots
 Provide Traveler Information Services (transit, bike, park & ride)
 Promote utlization of bicyle and pedestrian facilities
 Assist with Employer Trip Reduction Ordinance
 Serve as a conduit between local businesses/communities, city, regional, state agencies
Outreach, Marketing and Education
These efforts are geared toward helping communities reduce emissions and congestion by
encouraging drivers to change their transportation choices. They often involve activites to

promote new and existing services, development and placement of messages and advertising
materials, events, meetings, technical assistance and programs that promote commuter benefits.
Employer
Network
Database
300

Number of trip
searches
8,293

Number of
alternative trips
logged
7,913

Employers registered
with Rule 9410
Ordinance
240

Number of
Meetings/Events
in 2015-16
210

Direct Member Services
These efforts represent the services that result in a direct benefit to the member. They represent
the more “tangible” activities that initiate and sustain commuter actions over time.
Registered Users
(Trip
Planning/Ridematching)
6,910

Emergency Ride
Home Participants
370

Vanpools
126

Tri-County 5-Year Period
Users Added
4,200

Vanpools Added
134

Meetings/Events
930

OUTREACH SNAPSHOT
Commute Connection
facilitated discussions
between Amazon and
SJRTD to address
parking issues

CMAQ Cost Effectiveness Analysis
The Commute Connection program adheres to the same CMAQ requirements and scoring
criteria as other projects applying for CMAQ funding. The following analysis is the result of
carpool and vanpool activity produced through the program. The overall SJCOG goal is to have
at least 20% of CMAQ projects meet the cost effectiveness threshold of $30 per lb or below.
Commute Connection’s final cost effectiveness is $26.71 per pound supporting SJCOG’s goal.
Weekly Auto Trips
Eliminated Annually
20,771

Annual Auto Trips
Reduced
1,080,092

Annual Vehicle Miles Cost-Effectiveness
Reduced
31,322,668
$26.71 per lb

In comparison to many CMAQ projects, Commute Connection differs by providing an ongoing
program that benefits all jurisdictions long-term. Performance measures are essential in
determining the effectiveness of a program. Hopefully, this report has demonstrated that the
program’s value goes beyond just examining metrics. Much of the success of the program is
based on the culmination of marketing and outreach activities and working with jurisdictions,
employers and organizations to achieve the mission of enhancing air quality and reducing traffic
congestion.
ATTACHMENTS:
1) CMAQ Cost Effectiveness Analysis
2) Commute Connection Quarterly Report (July – September)
3) Commute Connection Program Budget
Prepared by: Yvette Davis, Sr. Program Specialist

ATTACHMENT 1

RIDESHARING AND PEDESTRIAN FACILITIES
County:
Federal Number:
Approval Date:
Caltrans DIST-EA:
Short Description: Rideshare Program for San Joaquin County
Project Scope:
Project Sponsor:

Promote carpooling, vanpooling, transit, biking and walking

San Joaquin Council of Governments Private Agency:

No

$2,850,000
CMAQ Funding:
$0
Local Match:
0.35
Capital Recovery Factor:
3
Project Analysis Period:
years
trips (one-way) per week
20,771
Auto Trips Eliminated (T):
miles in one direction of trip
29.00
Length of auto trips eliminated (L):
weeks
52
Weeks of operation per year (W):
Adjustment (A) for auto access trips
to transit, vanpools and carpools:

1.00

adjustment factor

Annual Auto Trips Reduced: 1,080,092 annual trips
Annual Auto VMT Reduced: 31,322,668 annual miles
EMISSION
Auto Trip End Factors
Auto VMT Factors
FACTORS:
1.023 grams per trip
ROG :
0.191 grams per mile
0.462
NOx :
0.217
0.016
PM10 :
0.087
EMISSION
Pounds per Year
Kilograms per Day
REDUCTIONS:
19
15,611
ROG:
16,071
20
NOx:
6,040
8
PM10:
37,722
Total:
COST-EFFECTIVENESS OF:
CMAQ Funds:
All Funding Sources:

47
$26.71 per pound $53,420
$26.71 per pound $53,420

1

per ton
per ton

ATTACHMENT 2

SAN JOAQUIN COUNTY SUMMARY

COMMUTE CONNECTION

PROGRESS REPORT | July – September, 2016

PROGRESS REPORT | JULY - SEPTEMBER, 2016

Tri-County Activity Brief

Outreach Feature

Marketing Project Estimated Timeline

Mountain House
The Mountain House Community is comprised of households commuting over the Altamont to employment in
the Bay Area. Staff reached out and presented to the
newly formed Mountain House Transportation Committee where vanpooling was the main topic of conversation. Staff also coordinated a meeting between San
Joaquin County, MTC and SJCOG to discuss potential
park and ride lot opportunities and funding.

San Joaquin County Activity Brief















Discussed FRESH partnerships and opportunities with the Stockton Chamber of Commerce
Introductory meeting with Menlo Worldwide Logistics through the REACON team
Introductory meeting with Morada Produce through the REACON team
Attended the Business Team San Joaquin Meeting, a local group that discusses economic development projects
Attended the Greater Stockton Chamber of Commerce Industrial Technology BBQ to recognize new and expanding
companies
Introductory meeting with Escalon Premier Brands
Follow-up meeting with Morada Produce
Attended the Hispanic Chamber of Commerce Networking event
Coordinated new I-5 HOV Lane campaign and promotion
Promoted program at Tracy Defense Depot Employee Appreciation Day Event





Staff attended the annual Association for Commuter Transportation (ACT) conference to learn about new tools, innovations and best practices. ACT provides support
to the TDM industry through public policy, professional development and training.
Met with the Metropolitan Transportation Commission and the Sacramento Area
Council of Governments to discuss collaborative marketing opportunities, challenges
and current projects.
Coordinated a discussion between Commute Connection, Alameda County, and RideAmigos to discuss a
plan to create a marketing campaign to target outbound commuters.
Implemented new bike buddy feature in the trip planning system mycommuteconnection.com
Disseminated Quarterly Commute Connection Newsletter to 4,972 employers/organizations and commuters

Trip Planning System Profile
(mycommuteconnection.com)
Total Users

Total Vanpools

Trips Logged

Dollars Saved

CO2 Savings (tons)

6,833

127

1,115

$14,740

9.6

Trip Planning System Profile (mycommuteconnection.com)
Added

Added FY

Total

July

August

September

Users

18

20

22

60

3,867

Vanpools

1

0

0

1

89

Oakley to Defense Depot in Tracy

Trip Logs
CO2 Savings (tons)
Money Saved

195

200

220

615

4,755

2

2

2

6

48.9

$3,230

$3,350

$2,792

$9,372

$70,993

Social3%

Source Channel





Direct 28%

Referral 66%

Audience

Email1%

User Sessions

Pageviews

2,106

14,684

New Visitors

Returning Visitors

64%

36%

STANISLAUS COUNTY SUMMARY

MERCED COUNTY SUMMARY
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Outreach Feature

Outreach Feature

eTrip Marketing Class

Economic Development Practitioners Meeting

Commute Connection was invited by the San Joaquin Valley
Air Pollution Control District to present to an audience in
Modesto on the program resources available to assist employers with Rule 9410 Implementation. Commute Connection provided an overview of the program and connected with
new employers Emanuel Medical Center, Pacific Southwest
Container and Turlock Irrigation District. The event provided
the opportunity to further build awareness on program benefits.

This quarter brought about a new partner in the Merced
County Economic Development department. With an
initial meeting to introduce the program, Kari and the
Merced County staff were able to identify several areas
where Commute Connection’s services could be of benefit to communities and provided as a resource to companies seeking to locate or expand in Merced County. In
August, Kari subsequently made a presentation to staff
from the County, Atwater, and Los Banos at the first Economic Development Practitioners meeting.

Stanislaus County Activity Brief






Responded to inquiry from City of Modesto to develop new park and ride lot signs
Held project development meeting with StanCOG staff
Worked with the Modesto Chamber of Commerce to launch ECO Award at the Annual Awards Gala
Attended Green Team Stanislaus
Worked with Stanislaus County to promote the new START Commuter Bus

Merced County Activity Brief





Met with UC Merced to discuss vanpool formation and incentives
Held project development call with MCAG staff
Met with Merced Union High School District to assist with development of SJVAPCD eTrip
Met with Merced County Human Services Agency and assisted with development of SJVAPCD eTrip

Trip Planning System Profile

Trip Planning System Profile

(mycommuteconnection.com)

(mycommuteconnection.com)

Added

Added FY

Total

July

August

September

Users

23

12

3

38

1,741

Vanpools

0

1

0

1

Trip Logs

86

96

110

CO2 Savings (tons)

1

1

$1,316

$1,751

Added

Added FY

Total

July

August

September

Users

19

7

5

31

453

29

Vanpools

0

0

0

0

9

292

2,701

Trip Logs

34

78

96

208

903

1

3

31.4

CO2 Savings (tons)

0

.2

.3

.5

3.0

$1,657

$4,724

$48,868

$21

$283

$340

$644

$4,001

Modesto to Tesla in Fremont

Money Saved

Money Saved

ATTACHMENT 3

Commute Connection (San Joaquin County) Program Budget:
Multi-Modal Trip Planning System: $298,900
•
•
•
•
•
•

Provides live customer support to incoming calls to 1-800-Commute Connection.
Provide multi modal trip planning services that include carpool, vanpool, transit, biking, walking
Provides ridematching services to registered users.
Provide environmental impact information to users and stakeholders
Provide employer portal to track registration, run incentives, events and reports
Continual maintenance of online information, web site, and social media (almost 15,000 page
views in one quarter on web site with 64% from new users).
Promotel activities and event planning to add more customers into the ridesharing database
which is a total of 7,000 registered users, of which 4,000 registered users originate in San
Joaquin County.

•

Recent Key Results:
•
•
•
•
•

Launched new multi-modal trip planner (mycommuteconnection.com).
Development of a comprehensive strategic marketing and research plan and new
website.
Executed MOU with Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) to market to
commuters travelling to the Bay Area (1,324 registered San Joaquin commuters)
Collaborated with the MTC and the Sacramento Area Council of Governments (SACOG) to
discuss marketing opportunities, challenges and best practices.
Coordinated a discussion between Commute Connection, Alameda County, and
RideAmigos to discuss a plan to create a marketing campaign to target outbound
commuters.

Employer/Community Outreach Services: $356,600
•
•
•
•
•

Build and develop relationships (currently approx. 400 employers/organizations, representing
over 10,000 employees to promote the benefits of using alternative modes of transportation.
Foster Interagency collaborations and partnerships on ridesharing and trip planning.
Conduct presentations to community organizations to raise public awareness about the
correlation between transportation choices, air quality, and traffic congestion.
Work with the San Joaquin Partnership and Stockton Chamber’s Green Team to assist current,
new and expanding employers with employee transportation programs
Available to 119 employers registered with San Joaquin Air Pollution Control District (SJVAPCD)
Trip Reduction Rule 9410 mandate by providing plan development and implementation (eTrip)
assistance as well as tools and materials to meet compliance requirements.

•

Organize Bike to Work events and partner with employers and jurisdictions to raise awareness
and increase participation.
Provide program specialist to create customized Transportation Demand Management (TDM)
plans and timetables for introducing a work site rideshare program to employees and to assist
with the following services at no charge to the employer:

•

Employee Cluster
Analysis
On-site event
Coordination

Posters, Flyers,
Brochures
Participate in
Benefit/Health Fairs

Promotional items

Workshops/Webinars

Provide Preferred
Parking Signs

SJVAPCD eTrip
Assistance

Recent Key Results
•
•
•
•
•
•

Preparation and distribution of e-newsletter to 5,000 person mailing list
Invited to present program to SJVAPCD 15-member Board of Directors representing 8 counties
Launched the ECO Award (Excellence in Commuter Options) recognizing outstanding
employers implementing trip reduction strategies.
Served on the commuting panel at the Valley Fall Policy Conference
Coordinated over 200 meetings/events
Coordinated 4 Bike to Work Community events attracting over 500 participants

Park and Ride Lot Program: $19,000
•
•

Promote to the public the availability of park and ride lots in SJ County.
Provide online information, maps, and related materials to the public on park and ride lot
locations.
Answer calls from the public related to the program.
Continual review of programmatic strategy to increase usage.
Monitor, survey park and ride lot use.
Work directly with member jurisdictions and Caltrans on park and lot issues and opportunities
for expansion.

•
•
•
•

Recent Key Results
•
•
•
•

Assisted City of Tracy in identifying and promoting alternative lots to the recently removed
Naglee Lot
Delivered presentation to Mountain House Community Services District on program and vanpool
benefits
Coordinated discussion between San Joaquin County, Mountain House and MTC to discuss park
and ride lot opportunities and funding.
Coordinating development of new park and ride lot sign design for universal use

VanPool Program: $250,000
• Contract administration and management of 89 registered vanpools in San Joaquin County.
• Ongoing promotional campaign and marketing activities to bring establish more vanpools in SJC.
• Approximate cash voucher budget that goes directly to vanpool users :$200,000
• Maintenance and administration of contracts with vanpool vendors.
• Coordinate and conduct vanpool formation meetings and events between vendors, employers
and employees

Recent Key Results:
•
•
•

In one year, 29 new vanpools added in San Joaquin County, removing approx.. 260 cars off the
road
Developed vanpool postcard and marketed to MTC database of commuters
Enhanced vanpool subsidy program and increased subsidy amount and duration

Emergency Ride Home Program: $25,500
•

Program implementation and management of incentives/voucher system serving the eligible
registered users in the customer service database of nearly 4,000.
Reimburse Emergency Ride Home expenses to eligible commuters that are carpooling,
vanpooling, riding transit, walking or biking
Manage contracts with car rental agencies and cab companies to provide services
Approximate budget for cash vouchers and reimbursement expenses to users is $10,000

•
•
•

Recent Key Results:

•
•

Expanded eligibility to include outbound and inbound commuting (originally only inbound)
Expanded eligible vendors to include transportation network companies (Uber, Lyft)

November 2016
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STAFF REPORT
SUBJECT:

2016 Regional Congestion Management
Program Monitoring and Conformance
Report

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Recommend that the SJCOG Board of
Directors make a finding that all local
jurisdictions are conforming to the
requirements of the Regional
Congestion Management Program

SUMMARY:
SJCOG is required by state and federal law to monitor all elements of the Regional Congestion
Management Program (RCMP) and to ensure that the County and cities are conforming to the
RCMP. Conformance findings are a requisite step for local agency eligibility for Section 2105
state gas tax subvention funds made available by Proposition 111, Federal Regional Surface
Transportation Program (RSTP) funds, Federal Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ)
funds, state Regional Improvement Improvement Plan (RTIP) funds, and local Measure K funds.
The biennial RCMP Monitoring and Conformance Report includes: 1) a determination of
consistency with RCMP traffic level of service (LOS) standards, and 2) implementation of the
RCMP land-use analysis program for mitigation of impacts of local land-use decisions on the
RCMP network. SJCOG conducted the LOS technical analysis for committee review and found
that all jurisdictions are meeting LOS standards. SJCOG staff has also requested information on
the implementation of identified mitigation measures as part of the Land Use Analysis Program.
SJCOG staff has found San Joaquin County and the Cities of Escalon, Lathrop, Lodi, Ripon,
Stockton, and Tracy in conformance with the requirements of the RCMP.
BACKGROUND:
Federal Legislative Requirements
The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) requires metropolitan areas exceeding a
population of 200,000 to implement a Congestion Management Process, defined as “a systematic
and regionally-accepted approach for managing congestion that provides accurate, up-to-date
information on transportation system performance and assesses alternative strategies for

congestion management that meet state and local needs.” 1 This requirement was first introduced
by the Intermodal Surface Transportation Efficiency Act (ISTEA) of 1991 and was refined in
subsequent transportation bills, including the most recent Fixing America’s Surface
Transportation (FAST) Act of 2015.
State Legislative Requirements
In 1990, California voters approved legislation to
increase transportation funding through an
additional fuel tax (Proposition 111). With the
passage of Proposition 111, urbanized counties
were required to prepare, adopt, implement, and
biennially update a Congestion Management
Program. The state’s primary focus is to monitor
the impacts of growth on the regional
transportation network and establish strategies to
avoid and/or respond to segments of the network
that are failing. Proposition 111 provides Section
2105 state gas tax subvention funds for cities and
counties to implement their CMP as shown in
Table 1.
San Joaquin County Measure K

Table 1: Fiscal Year 2015-2016
Highway User Tax Account
Section 2105 Total Payments
Jurisdiction
Total Payments
Escalon
$ 41,620.27
Lathrop
$114,271.90
Lodi
$357,750.29
Manteca
$414,277.10
Ripon
$83,779.56
San Joaquin
$3,171,691.23
County
Stockton
$1,723,645.80
Tracy
$436,346.31
Source: State Controller’s Office

The region’s local Measure K Renewal Ordinance,
approved by voters in 2006, required
SJCOG to establish and begin implementing the Regional CMP (RCMP) by January 1, 2008.
RCMP Monitoring and Conformance Report
SJCOG is required by state and federal law to monitor all elements of the RCMP and to ensure
that the County and Cities are conforming to the RCMP. Compliance findings are a requisite
step for local agency eligibility for Section 2105 state gas tax subvention funds made available
by Proposition 111, Federal Regional Surface Transportation Program (RSTP) funds, Federal
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funds, state Regional Improvement
Improvement Plan (RTIP) funds, and local Measure K funds. The compliance monitoring
includes a biennial monitoring and conformance report and a program update, including a
technical analysis of current Level of Service (LOS) on the RCMP Network and documentation
of compliance with the requirements of the RCMP Land Use Analysis Program.

1

“Congestion Management Process: A Guidebook,” US Department of Transportation, Federal Highway
Administration, 2011.

DISCUSSION:
RCMP Technical Analysis Results
Kittleson & Associates with Kimley-Horn completed the technical analysis for the 2016 RCMP
Monitoring and Conformance Report. The Executive Summary of the report is included as
Attachment B. The full technical report is available for review on the RCMP website located at:
www.sjcog-rcmp.org/documents
SJCOG’s adopted RCMP standard is LOS D. The LOS analysis found that after applying
exemptions allowed under state law, including deducting of interregional trips, accounting for
construction impacts and planned improvements, and exempting facilities that operated below
the established LOS standard when the CMP was established (“grandfathered” facilities), all
roadways and intersections in San Joaquin County meet the LOS standard except for two
intersections in the City of Stockton:
•
•

Airport Way/West Lane & Harding Way (AM Peak Hour)
Trinity Parkway & Eight Mile Rd (PM Peak Hour)

Given that neither of these intersections were found to be deficient based on the last monitoring
cycle in 2014, SJCOG is deferring the finding of non-conformance with the RCMP at this time.
RCMP Land Use Analysis Program
The RCMP is required to contain a program to analyze the impacts of land use decisions made
by local jurisdictions on the regional transportation system. To comply with this state mandate,
SJCOG and its member have integrated a “regional layer” of review within the CEQA review
process to analyze impacts of development projects to the CMP transportation system. The
RCMP Monitoring and Conformance Report must document each local agency’s performance
over the previous two years to comply with the RCMP, including but not limited to the
following:
•
•

Implementation progress of mitigation measures identified as part of the RCMP Land
Use Analysis Program.
Compliance with the CEQA mitigation monitoring requirements for RCMP impacts.

SJCOG staff analyzed development projects that local agencies approved between 2010 and
2016 for which SJCOG staff had provided comments relating to the RCMP. SJCOG staff
contacted local agency planning staff to determine the status of each project and implementation
progress of mitigation measures as appropriate. A map and summary of the status of each project
and its mitigation measures is included in Attachment C.
Implementation of 2010 Regional Deficiency Plan Capital Improvement Projects
In 2010, SJCOG staff, in coordination with Dowling Associates, Inc. (now Kittelson and
Associates, Inc.), Caltrans, and local agency staff prepared a Regional Deficiency Plan for San

Joaquin County. This deficiency plan addressed the deficiency of one RCMP network segment
located on Interstate 5 between Eighth Street and State Route 4 (Crosstown Freeway).
The deficiency plan identified two near-term (2010-2020) improvements that focused on the
implementation of SJCOG’s 2010 Regional Transportation Demand Management Plan and
implementation and expansion of the SJCOG Park and Ride Program. Widening I-5 from 6 to 8
lanes to include an HOV Lane from French Camp Road to Charter Way was identified as a longterm improvement (2020+). The 2014 RTP/SCS currently estimates this project to be open to
traffic in 2030. Indirect improvements were also identified, which included the widening of State
Route 99 from 4 to 6 lanes between Arch Road and the Crosstown Freeway (due to be completed
in 2016), the expansion of Altamont Corridor Express service, and bus service expansion.
According to traffic counts collected in 2013, this segment is still operating deficiently at LOS F
during the PM peak hour. However, in the near term the completion of the Arch-Sperry
Connector and I-5 French Camp Road Interchange in 2014, the rehabilitation and widening of
I-5 between Hammer Lane and Charter Way in 2016, and the extension of the Crosstown
Freeway to Navy Drive in 2016 should all help relieve congestion on this segment of Interstate 5.
Additionally, San Joaquin Regional Transit District is seeking funding to implement the Martin
Luther King Jr. Corridor as their next Metro Express Bus Rapid Transit route, which may help
shift some vehicle trips from Interstate 5 to reach destinations in south and downtown Stockton.
NEXT STEPS:
SJCOG staff will continue to monitor the impact of land use decisions on the RCMP Network for
the next biennial RCMP Monitoring and Conformance Report. With the assistance of Kittelson
and Associates, Inc. and local agency staff, SJCOG staff will perform an update of the RCMP in
Fiscal Years 2016/2017 and 2017/2018. The tasks that the update will address include:
•
•
•
•

Facilitate data collection and sharing through the RCMP website
Update and monitor RCMP Land Use Analysis Program
Update RCMP Network and Seven-Year Capital Improvement Program
Monitor the implementation of Senate Bill 743 in regards to RCMP

FISCAL IMPACT:
The Congestion Management Program is a mandated activity that is budgeted in the fiscal year
2016/2017 Overall Work Program.

RECOMMENDED ACTION:
SJCOG staff recommends that the SJCOG Board of Directors make a finding that all local
jurisdictions are conforming to the requirements of the Regional Congestion Management
Program.

ATTACHMENTS:
A) 2016 RCMP Roadway Network
B) San Joaquin County RCMP 2016 Monitoring and Conformance Report – Executive
Summary
C) RCMP Land Use Analysis Program – Summary of Projects with RCMP Impacts

Prepared by: Rob Cunningham, Senior Regional Planner

Attachment A: 2016 Regional Congestion Management Program Network Map

Source: San Joaquin County Regional Congestion Management Program, 2016 Update
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EXECUTIVE SUMMARY
As the designated Congestion Management Agency (CMA) for San Joaquin County, the San Joaquin
Council of Governments (SJCOG) is responsible for updating County’s Regional Congestion Management
Program (RCMP) and biennially monitoring its implementation. Pursuant to Section 65089.3 of the
California Government Code, SJCOG must biennially determine if each City and the County is
conforming to the following RCMP requirements:




Consistency with the RCMP LOS standards;
Implementation of the RCMP Land Use Analysis Program to mitigate impacts to RCMP
designated roadways and intersections from local land use decisions;
Progress towards implementing the RCMP Regional Deficiency Plan action list as identified in
SJCOG’s Regional TDM Plan (August, 2010).

In addition to the above state requirements governing congestion management compliance, this RCMP
Biennial Monitoring and Conformance Assessment Report also serves to track and report the following:





Monitoring of SJCOG’s RCMP performance measures;
Level of effort requirements for travel demand management activities per SJCOG’s Regional
TDM Plan (August, 2010);
Compliance with the SJCOG’s Measure K renewal requirements to implement a state compliant
Congestion Management Program;
Compliance with the federal FAST Act required congestion management process1.

This report provides a snapshot of the “state of congestion” on the County’s designated RCMP roadway
network including segments, intersections, multi‐modal corridors, bicycle network and transit network.
To inform this assessment, SJCOG performed a comprehensive data collection effort in 2015. Where
congestion problems are identified, this biennial monitoring process establishes the need for
development of RCMP deficiency plans to remedy such locations. However, State statutes require that
the CMA first examine if vehicle trips outside the control of local land use decisions are the cause of the
deficiency2. The primary RCMP trip exemption types applicable to San Joaquin County include:

1

The federal Congestion Management Process requires an increased multimodal travel demand management (TDM)

and system management emphasis at both the local and regional level to comply. Noncompliance with any of these
directives can have local and regional funding implications.
2

State statutes requires local agencies to prepare CMP Deficiency Plans specific to the deficient facilities that identify

capital improvements that will either directly remedy the capacity deficiency or provide multi‐modal system‐wide
benefits to circulation and air quality. Unlike the direct fix approach, a system‐wide deficiency plan CIP list must receive
concurrence from the San Joaquin Valley Unified Air Pollution Control District before it can be approved by the local
agency and SJCOG (Section 65089.4(c)(3).

2
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interregional trips (trips that do not originate in San Joaquin County); and, trip diversion associated with
construction related activity. Two additional factors that obviate the need for development of
deficiency plans include: improvements associated with the deficient facility are already programmed in
SJCOG’s Federal Transportation Improvement Program; and/or, the deficient facility was identified as
RCMP exempt per state statute in the 1992 RCMP (i.e., program initiation).
If SJCOG determines that a local jurisdiction is not conforming to the requirements of the RCMP, the
agency will have 90 days to correct any issues of non‐conformance. If the local agency fails to resolve
these issues, SJCOG is required to notify the State Controller, who shall then withhold all
apportionments of Section 2105 gas tax subvention funds to the nonconforming jurisdiction until the
issue of nonconformance is resolved. If the local jurisdiction has not resolved the issue of
nonconformance after 12 months, the State Controller must allocate the withheld gas tax
apportionment to SJCOG who is then required to spend the apportionment on regionally significant
projects identified in the RCMP's Capital Improvement Program or improvements identified in adopted
deficiency plans (i.e., SJCOG Regional Deficiency Plan, August 2010). In addition, the Metropolitan
Planning Organization (SJCOG) shall not program federal Surface Transportation Program (STP) or
Congestion Mitigation and Air Quality (CMAQ) funds for any project in the nonconforming jurisdiction
unless it is considered a regionally significant project or is identified in an adopted deficiency plan.

SUMMARY OF FINDINGS
The 2016 biennial conformance findings indicate that all jurisdictions in San Joaquin County are
currently conforming to the RCMP. SJCOG is deferring the need for the City of Stockton to prepare
RCMP Deficiency Plans for two deficient RCMP intersections at this time to allow another monitoring
round to confirm these findings. Additionally, several of the monitoring mechanisms related to local
agency compliance with the RCMP Land Use Analysis Program (LUAP) are new and are therefore still
gaining monitoring traction. As biennial monitoring continues, greater documentation of local agency
compliance with the RCMP LUAP is anticipated. A summary of the monitoring results is provided below.
RCMP Roadway Network Intersections
RCMP Intersections were established by SJCOG with input from its member agencies, focusing primarily
on state highway ramp termini and state/local arterial intersections of regional importance. A total of
105 intersections are currently designated as RCMP intersections. A total of 98 intersections were
analyzed in 2015. Seven intersections were added to the system during this update cycle and will be
evaluated during the next update. Based on 2015/16 AM/PM intersection turn movement counts, the
Highway Capacity Manual operational method was applied to determine intersection operations.
Results indicate that all intersections operate at acceptable LOS during both weekday a.m. and p.m.
peak hours, with the exception of 20 intersections that were determined to be operating at LOS E or F.
These 20 intersections were then subject to an Exemption Analysis to determine if the intersection
could be exempted from the observed LOS deficiency due to interregional trips, optimized signal timing,
construction impacts, programmed improvements, and grandfathered exemptions. These exemptions
3
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are described further in Section 3.4 of this report. Following the Exemption Analysis of these 20
deficient intersections only the following two signalized intersections within the City of Stockton were
determined to remain deficient. A summary of these RCMP intersection results are provided in Table 1.



Airport Way/West Lane & Harding Way (AM Peak Hour)
Trinity Parkway & Eight Mile Rd (PM Peak Hour)

Table 1. Intersection Deficiency Assessment

No Exemption
ID

Intersection

Control

Delay

LOS

With
Interregional
Exemption
Delay

LOS

Interregional +
Optimized
Signal Timing
Delay

LOS

Exemption Type or Deficiency

AM Peak Period
8

Matthews/I‐5 NB

TWSC

55.7

F

26.3

D

26.3

D

Interregional Trip

22

McHenry/E River

AWSC

56.7

F

9.3

A

9.3

A

Interregional Trip

33

Yosemite/French Camp

TWSC

50.3

F

11.2

B

11.2

B

Interregional Trip

35

Jack Tone/Mariposa

AWSC

36.7

E

8.0

A

8.0

A

Interregional Trip

40

Lathrop/I‐5 SB

Signal

140.8

F

81.7

F

81.7

F

Programmed Improvement

41

Lathrop/I‐5 NB

Signal

165.2

F

54.7

D

37.1

D

Interregional Trip

53

Hutchins/Harney

Signal

73.8

E

69.3

E

56.2

E

Programmed Improvement

70

I‐5 SB/March

Signal

127.0

F

33.4

C

33.4

C

Interregional Trip

81

West/March

Signal

61.6

E

60.4

E

60.2

E

Grandfathered

82

Airport/Sperry

Signal

114.6

F

47.4

D

43.3

D

Interregional Trip

86

Pacific/March

Signal

63.1

E

54.1

D

42.1

D

Interregional Trip

88

Airport/Harding

Signal

68.3

E

58.8

E

55.7

E

RCMP Deficiency

90

Thornton/Lower Sac

Signal

159.8

F

135.3

F

155.3

F

Programmed Improvement

95

I‐205 WB/Tracy

Signal

66.5

E

36.2

D

35.6

D

Interregional Trip

99

11th/Corral Hollow

Signal

55.2

E

50.6

D

48.1

D

Interregional Trip

C

22.5

C

Interregional Trip

PM Peak Period
8

Matthews/I‐5 NB

TWSC

>Cap

F

22.5

15

French Camp/SR 99 SB

TWSC

>Cap

F

105.0

F

105.0

F

Programmed Improvement

22

McHenry/E River

ASWC

65.8

F

13.8

B

13.8

B

Interregional Trip

24

Jack Tone/SR 120

Signal

62.5

E

40.3

D

26.6

C

Interregional Trip

33

Yosemite/French Camp

TWSC

160.4

F

13.8

B

13.8

B

Interregional Trip

41

Lathrop/I‐5 NB

Signal

65.0

E

14.2

B

14.6

B

Interregional Trip

45

Louise/I‐5 NB

Signal

88.2

F

23.4

C

22.9

C

Interregional Trip

48

SR 99 SB/Kettelman

Signal

55.5

E

15.05

B

15.0

B

Interregional Trip

53

Hutchins/Harney

Signal

84.1

F

70.2

E

63.7

E

Programmed Improvement

70

I‐5 SB/March

Signal

69.3

E

34.3

C

34.3

C

Interregional Trip

82

Airport/Sperry

Signal

130.4

F

121.1

F

49.6

D

Programmed Improvement

86

Pacific/March

Signal

61.8

E

60.0

E

50.2

D

Programmed Improvement

90

Thornton/Lower Sac

Signal

103.7

F

101.6

F

135.1

F

Programmed Improvement

92

Arch/SR 99 SB

Signal

101.1

F

51.5

D

51.5

D

Interregional Trip

93

Trinity/Eight Mile

Signal

314.2

F

307.3

F

176.3

F

RCMP Deficiency

>Cap=Over Capacity. Highway Capacity Manual methods cannot calculate delay with volumes this high.
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Given that neither of these intersections were found to be deficient based on 2013 monitoring, SJCOG
is deferring the need for the City of Stockton to prepare RCMP Deficiency Plans for these two
intersections at this time. However, if the next round of monitoring yields similar results (based on
2017 data), SJCOG will make a non‐discretionary deficiency finding which will require the City of
Stockton to prepare RCMP Deficiency Plans for these two locations.
Basic Freeway Segments
Based on the most recent published volumes by Caltrans (2014), portions of I‐5, SR‐99, SR‐120, SR‐4
and I‐205 were determined to be operating at LOS E or F during the a.m. or p.m. peak hours. After
accounting for locally generated trips (interregional trip exemption), only one segment of I‐5 would
operate at LOS E or worse. Given that this segment was affected by construction associated with the I‐5
North Stockton Corridor Improvement Project, a RCMP deficiency finding is not warranted for this
location. A summary of these results are provided in Table 2.
Table 2. Freeway Deficiency Analysis
With
Interregional
Exemption

No
Exemption

From

To

AM
LOS

PM
LOS

AM
II/IX*
Share

PM
II/IX*
Share

AM
LOS

PM
LOS

Exemption Type

Northbound / Eastbound Segments

5

99

Jct. Rte. 205 West

Jct. Rte. 120 East

D

F

45%

31%

B

B

Interregional Trip

Lathrop Road

French Camp Overcrossing

C

E

46%

36%

B

B

Interregional Trip

French Camp Overcrossing

Mathews Road

D

E

43%

35%

B

B

Interregional Trip

Mathews Road

French Camp Turnpike

D

E

45%

35%

B

B

Interregional Trip

French Camp Turnpike

Eighth St

D

F

47%

43%

B

B

Interregional Trip

Eighth St.

Jct. Rte. 4

D

F

46%

44%

B

C

Interregional Trip

Jct. Rte. 4

Jct. Rte. 4

E

F

44%

45%

B

C

Interregional Trip

Jct. Rte. 4

Pershing Avenue

D

E

42%

52%

B

C

Interregional Trip

Monte Diablo Ave

Country Club Blvd

C

E

38%

50%

A

C

Interregional Trip

Country Club Boulevard

Plymouth Rd/Ryde Ave

E

F

36%

48%

B

C

Interregional Trip

Plymouth Rd/Ryde Ave

March Lane

C

E

37%

47%

A

B

Interregional Trip

March Lane

Benjamin Holt Drive

C

F

27%

43%

A

C

Interregional Trip

Benjamin Holt Drive

Hammer Lane

D

F

25%

42%

A

C

Interregional Trip

Hammer Lane

Atherton/Eight Mile Rd

C

E

21%

36%

A

B

Interregional Trip

Stanislaus County Line

Main Street

F

C

45%

31%

B

B

Interregional Trip

Main Street

Milgeo Avenue

F

C

46%

36%

B

B

Interregional Trip

Milgeo Avenue

Jacktone Road

F

C

43%

35%

B

B

Interregional Trip

Jacktone Road

South Jct. Rte. 120

E

C

45%

35%

B

B

Interregional Trip

South Jct. Rte. 120

N. Jct. Rte. 120

E

B

47%

43%

B

B

Interregional Trip

North Jct. Rte. 120

North Manteca Interchange

F

B

46%

44%

B

C

Interregional Trip

North Manteca Interchange

Turner Station/French Camp
Rd

F

B

44%

45%

B

C

Interregional Trip

Turner Station/French Camp
Rd

Mariposa Rd

F

C

42%

52%

B

C

Interregional Trip
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With
Interregional
Exemption

No
Exemption

From

120

205

To

AM
LOS

PM
LOS

AM
II/IX*
Share

PM
II/IX*
Share

AM
LOS

PM
LOS

Exemption Type

Mariposa Rd

Jct. Rte. 4 East

F

D

38%

50%

A

C

Interregional Trip

Jct. Rte. 4 East

Jct. Rte. 26 West

F

D

36%

48%

B

C

Interregional Trip

Jct. Rte. 26 West

Jct. Rte. 4 West

F

C

37%

47%

A

B

Interregional Trip

Jct. Rte. 88 Northeast

Cherokee Road

F

F

27%

43%

A

C

Interregional Trip

Cherokee Road

Wilson Way

F

F

25%

42%

A

C

Interregional Trip

Wilson Way

Hammer Lane

D

E

21%

36%

A

B

Interregional Trip

South Lodi Interchange

Lodi, Jct. Rte. 12 West

D

E

45%

31%

B

B

Interregional Trip

Jct. Rte. 5

Yosemite Avenue
Undercrossing

D

E

62%

34%

B

B

Interregional Trip

Yosemite Avenue
Undercrossing

Airport Way

C

E

60%

32%

B

A

Interregional Trip

Alameda County Line

Patterson Pass Road

C

F

0%

0%

A

A

Interregional Trip

Patterson Pass Road

Old Route 50

B

F

0%

0%

A

A

Interregional Trip

Old Route 50

Mac Arthur Drive

C

E

24%

11%

A

A

Interregional Trip

Mac Arthur Drive

Jct. Rte. 5

E

E

43%

21%

B

A

Interregional Trip

Southbound / Westbound Segments
4

5

99

Wilson Way

Filbert Street

E

C

17%

64%

A

B

Interregional Trip

Filbert Street

North Jct. Rte. 99

E

C

16%

58%

A

B

Interregional Trip

Jct. Rte. 205 West

Jct. Rte. 120 East

F

D

40%

77%

B

C

Interregional Trip

French Camp Overcrossing

Mathews Road

D

E

51%

84%

B

D

Interregional Trip

Mathews Road

French Camp Turnpike

D

E

54%

84%

B

D

Interregional Trip

French Camp Turnpike

Eighth St

D

E

60%

86%

C

D

Interregional Trip

Eighth Street

Jct. Rte. 4

D

E

63%

85%

C

D

Interregional Trip

Jct. Rte. 4

Jct. Rte. 4

D

E

65%

83%

C

D

Interregional Trip

Country Club Boulevard

Plymouth Rd/Ryde Ave

F

F

72%

80%

D

E

Programmed

March Lane

Benjamin Holt Drive

F

D

63%

73%

C

C

Interregional Trip

Benjamin Holt Drive

Hammer Lane

E

D

68%

70%

C

C

Interregional Trip

Stanislaus County Line

Main Street

B

F

62%

71%

A

D

Interregional Trip

Main Street

Milgeo Avenue

C

F

61%

68%

B

D

Interregional Trip

Milgeo Avenue

Jacktone Road

C

F

61%

68%

B

D

Interregional Trip

Jacktone Road

South Jct. Rte. 120

B

F

64%

68%

A

D

Interregional Trip

North Jct. Rte. 120

North Manteca Interchange

B

E

58%

70%

A

C

Interregional Trip

North Manteca Interchange

Turner Station/French Camp
Road

A

E

62%

74%

A

C

Interregional Trip

Mariposa Road

Jct. Rte. 4 East

C

E

45%

65%

A

C

Interregional Trip

Jct. Rte. 4 East

Jct. Rte. 26 West

D

F

45%

64%

B

D

Interregional Trip

Jct. Rte. 26 West

Jct. Rte. 4 West

C

E

44%

65%

A

C

Interregional Trip

Jct. Rte. 88 Northeast

Cherokee Road

F

F

38%

58%

C

D

Interregional Trip

Cherokee Road

Wilson Way

F

F

37%

57%

B

C

Interregional Trip
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With
Interregional
Exemption

No
Exemption

From

205

To

AM
LOS

PM
LOS

AM
II/IX*
Share

PM
II/IX*
Share

AM
LOS

PM
LOS

Exemption Type

Wilson Way

Hammer Lane

E

D

42%

60%

B

B

Interregional Trip

South Lodi Interchange

Lodi, Jct. Rte. 12 West

F

D

28%

47%

B

B

Interregional Trip

Alameda County Line

Patterson Pass Road

F

B

28%

60%

B

A

Interregional Trip

Patterson Pass Road

Old Route 50

F

B

25%

65%

B

A

Interregional Trip

Old Route 50

Mac Arthur Drive

F

B

28%

76%

B

B

Interregional Trip

Mac Arthur Drive

Jct. Rte. 5

F

D

27%

77%

B

C

Interregional Trip

*II stands for Internal to Internal, or trips that both originate and end within San Joaquin County, while IX stands for Internal to External, or trips that
originate in San Joaquin County, but end elsewhere.

Multi‐Lane Highway Segments
State Route 132 (SR 132) from Interstate 580 (I‐580) to I‐5 is the only multi‐lane highway segment
evaluated for RCMP monitoring purposes. Based on a traffic operational analysis, the multi‐lane
highway segments of SR 132 currently operate at LOS A during both a.m. and p.m. peak hours.
Two‐Lane Highway Segments
Based on 2015 published volumes by Caltrans, portions of SR‐12, SR‐26, SR‐88, SR‐120 and SR‐132 were
determined to be operating at LOS E or F during the a.m. or p.m. peak hours. After accounting for
locally generated trips (interregional trip exemption), all two‐lane highway segments perform at LOS C
or better. A summary of these results are provided in Table 3.
Arterial Street Segments
Based on a traffic operational analysis, portions of five arterial street segments currently operate at LOS
E or F. These include: SR‐12/SR‐88; SR‐12/Kettelman Lane; Arch Airport Road; Eight Mile Road; Arch
Road; and, and SR‐4. After accounting for locally generated trips (interregional trip exemption), all
segments operate at LOS C or better. A summary of these results are provided in Table 4.
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Table 3. Two‐lane Segment Deficiency Analysis
No
Exemption

12

PM
LOS

AM
II/IX
Share

PM
II/IX
Share

AM
LOS

PM
LOS

Exemption Type

From

To

AM
LOS

SACRAMENTO COUNTY LINE

GLASSCOCK/TOWER PKWY

E

E

0%

0%

B

B

Interregional Trip

GLASSCOCK/TOWER PKWY

GUARD RD

E

E

4%

2%

B

B

Interregional Trip

GUARD RD

JCT. RTE. 5

E

E

7%

4%

B

B

Interregional Trip

JCT. I-5

THORNTON RD

E

E

41%

60%

D

C

Interregional Trip

CARDINAL AVE

ALPINE RD

E

D

49%

36%

C

C

Interregional Trip

26

88

With
Exemption

WILCOX RD

WHITE LANE

E

E

43%

54%

C

C

Interregional Trip

WHITE LANE

FAIRCHILD LANE

D

E

34%

47%

C

C

Interregional Trip

LOCKEFORD, JCT. RTE. 12 W

JACKTONE RD

E

E

36%

49%

C

C

Interregional Trip

DISCH RD

MACKVILLE RD

E

E

18%

13%

B

B

Interregional Trip

CLEMENTS, JCT. RTE. 12 E

LIBERTY RD

D

E

9%

18%

B

B

Interregional Trip

JACKTONE RD

FRENCH CAMP RD

E

E

42%

28%

C

C

Interregional Trip

FRENCH CAMP RD

ESCALON, MAIN/KERN ST

D

E

12%

38%

B

B

Interregional Trip

JCT. RTE. 5

VERNALIS, JCT. RTE. 33

E

E

1%

3%

B

B

Interregional Trip

VERNALIS, JCT. RTE. 33

STANISLAUS CO LINE

E

E

0%

0%

B

B

Interregional Trip

AM
II/IX
Share

PM
II/IX
Share

AVG
II/IX
Share

L
O
S

Exemption Type

120
132

Table 4. Local Arterial Deficiency Analysis

Roadway

Locat
ion

Cross Street

Owner

No
Exemption
LOS

SR‐12/SR‐88

JWO

Elliot Road/Tully Rd

County

E

35%

48%

42%

D

Interregional Trip

SR‐12/Kettelman Ln

JWO

HWY 99 SB Ramps

Lodi

E

82%

85%

84%

D

Interregional Trip

SR‐12/Kettelman Ln

JEO

Hutchins St

Lodi

E

82%

85%

84%

D

Interregional Trip

Arch Airport Rd

JEO

Airport Way

Stockton

F

92%

89%

90%

D

Interregional Trip

Eight Mile Rd

JWO

Lower Sacramento Rd

Stockton

F

52%

90%

71%

D

Interregional Trip

Arch Rd

JEO

99 Frontage/Kingsley Rd

Stockton

F

92%

89%

90%

D

Interregional Trip

JWO

Fresno Ave. / Navy
Dr./Stockton St.

Stockton

F

16%

13%

15%

C

Interregional Trip

SR‐4
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RCMP Regional Deficiency Plan
As applicable, local agency conformance with the following RCMP Deficiency Plan requirements is also
tracked:




Complying with the RCMP Monitoring Program traffic count sharing responsibilities;
Local adoption and SJCOG approval of RCMP Deficiency Plans within 12 months of the RCMP
deficiency finding by SJCOG (as applicable); and,
Progress made in the implementation of previously adopted Deficiency Plan CIP improvement
projects.

The only RCMP Deficiency Plan adopted in San Joaquin County was the RCMP Regional Deficiency Plan
(August, 2010) prepared by SJCOG in coordination with all its member agencies. This Regional
Deficiency Plan identified I‐5 between French Camp to Charter Way as deficient. The following CIP
projects were identified in the SJCOG Regional Deficiency Plan:
Short‐term Improvements:
Park‐and‐Ride Lot Implementation:






I‐5 and Hammer Lane in Stockton: $1,200,000
I‐5 and Eighth Mile Road in Stockton: $1,200,000
Stanislaus County locations along the I‐5 and SR‐99 corridors (2 lots): $2,400,000
Expansion of Lots (I‐5 and Ben Holt Drive) & (Kelley Dr. in Stockton): $950,000 (add 80 spaces
total)
Expansion of Lot (Junction of I‐5 and SR‐12) – Implemented $400,000 (add 40 spaces total)

Long‐term Improvement:


Widen I‐5 from 6‐8 lanes to add an HOV lane in each direction (French Camp to Charter Way):
$64,000,000

Widening I‐5 to accommodate an HOV lane in each will provide the requisite capacity to remedy this
deficiency. As of October, 2016, SJCOG is in the final stages of construction of the I‐5 North Stockton
Improvement Project just north of this segment from Martin Luther King Jr. Boulevard/Charter Way to
Hammer Lane, which will widen the freeway from 6 to 8 lanes to add HOV lanes.
It should be noted that all listed improvement costs are considered planning level cost estimates. More
detailed engineering based cost estimates are only possible when the projects enter design phases.
All jurisdictions have complied with the CMP LUAP and RCMP Deficiency Plan requirements. The
following improvements to program implementation are recommended however:


Both SJCOG and its member agencies need to better inform the transportation and
environmental consulting community of the RCMP LUAP requirements.
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Both SJCOG and its member agencies need to improve traffic count data sharing/transmittal
and better inform the transportation and environmental consulting community of the RCMP
traffic count database.



Local agencies need to more proactively consider funding opportunities for RCMP facility
improvements identified as CEQA mitigation during state/federal discretionary funding cycles as
well as priorities for local RTIF funding.



SJCOG and its member agencies need to more proactively pursue opportunities to fund
identified in the RCMP Deficiency Plan CIP facility improvements.

RCMP Multimodal Corridors
SJCOG, in coordination with its member agencies, has designated twelve roadways as RCMP multimodal
corridors. These corridors were selected based on their “Complete Street” functionality and are
generally located in “downtown” areas that are characterized by higher than average numbers of
shared roadway users (pedestrians, bicyclists, transit passengers, and motorists). RCMP multimodal
corridors were established to provide a baseline of multimodal LOS information that in the event a local
agency deficiency plan is required in the future – requisite multimodal data and service quality would
be readily available to the affected local agency to inform a system‐wide deficiency planning effort. A
key characteristic of all the designated RCMP multimodal corridors is that future roadway widening is
likely infeasible or undesirable (precluding a vehicle capacity increasing direct fix deficiency plan). RCMP
multimodal corridors were evaluated based on the most recently available multimodal data and using
the 2010 Highway Capacity Manual (HCM) Analysis multimodal level of service (MMLOS) methodology
for all modes, including automobiles, pedestrians, bicycles and transit. It should be noted that the
RCMP has no adopted multimodal LOS standards for pedestrian, bicycle or transit facilities. Results of
the multimodal LOS analysis are described below for information purposes.
Pedestrian Mode:
All of the designated multimodal corridor segments achieved a pedestrian LOS score of D or better
except SR 120 between McHenry Avenue and David Drive which has an LOS score of E.
Bicycle Mode:
Five multimodal corridor segments currently have a bicycle LOS score of E or F; SR 120, Yosemite
Avenue, West Ripon Road, March Lane, and Lower Sacramento Road. All other segments score LOS D or
better.
Transit Mode:
Transit service is limited or does not exist on several of the multimodal corridors, leading to only three
of them scoring Transit LOS D or better. These are SR 12 in the City of Lodi, and March Lane and
Hammer Lane in the City of Stockton.
10

Attachment C
RCMP Land Use Analysis Program – Summary of Projects with RCMP Impacts
The RCMP is required to contain a program to analyze the impacts of land use decisions made
by local jurisdictions on the regional transportation system. To comply with this state mandate,
SJCOG and its member have integrated a “regional layer” of review within the CEQA review
process to analyze impacts of development projects to the CMP transportation system. The
RCMP Monitoring and Conformance Report must document each local agency’s performance
over the previous two years to comply with the RCMP, including but not limited to the
following:
•
•

Implementation progress of mitigation measures identified as part of the RCMP Land
Use Analysis Program.
Compliance with the CEQA mitigation monitoring requirements for RCMP impacts.

SJCOG staff analyzed development projects that local agencies approved between 2010 and
2016 for which SJCOG staff had provided comments relating to RCMP impacts. SJCOG staff
contacted local agency planning staff to determine the status of each project and implementation
progress of mitigation measures as appropriate.
These projects are summarized in Tables 1 and 2 and displayed geographically on the map in
Figure 1, below, followed by a detailed summary of the implementation progress of any RCMPrelated mitigation measures for each project.

1

Table 1: Development Projects with RCMP Impacts from Previous Conformance Monitoring
Cycle (2010-2013)
Project Name
Northwest Airport
Way Master Plan
(Centerpoint)
Austin Road Business
Park & Residential
Community Master
Plan
The Trails of Manteca
Subdivision
Lathrop Gateway
Business Park
Specific Plan
Filios/Dobler
Commercial
Development
Archtown Industrial
Park
Terra Ranch
Subdivision
Yosemite Square
Master Plan

Ellis Specific Plan

UPRR Intermodal
Facility Expansion
and Modernization
Cordes Ranch
Specific Plan

Project Description
324 acres of industrial, 22 acres of commercial,
and 44 acres of open space / drainage at
southwest corner of Roth Road and Airport
Way.
1,051 acres of primarily agriculture with 14
rural residences and 30 acres of commercial
and industrial uses south of East Woodware
Avenue and SR-99.
477 acres of single-family dwellings (1,178
units), 192 townhouses(192 units), apartments
(280 units), and 75 acres of park at southeast
corner of Woodward Avenue and Woodward
Avenue.
139.7 acres of commercial, 167.6 acres of
industrial, and 20.1 acres of infrastructure/open
space north of SR-120 and between 2 rail lines.
466,000 sq. ft. of commercial / office use at the
southwest corner of Grant Line Road and
Lammers Road.
79 acres of industrial south of Arch Road,
between Frontier Way and Newcastle Road
209 single family dwellings, 200 multi-family
dwellings, and 2.8 acre park at southwest of
Woodward Avene and Airport Way.
137.7 acres of a business park and single/multifamily dwellings (755 units) at the northeast
corner of SR-120 and SR-99.
321 acres of 2,250 (max) residentials
dwellings, open space/parks, swim center,
village center, and 180,000 sq. ft of
commercial at the northwest corner of Linn
Road and Corral Hollow Road.
40 acre expansion of the existing Union Pacific
Intermodal Facility at the northeast corner of
Lathrop Road and existing rail line.
16,105 residential dwellings, 275 acres of
commercial, 441 acres of industrial, 759.5
acres of open space, 285 acres of schools, and
499.5 acres of public facilities south of SR-205
and intersecting Mountain House Parkway.
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Lead
Agency

Date
Approved

Manteca

11/02/2010

Manteca

11/16/2010

Manteca

02/15/2011

Lathrop

05/06/2011

Tracy

11/01/2011

Stockton

11/15/2011

Manteca

06/21/2011

Manteca

03/20/2012

Tracy

01/22/2013

SJ County

03/12/2013

Tracy

09/03/2013

Figure 1: Location of 2010-2013 Development Projects with RCMP Impacts
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Table 2: Development Projects with RCMP Impact in Current Monitoring Cycle (2014-2016)
Project Name
Norcal Logistics
Center

South of Woodward
Avenue

North Pointe Specific
Plan
South Lathrop
Specific Plan

Family Entertainment
Zone

Tracy Hills

Pilot Flying J

Oakwood Trails
Subdivision

Project Description
Approximately 325 acres of land, separated into
two non-adjacent portions, appromixately 50 and
275 acre properties. Up to 6,280,480 sq. ft of
light industrial could be constructed.
706 single family residential dwellings, separted
into three districts, south of East Woodward
Avenue and east of Tannehill Drive/Pillsbury
Road. The three districts are Atherton Homes at
Woodward Park I/II and DeJong Property.
1,050 new single- and multi-family residential
units and a projected 1.7 million square feet of
new commercial/non-residential development
10 acres of commercial office, 222 acres of light
industrial, 31.5 acres of open space, 36 acres of
public/quasi public facilities at south of SR-120
and north of Chiavari Way.
210.7 acres of baseball and soccer fields,
outdoor stadium, 360,000 sq. ft of retial and
restaurants, hotel, convention center, and water
park at northeast corner of SR-120 and
McKinley Ave
2,732 acres of up to 5,499 residential dwellings,
schools, parks, commercial, industrial, and other
land uses at the interchange around Corral
Hollow Road and the proposed Lammers Road
interchange on Interstate 580.
9 diesel fueling lanes with 10 fueling islands, 12
gas fueling lanes with 6 fueling islands, 106
truck parking spaces, 67 passenger car parking
spaces, and 13,011 sq. ft. building that includes a
drivers’ lounge, retail space, and multiple
restaurants north of Roth Road and just east of I5.
Approximately 207 acres of land with 676
single-family housing units, 15.67 acres of
parks/basins, 20.2 acres of commercial, and
11.59 acres of business industrial park.
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Lead
Agency

Date
Approved

Stockton

03/26/2015

Manteca

05/05/2015

Ripon

06/30/2015

Lathrop

07/20/2015

Manteca

09/08/2015

Tracy

03/02/2016

Lathrop

06/06/2016

Manteca

06/21/2016

Figure 2: Location of 2014-2016 Development Projects with RCMP Impacts
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Status of 2010-2013 Development Projects with RCMP Impacts Updated

____________________________________________________
Format of Development Project
Title of Development Project- Juridiction
Breif Summary of project.
Associated Mitigation Measures:
Based on CEQA-mandated Enivronmental Impact Report and required Mitigation Measures Monitoring Reporting

2013 project updates

Update: 2016 project updates (if necessary and available)

____________________________________________________
Northwest Airport Way Master Plan (Centerpoint) – Manteca
The Manteca City Council approved this project, which consists of the approximately 390 acres
of light industrial development, on November 2, 2010. It is located between Airport Way on the
east, the Union Pacific Railroad Intermodal Facility to the west, Roth Road to the north, and
Lathrop Road to the South. SJCOG staff contacted City of Manteca Community Development
Department staff to determine the status of the following Mitigation Measures:

MM AIR-1a: Prior to issuance of grading permits for each Master Plan use, the project applicant shall
provide information to the City of Manteca describing the methods by which the following measures will be
complied with:
…
•

Construction workers shall be encouraged to carpool to and from the construction site to the
greatest extent practical. Workers shall be informed in writing and a letter shall be placed on file
in the City office documenting efforts to carpool.

MM TRANS-1: Prior to issuance of building permits for each Master Plan use, the applicant shall pay all
transportation related fees in accordance with the latest adopted fee schedule at the time permits are
sought. Such fees shall include, but not be limited to, the City of Manteca Public Facilities Implementation
Plan fee and the San Joaquin County Regional Transportation Impact Fee.
MM TRANS-2a: Prior to issuance of building permits for each Master Plan use, the applicant shall
provide fees to the City of Manteca for the installation of signals at the I-5 Northbound Ramps/Roth Road
and I-5 Southbound Ramps/Roth Road intersections, provided that fee collection mechanism exists. Fee
amounts shall be calculated in accordance with equitable share methodology. This mitigation measure
shall be superseded by Mitigation Measure TRANS-1 if no fee collection mechanism exists for this
improvement at the time building permits are sought.
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MM TRANS-2b: Prior to issuance of building permits for each Master Plan use, the applicant shall
provide fees to the City of Manteca for improvements to the Roth Road/Harland Road intersection,
provided that fee collection mechanism exists. The improvements shall consist of the installation of a signal
and widening the westbound approach to include left-turn lane, through lane, and shared through/right
lane. Fee amounts shall be calculated in accordance with equitable share methodology. This mitigation
measure shall be superseded by Mitigation Measure TRANS-1 if no fee collection mechanism exists for this
improvement at the time building permits are sought.
MM TRANS-4a: Prior to site plan review for each Master Plan use, the applicant shall consult with the
City of Manteca Community Development Department about appropriate frontage improvements. All
necessary frontage improvements shall be depicted on the final site plan and implemented as part of site
development.
MM TRANS-4b: Prior to site plan review for each Master Plan use, the applicant shall consult with the
City of Manteca Community Development Department and public Works about the following roadway
access issues listed below. The access evaluations shall be performed in accordance with the City’s
Transportation Impact Study Guidelines. All necessary improvements shall be depicted on the final site
plan and implemented as part of site development. Issues include but are not limited to:
• Need for traffic signals at driveways
• Traffic signal coordination and installation of associated signal conduits
• Truck traffic volumes at driveways and associated lane storage requirements, right-turn
deceleration needs, and curb return radii
• Coordination and accommodation of driveways for future projects on the opposite side of the
street
• Pavement thickness
MM TRANS-6a: Prior to site plan review for each Master Plan light industrial use, the applicant shall
consult with the City of Manteca Community Development Department, City of Manteca Public Works,
Manteca Transit, and the San Joaquin Regional Transit District about the inclusion of appropriate transit
facilities (turnouts, shelters, etc.) or services (e.g., an employee shuttle). If transit facilities are deemed to
be necessary, they shall be provided on the final site plan. If transit services are deemed to be necessary,
the applicant shall prepare a service plan and submit it to the City of Manteca for review and approval.
The approved plan shall be incorporated into the project. To the extent feasible, transit facilities and
services shall be coordinated among Master Plan uses to maximize efficiency and effectiveness.
MM TRANS-6b: Prior to site plan review for each Master Plan light industrial use, the applicant shall
consult with the City of Manteca Community Development Department about the inclusion of appropriate
bicycle facilities (racks, lockers, etc.). If bicycle facilities are deemed to be necessary, such facilities shall
be provided on the final site plan.
MM TRANS-6c: Prior to site plan review for each Master Plan light industrial use, the applicant shall
consult with the City of Manteca Community Development Department about the inclusion of appropriate
pedestrian facilities. If pedestrian facilities are deemed to be necessary, such facilities shall be provided on
the final site plan.
MM TRANS-6d: Prior to site plan review for the Master Plan community commercial use, the applicant
shall prepare and submit plans to the City of Manteca demonstrating access and facilities for public
transit, bicycles, and pedestrians. Public transit facilities shall consist of at least one bus turnout with
shelter, lighting, trash receptacle, and direct pedestrian connection to the community commercial center.
Bicycle facilities shall consist of racks near building entrances that provide storage equivalent to 2 percent
of the minimum Municipal Code parking requirement. Pedestrian facilities shall consist of sidewalks along
street frontages and direct connections between buildings. The approved facilities shall be incorporated in
the community commercial center plans.
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According to City of Manteca staff, to date the only approved project in the Master Plan area was
a Crothall Healthcare commercial laundry facility. This facility opened in 2014 southwest of
Daisy Avenue along Airport Way and met the following mitigation measures:
AIR-1a – Notes were added to plans as required.
TRANS-1 & 2 – Fees Paid
TRANS-4a & 4b – Frontage improvements and roadway improvements adjacent to site installed
TRANS-6a, 6b, & 6c – turnout provided, bicycle racks provided, pedestrian connections to street provided
TRANS-6d – Community Commercial component has not been developed yet

Update: The status of the Northwest Airport Way Master Plan area is essentially the same as it was last
year at this time. No new construction has been approved within the NWAWMP area. The City in
processing a Site Plan Review application for the construction of an approximately 1.2 million square
foot distribution warehouse building at the southwest corner Airport Way and Roth Road. The
project includes full improvements and will be designed and further conditioned where necessary to
comply with NWAWMP development standards and the applicable Mitigations of the MMRP.

Austin Road Business Park & Residential Community Master Plan – Manteca
The Manteca City Council approved this project, which consists of the approximately 1,032
acres of heavy industrial, commercial, office, mixed used, and residential development, on
November 16, 2010. The project is located along Austin Road adjacent to State Route 99.
SJCOG staff contacted City of Manteca Community Development Department staff to determine
the status of the following Mitigation Measures:
5.9-1: The proposed project would cause an increase in traffic which would degrade intersection
operations to unacceptable levels and meet AM and/or PM peak hour signal warrants at the four
intersections around the Austin Road/SR99 interchange.
(a) The project applicant and the City of Manteca shall work with Caltrans to obtain the
necessary permits to construct the improvements described below.
(b) The project applicant shall construct or fund the following roadway improvements:
Woodward Avenue/Moffat Boulevard
• Construct a southbound right turn lane
• Widen Moffat Boulevard south of the Woodward Avenue intersection to include two
lanes in each direction.
• The second northbound lane shall be trapped into the left-turn lane to westbound
Woodward Avenue
Moffat Boulevard/SR 99 Southbound Off-Ramp
• Install a traffic signal.
• Widen the off-ramp as far as feasible to construct separate left and right-turn lanes
at the off-ramp approach to the intersection.
• Widen the approaches and departures on Moffat Boulevard to include two lanes in
each direction.
Austin Road/SR 99 Northbound Ramps
• Install a traffic signal.
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•

Widen the northbound Austin Road approach to accommodate a left turn lane and
shared left-through lane at the intersection.

Austin Road/Moffat Boulevard
• Install a traffic signal that is pre-empted by the crossing protection devices at the
adjacent Union Pacific Railroad crossing arms.
• Widen the southbound approach to include a shared left-through lane and a separate
right-turn lane.
• Widen south-eastbound Moffat Boulevard approach to include separate left-turn,
through, and right-turn lanes.
• Widen the north-westbound departure on Moffat Boulevard to include two lanes.
(c) The City of Manteca shall work with Caltrans, SJCOG, and the City of Ripon to develop a subregional impact fee program to generate funds to relocate the Austin Road/SR 99 interchange. The
project applicant shall pay the appropriate Austin Road interchange fee to assist in the
implementation of the new interchange. The project applicant and the City shall also work to
implement an extension of Woodward Avenue to Austin Road by doing the following:

Austin Road/Moffat Boulevard
• The project applicant shall dedicate sufficient right of way to allow for the
realignment of Woodward Avenue to intersect with Austin Road south of the Union
Pacific Railroad crossing.
• The City of Manteca shall update the PFIP to include the realignment of Woodward
Avenue, a new intersection with a traffic signal at Woodward Avenue
Extension/Austin Road, a new intersection with a traffic signal at Woodward
Avenue/Woodward Avenue Extension, and a new intersection with a traffic signal at
Woodward Avenue/Moffat Boulevard These final two signals shall be pre-empted by
the crossing control devices at the adjacent Union Pacific Railroad crossing.
• The project applicant shall pay the full PFIP fee at time of building permit approval.
• In conjunction with the opening of the Woodward Avenue extension, the project
applicant shall pay for or implement the construction of barriers to restrict access
from Moffat Boulevard to Austin Road to right-in/right-out movements only.
Alternatively, Moffat Boulevard could be closed to traffic immediately south of the
existing Woodward Avenue intersection and be converted into a cul-de-sac.
(d) The City shall only approve building permits to a point where the ARBPRC project generates
up to 9191 PM peak hour trips. A traffic study shall be required for any potential development to
confirm the PM peak hour trip generation of the proposed and approved development in the
ARBPRC. Any building permit approvals beyond this level can only be approved upon the
completion of the relocated Austin Road/SR 99 interchange or the completion of a supplemental
traffic analysis, which determines that the mitigation measures listed above are no longer
necessary or identifies equally effective mitigation.
5.9-2: The proposed project would cause an increase in traffic which would degrade intersection operations to
unacceptable levels at Main Street/Eastbound SR 120 Ramps signalized intersection. The project applicant shall
pay for/implement the following intersection improvements at the Main Street/Eastbound SR 120 Ramps
intersection:
•
•

Lengthen the eastbound right turn lane to 600 feet and the northbound right turn to 500
feet; and
Re-time the traffic signal.
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5.9-4: The proposed project would cause an increase in traffic which would degrade intersection operations to
unacceptable levels and meet AM and/or PM peak hour signal warrants at the Main Street/Woodward Avenue
intersection.
(a) The City shall update the PFIP project list to include new traffic signal at the
Main Street/Woodward Avenue intersection. The City must also ensure that the intersection
improvement is constructed at such a time that a traffic analysis determines that the improvements
are warranted.
(b) The project applicant shall pay the full PFIP fee for local roadway improvements at the time
building permits are issued.
(c) The City could establish a fair-share payment program in Southern Manteca
and require the project applicant to either construct the traffic signal or pay a fair-share payment
to be calculated at time the signal is required (assuming that the City or another party constructs
the traffic signal).
5.9-5: The proposed project would cause an increase in traffic which would degrade intersection operations to
unacceptable levels and meet AM and/or PM peak hour signal warrants at the Van Ryn Avenue/Industrial Park
Drive intersection.
(a) The City shall update the PFIP project list to include a new traffic signal or roundabout at the
Van Ryn Avenue/Industrial Park Drive intersection. The City must also ensure that the
intersection improvement is constructed at such a time that a traffic analysis determines that the
improvements are warranted.
(b) The project applicant shall pay the full PFIP fee for local roadway improvements at the time
building permits are approved.
or
(c) The City could establish a fair-share payment program in Southern Manteca and require the
project applicant to either construct the traffic signal or pay a fair-share payment to be calculated
at time the signal is required (assuming that the City or another party constructs the traffic
signal).
5.9-6: The proposed project would cause an increase in traffic which would degrade intersection operations to
unacceptable levels and meet AM and/or PM peak hour signal warrants at the Woodward Avenue/Atherton Drive
intersection.
(a) The City shall update the PFIP project list to include a new traffic signal at the Woodward
Avenue/Atherton Drive intersection. The City must also ensure that the intersection improvement
is constructed at such a time that a traffic analysis determines that the improvements are
warranted.
(b) The project applicant shall pay the full PFIP fee for local roadway improvements at the time
building permits are approved.
or
(c) The City could establish a fair-share payment program in Southern Manteca and require the
project applicant to either construct the traffic signal or pay a fair-share payment to be calculated
at time the signal is required (assuming that the City or another party constructs the traffic
signal).
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5.9-7: The proposed project would cause an increase in traffic which would degrade intersection operations to
unacceptable levels and meet AM and/or PM peak hour signal warrants at the Austin Road/Ripon Road
intersection.
The City of Manteca shall work with the City of Ripon and San Joaquin County to develop a fair-share
funding program for improvements at this intersection. Based on this fair-share program, the project
applicant shall pay its fair-share for the following improvements at the Austin Road/Ripon Road
intersection:
•
•
•
•
•

Install a traffic signal.
Widen the north leg of the intersection to two lanes in each direction for at least 600 feet.
Widen the east leg of the intersection to two lanes in each direction for at least 600 feet.
Provide a channelized westbound right turn lane at the intersection.
Provide a left-turn lane, and a shared left, through, right-turn lane on the southbound approach.

In order to implement the improvement, the project applicant may be required to construct the
improvements above, but will be provided with a right of reimbursement from third parties who benefit
from the intersection improvements.

5.9-8: The proposed project would cause an increase in traffic which would degrade or exacerbate unacceptable
LOS on 13 freeway mainline segments near the project.
The project applicant shall pay the San Joaquin County Regional Transportation Impact Fee prior to the
approval of building permits.
5.9-9: The proposed project would cause an increase in traffic which would degrade or exacerbate unacceptable
operations at freeway merge, diverge, and weaving areas near the project.
The project applicant shall pay the San Joaquin County Regional Transportation Impact Fee prior to the
approval of building permits.
5.9-10: The proposed project would generate new pedestrian travel within site.
The City shall review the pedestrian circulation of the ARBPRC as more detailed plans are developed. The
City shall require the developer to address any design features that would lead to overly circuitous
pedestrian circulation or other issues that discourage pedestrian travel.
5.9-11: The proposed project would generate new bicycle travel within the site.
The City shall review the bicycle circulation of the ARBPRC as more detailed plans are developed. The
City shall require the developer to include bicycle facilities that are required by the City’s Bicycle Master
Plan, or City code. The City shall make recommendations for other improvements that could enhance the
bicycle environment of the ARBPRC area.
5.9-12: The proposed project may create an ultimate need for transit service to the site.
The City shall review the ARBPRC site plan to ensure that potential future transit is adequately
accommodated within the site. The City shall make recommendations for transit facilities so that future
service is not precluded in the area.
5.9-15: The proposed project would cause an increase in traffic which would degrade the signalized intersection
operations to unacceptable levels at the Main Street/SR 120 Ramp terminal
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The project applicant shall pay the updated PFIP interchange fee, or if this fee is not yet in place, the
project shall pay a fair-share fee for the Main Street/SR 120 interchange improvements.
5.9-17: The proposed project exacerbates unacceptable operations at the Main Street/ Woodward Avenue
intersection.
The City shall update the PFIP Transportation Project List to include the following project at the Main
Street/Woodward Avenue intersection:
•
•
•
•
•

Install a traffic signal;
Construct two left, one through, and a shared through-right lane on the southbound
approach.
Construct one left, one through, and a shared through-right lane on the northbound
approach.
Construct a second through lane and add a receiving lane west of Main Street that extends at
least 600 feet.
Construct separate left, through, and right-turn lanes on the eastbound approach.

To implement these measures, widening in the northwest and southwest quadrants of the intersection would
be necessary. Consistent with past practices, the City would require right-of-way dedications in these
quadrants (in conjunction with planned residential developments) to ensure that the above improvements
can be constructed. The City shall update the PFIP project list to include roadway widening on Main Street
to accommodate the intersection improvements. The City shall also require that all future development
projects pay the PFIP fee for local roadways at the time of building permit approval.
5.9-18: The proposed project would exacerbate unacceptable operations at the Van Ryn Avenue/Industrial Park
Drive intersection.
The City shall update the PFIP Transportation Project List to include a roundabout or new traffic signal at
the Van Ryn Avenue/Industrial Park Drive intersection. Any new traffic signal shall be pre-empted by the
crossing protection devices at the adjacent Union Pacific Railroad crossing and be coordinated with the
Moffat Boulevard/Spreckels Avenue intersection. The City shall also require that all future development
projects pay the PFIP fee for local roadways at the time of building permit approval.
5.9-19 The proposed project would cause an increase in traffic which would degrade intersection operations to
unacceptable levels and meet AM and/or PM peak hour signal warrants at the Woodward Avenue/ Van Ryn
Avenue intersection.
The City shall update the PFIP Transportation Project list to include a new traffic signal at the Van Ryn
Avenue/Woodward Avenue intersection. It is also recommended that the City update the PFIP project list
to include the widening of Woodward Avenue to four lanes between Bridewell Avenue and Austin Road.
The City shall also require that all future development projects pay the PFIP fee for local roadways at the
time of building permit approval.
5.9-20: The proposed project would cause an increase in traffic which would degrade intersection operations to
unacceptable levels and meet AM and/or PM peak hour signal warrants at the Woodward Avenue/ Pillsbury
Road intersection.
The City shall update the PFIP Transportation Project list to include a new traffic signal at the Woodward
Avenue/Pillsbury Avenue intersection. It is also recommended that the City update the PFIP project list to
include the widening of Woodward Avenue to four lanes between Bridewell Avenue and Austin Road. The
City shall also require that all future development projects pay the PFIP fee for local roadways at the time
of building permit approval.
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5.9-21: The proposed project would cause an increase in traffic which would degrade intersection operations to
unacceptable levels and meet AM and/or PM peak hour signal warrants at the Woodward Avenue/Atherton Drive
intersection.
The City shall update the PFIP Transportation Project list to include a new traffic signal at the Woodward
Avenue/Atherton Drive intersection. It is also recommended that the City update the PFIP project list to
include the widening of Woodward Avenue to four lanes between Bridewell Avenue and Austin Road. The
City shall also require that all future development projects pay the PFIP fee for local roadways at the time
of building permit approval.
5.9-22: The proposed project would exacerbate unacceptable operations at the four intersections around the
Austin Road/ SR 99 interchange
Include the following intersection modification at the Austin Road/Yosemite
Avenue intersection in the PFIP project list:
•

Construct an additional eastbound right-turn lane.

In addition, the project applicant shall pay a fair-share fee to construct separate eastbound left and rightturn lanes at the Jack Tone Road/Graves Road intersection. The City shall also require that all future
development projects pay the PFIP fee for local roadways at the time of building permit approval.

5.9-22: The proposed project would exacerbate unacceptable freeway mainline operations on all 16 freeway
mainline segments near the project.
The project applicant shall pay the San Joaquin County Regional Transportation Impact Fee prior to the
approval of building permits.
5.10-1 The proposed project would contribute to greenhouse gas emissions.
The Project shall prepare and implement GHG emissions reduction plans for all areas to be developed
within the Project site, and shall implement all feasible construction-related and long-term GHG emission
reduction strategies.
For each tentative small lot subdivision map application or grading permit application for areas of the
project site to be developed without further subdivision, the Project applicant shall prepare and submit to
the City a GHG reduction plan. Each GHG emissions reduction plan shall identify all feasible measures to
reduce construction-related and long-term GHG emissions associated with development and land uses
within the subject area and shall demonstrate compliance with applicable state and local greenhouse gas
emission reduction regulations in effect at the time of each tentative small-lot map or grading plan
application. Prior to the City’s approval of each tentative small-lot map or grading plan, the City shall
review and approve the GHG emissions reduction plan, verify that the plan achieves all feasible GHG
emission reduction strategies and shall require that the Project implement all feasible strategies identified
in the plan.
Construction-related GHG emission reduction measures to be considered for feasibility and incorporation
to the GHG emissions reduction plan shall include, but not be limited to, the following:
…
(f) Operational GHG emission reduction measures shall also be included in GHG reduction plans to be
developed in conformance with Mitigation Measure 5.10-1(a) - (d). Measures to be considered for
feasibility and incorporation in the GHG emissions reduction plan shall include, but not be limited to:
1. Include electric vehicle charging facilities at parking areas of all new homes.
2. Provide the minimal amount of car parking required and increase the amount of bike storage
and parking areas at multi-family residential and non-residential projects.

13

3. Payment of transportation impact fees to fund public transit service.
4. Orient lot configurations to provide convenient access to transportation options.
5. Include energy efficient designs and materials for buildings, appliances, lighting and office
equipment.
6. Incorporate use of solar panels, water reuse systems, and composting and on-site renewable
energy production when feasible.

According to City of Manteca staff, there has been no activity on this project other than to make
some minor amendments to the Master Plan that did not require changes to any of the
mitigations. The City is working with Ripon on establishing the sub regional fee and has
approved interim improvements to the existing Austin Road Interchange. In October 2014, the
SJCOG board approved allocating $350,000 in Regional Transportation Impact Fees to construct
interim improvements to the Austin Road/State Route 99 Interchange to allow the first phases of
the Austin Road Business Park to move forward. On October 10, the Manteca City Council
awarded the construction contract for the interchange reconstruction to George Reed, Inc.

Update: The status of the Austin Road Business Park and Residential Community as it applies
to mitigation measures for transportation and climate change, is that there are no plans under
application with the City for the construction of any phase of the ARBPRC at this time. My
understanding is that infrastructure improvements identified impacted facilities are on hold.

The Trails of Manteca Subdivision – Manteca
The Manteca City Council approved this project, which consists of the approximately 477 acres
of residential development, on February 15, 2011. The project as originally approved consisted
of 1,178 single-family units, 192 townhomes/garden apartments, and 280 apartments. The
project is located southwest of the intersection of McKinley Avenue and Woodward Avenue,
directly south of the future McKinley Avenue/State Route 120 interchange. SJCOG staff
contacted City of Manteca Community Development Department staff to determine the status of
the following Mitigation Measures:
MM AES-2c: Prior to issuance of the first building permit, the applicant shall prepare and submit Design
Guidelines that establish Street Design Standards to the City of Manteca for review and approval. The
Street Design Standards shall at a minimum address the following as described in the applicable General
Plan policies: interconnection between the pedestrian and bikeway system and its linkage to the Citywide
Pedestrian and Bikeway Trail System; street lighting; common landscape theme along major arterial
streets, or additional standards as determined the Community Development Director. The approved Street
Design Standards shall be incorporated into the proposed project.
MM TRANS-1a: Prior to issuance of building permits for each dwelling unit, the applicant shall pay all
transportation-related fees in accordance with the latest adopted fee schedule at the time permits are
sought. Such fees shall include but would not be limited to the City of Manteca Public Facilities
Implementation Plan fee and the San Joaquin County Regional Transportation Impact Fee.
MM TRANS-1b: The project applicant shall construct one or more of the following improvements when
determined to be necessary by the City of Manteca. The applicant shall be credited for the cost of the
improvements(s) against its Public Facilities Implementation Plan fee amount.
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a) Woodward Avenue/McKinley Avenue: Implement one of the following improvement options:
•

Widen intersection to include a two-way left-turn lane on Woodward Avenue to
accommodate eastbound and southbound left-turn movements. Construct channelized
southbound right-turn lane with 250-foot receiving lane on westbound Woodward
Avenue. With these improvements in place, operations would be restored to LOS C
during the AM and PM peak hours; or

•

Construct Atherton Drive extension to Woodward Avenue prior to operations at the
Woodward Avenue/McKinley Avenue intersection degrading to an unacceptable level.
Operations are projected to degrade to unacceptable at approximately 70 percent of
project buildout. This new road construction would divert all trips away from the
Woodward Avenue/McKinley Avenue intersection, thereby no longer requiring the need
for any improvements. If the City decides this improvement will be warranted because of
uncertainties regarding the timing of the Atherton Drive extension, it would become the
applicant’s responsibility.

•

Atherton Drive/Airport Way: Install traffic signal and restripe northbound approach to
include one left-turn lane, one through lane, and one shared through/right lane. Restripe
northbound Airport Way north of Atherton Drive to include a second travel lane to the
SR-120 eastbound ramps intersection. With this improvement in place, operations would
be restored to LOS A during the AM peak hour and LOS B during the PM peak hour.

•

Woodward Avenue/Airport Way: Install traffic signal and widen intersection to include
exclusive left-turn lane and shared through/right lane on eastbound, westbound, and
northbound approaches. Widen southbound approach to include exclusive left, through,
and right-turn lanes and operate right-turn lane with overlap arrow. With this
improvement in place, operations would be restored to LOS B during the AM peak hour
and LOS C during the PM peak hour.

MM TRANS-2: Prior to issuance of the first building permit, the project applicant shall provide the City of
Manteca with proportionate-share fees for the following improvements to the SR-120/Airport Way and SR120/Yosemite Avenue interchanges if there is an agreement in place between the City and Caltrans for
improvements to these facilities. The City of Manteca shall transfer the collected fees to Caltrans in
accordance with the agreement.
a) SR-120/Airport Way Interchange (Applicant’s proportionate share: 7.1 %):
• Construct loop on-ramps.
• Widen overcrossing to include 2 northbound and 3 southbound lanes
• Widen SR-120 EB and WB off-ramps to include two left turn lanes and two right-turn
lanes.
• Restripe the SB approach at the Airport Way/Daniels Street intersection to add a third
through lane and restripe the NB approach to add an exclusive right-turn lane
• Restripe the EB Daniels Street approach to include left, shared left/through, and two
right-turn lanes with right turn overlap phasing.
b) SR-120/Yosemite Ave Interchange (Applicant’s proportionate share: 2.8 %):
•
•
•

Install all-way stop at SR-120 EB Ramps/Yosemite Avenue intersection.
Widen westbound off-ramp to include channelized “free” right-turn lane.
Widen southbound Yosemite Avenue approach to include exclusive right-turn lane.
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MM TRANS-3b: Prior to recordation of the final map, the project applicant shall make the following
changes, which shall be reflected on the map and the conditions of approval. The applicant is responsible
for the full cost of the changes outlined below.
•

Relot Unit 6C so that residential lots do not front onto Trails Loop Road directly west of
Tara Park Avenue, which is projected to carry approximately 4,000 average daily trips
and may experience moderate queues as vehicles wait to turn onto Tara Park Avenue.

•

A traffic signal shall be installed at the Woodward Avenue/Atherton Drive
Extension/Tara Park Avenue intersection prior to opening day.

•

Stop-control with full access shall be installed at Trails Loop Road and E Street
approaches to Tara Park Avenue prior to opening day.

•

To accommodate future development of Tara Park, the segment of Tara Park Avenue
between Woodward Avenue and Trails Loop Road shall be a minimum of two travel lanes
in each direction. Exclusive southbound left-turn lanes shall be installed to provide
ingress to Tara Park.

•

Install traffic circles, speed tables, speed legends, chicanes, and/or other approved traffic
calming devices along the easterly 0.6-mile segment of Trails Loop Road prior to
opening day.

• The dimensions and configurations of the onsite traffic circles shall be verified with the
City staff to determine that they can accommodate trucks and school buses. In addition,
the adequacy of sight distance on residential streets that intersect Trails Loop Road shall
be confirmed. Necessary revisions shall be reflected on the map.
MM TRANS-3c: After issuance of the first certificate of occupancy for the first dwelling unit, the City of
Manteca, in conjunction with the County of San Joaquin and the California Public Utilities Commission,
shall monitor operations and safety at the McKinley Avenue grade crossing with the Union Pacific
Oakland Subdivision to determine whether additional safety improvements are warranted. Such safety
improvements would consist of the installation of a raised roadway median on both approaches to
discourage wrong-way travel when the gates have been activated. The project applicant shall front the full
cost of this improvement in advance of the issuance of the first certificate of the occupancy, which the City
of Manteca shall hold in escrow until monitoring determines that the raised median is necessary. The
project applicant’s financial obligation for the cost of the median may be reduced to the extent other
funding sources (e.g., Measure K or Section 130) become available. At the time the safety improvements
are determined to be warranted, the City of Manteca shall coordinate with agencies with jurisdiction over
the McKinley Avenue grade crossing to install the improvements.

MM TRANS-5a: Prior to approval of the final map, the applicant shall identify suitable locations for bus
stops as required by the City of Manteca. Such stops may be located along the project frontage with E.
Woodward Avenue or within the project boundaries. All stops shall include, at a minimum, a turn-out,
seating, transit information, and connection to a sidewalk or comparable pedestrian facility to nearby uses.
MM TRANS-5b: Prior to approval of the final improvement plans, the applicant shall depict bicycle
facilities along the Woodward Avenue frontage with the proposed project in accordance with planned
improvements in the latest version of the City’s Bikeway Master Plan.
MM TRANS-5c: Prior to issuance of building permits, the applicant shall demonstrate that each dwelling
unit (single family and multi-family) provides enclosed space suitable for storage of at least two bicycles.
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Such enclosed space may consist of garages, storage rooms, closets, or other non-living area spaces that
allow the occupant(s) to securely store a bicycle and avoid exposure to theft or adverse weather conditions.

According to City of Manteca staff, the project is still in the approved tentative map stage, with
no final maps recorded and no approved improvement plans. On May 27, 2014, a tentative
subdivision map for The Trails of Manteca Unit #2 was approved. On March 3, 2015, the
Manteca City Council approved a General Plan Amendment to remove the high density housing
areas from the project in the tentative maps for The Trails of Manteca Units #3 and #4. Instead,
additional low-density housing was substituted and as a result, the total subdivision now consists
of 1,163 units of single-family residential units, with a resulting lessened impact on regional
roadways.

Update: The status of the Trails of Manteca Project is unchanged. Your notation; “Still in the
approved tentative map stage; no final maps recorded and no approved improvement plans”
posted in the MMRP is accurate.

Lathrop Gateway Business Park Specific Plan - Lathrop
The Lathrop City Council approved this project, which consists of the approximately 384 acres
of industrial development, on May 6, 2011. The project is located between Vierra Court and
West Yosemite Avenue to the north, State Route 120 to the south, and two sets of Union Pacific
Railroad tracks to the east and to the west of the Plan Area. On December 20, 2012 the San
Joaquin County LAFCo approved the annexation of a 213.5 acre portion of the total Specific
Plan area to the City of Lathrop. SJCOG staff contacted the City of Lathrop Community
Development staff to determine the status of the project. SJCOG staff inquired about the
following Mitigation Measures:
6-8: The owners, developers and/or successor sin-interest (ODS) of development projects in the Plan Area
shall prepare improvement plans that incorporate the following features, consistent with adopted City
improvement standards and to be installed by the developer:
•
•
•
•
•
•

Bus turnouts and transit improvements where requested by the San Joaquin
RTD.
Continuous public sidewalks adjacent to all proposed public streets.
Pavement and striping for bike lanes/paths.
Street lighting.
Pedestrian signalization, signage and safety designs at signalized intersections.
Shade trees to shade sidewalks in street-side landscaping areas.

6-9: The ODS of development projects in the Plan Area shall prepare and implement a transportation
demand management (TDM) plan that incorporates the measures listed below, though the TDM plan shall
not be limited to those measures. The plan shall be subject to City review and approval prior to issuance of
the first building permit for construction in the Plan Area.
•
•

Provide secure bicycle parking in conjunction with commercial and office
development.
Provide designated vanpool parking spaces close to the employment center
entry locations.
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•
•
•
•
•
•
•

Provide preferential carpool parking spaces close to the employment center
entry locations.
Provide on-site amenities that encourage alternative transportation modes such
as locker, shower, and secure bike storage facilities.
Provide on-site services such as personal mail boxes and day care that reduce
mid-day trip generation.
Provide telecommuting options.
Provide transit vouchers.
Provide information to employees on carpooling, ride sharing and other
available programs.
Participate in the Commute Connection program sponsored by SJCOG.

10-2: The ODS shall implement a Transportation Demand Management program applicable to businesses
with 25 or more employees to reduce potential vehicle trips. The Transportation Demand Management
program shall contain at least five of the following components, although other components not listed may
be included:
• Free transit passes.
• Telecommuting.
• Secure bicycle parking (at least one space per 20 vehicle parking spaces).
• Showers/changing facilities.
• Car-sharing services.
• Information on transportation alternatives, such as bus schedules and bike
maps.
• Dedicated employee transportation coordinator.
• Carpool matching programs.
• Preferential carpool/vanpool parking.
The ODS shall provide a funding mechanism to maintain the Transportation Demand Management
program, which may include but is not limited to creation of a special assessment district. The
Transportation Demand Management program shall be submitted to the Community Development
Department for its review and approval.
10-3: The following mitigation measures shall be implemented during future development in the Plan Area:
•
•
•

Parking in the Specific Plan area shall be provided at the minimum level
required by the Lathrop Municipal Code. Shared parking shall be implemented
when determined to be feasible.
Parking lot designs shall include clearly marked and shaded pedestrian
pathways between transit facilities and building entrances, for projects adjacent
to or containing transit facilities.
Buildings shall use Energy Star roofs, or equivalent, and shall be designed so
that their orientation to take advantage of the winter sun and to shade building
from the summer sun.

18-1: The ODS of properties within the Plan Area shall pay their “fair share” costs of the improvements
identified below, or the costs of the following improvements shall be subject to reimbursement in
conjunction with other development projects that contribute vehicle trips to these locations. If
improvements have not been initiated or installed by others at the time of approval of the first development
within the Lathrop Gateway Business Park Specific Plan, the ODS processing the initial project will be
conditioned to complete the following improvements prior to issuance of occupancy permits and be
reimbursed by other development projects that contribute vehicle trips to these locations:
•

Install a traffic signal at the I-5 SB Ramps/Lathrop Road intersection under
existing conditions and in coordination with ramp signalization at the NB ramps
intersection. Projected LOS with mitigation: ”C” or better.
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•
•
•

Install a traffic signal at the I-5 NB Ramps/Lathrop Road intersection under
existing conditions. Projected LOS with mitigation: ”C” or better.
Provide exclusive right-turn lanes/pockets for the eastbound and westbound
approaches at the McKinley Avenue/Lathrop Road intersection under Existing
Plus Project conditions. Projected LOS with mitigation: ”D” or better.
Install a traffic signal at the McKinley Avenue/Yosemite Avenue intersection
under Existing Plus Project conditions. Projected LOS with mitigation: ”D” or
better.

18-2: The ODS shall pay their "fair share" costs towards a Joint Traffic Impact Fee established by the
Cities of Lathrop and Manteca, or if not adopted, pay a “fair share” of costs towards the City of Manteca’s
traffic impact fee program to cover project responsibilities towards the following improvement (under
either scenario, fair share costs shall be paid to the City of Lathrop for appropriate distribution):
•

Provide exclusive right-turn lanes/pockets for the eastbound and westbound
approaches at the Main Street/Louise Avenue intersection under existing
conditions. Projected LOS with mitigation: ”D” or better

18-3: The City of Lathrop shall ensure that the ODS pay their applicable Transportation Impact Fees for
their "fair share" costs for the following freeway improvements.
•

•

•

Add northbound lanes on Interstate 5 from I-205 to the SR 120 interchange, and
widen Interstate 5 from the SR 120 interchange to the Lathrop Road interchange, as
identified in the San Joaquin Regional Transportation Plan 2007. Project
contribution towards regional traffic impact fees covers project responsibility for
this freeway segment.
Widen the segment of SR 120 from I-5 to Yosemite Avenue from four to six lanes, as
identified in the San Joaquin Regional Transportation Plan 2007. Project
contribution towards regional traffic impact fees covers project responsibility for
this freeway segment
Widen the segment of SR 99 from SR 120 to Arch Road from four to six lanes along
with interchange modifications, as identified in the San Joaquin Regional
Transportation Plan 2007. Project contribution towards regional traffic impact fees
covers project responsibility for this freeway segment

18-4: The ODS responsible for the first proposed project within the Lathrop Gateway Business Park
Specific Plan area that introduces the use of semi-trailers with a length of 48-feet as part of long-term
operations will be required to identify STAA design deficiencies at the existing ramps at the SR
120/Yosemite Avenue interchange; engineer necessary improvements; obtain necessary approvals and
permits from responsible agencies (i.e., City of Lathrop and Caltrans); and install necessary improvements
prior to issuance of Certificate of Occupancy.
18-5: In coordination with the SJRTD, the ODS shall provide for the extension of a bus route to the project
site, either the existing Route 95 or another route, and shall provide at least one on-site bus stop for this
route.
18-6: The owner, developer or successors-in-interest (ODS) within the Lathrop Gateway Business Park
Specific Plan area that will alter railroad crossings as a result of a proposed project within the plan area,
shall include within engineered improvement plans railroad crossing safety measures. Improvements at
crossings should include but are not limited to the following:
•
•
•

Improve and/or install warning devices/signage
Improve traffic signaling at intersections near crossings
Install medians to prevent vehicles from driving around crossing gate
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•
•
•
•

Prohibit on-street parking within 100 feet of a crossing
Install pedestrian-specific warning devices
Install sidewalks and barriers to channelize pedestrians to specific crossings
Consider the feasibility of pull out lanes for buses and vehicles carrying hazardous
materials

The ODS shall seek the Public Utilities Commission’s approval for any modifications to existing railroad
crossings.
19-1: If the necessary intersection improvements identified under the Cumulative Base (Current Project
Site Condition) scenario (as identified on pages 19-24 through 19-27 of the Draft EIR) have not been
constructed by the time development in the Specific Plan is ready to commence with the issuance of the first
building permit, the ODS of properties proposed for development within the Plan Area shall identify and
pay their “fair share” costs of these improvements. If these improvements are not included in a City fee
program at the time of project approvals (either a Joint Traffic Impact Fee or Cities of Lathrop and
Manteca fee programs), the project applicant(s) shall pay its fair share towards the cost of these
improvements into a road improvement trust fund to be administered by the City of Lathrop prior to the
issuance of building permits. This trust fund shall fund improvements to intersections identified as
operating unacceptably under cumulative conditions and not identified in a fee program.
19-2: The ODS shall construct the following intersection improvements:
The initial development(s) within the Commercial Office designation or Limited Industrial
designation to the west of Guthmiller Road (Yosemite Avenue) shall install a traffic signal at the
Guthmiller Road (Yosemite Avenue)/Project Access 1 intersection (intersection #36) and construct
the intersection with the following lane geometrics:
•
•
•
•

Northbound Approach – One left-turn lane, two through lanes, and one shared
through-right lane.
Southbound Approach – One left-turn lane, two through lanes, and one shared
through-right lane.
Eastbound Approach – One left-turn lane, on through lane, and one right lane
Westbound Approach – Two left turn lanes, and one shared through-right lane.

Due to this intersection's close proximity to the Yosemite Avenue/SR 120 interchange
ramp intersections, appropriate signal interconnect/coordination between the two
intersections shall be implemented. Projected LOS after mitigation: "D" or better.
The initial development(s) within the Service Commercial designation north of Yosemite Avenue,
between D’Arcy Parkway and McKinley Avenue; and the Limited Industrial designation south of
Yosemite Avenue, between D’Arcy Parkway and McKinley Avenue shall install a traffic signal at
the Yosemite Avenue/Project Access 2 intersection (intersection #37) and construct the
intersection with the following lane geometrics:
•
•
•
•

Northbound Approach – One left-turn lane, and one shared through-right lane.
Southbound Approach – One left-turn lane, and one shared through-right lane.
Eastbound Approach- One left-turn lane, two through lanes, and one shared
through-right lane.
Westbound Approach – One left-turn lane, two through lanes, and one shared
through-right lane.

Project LOS after mitigation: "D" or better.
The initial development(s) within the Service Commercial designation east of McKinley Avenue
and the Limited Industrial designation west of McKinley Avenue, between D'Arcy Parkway and
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McKinley Avenue shall install a traffic signal at the McKinley Avenue/Project Access 3
intersection (intersection #38) and construct the intersection with the following lane geometrics:
• Northbound Approach – One left-turn lane, two through lanes and one right
lane.
• Southbound Approach – One left-turn lane, two through lanes and one right
lane.
• Eastbound Approach – One left-turn lane, and one shared through-right lane
• Westbound Approach – One left-turn lane, and one shared through-right lane.
Projected LOS after mitigation: “C” or better.
The initial development(s) within the Service Commercial designation south of Yosemite Avenue
and east of McKinley Avenue shall install a traffic signal at the Yosemite Avenue/Project Access 4
intersection (intersection #39) and construct the intersection with the following lane geometrics:
•
•

Northbound Approach - One left-turn lane, and one right-turn lane.
Eastbound Approach – One left-turn lane, two through lanes, and one shared
through-right lane.
• Westbound Approach – One left-turn lane, and three through lanes. Projected
LOS after mitigation: “C” or better.
The initial development(s) within the Limited Industrial designation south of Yosemite Avenue, not
accessed by improvements at intersections #37 and #38 shall construct the D'Arcy
Parkway/Yosemite Avenue/Project Access 5 intersection with the following lane geometrics:
•
•
•
•

Northbound Approach – One left-turn lane, one through lane, and one rightturn lane.
Southbound Approach – Two left-turn lanes, and one shared through-right lane.
Eastbound Approach – Two left-turn lanes, two through lanes, and one shared
through-right lane.
Westbound Approach – One left-turn lane, three through lanes, and one rightturn lane.

Projected LOS after mitigation: “D” or better.
The initial development within the Specific Plan area shall install a traffic signal at the McKinley
Avenue/Yosemite Avenue intersection. The initial development within either the Service
Commercial or Limited Industrial designations located adjacent to this intersection shall
construct the intersection with these additions to the geometrics required under Cumulative Base
conditions:
•
•
•
•

Northbound Approach – Add one left-turn lane and one right-turn lane.
Southbound Approach – Add one right-turn lane.
Eastbound Approach – Add one through lane and one right-turn lane.
Westbound Approach – Add one through lane and one right-turn lane.

Projected LOS after mitigation: “D” or better.

19-3: The ODS shall widen Guthmiller Road/Yosemite Avenue from two to six lanes from the SR 120
interchange to the eastern boundary of the Specific Plan area, prior to buildout of 80% of the Lathrop
Gateway Business Park Specific Plan (equivalent to 34,300 average annual daily trips (AADT) on this
roadway segment.
19-4: The ODS shall pay “fair share” costs towards both the preparation and completion of a Project
Study Report (PSR) in order to identify the long-range improvements necessary at the SR 120/Yosemite
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Avenue interchange, as well as their "fair share" towards the reconstruction of the SR 120/Yosemite
Avenue interchange. Preparation of the PSR shall commence with development of Phase 1 of the specific
plan and shall be prepared pursuant to Caltrans requirements. Reconstruction of the SR 120/Yosemite
Avenue interchange shall commence once 40% of the Lathrop Gateway Business Park Specific Plan is built
out.
19-5: The ODS shall pay "fair share" costs towards a Joint Traffic Impact Fee established by the Cities of
Lathrop and Manteca, or if not adopted, pay a “fair share” of costs towards the City of Manteca’s traffic
impact fee to cover project responsibilities towards the following improvement (under either scenario, fair
share costs shall be paid to the City of Lathrop for appropriate distribution):
a) The Main Street/Yosemite Avenue intersection shall have the following lane geometrics:
•
•
•
•

Northbound Approach – Two left-turn lanes, and one shared through-right lane.
Southbound Approach – One left-turn lane, one through lane, and one shared
through-right lane.
Eastbound Approach – One left-turn lane, two through lanes, and one right-turn
lane.
Westbound Approach – One left-turn lane, one through lane, and one shared
through-right lane.

City of Lathrop staff stated that the project has not conducted any progress that would trigger any
of the identified mitigation measures. The City is not processing any development related
applications at this time. The project proponents applied and received approval from the
Planning Commission on February 11, 2015 for a tentative parcel map to subdivide the
properties into 6 large developable lots. The proponents are currently marketing the project to
prospective warehouse/distribution users.

Update: City of Lathrop approved a Vesting Tentative Parcel Map (VTM-13-69) on February
11, 2015 to subdivide a portion of the specific plan area to create 6 large developable lots
ranging in size from 10 to 44 acres. City of Lathrop has received and currently processing a
development review application located within the Lathrop Gateway Specific Plan area (SPR-1673). The project site is approximately 5 acres in size located at 4100 W. Yosemite Avenue. No
building permit application has been received and no construction has taken place.

Filios/Dobler Commercial Development - Tracy
The Tracy City Council approved this project, which consists of the approximately 43 acres of
commercial development, on November 1, 2011. The Project site is located on the south side of
Grant Line Road, north of Byron Road and the Union Pacific rail lines, and west of the Tracy
Marketplace Shopping Center Railroad tracks to the east and to the west of the Plan Area. The
subject property was annexed to the City in 2011 and added to the I-205 Corridor Specific Plan
and designated General Commercial. No specific improvements or development applications
were proposed to the City at the time. On October 7, 2014, the Tracy City Council approved
amending the General Plan Designation of an approximately 20-acre portion of the project to
High Density Residential to include a 441 unit multi-family apartment complex. SJCOG staff
contacted City Development and Engineering Services staff to determine the status of the
project. SJCOG staff inquired about the following Mitigation Measures:
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4.14-2: A traffic signal shall be installed at the intersection of Lammers Road and Grant Line
Road (Intersection #2). In conjunction with the proposed traffic signal installation, the following geometric
improvements shall be constructed:
•
•
•

Westbound approach - Reconstruct the approach to include one through lane, one
through/right turn lane, and a separate left-turn lane.
Eastbound approach - Reconstruct the approach to include one through lane and
one shared through/right-turn lane. Provide an acceleration lane east of Lammers
Road.
Northbound approach - Reconstruct the approach to include a shared leftturn/through lane and a right-tum lane. The existing truck exit from Costco would be
reconstructed to be part of the intersection and the current truck movements
incorporated in the northbound right-turn movement.

4.14-3: A second eastbound left-turn lane and widening of the eastbound on-ramp to two lanes shall be
constructed at the intersection of 1-205 Eastbound Ramps and Grant Line Road (Intersection #6). To
accommodate the second left-turn lane and widening of the ramp, the westbound free right-turn lane shall
be modified to be part of the signal operation. The proposed improvement may require a design exemption
from Caltrans. This improvement is included in the City's TIF program (Project 72PP-084). The Project
applicant shall make a fair share contribution toward implementation of this improvement through the
payment of City of Tracy traffic impact fees.
4.14-4: A traffic signal shall be installed at the intersection of Access Road-2 and Grant Line Road
(Intersection #17). In conjunction with the traffic signal installation, the following geometric improvements
shall be constructed:
•
•
•

Westbound approach - Provide two through lanes and a left-turn lane.
Eastbound approach - Provide one through lane and one shared through/right-turn
lane.
Northbound approach - Provide a separate left-turn and right-turn lane.

The four-lane improvement along Grant Line Road would continue along the Project frontage to
accommodate traffic now demand. SimTraffic analysis indicates that four lanes are required to avoid queue
overflow between the Project driveways. The Project applicant shall be responsible for implementation of
the above improvements prior to project occupancy or at a time determined by the City Engineer based on
the City's ability to meet City vehicle and pedestrian standards.

4.14-5: A westbound left-turn lane for inbound Project traffic shall be provided at the intersection
of Access Road-3 and Grant Line Road (Intersection #19). The Project applicant shall be responsible for
implementation of the left-turn lane prior to Project occupancy, or at a time determined by the City'
Engineer based on the City's ability to meet vehicle and pedestrian standards.
4.14-8a: To provide acceptable (LOS D or better) operations at the Intersection of Lammers
Road/Grant Line Road, a westbound left-turn lane and conversion of one eastbound through lane into a
shared through/right-turn lane shall be constructed. These improvements are similar to those
recommended in Mitigation Measure 4.14-2. In addition, the northbound approach shall be modified to
provide a separate left-turn lane and a shared through/right-turn lane. The Project applicant shall be
responsible for implementation of the above improvements prior to occupancy or at a time determined by
the City Engineer based on the City's ability to meet City vehicle and pedestrian standards.
4.14-8b: The Project applicant shall make a fair share contribution toward implementation of
improvements at the intersection of 1-205 Eastbound Ramps/Grant Line Road including the construction of
an eastbound loop on-ramp through payment of City traffic impact fees
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4.14-8C: The addition of a traffic signal, westbound left-turn lane (Mitigation Measure 4.14-4), and
separate left-turn and right-turn lanes on the northbound approach shall be required at the intersection of
Access Road-2/Grant Line Road.

City of Tracy staff stated that the project is currently in plan review and building permits have
not been issued. All fees will be paid at the time of issuance of the Building Permit, including
Impact Fees for the improvements listed in Mitigation Measures 4.14-2, 4.13-3, 4.14-8a, and
4.14-8b.

Update:
MM 4.14-2: limited activity; (not triggered)
MM 4.14-3: limited activity; (possible CIP project)
MM 4.14-4: in progress;
MM 4.14-5: in progress; (project design is a part of the Condition of Approval)
MM 4.14-8a: limited activity; (future phase)
MM 4.14-8b: complete; (fees collected)
MM 4.14-8c: in progress;

Archtown Industrial Park - Stockton
The Stockton City Council approved this project, which consists of approximately 79 acres of
industrial development, on November 15, 2011. The Project site is located on the south side of
Arch Road between Frontier Way and Newcastle Road northwest of the California Youth
Correctional Facility. SJCOG staff contacted the City of Stockton Community Development
Department to determine the status of the project, who stated that the project has not been
annexed to the City of Stockton and therefore the project has not moved forward at this time.
SJCOG staff inquired about the following Mitigation Measures:
AIR-4: The applicant shall require implementation of all feasible energy efficiency and GHG reduction
measures, including but not limited to the following:
…
Transportation and Motor Vehicles
•
•
•

Limit idling time for commercial vehicles, including delivery and construction vehicles.
Use low or zero-emission vehicles, including construction vehicles.
Promote ride sharing programs (including but not limited to SJCOG's Commute
Connection Program). Measures include designating a certain percentage of parking
spaces for ride sharing vehicles, designating adequate passenger loading and unloading
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•

and waiting areas for ride sharing vehicles, and providing a web site or message board
for coordinating rides. The City may consult with SJCOG as appropriate.
Provide information on all options for individuals and businesses to reduce
transportation related emissions. Provide education and information about public
transportation.

TRAF-1a: The project applicant shall contribute its fair share to the construction of a free northbound
right-turn lane at the intersection of Arch-Airport Road and SR 99 Ramps. With construction of this
improvement, additional capacity would be provided, resulting in acceptable operations during the AM and
PM peak hours, reducing the project's impact to a less-than significant level.
TRAF-1b: In addition, the applicant shall implement the transportation measures identified in Mitigation
Measure AIR-4 consistent with the adopted Congestion Management Plan.
TRAF-2a: The project applicant shall contribute its fair share to the construction improvements Project
Applicant that would result in acceptable operations at the intersection of Arch Road and Newcastle Road,
including construction of a third westbound through lane and modifications to the southbound approach to
provide a left-turn lane, through lane, and a right-turn only lane. The westbound left-turn lane and
northbound left-tum lane should be designed to provide 300 feet of vehicle storage. The traffic signal would
need to be modified to provide protected north/south phasing. Additionally, the project applicant shall
install fiber optic cabling interconnect from where the project starts in the west to the intersection of Fite
Court and Arch Road on the south side of Arch Road. With implementation of this improvement, the
intersection would operate at an acceptable level of service during the PM peak hour, therefore reducing
the project's impact to a less-than- significant level.
TRAF-2b: In addition, the applicant shall implement the transportation measures identified in Mitigation
Measure AIR-4 consistent with the adopted Congestion Management Plan.
TRAF-3a: The project applicant shall provide access to Frontier Way. When Frontier Way is Project
Applicant extended to the south of Arch Road and that property developed, the internal roadway should
connect to Frontier Way to allow vehicles from the site traveling west towards SR 99 an alternative exit.
The Frontier Way/Arch Road intersection has sufficient excess capacity to accommodate the added traffic
from the project site while maintaining acceptable operations. With the Frontier Way connection,
operation of the side-street would improve from LOS F to LOS D and signal warrants would not be
satisfied during the peak hour. The project applicant shall provide access to Frontier Way.
or:
TRAF-3b: The project applicant shall signalize the driveway. Signalization of the driveway would result in
acceptable levels of service at this driveway. Depending on the driveway's ultimate proximity to the Arch
Road/Newcastle Road intersection, the intersection spacing may not be sufficient to provide a signalized
access at this location. Signalization would result in LOS B during the PM peak hour.
Implementation of either Mitigation Measure 3a or Mitigation Measure 3b would result in acceptable
service levels at this intersection, reducing the impact to a less-than-significant level.

Update: There is no change as to the status of the Archtown Industrial Project. Development
of this project, which was approved by the City Council back on 11/15/2011 and included an
initial study/mitigated negative declaration, Prezoning, Precise Road Plan Amendment, tentative
map, and Annexation, is currently stalled due to the City’s inability to annex the property (lack
of MSR). The tentative map is still valid (until 11/15/17) due to automatic state extensions,
which has kept their remaining entitlements valid.
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Terra Ranch Subdivision – Manteca
The Manteca City Council approved this project, which consists of 212 low-density residential
lots and a 200 unit apartment complex, on June 21, 2011. The 74.5 acre project site is located at
the southeast corner of McKinley Avenue and Woodward Avenue. SJCOG staff contacted the
City of Manteca Community Development Department to determine the status of the project.
According to City of Manteca staff, the project has received an approved tentative subdivision
map and is working its way through the final map and improvement plans process. On April 24
the City routed the Site Plan review for the 200 unit apartment complex portion of the project to
SJCOG staff. The City will be monitoring and requiring the mitigations as the implementation
schedule/timing dictates. SJCOG staff inquired about the following Mitigation Measures:
4.11-3: The project applicant shall pay the appropriate San Joaquin County Regional Traffic Impact Fee
(RTIF), which is collecting fees from new developments to help fund the widening of SR 120 to six lanes.
4.11-8: The project applicant shall pay its fair share toward improvements to the SR 120/Airport Way
interchange. The project’s fair share is estimated to be 0.7 percent. The following improvements would be
necessary to accommodate the cumulative volumes:
• Construct loop on-ramps;
• Widen overcrossing to include two northbound and three southbound lanes;
• Widen SR 120 EB and WB offrampsto include two left-turn lanes and two rightturn lanes;
• Re-stripe the Airport Way/Daniels Street intersection to include a third SB
through lane and an exclusive NB right-turn lane; and
• Re-stripe the EB Daniels Street approach to include left, shared, left/through,
and two right-turn lanes with right-turn overlap phasing.

4.11-9 Implement Mitigation Measure 4.11-3 (Pay RTIF).

Update: The status of the Terra Ranch subdivision is unchanged. The City of Manteca
Community Develoment Department and Engineering Division is reviewing a Final Map and
Improvement Plans.

Yosemite Square Master Plan – Manteca
The Manteca City Council approved this project, which consists of a business park, single family
residential, and multi-family residential development, on March 20, 2012. The 137.7 acre
project site is located on Austin Road south of Yosemite Avenue directly northeast of the State
Route 120/State Route 99 connector. The residential portion of the master plan was
subsequently subdivided under the name Copper Cove, which consists of 342 single-family
homes. The Copper Cove project received a tentative subdivision map on November 5, 2013
and is working its way through the final map and improvement plans process. SJCOG staff
contacted the City of Manteca Community Development Department to determine the status of
the project. City of Manteca staff stated that they would be monitoring and requiring the
mitigations for the Copper Cover project as the implementation schedule/timing dictates. The
City will be monitoring and requiring the mitigations as the implementation schedule/timing
dictates. SJCOG staff inquired about the following Mitigation Measures:
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MM 16a-1: The project applicant shall fund or construct the following improvements at Yosemite
Avenue/Austin Road:
•
•
•

Modification of the existing eastbound right turn lane to a through lane;
Addition of a 300-foot eastbound right turn lane;
Addition of a through lane along the eastbound departure leg of the
intersection with a lane drop following Caltrans Highway Design Manual
standards.

•
MM 16a-2: The project applicant shall fund or construct the following improvements at Moffat
Boulevard/SR 99 Southbound Off-Ramp:
•

Installation of a traffic signal at the intersection

MM 16a-3: The project applicant shall fund or construct the following improvements at Austin Rd/E St:
•

Installation of a traffic signal at the intersection.

MM 16a-4: The project applicant shall pay their fair share of the City’s Public Facilities Implementation
Plan (PFIP).
MM 16a-5: The project applicant shall fund or construct the following improvements at Yosemite
Avenue/Commerce Way:
•
•
•

Modification of the northbound approach from a left, left through and dual
right lane to a left lane, a through lane, and dual right lanes;
Modification of the northbound/southbound signal phasing from a split
phase condition to a protected condition;
Extension of the southbound left turn land to 300 feet.

MM 16a-6: The project applicant shall fund or construct the following improvements at Yosemite
Avenue/Northbound SR 99 Ramps–Button Avenue:
•

Modification of the outside right turn lane along the northbound off-ramp to
include a free right turn into the outside third lane along eastbound
Yosemite Avenue; the through-right lane will remain as part of the
signalized movement.

MM 16a-7: The project applicant shall fund or construct the following improvements at Yosemite
Avenue/Austin Road:
•

•

Installation of the mitigations noted under mitigation measure MM 16a-1.
Note that Yosemite Avenue is identified as a four-lane roadway east of
Austin Road in the long-term future.
Extension of the westbound left turn lane to 465 feet following Caltrans
Highway Design Manual standards.

MM 16a-8: The project applicant shall fund or construct the following improvements at Austin Road/E
Street:
•

Installation of a traffic signal at the intersection

MM 16a-9: The project applicant shall fund or construct the following improvements at Austin Road:
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•

The widening of Austin Road between Yosemite Avenue and the project site
to four lanes.

MM 16a-10: The project shall be conditioned as part of its approval to participate in San Joaquin
Council of Governments Commuter Connection program.

Update: The status of the Manteca Yosemite Square project is unchanged. The City has
completed infrastructure projects in the Yosemite Square Master plan area, but none that were
project specific as no projects within the master plan area have progressed past the planning
entitlement stage.

Modified Ellis Specific Plan - Tracy
The Tracy City Council approved this project, which consists of a mix of residential,
commercial, office/professional, and a swim center, on January 22, 2013. The 321 acre project
site is located west of Corral Hollow Road directly north of the UPRR mainline northwest of
Tracy Municipal Airport. A tentative subdivision map for the first phase of the project which
consists of 296 residential lots was approved on July 23, 2014. SJCOG staff contacted City of
Tracy Development and Engineering Services staff to determine the status of the project, who
stated that the Final Map for the first phase of the project and associated improvements are
currently under review. SJCOG staff inquired about the following Mitigation Measures:

4.6-1a: The Modified Project shall include, but not be limited to, the following list of potential design
features. These features may be incorporated into the design of the Modified Project to ensure consistency
with adopted statewide plans and programs. The Project Applicant shall demonstrate the incorporation of
design features of the Modified Project prior to the issuance of building or occupancy permits, as noted
below.
Transportation
•
•
•
•

Provide pedestrian connections to the off-site circulation network (building
permit).
For willing participants, implement a trip reduction program, for which all
employees shall be eligible to participate (occupancy permit).
For willing participants, provide a ride sharing program, for which all
employees shall be eligible to participate (occupancy permit).
Provide amenities for non-motorized transportation (i.e., secure bicycle
storage, changing rooms, and showers) (building permit).

4.13-5: Applicants of development projects within the Modified ESP shall be subject to the Modified Ellis
Finance and Implementation Plan (FIP) to fund their proportionate fair share of Citywide roadway
improvements to the Lammers Road/Schulte Road intersection, and Corral Hollow Road/Valpico Road
intersection, and to participate in the Modified Ellis Finance and Implementation Plan (FIP) to fund their
proportionate fair share of Citywide cumulative roadway improvements. The Modified Ellis FIP shall be
approved by City Council prior to issuance of any building permit for the Modified ESP. The City of Tracy
shall be responsible for the construction of these intersection and roadway improvements. The Project
Applicant will implement the improvements at the time when the Project traffic triggers the threshold for an
impact. The volume threshold at which the Project causes the impact will be determined by the City
Engineer at the time of building permit application. If the improvement cost exceeds the fair share payment
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identified in the FIP, the Project Applicant shall fund the improvement upfront and enter into a
reimbursement agreement with the City of Tracy.
4.13-6: Prior to issuance of building permits for residential units, applicants of individual projects within
the Modified ESP site shall be required to pay Regional Transportation Impact Fees.
4.13-7: Prior to issuance of building permits for residential units, applicants of individual projects within
the Modified ESP site shall be required to pay Regional Transportation Impact Fees.

Update:
MM 4.6-1a: pedestrian connections: complete (sidewalks improvements included in project); trip
reduction program, ride-sharing, non-motorized: limited acitivity (initial stages of conclusion);
MM 4.13-5: in progress; (fees currently be collected)
MM 4.13-6: complete/in progress; (ongoing)
MM 4.13-7: complete/in progress; (ongoing)

UPRR Intermodal Facility Expansion and Modernization – SJ County
The San Joaquin County Board of Supervisors approved this project on March 12, 2013 The
project which consists of the expansion and modernization in two phases over ten years of the
existing UPRR Intermodal Facility located on Roth Road between the UPRR mainline (easterly)
and Airport Way. A one-year time extension for the project’s use permit was granted by the
County in December 2014. SJCOG staff contacted San Joaquin County Community
Development Department staff to determine the status of the project. County staff stated the no
building permits have been issued to date. County staff and UPRR are forming a developer
agreement for the improvements for the project, notification of which was received by SJCOG
staff on April 14. SJCOG staff inquired about the following Mitigation Measures:
TRANS-1: Signalize Lathrop Road/I-5 SB Ramps intersection
TRANS-2: Signalize Lathrop Road/I-5 NB Ramps intersection
TRANS-4 through 7: Fair share of southbound SR 99 widening
TRANS-8 : Fair share (6.1%) of signalizing Roth Road/I-5 SB Ramps
TRANS-9 : Fair share (9.8%) of signalizing Roth Road/I-5 SB Ramps
TRANS-10 : Fair share (12.2%) of Roth Road/Harlan Road Intersection signalization and reconstruction
TRANS-11 : Implement TRANS-1 and reconstruct intersection
TRANS-12 : Implement TRANS-2 and reconstruct intersection
TRANS-13: Fair share of French Camp Road / SR 99 SB Ramps signalization
TRANS-14: Fair Share to reconstruct Airport Way/French Camp Road intersection
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TRANS-15: Implement TRANS-8 and pay fair share (6.1%) to reconstruct intersection
TRANS-16: Implement TRANS-9
TRANS-17: Implement TRANS-10
TRANS-18: reconstruct Airport Way/Daisywood Drive Intersection
TRANS-19 : Implement TRANS-1 and TRANS-11 and further reconstruct intersection
TRANS-20 : Implement TRANS-2 and TRANS-12 and further reconstruct intersection
TRANS-21 : Reconstruct Airport Way/Lathrop Road Intersection
TRANS-22 : Implement TRANS-13 and further reconstruct intersection
TRANS-23 : Signalize French Camp Road / SR 99 NB Ramps intersection
TRANS-24: Fair share of adding lane to NB I-5 between Lathrop Road and Roth Road
TRANS-25: Fair share of adding lane to NB I-5 between Roth Road and Matthews Road
TRANS-28: Implement TRANS-24
TRANS-29: Fair share cost to add a lane to SB I-5 between Matthews Road and Roth Road
TRANS-32: Fair share cost to add a lane to NB SR 99 between French Camp Rd and Lathrop Road
TRANS-33: Fair share cost to add a lane to SB SR 99 between French Camp Rd and Lathrop Road
TRANS-34: Implement TRANS-32
TRANS-35: Implement TRANS-32
TRANS-36: Implement TRANS-32
TRANS-37: Implement TRANS-33
TRANS-38: Implement TRANS-33
TRANS-39: Fair share cost to construct Roth Road Grade Separation (easterly)

Cordes Ranch Specific Plan - Tracy
The Tracy City Council approved this project, which consists 1,774 acres of commercial,
business park, and retail development, on September 3, 2013. The Plan Area is adjacent is
located south of Interstate 205 near Mountain House Parkway and northeast of Interstate 580.
The first project in the Specific Plan to break ground is a large FedEx distribution center, which
is currently under construction. SJCOG staff contacted City of Tracy Development and
Engineering Services staff to determine the status of the project SJCOG staff inquired about the
following Mitigation Measures
TRANS-1: The Project will construct the following improvements, in accordance with then-applicable engineering
standards and requirements, and as determined by the City Engineer:
a) Intersection #1 (Mountain House Parkway/I-205 Westbound Ramps):
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•

Restripe westbound off-ramp to provide two left-turn lanes and one shared
through/right lane, and optimize signal timings.
• Lengthen the northbound Mountain House Parkway right-turn lane to provide
additional storage capacity and access to the eastbound I-205 on-ramp.
• Ramp metering, with two mixed flow and 1 HOV bypass lane for the eastbound
I-205 diagonal on-ramp.
b) Intersection #2 (Mountain House Parkway/I-205 Eastbound Ramps):
• Convert the northbound right-turn lane to a free right with an acceptance lane
on the eastbound on-ramp, and optimize signal timings.
c) Intersection #6 (Mountain House Parkway/I-580 Westbound Ramps):
• Signalize the intersection with eastbound/westbound split phasing, or install a
roundabout.
d) Intersection #7 (Mountain House Parkway/I-580 Eastbound Ramps):
• Signalize the intersection with eastbound/westbound split phasing, or install a
roundabout.
e) Intersection #10 (Old Schulte Road/Hansen Road):
• Signalize the intersection, and construct an additional westbound left turn lane,
eastbound left-turn and right-turn lanes, and a southbound left-turn lane.
f) New Schulte Road:
• Construct New Schulte Road from the eastern terminus of the Project Phase 1
network (east of Hansen Road) east to Lammers Road, as a two-lane road.
g)

Intersection #18 (New Schulte Road/Lammers Road)
• Signalize the intersection and construct a left-turn lane on the eastbound
approach, and right-turn lanes on the northbound and southbound approaches.

h) Intersection #19 (Old Schulte Road/Lammers Road):
• Install a signal and construct a left-turn lane on the eastbound approach, and
right-turn lanes on the northbound and eastbound approaches.
i)

Intersection #20 (Valpico Road/Lammers Road):
• Signalize the intersection and construct a left-turn lane on the southbound
approach.

A “trigger” analysis, provided in Table 4.14-12 in Section E.1.a.i, provides the estimated timing for
provision of each of the above mitigations, based on Project AM and PM peak hour trip generation. In
terms of when the above improvements would need to be constructed, as part of the application process for
each individual, site-specific development under the Specific Plan, the applicant will submit a trip
generation study for the development at issue or will fund the preparation of this study by the City’s
consultants. This information will be utilized by the City to determine whether the relevant trip generation
thresholds are met, taking into account past Project trip generation studies and the running cumulative
total. The City may also take actual traffic counts and operations at the mitigation locations into account
(funded by the applicant), in determining when specific improvements need to be constructed. With
construction of the required improvements at intersections 10, 18, 19, and 20, impacts to these identified
intersections would be less than significant.
j)

Mountain House Parkway/I-205 Bridge Maintenance: At the time a development application is
submitted to the City within the area north of new Schulte Road, the city will implement a monitoring
program, with yearly traffic counts to compare the increase in traffic volumes from the pre-existing
base line condition that uses I-205/Mountain House interchange. The difference or increase in the
traffic volume will be used to determine City’s fair share maintenance cost for on-going bridge
maintenance activities. Once 300 acres of the Specific Plan area has developed, the City of Tracy will
either enter into a tri-party agreement between Caltrans, MHCSD and the City to pay its fair share
maintenance cost or enter in to a separate agreement with MHCSD to pay its fair share maintenance
cost thereafter.
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The City may also take actual traffic counts and operations at the mitigation locations into account (funded
by the applicant), in determining when specific improvements need to be constructed. With construction of
the required improvements at intersections 10, 18, 19 and 20, impacts to these identified intersections
would be less than significant
Because the improvements to the freeway interchange intersections require the approval of Caltrans, the
impacts at intersections 1, 2, 6 and 7 remain significant and unavoidable.
TRANS-2/9: The Project will contribute to capacity improvements in San Joaquin County through payment
of the RTIF in accordance with applicable laws and regulations. However, because neither full funding for
the necessary improvements, which would involve the widening of Interstate 205, nor prioritization of such
improvements above others in the RTIF can be assured, the payment of regional traffic fees does not
guarantee to fully mitigate this impact.
TRANS-7: Each Project applicant will pay the applicable TMP Program Fee, the RTIF, and any other
applicable transportation fees that may be in place when individual projects are processed under the
Specific Plan in accordance with applicable laws and regulations.
TRANS-8: The Project will construct the following improvements, in accordance with then-applicable
engineering standards and requirements and as determined by the City Engineer:

a) Intersection #1 (Mountain House Parkway/I-205 Westbound Ramps):
• 2035 Plus Phase 1 mitigation: Change the striping from two left turns and one
through-right (which is recommended in Mitigation Measure TRANS- 1 to
mitigate the Existing Plus Phase 1 impact) to one through-left and two rightturn lanes, and change the signal phasing to allow westbound right turns and
southbound throughs to run concurrently on the same phase. Shall implement
this mitigation measure in coordination with Caltrans, when appropriate, based
on periodic traffic volume monitoring by the City. It is expected to be needed
hen both the southbound through and westbound left-turn volumes grow
substantially (in either peak hour), relative to the current volumes.
b) Intersection #4 (New Schulte Road/Mountain House Parkway):
• Signalize the intersection.
c) Intersection #18 (New Schulte Road/Lammers Road):
• Add a right-turn lane to the eastbound approach, for a mitigated configuration
of one left turn lane, two through lanes, and one right-turn lane.
d) Intersection #20 (Valpico Road/Lammers Road):
• Add a second southbound left-turn lane, for a mitigated configuration of two
left-turn lanes, three through lanes, and one right-turn lane.
e) Ramp metering, with two mixed-flow lanes and 1 HOV bypass lane for the eastbound I-205 loop
onramp.
TRANS-10: Each Project applicant will pay the applicable TMP Program Fee, the RTIF, and any other
applicable transportation fees that may be in place when individual projects are processed under the
Specific Plan in accordance with applicable laws and regulations.
In addition to the above mitigation, the following interchange improvements have been identified based on
2035 Plus Build-Out traffic turn movement projections derived from the roadway segment projections in
the DEIR. These mitigations will be provided through a combination of the City Transportation Master
Plan fee, state and federal funding sources. Planning, design and construction of these improvements will
require coordination between the City, Caltrans, Mountain House Community Facilities District, and the
San Joaquin County Council of Governments. Since the traffic projections for the 2035 Plus Build-Out
case, that form the basis for these improvement designs, are speculative due to uncertainty regarding how
long it will take for the Project to build out and regarding changes in regional land use and demographic
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changes over that period, the City will require that a re-assessment of traffic forecasts and projected
operating conditions at these two interchanges be performed upon completion of Phase 1 of the Project.
The re-assessment will include forecasts of traffic through Project Build-Out, to the appropriate
horizon year at the time the re-assessment occurs, and the forecasts will include all other
planned/projected land use growth and planned/funded infrastructure projects in Tracy and the region,
through the horizon year. Based on the re-assessment, the design and timing of the two interchange
improvements will be adjusted if appropriate, and the City will continue to work with the above agencies to
plan, design and construct the improvements based on the updated design and schedule. This process will
include all necessary steps to comply with the requirements of CEQA.
At the I-205/Mountain House Parkway Interchange, the City of Tracy will prepare a Project Study Report Project Development Support (PSR-PDS) document to study long-term improvements at the interchange,
using the appropriate cumulative conditions forecasts available at the time of PSR-PDS preparation, which
may be those in the FEIR, the volumes developed in the re-assessment described above, or another set of
updated forecasts that include build-out of Cordes Ranch Specific Plan and the Mountain House
community; the City will coordinate with Caltrans, San Joaquin County, Mountain House Community
Services District, and San Joaquin Council of Governments (SJCOG) in the preparation of the document.
The PSR-PDS will identify the interchange design for Cumulative Conditions based on one of the following
improvement options. The PSR-PDS will also identify the ultimate footprint of the interchange in order to
preserve the required right-of-way before development occurs in the vicinity of the I-205/Mountain House
Parkway Interchange. It is noted that Caltrans has indicated a preference for Option 3 because Caltrans
believes Option 3 would provide the best traffic operation.
a) Option #1 -- Signal Controlled Ramps with Existing Bridge: Construct a northbound-to-westbound
loop on-ramp, including relocation and potential widening of the westbound off-ramp, and
reconstructing the southbound to eastbound loop on-ramp to eliminate the free movement
b) Option #2: Signal Controlled Ramps with Widened Bridge: Construct a northbound-to-westbound loop
on-ramp, including relocation and potential widening of the westbound off-ramp, and reconstruct the
southbound to eastbound loop onramp to eliminate the free movement. In addition to the ramp
improvements, the existing bridge would be widened by one lane to accommodate the additional width
necessary to achieve improved LOS. The widening would occur within Caltrans existing right-of-way.
c) Option #3: Free Flow Ramps with Existing Bridge: Construct of a northbound-to-westbound loop
ramp, including relocation and potential widening of the westbound off-ramp to provide a second left
turn lane (for a total of one left-turn lane, one through-left, and two right-turn lanes) that operates in
the same phase as the southbound through movement.
Based on analysis of 2035 Plus Project Buildout Conditions, option #3, with a partial cloverleaf on both
the north and south sides of I-205 would provide acceptable LOS D conditions during both AM and PM
Peak Hour Conditions. Therefore, the PSR-PDS will identify the ultimate footprint of the interchange in
order to preserve the required right-of-way before development occurs in the vicinity of the I-205.Mountain
House Parkway Interchange.
At the I-580/Patterson Pass Interchange the City of Tracy will prepare a Project Study Report – Project
Development Support (PSR-PDS) document to study long-term improvement options at the interchange,
using the appropriate cumulative conditions forecasts available at the time of PSR-PDS preparation, which
may be those in the FEIR, the volumes developed in the re-assessment described above, or another set of
updated forecasts that include build-out of the Cordes Ranch Specific Plan and the Mountain House
community. The document will study the following interchange improvements. The City will coordinate
with Caltrans, San Joaquin County, and San Joaquin Council of Governments (SJCOG) in the preparation
of the document:
a) Construction of a partial cloverleaf (par-clo) interchange on the south side of I-580, and a spread
diamond configuration on the north side of I-580. This will provide the required right-of-way for a
northbound Patterson Pass to westbound I-580 loop on-ramp;
b) Add a two-lane southbound Patterson Pass to eastbound I-580 loop on-ramp with ramp metering;
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c) Provide ramp metering on the northbound to eastbound ramp and the southbound to westbound ramp;
d) Widen the bridge to four lanes
e) At the Patterson Pass/I-580 Eastbound Ramps intersection, on the northbound approach, provide on
through lane and one right-turn lane; southbound, one through lane and two right-turn lanes feeding
the loop on-ramp; and eastbound (I-580 off-ramp), one left-turn lane, one through-left, and one rightturn lane; and
f) At the Patterson Pass/I-580 Westbound Ramps intersection: on the northbound approach, one left-turn
lane and two through lanes; southbound, two through lanes and one right-turn lane; and westbound (I580 offramp), one through-left lane and two right-turn lanes.
These improvements will provide LOS C or better operation at the ramp terminal intersections, based on
2035 Plus Project Build-Out volumes estimated from the roadway segment volumes presented in the DEIR.
TRANS-14: Implement Mitigation Measures TRANS-7 and TRANS-10.

City of Tracy staff stated that the Master Developer of Cordes Ranch Specific Plan Area,
Prologis, is currently working on design of improvements at Intersections #6, #7 and #10. The
Developer will pay fair share cost of Intersection #19 and City will complete improvements in
accordance with City's CIP implementation plan and as approved by the City Engineer. All RTIF
and TMP fees were paid at the issuance of the building permits for the FedEx and Medline
facilities currently under construction.

Update:
MM PS-2: complete; (ongoing)
IM PS-2: complete; (ongoing)
TRANS-1: in progress (PSR/PDS complete); Intersection #2, #6, #7: in progress (interchange
upgrade PSR/PDS complete); Intersection #10: complete; New Schulte Road: in progress
(partially built); Intersection #18: limited activity; Intersection #19: in progress (fess paid, ROW
in progress); Intersection #20: limited activity; Tigger analysis: in progress; traffic counts: in
progress;
TRANS-2/9: in progress; (ongoing)
TRANS-7: in progress; (ongoing)
TRANS-8: Intersection #1: limited activity (PSR/PDS for interchange upgrade complete);
Intersection #4, #18, #20: limited activity (not triggered);
TRANS-10: complete; (ongoing and PSR/PDS complete)
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Status of 2014-2016 Development Projects with RCMP Impacts

____________________________________________________
Format of Development Project
Title of Development Project- Juridiction
Breif Summary of project
Associated Mitigation Measures:
Based on CEQA-mandated Enivronmental Impact Report and required Mitigation Measures Monitoring Reporting

Current project updates (if necessary and available)

____________________________________________________
South Lathrop Specific Plan– Lathrop
The City of Lathrop is undertaking the preparation of an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) to
study the proposed South Lathrop Specific Plan (SLSP) Project. The proposed project consists of
a request for City approval of the South Lathrop Specific Plan, associated applications and
annexation of the 315 acre specific plan into the City of Lathrop. The Land Use Plan proposes
approximately 10 acres of commercial office uses, 222 acres of limited industrial uses, and the
remaining 83 acres in open space, roads and public facility sites.
The Project site is south of the existing City of Lathrop city limits, located south of Vierra Road
and Yosemite Avenue, between two Union Pacific Railroad tracks that pass through southern
Lathrop, east of the I-5 freeway and north of SR-120.
Mitigation Measure 3.3-2:
Prior to the approval of improvement plans, the project proponent shall incorporate the following features into
project plans and specifications, consistent with adopted City of Lathrop Design and Construction Standards
(2007):
• Bus turnouts and transit improvements where requested by the San Joaquin RTD.
• Continuous public sidewalks adjacent to all proposed public streets.
• Pavement and striping for bike lanes/paths.
• Street lighting.
• Pedestrian signalization, signage and safety designs at signalized intersections.
• Shade trees to shade sidewalks in street-side landscaping areas.
• Require low-VOC cleaning supplies to be used by businesses and cleaning services within the Plan Area.
Mitigation Measure 3.3-3:
Prior to the approval of improvement plans, the project proponent shall prepare and implement a transportation
demand management (TDM) plan that includes, but is not limited to, the following measures subject to the review
and approval of the City of Lathrop:
• Provide secure bicycle parking in conjunction with commercial and office development.
• Provide designated vanpool parking spaces close to the employment center entry locations.
• Provide preferential carpool parking spaces close to the employment center entry locations.
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• Provide on-site amenities that encourage alternative transportation modes such as locker, shower, and secure
bike storage facilities.
• Provide on-site services such as personal mail boxes and day care that reduce mid-day trip generation.
• Provide information to business owners regarding the benefits of telecommuting options.
• Provide information to employees regarding carpooling, ride sharing and other available programs.
• Coordinate SJCOG’s Commute Connection Program
Mitigation Measure 3.14-1:
At the SR 120 / Yosemite Avenue interchange, the City of Lathrop in coordination with Caltrans will prepare a
Project Study Report – Project Development Support (PSR-PDS) document. Implementation of the following
mitigation measures would improve operations at the SR 120/Yosemite Avenue Interchange ramp-terminal
intersections to an acceptable level of service. Improvements needed to accommodate 50% Build-out of South
Lathrop Specific Plan.
1. Install traffic signal control at both ramp-terminal intersections and provide coordinated signal operation. An
evaluation of all applicable signal warrants should be conducted and additional factors (e.g., congestion, approach
conditions, driver confusion) should be considered before the decision to install a signal is made. 2. Widen the
eastbound and westbound off-ramps to accommodate one shared through/left-turn lane and a separate right-turn
lane. 3. Widen Guthmiller Road (south of SR 120) to four lanes to provide one through and one right turn lane on
the northbound approach. 4. Widen the eastbound and westbound diagonal on-ramps to provide three receiving
lanes (2 mixed-flow and 1 HOV) and ramp metering. Improvements needed to accommodate 100% Build-out of
South Lathrop Specific Plan are presented on Figure 3.14, and include the following 1. Widen the SR 120
undercrossing to four lanes with two through lanes and one left-turn lane on the northbound approach to the
westbound ramp-terminal intersection and on the southbound approach to the eastbound ramp-terminal
intersection. Tieback walls will be necessary to accommodate widening under SR 120 and will be identified as part
of a PSR/PDS. 2. Install traffic signal control at both ramp-terminal intersections and provide coordinated signal
operation. An evaluation of all applicable signal warrants should be conducted and additional factors (e.g.,
congestion, approach conditions, driver confusion) should be considered before the decision to install a signal is
made. 3. Widen the eastbound and westbound off-ramps to accommodate one shared through/left-turn lane and a
separate right-turn lane. 4. Widen the eastbound and westbound diagonal on-ramps to provide three receiving lanes
(2 mixed-flow and 1 HOV) and ramp metering. The City of Lathrop will participate with SJCOG, the City of
Manteca, and San Joaquin County in the preparation of a Corridor System Management Plan for SR 120 between
Mossdale junction I-5 to south junction SR 99 as part of the Tier 1 SR 120 Widening Project from four to six lanes.
In addition to the improvements identified above, the PSR/PDS will also include Intelligent Transportation System
(ITS) alternatives that will provide emergency vehicle access in the event of an emergency or natural disaster.
Alternatives may include either infra-red / GPS enabled traffic signal pre-emption and/or emergency vehicle access
via locked gates. These two study intersections are under Caltrans jurisdiction. The City of Lathrop would be
responsible for the intersection improvement, acquisition of right-of-way, and construction. However, Caltrans
would serve as the approval agency for the design and construction of proposed interchange / intersection
improvements.
Mitigation Measure 3.14-2:
The following mitigation measure would be required with completion and occupancy of 25% (1,072,000 square feet)
of the proposed project’s total development to improve operations at the Yosemite Avenue/Airport Way intersection
to an acceptable level of service:
Add an eastbound right turn lane with a storage pocket of 200 feet. This study intersection is in the City of Manteca.
The City of Lathrop would be responsible for the intersection improvement, acquisition of right-of-way, and the
construction of proposed intersection improvements.
Mitigation Measure 3.14-3: The following mitigation measures would potentially improve SR 120 operations to an
acceptable level of service:
• The project applicant shall pay the appropriate San Joaquin Regional Traffic Impact Fee (RTIF), which is
collecting fees from new developments to help fund widening of SR 120 to six lanes. The payment into the
RTIF program does not guarantee that the lead agency will necessarily spend these developer fees on a
specific improvement that mitigates a project impact.
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Mitigation Measure 3.14-4: The project applicant shall incorporate bus turnouts and shelters into the preparation
of the South Lathrop Specific Plan as required by the City’s General Plan.
Mitigation Measure 3.14-5: The project applicant has evaluated the ability to provide a secondary access point and
has determined that the feasibility and cost are prohibitive. As part of Mitigation Measure 3.14-1, the PSR/PDS will
also include Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) alternatives that will provide emergency vehicle access in the
event of an emergency or natural disaster. Alternatives may include either infra-red / GPS enabled traffic signal
pre-emption and/or emergency vehicle access via locked gates.
Mitigation Measure 3.14-6: At the SR 120 / Yosemite Avenue interchange, the City of Lathrop in coordination with
Caltrans will prepare a Project Study Report – Project Development Support (PSR-PDS) document. The project
applicant shall pay its fair share toward improvements to the SR 120/Yosemite Avenue Interchange to the City of
Lathrop, who will be the lead agency for the interchange improvement project. The project’s fair share traffic
contribution to these improvements is estimated to be 28 percent1. The following mitigation measures as shown in
Figure 3.14-13 would be necessary to provide acceptable operations under cumulative conditions:
1. Install traffic signal control at both ramp-terminal intersections and provide coordinated signal operation.
An evaluation of all applicable signal warrants should be conducted and additional factors (e.g.,
congestion, approach conditions, driver confusion) should be considered before the decision to install a
signal is made.
2. Widen the eastbound and westbound off-ramps to accommodate one left-turn lane, one shared through/leftturn lane and a separate right-turn lane.
3. Widen the eastbound and westbound diagonal on-ramps to provide three receiving lanes (2 mixed-flow and
1 HOV) and ramp metering.
4. Widen Yosemite Avenue (south of SR 120) to four lanes to provide two through and one right turn lane on
the northbound approach.
5. Widen the SR 120 undercrossing to accommodate six lanes including two through lanes in each direction,
two left-turn lanes on the northbound approach to the westbound ramp-terminal intersection and on the
southbound approach to the eastbound ramp-terminal intersection. Tieback walls will be necessary to
accommodate widening under SR 120.Relocate the westbound ramp-terminal intersection approximately
550 feet north of its current location to create an L-7 interchange configuration with a northbound
Yosemite Avenue to westbound SR 120 loop on-ramp. The two lane loop on-ramp would be metered and
would increase the westbound SR 120 weave distance between the Yosemite Avenue and the I-5 northbound
and southbound ramps.
The City of Lathrop will participate with SJCOG, the City of Manteca, and San Joaquin County in the preparation
of a Corridor System Management Plan for SR 120 between Mossdale junction I-5 to south junction SR 99 as part of
the Tier 1 SR 120 Widening Project from four to six lanes
Mitigation Measure 3.14-7: The project applicant shall pay its fair share toward improvements to the City of
Lathrop for the Lathrop Road/McKinley Avenue intersection, which is currently under construction and will be
signalized by December 2014. The project’s fair share traffic contribution to these improvements is estimated to be
0.8%2. The following mitigation measure as shown in Figure 3.14-13 would be necessary to provide acceptable
operations under cumulative conditions:
• Install traffic signal control; and
• Provide for protected eastbound to southbound left-turn signal phasing.
Mitigation Measure 3.14-8: The project applicant shall pay its fair share toward improvements to the Louise
Avenue/McKinley Avenue intersection. The project’s fair share traffic contribution to this intersection is estimated
to be 2.1 %3. The following mitigation measures as shown in Figure 3.14-13 would be necessary to provide
acceptable operations under cumulative conditions:
• Widen the eastbound approach to add one EB left-turn lane and one EB right-turn lane. Restripe the
shared left/through lane and shared through/right lane to two eastbound through lanes.
• Widen the westbound approach to add one WB left-turn lane and one WB right-turn lane. Restripe the
shared left/through lane and shared through/right lane to two westbound through lanes.
• Widen the northbound approach to add an additional NB left-turn lane.
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Optimize signals with protected left-turns signal phasing.
Mitigation Measure 3.14-9: The project applicant shall pay its fair share toward improvements to the SR
120/Airport Way interchange and Airport Way/Daniels Street intersection. The project’s fair share traffic
contribution to these intersections is estimated to be 1.6 % and 1.1 %4, respectively. The following mitigation
measures as shown in Figure 3.14-13 would be necessary to provide acceptable operations under cumulative
conditions:
SR 120/Airport Way Interchange
• Relocate the westbound ramp-terminal intersection approximately 180 feet south of its current location to
create a tight interchange configuration, which will increase the spacing to the Airport Way/Daniels Street
intersection.
• Construct loop on-ramps.
• Widen overcrossing to include two northbound and three southbound lanes.
• Widen SR 120 eastbound and westbound off-ramps to include two left-turn lanes and two right-turn lanes.
Airport Way/Daniels Street
• Restripe the southbound approach to add a third through lane and restripe the northbound approach to
add an exclusive right-turn lane.
• Restripe the eastbound Daniels Street approach to include one left-turn, one shared left/through lane, and
two right-turn lanes with right-turn overlap phasing.
The SR 120/Airport Way ramp-terminal intersections are under Caltrans jurisdiction and the Airport Way/Daniels
Street intersection is under City of Manteca jurisdiction.
Mitigation Measure 3.14-10: The project applicant shall pay appropriate San Joaquin County Regional Traffic
Impact Fee (RTIF), which is collecting fees from new development to help fund improvements to SR 120. The
payment into the RTIF program does not guarantee that the lead agency will necessarily spend these developer fees
on a specific improvement that mitigates a project impact.
The cumulative conditions analysis assumed the programmed widening of SR 120 from four to six lanes. These
improvements are partially paid for with the RTIF, which the development will be subject to. Without these assumed
improvements, freeway operations would be worse than described. In addition, the commercial components of the
project will generate additional revenues through the Measure K sales, which helps fund SR 120 improvements.
Additional improvements, beyond widening the SR 120 mainline to six lanes, are not currently planned or fully
funded. However, implementation of planned parallel arterial roadway improvements and system-wide operational
improvements such as ramp metering and auxiliary lane improvements, will benefit SR 120 mainline operation
during peak travel periods. Operational improvements will be developed through coordination with Caltrans during
the Encroachment Permit process associated with implementation of Mitigation Measure like 3.14-1. However, the
impact is considered significant and unavoidable because the improvements on SR 120 are within the jurisdiction
of Caltrans and because implementation of operational improvements, while beneficial, would not reduce the impact
to a less than significant level.

The City of Lathrop approved a Vesting Tentative Parcel Map (VTM-15-94) on April 18, 2016 to subdivide a
portion of the specific plan area to create 8 light industrial parcels, 1 commercial parcel and 7 parcels reserved
for open space, public utilities and right of way. The City of Lathrop approved a Site Plan Review (SPR-1643) for 6 concrete tilt-up warehouse buildings ranging in size from 300,000 sq. ft. to 1 million sq. ft. No
building permit application has been received and no construction has taken place.

Manteca Family Entertainment Zone – Manteca
Since 2010, the City of Manteca has been in the process of developing a plan for a comprehensive
multipurpose public use zone called the Manteca Family Entertainment Zone. The Plan will encompass
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multiple projects and parcels that will provide an extensive recreation complex featuring new and existing
recreation, park, water, sports and other leisure amenities.
Mitigation Measure 3.3-1: Prior to final approval for each individual phase of development, or portion of an
individual phase of development, the project proponent shall submit an Air Impact Assessment (AlA) application to
the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District for District Rule 9510 Indirect Source Review (ISR) to obtain
AlA approval from the District for the phase or portion of an individual phase of development that is to be
constructed. Prior to the issuance of a building permit of each individual phase or portion of an individual phase
of development, the project proponent shall incorporate mitigation measures into the proposed Project and
demonstrate compliance with District Rule 9510 including payment of all fees.
Mitigation Measure 3.3-2: Prior to the approval of improvement plans for each individual phase of development,
or portion of an individual phase of development, the project proponent shall incorporate the following features
into project plans:
• Bus turnouts and transit improvements where requested by the San Joaquin RTD.
• Continuous public sidewalks adjacent to all proposed public streets.
• Pavement and striping for bike lanes/paths.
• Street lighting.
• Pedestrian signalization, signage and safety designs at signalized intersections.
• Shade trees to shade sidewalks in street-side landscaping areas.
• Require low-VOC cleaning supplies to be used by businesses and cleaning services within the Project site.
Mitigation Measure 3.3-3: Prior to the approval of improvement plans for each individual phase of development,
or portion of an individual phase of development, the project proponent shall prepare and implement a
transportation demand management (TDM) plan that includes, but is not limited to, the following measures subject
to the review and approval of the City of Manteca:
• Provide secure bicycle parking in conjunction with each individual phase or project component.
• Provide designated vanpool parking spaces within the parking lots.
• Provide on-site amenities that encourage alternative transportation modes such as locker, shower, and
secure bike storage facilities.
• Coordinate SJCOG’s Commute Connection Program
Mitigation Measure 3.3-4: Prior to the approval of a Building Permit for each individual phase or portion of an
individual phase of development, the project proponent shall provide the City of Manteca with confirmation that
they have met with the SJVAPCD to explore the potential of entering into a Voluntary Emissions Reduction
Agreement (VERA) as a method to achieve emissions reductions in excess of District Rule 9510 (Indirect Source
Review) requirements and other mitigation measures required for the proposed Project. The City shall confirm
that the project proponent has made a good-faith effort to reduce emissions through a VERA taking into
consideration whether emissions reductions through a VERA can be accomplished in a successful manner within a
reasonable period of time, and taking into account economic, environmental, legal, social, and technological
factors.
Mitigation Measure 3.3-5: Prior to the commencement of construction activities for each individual phase, or a
portion of an individual phase of development, the project proponent shall prepare and submit a Dust Control
Plan that meets all of the applicable requirements of APCD Rule 8021, Section 6.3, for the review and approval of
the APCD Air Pollution Control Officer.
Mitigation Measure 3.3-6: During all construction activities, the project proponent shall implement dust control
measures, as required by APCD Rules 8011-8081, to limit Visible Dust Emissions to 20% opacity or less. Dust
control measures shall include application of water or chemical dust suppressants to unpaved roads and graded
areas, covering or stabilization of transported bulk materials, prevention of carryout or track out of soil materials
to public roads, limiting the area subject to soil disturbance, construction of wind barriers, access restrictions to
inactive sites as required by the applicable rules.
Mitigation Measure 3.3-7: During all construction activities, the project proponent shall implement the following
dust control practices identified in Tables 6-2 and 6-3 of the GAMAQI (San Joaquin Valley APCD, 2002):
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b.
c.
d.

All disturbed areas, including storage piles, which are not being actively utilized for construction
purposes, shall be effectively stabilized of dust emissions using water, chemical stabilizer/suppressant, or
vegetative ground cover.
All on-site unpaved roads and off-site unpaved access roads shall be effectively stabilized of dust
emissions using water or chemical stabilizer/suppressant.
All land clearing, grubbing, scraping, excavation, land leveling, grading, cut and fill, and demolition
activities shall control fugitive dust emissions by application of water or by presoaking.
When materials are transported off-site, all material shall be covered, effectively wetted to limit visible
dust emissions, or at least six inches of freeboard space from the has deemed as effective at reducing
erosion, controlling sediment, and managing runoff. These include: covering disturbed areas with mulch,
temporary seeding, soil stabilizers, binders, fiber rolls or blankets, temporary vegetation, and permanent
seeding. Sediment control BMPs, installing silt fences or placing straw wattles below slopes, installing
berms and other temporary run-on and runoff diversions. These BMPs are only examples of what should
be considered and should not preclude new or innovative approaches currently available or being
developed. Final selection of BMPs will be subject to approval by City of Manteca and the RWQCB. The
SWPPP will be kept on site during construction activity and will be made available upon request to
representatives of the RWQCB.

Mitigation Measure 3.6-2: Prior to earthmoving activities for any individual phase, or a portion of an individual
phase, a certified geotechnical engineer, or equivalent, shall be retained to perform a final geotechnical evaluation
of the soils at a design-level for the area to be graded in the individual phase as required by the requirements of
the California Building Code Title 24, Part 2, Chapter 18, Section 1803.1.1.2 related to expansive soils and other
soil conditions. The evaluation shall be prepared in accordance with the standards and requirements outlined in
California Building Code, Title 24, Part 2, Chapter 16, Chapter 17, and Chapter 18, which addresses structural
design, tests and inspections, and soils and foundation standards. The final geotechnical evaluation shall include
design recommendations to ensure that soil conditions do not pose a threat to the health and safety of people or
structures. The grading and improvement plans, as well as any building plans shall be designed in accordance
with the recommendations provided in the final geotechnical evaluation for that individual phase or a portion of an
individual phase.
Mitigation Measure 3.7-1: To reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Energy Consumption, the project proponent
shall institute measures to reduce wasteful, inefficient and
unnecessary consumption of energy during construction, operation, and maintenance/landscaping. As the
individual phases, or portions of individual phases, are designed and undergo Design Review by the City of
Manteca, there should be an explanation as to why certain measures were incorporated in the individual phases,
or portions of individual phases and why other measures were dismissed. The following measures should be
incorporated into the individual phases, or portions of individual phases, as applicable:
• Increase transit accessibility in the Plan Area by ensuring a minimum distance of 0.2 miles to transit
stops
• Ensure that the pedestrian network within the Plan Area connects to offsite pedestrian networks
• Provide traffic calming measures on all street segments and intersections
• Exceed Title 24 by 15% for energy and green building standards (using a baseline of 2015 Title 24
requirements)
• Install high efficiency lighting and appliance within all buildings
• Apply a water conservation strategy to achieve a 15% reduction in indoor/outdoor water usage (using a
baseline of 2015 average water usage)
• Install recycled water infrastructure within the outdoor landscaping areas, including medians, to make
the project available for the use of reclaimed water. The City’s reclaimed water system is anticipated in
the reasonably foreseeable future, but to the extent that the City’s reclaimed water system is not available
to provide recycled water for irrigation irrigate outdoor landscaping of an individual phase, or portion of
the individual phase, the project proponent must still install recycled water infrastructure such that it can
be connected when the City’s reclaimed water system becomes available.
• Install low-flow faucets, toilets, and showers as applicable
• Use water-efficient irrigation systems throughout the Plan Area
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Institute Recycling and Composting Services to achieve a 50% reduction in waste disposal (compared to a
baseline of a business as usual approach in 2015)

Mitigation Measure 3.14-1: The project proponent shall provide Class II bicycle lanes in each direction of
Daniels Street westerly from its existing terminus to McKinley Avenue
Mitigation Measure 3.14-2: The project proponent shall pay its fair share cost for each individual phase, or
portion of individual phase of the development, toward the following improvements at the SR 120/Airport Way
interchange:
• Relocate the westbound ramp-terminal intersection approximately 180 feet south of its current location,
which will increase the spacing to the Airport Way/Daniels Street intersection.
• Construct loop on-ramps.
• Widen overcrossing to include two northbound and three southbound lanes.
• Widen SR 120 eastbound and westbound off-ramps to include two left-turn lanes and two right-turn lanes
approaching Airport Way.
The fair share cost shall be determined through traffic studies prepared for the individual phase, or portion of the
individual phase of the development. The fair share cost shall be paid at the time improvement plans are approved
for the individual phase, or portion of the individual phase.
Mitigation Measure 3.14-3: The project proponent shall pay its fair share cost of adding
the following improvements to the Airport Way/Daniels Street intersection. Alternatively, the City could decide to
include this improvement in its draft PFIP, with the City being responsible to construct the improvement when
warranted:
• Reconfigure the southbound approach to add a third through lane.
• Restripe the eastbound Daniels Street approach to include one left-turn, one shared left/through lane, and
two right-turn lanes with right-turn overlap phasing.
The fair share cost shall be determined through traffic studies prepared for the individual phase, or portion of the
individual phase of the development. The fair share cost shall be paid at the time improvement plans are approved
for the individual phase, or portion of the individual phase.
Mitigation Measure 3.14-4: The project proponent shall pay its fair share cost of installing a traffic signal at the
Airport Way/Wawona Street intersection. Alternatively, the City could decide to include this improvement in its
draft PFIP, with the City being responsible to construct the improvement when warranted.
The fair share cost shall be determined through traffic studies prepared for the individual phase, or portion of the
individual phase of the development. The fair share cost shall be paid at the time improvement plans are approved
for the individual phase, or portion of the individual phase.
Mitigation Measure 3.14-5: The project proponent shall pay its fair share cost of adding the following
improvements to the Airport Way/Yosemite Avenue intersection. Alternatively, the City could decide to include this
improvement in its draft PFIP, with the City being responsible to construct the improvement when warranted:
• Widen the eastbound and westbound Yosemite Avenue approaches to include dual left-turn lanes.
The fair share cost shall be determined through traffic studies prepared for the individual phase, or portion of the
individual phase of the development. The fair share cost shall be paid at the time improvement plans are approved
for the individual phase, or portion of the individual phase.
Mitigation Measure 3.14-6: Each subsequent individual phase or portion of a subsequent individual phase of
development shall be subject to additional traffic studies to analyze potentially significant transportation system
impacts and identify mitigation measures that lessen their significance, including fair share costs.

The status of the Manteca Family Entertainment Zone (FEZ) project is that the Master Plan was adopted
by the City; however, the master plan will be revised to accommodate a change in the alignment of
Daniels Street to allow for a larger project area along the Hwy. 120 frontage. This change requires a
change to balance of the master plan and either an addendum to the EIR or supplemental EIR. In the
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meantime, the City is moving forward with initial phases of planned installation of utilities and
environmental remediation of the shooting range.

South of Woodward Avenue Project– Manteca
The proposed project site is located in San Joaquin County, within the City of Manteca Sphere of
Influence. The City of Manteca City limits make up the project’s western, northern, and eastern
boundaries. The proposed project consists of six parcels (APNs 224-050-11, -12, -13; 226-140- 01, -02,
and -03), totaling approximately 193.6 acres. The project site is bounded by E. Woodward Avenue to the
north and the Hat Ranch property to the south; agricultural land to the east, and Pillsbury Road to the
west.
Mitigation Measure 4.12-1: Prior to issuance of each building permit, the project applicant shall pay the applicable
PFIP fee.
Mitigation Measure 4.12-6: Prior to the beginning of construction, the applicant shall prepare a construction
traffic management plan to the satisfaction of the City Engineer. The plan shall ensure that acceptable operating
conditions are maintained on local roadways during peak travel hours.
Mitigation Measure 4.12-8(a): Prior to the issuance of building permits, the project applicant shall pay the
appropriate fee into the Manteca-Ripon Sub-Regional Fee Program, which would help fund the SR 99/Raymus
Expressway/River Road Expressway Interchange (including approach/departure roadways). In the event the fee
program has not been adopted, the project applicant shall
instead pay a fair share toward the planned SR 99/Raymus Expressway/River Road Expressway interchange to the
satisfaction of the City Engineer.
Mitigation Measure 4.12-8(b): Prior to the issuance of building permits, the project applicant shall pay a fair share
toward the upgrade of the SR 120/Main Street interchange to the satisfaction of the City Engineer.
Mitigation Measure 4.12-8(c): Prior to the issuance of building permits, the project applicant shall pay a fair share
toward the following surface street improvements (unless otherwise noted below) to the satisfaction of the City
Engineer:
• Main Street / Industrial Park Drive – Restripe the westbound approach to provide a left-turn lane, shared
left/through lane, and right-turn lane. Operate the eastbound and westbound approaches with split
phasing. Extend the northbound left-turn lanes from 150 to 300 feet.
• Moffat Boulevard / Industrial Park Drive – Reoptimize signal timing.
• Provide coordinated signal operations at the SR 120/Main Street interchange and Main Street / Atherton
Drive intersection.
• Widen Main Street to six lanes from south of SR 120 to Woodward Avenue (remaining four lanes south of
Woodward Avenue).
• Main Street / Atherton Drive – Extend the northbound left-turn lane to 300 feet and provide an eastbound
right-turn overlap phase.
• Widen Woodward Avenue to consist of two lanes in each direction approaching and departing Main Street.
• Woodward Avenue/Buena Vista Drive - Install Traffic Signal.
• Woodward Avenue/Van Ryn Avenue - Install Traffic Signal.
• Woodward Avenue/Pillsbury Road - Install Traffic Signal.
• Woodward Avenue/Atherton Drive - Install Traffic Signal.
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Moffat Boulevard/Austin Road - Provide an eastbound right-turn overlap phase.

Mitigation Measure 4.12-8(d): Implement Mitigation Measure 4.12-1(a): The applicant shall pay the
required PFIP fee.
Mitigation Measure 4.12-9: Implement Mitigation Measure 4.12-8(a) (Pay appropriate fee into the Manteca-Ripon
Sub-Regional Fee Program).

The Manteca South of Woodward Avenue (SOWA) project is under construction.

Tracy Hills Specific Plan- Tracy
The Tracy Hills Specific Plan area encompasses approximately 2,731.6 acres within the southern portion
of the City of Tracy surrounding the existing interchange at Corral Hollow Road and the proposed
Lammers Road interchange on Interstate 580 (I‐580).
Mitigation Measure 4.12-8b: As part of the development process for each individual site-specific development
under the Specific Plan, the applicant shall pay its applicable development impact fees for wastewater facilities
prior to issuance of first certificate of occupancy.
Mitigation Measure 4.13-2: To achieve compliance with CIR-3 Policy P4 and P6, the bicycle and pedestrian
improvement connections from the THSP to the Citywide Network shall be implemented when the roadway
infrastructure is required as determined at approval of each final map or issuance of building permits by the City
Engineer. The pedestrian and bicycle facilities are included in the City of Tracy’s typical cross sections and in the
City TIF. Bicycle and pedestrian facilities within the THSP area shall be implemented with each building permit
application/final map approval. Widening Corral Hollow Road and constructing and widening Lammers Road shall
be in place when the project generates 2,588 AM peak hour trips.
Mitigation Measure 4.13-5a: As shown in Table 4.13-20, Existing Plus Project 2035 Intersection Delay & LOS
Mitigations the following mitigations are required to obtain acceptable LOS based on development of the Project as
assumed for year 2035. Triggers based on the volume of traffic generated by the Project in year 2035 are identified
in Table 4.13-68 at the end of the chapter:
• Intersection #1 (Corral Hollow Road / I-580 EB Ramps) Signalize the intersection and widen the I-580
overcrossing to four through lanes. The northbound approach shall be reconstructed to include two
northbound through lanes and a northbound rightturn lane. The southbound approach shall include two
southbound through lanes and a southbound left-turn lane, and the eastbound approach shall include a
shared eastbound through/right-turn lane and an eastbound left-turn lane. This mitigation is beyond the
scope of improvements identified in the adopted TMP. The Applicant has the option of constructing the I580 interchange improvements only to the extent identified in the adopted TMP if the Applicant also
implements the Lammers Interchange (as identified in the adopted TMP). Either of these options will fully
mitigate the impact. The TMP improvement includes only the reconstruction of the northbound approach to
include a northbound through lane and a shared northbound through/right-turn lane. On the southbound
approach, only the reconstruction to include a southbound left-turn lane and two southbound through
lanes. And on the eastbound approach, only the reconstruction to include an eastbound left-turn lane, a
shared eastbound left/through lane, and an eastbound right turn lane. This intersection shall be
interconnected with
• Intersection #2: Corral Hollow Road / I-580 WB Ramps. The Applicant shall, in collaboration with the City
Engineer and Caltrans, commence with a Project Study Report (PSR) for the interchange improvements for
Corral Hollow Road and Lammers Road. The PSR shall commence immediately following the approval of
this Project Application by the City of Tracy and the Interchange shall be improved when the project will
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generate its Intersection #2 (Corral Hollow Road/ I-580 WB Ramps) - Signalize the intersection, widen the
I-580 overcrossing to four through lanes, and construct a westbound loop on-ramp to accommodate
Project 2035 conditions. The northbound approach shall be reconstructed to include two northbound
through lanes and two northbound right-turn lanes which lead to the loop on-ramp. The southbound
approach shall include two southbound through lanes and one southbound right-turn lane, and the
westbound approach shall include one shared westbound through/left-turn lane and one westbound rightturn lane. This mitigation is beyond the scope of improvements identified in the adopted TMP. The
Applicant has the option of constructing the I-580 interchange improvements only to the extent identified in
the adopted TMP if the Applicant also implements the Lammers Interchange (as identified in the adopted
TMP). Either of these options will fully mitigate the impact. The TMP improvement includes only the
reconstruction of the northbound approach to include a northbound left-turn lane and a northbound
through lane. On the southbound approach, only the reconstruction to include a southbound right-turn lane
and two southbound through lanes. And on the westbound approach, only the reconstruction to include a
shared westbound through/left-turn lane and a channelized westbound right-turn lane. This intersection
shall be interconnected with Intersection #1: Corral HollowRoad / I-580 EB Ramps. The Applicant shall, in
collaboration with the City Engineer and Caltrans, commence with a Project Study Report (PSR) for the
interchange improvements for Corral Hollow Road and Lammers Road. The PSR shall commence
immediately following the approval of this Project Application by the City of Tracy and the Interchange
shall be improved when the project willgenerate its 2,588 AM peak hour trip, which would be generated by
a mix of office, retail, industrial and residential land uses. The applicant shall submit a trip generation
calculation with each building permit application and/or final map approval as directed bythe City
Engineer. If the trip generation indicates 2,588 AM peak hour trips or more, the interchange shall be
improved before issuance of such building permit and/or final map approval. The intersection falls under
Caltrans jurisdiction.
Intersection #3 (Corral Hollow Road /Spine Road) –Signalize the intersection and improve the northbound
approach to include a northbound left-turn lane, two northbound through lanes, and a northbound
rightturn lane. The southbound approach shall include two southbound left-turn lanes, two southbound
through lanes, and a southbound right-turn lane. The eastbound approach shall include an eastbound
leftturn lane, an eastbound through lane, and an eastbound right-turn lane. The westbound approach shall
include two westbound left-turn lanes, a westbound through lane, and a westbound right-turn lane. The
construction of Corral Hollow's approaches to four through lanes is within the scope of improvements
identified in the adopted TMP, while Spine Road and the north and southbound turn lanes into the Project
site from Corral Hollow Road are not, and thus, are the responsibility of the Applicant. If the Applicant
chooses to also construct the Lammers Road Interchange, the mitigation decreases as follows: Construct
the northbound approach to include a northbound right turn lane, a northbound through lane and a shared
northbound through/right-turn lane. Construct the southbound approach to include a southbound left-turn
lane, two southbound throughlanes, and a southbound right-turn lane. The westbound approach shall be
constructed to include a westbound left-turn lane, a westbound through lane, and a westbound right-turn
lane. No decreased mitigations would be triggered for the eastbound approach. Either of these options will
fully mitigate the impact. The intersection shall be improved at the issuance of the first building permit.
Intersection #4 (Corral Hollow Road / Linne Road) – Signalize the intersection and reconstruct the
northbound approach to include a northbound right turn lane and a northbound through lane. The
southbound approach shall include a southbound leftturnlane and a southbound through lane, and the
westbound approach shall remain a shared westbound left/right-turn lane. This signal shall be
interconnected with the controller at the railroad crossing and improvements shall be constructed at the
railroad crossing gates Prior to approval of the first tentative map for the project, the City Engineer will
identify which of the foregoing improvements, if any, are eligible for funding with the City’s TIF funds.
Approval of the railroad crossing improvements falls under the jurisdiction of UPRR and the CA PUC. The
Applicant shall, in collaboration with the City Engineer and UPRR/CA PUC, commence with a preliminary
and final design process for the intersection and railroad crossing improvements. For those improvements
determined by the City Engineer to be eligible for funding with City TIF funds, Applicant shall be
responsible for paying its fair share of the costs of such improvements. For those improvements determined
by the City Engineer not to be eligible for funding with City TIF funds, Applicant shall be responsible for
paying the full costs of such improvements. The intersection shall be improved when the project will
generate its 468 PM peak hour trips, which could be generated by a mix of office, retail, industrial and
residential land uses. The applicant shall submit a trip generation calculation with each building permit

44

•

•

•

•

•

•

application and/or final map approval as directed by the City Engineer. If the trip generation indicates 468
PM peak hour trips or more, the intersection shall be improved before issuance of such subsequent
building permit and/or final map approval. Approval of the railroad improvements falls under the
jurisdiction of UPRR and CA PUC.
Intersection #5 (Tracy Boulevard / Linne Road) – Signalize the intersection and reconstruct the southbound
approach to include a shared southbound through/left-turn lane and a southbound right-turn lane.
Construct the eastbound approach to include an eastbound left-turn lane and a shared eastbound
through/right-turn lane. The westbound approach shall remain a shared westbound left/through/rightturn
lane and the northbound approach shall remain a shared northbound through/left/right-turn lane. This
signal shall be interconnected with the controller at the railroad crossing and improvements shall be
constructed at the railroad crossing gates. Approval of the railroad improvements falls under the
jurisdiction of UPRR and CA PUC. The applicant shall, in collaboration with the City Engineer and
UPRR/CA PUC, commence with a preliminary and final design process for the intersection improvements.
Prior to approval of the first tentative map for the project, the City Engineer will identify which of the
foregoing improvements, if any, are eligible for funding with the City’s TIF funds. For those improvements
determined by the City Engineer to be eligible for funding with City TIF funds, Applicant shall be
responsible for paying its fair share of the costs of such improvements. For those improvements determined
by the City Engineer not to be eligible for funding with City TIF funds, Applicant shall beresponsible for
paying the full costs of such improvements. The intersection shall be improved when the project will
generate its 469 PM peak hour trips, which could be generated by a mix of office, retail, industrial and
residential land uses. The applicant shall submit a trip generation calculation with each building permit
application and/or final map approval as directed by the City Engineer. If the trip generation indicates 469
PM peak hour trips or more, the intersection shall be improved before issuance of such building permit.
Intersection #7 (Corral Hollow Road / Valpico Road) – Signalize the intersection and reconstruct the
southbound, eastbound, and westbound approaches to each include a left-turn lane and a shared
through/right-turn lane. Reconstruct the northbound approach to include one left-turn lane, one through
lane, and one right-turn lane. The Improvement for widening Corral Hollow Road is a TMP improvement,
is currently being planned and shall be funded by the City TIF. With implementation of the Corral Hollow
Road/Valpico Road widening project, the impact would be fully mitigated.
Intersection #9 (Corral Hollow Road / New Schulte Road) - Reconstruct the westbound approach to
include a westbound left-turn lane, one westbound through lanes and right turn lane, and a one westbound
right-turn lane. The northbound, southbound, and eastbound approaches are to remain as they are in
Existing Conditions. The City has an approved and funded CIP project that would add the westbound right
turn lane. With implementation of the right turn lane, the impact would be fully mitigated.
Intersection #10 (Lammers Road / Old Schulte Road) - Signalize the intersection and reconstruct the
northbound approach to include a northbound leftturn lane and a northbound through lane. Reconstruct
the southbound approach to include a southbound right-turn lane and a southbound through lane. The
eastbound approach shall remain as it is in Existing Conditions. However, the City has established a CIP
Project for this interim improvement and partial funds have already been collected from other development
projects as fair share payments and these other development projects funded the addition of the northbound
left-turn lane only. The Applicant shall pay a proportionate share for the interim capacity improvements.
These fees will be payable at the issuance of the first building permit for the Project. The addition of the
southbound right-turn lane and signal modifications required when the project generates 2,588 trips. The
Applicant shall be responsible for paying its fair share of the costs of such improvements. For those
improvements determined by the City Engineer not to be eligible for funding with City TIF funds, Applicant
shall be responsible for paying the full costs of the CIP interim improvements prior to issuance of the first
building permit. A portion of the ROW required for widening this intersection falls with San Joaquin
jurisdiction.
Intersection #13 (Mountain House Parkway / I-580 EB Ramps) – Signalize the intersection. The City has
approved the Medline, FedEx, and Building 1 and 2 projects which have been conditioned to implement
this improvement to mitigate their respective impacts. With anticipated installation of the signal, the
Project will have no additional impact at this intersection. This intersection falls under Caltrans
jurisdiction.
Intersection #14 (Mountain House Parkway / I-580 WB Ramps) – Signalize the intersection. The City has
approved the Medline, FedEx, and Building 1 and 2 projects which have been conditioned to implement
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this improvement to mitigate their respective impacts. With anticipated installation of the signal, the
Project will have no additional impact at this intersection and thus the pplicant is not responsible for this
mitigation. This intersection falls under Caltrans jurisdiction.
Intersection #23 (Internal Intersection along S. Tracy Hills Road) – Signalize the intersection and construct
the northbound approach to include a shared northbound through/left-turn lane and a channelized
northbound right-turn lane. The southbound approach shall include dual southbound left-turn lanes and a
shared southbound through/right turn lane. The eastbound approach shall include an eastbound leftturn
lane and a shared eastbound through/right-turn lane. The westbound approach shall include a westbound
left-turn lane, two westbound through lanes, and a westbound right-turn lane. This improvement is the
responsibility of the Applicant and shall be implemented at the time this area and roadways develop, and
before the first building permit for this area is issued.
Intersection #36 (Corral Hollow Road / Tennis Lane) – Construct a median along Corral Hollow Road and
allow only left –in’s and right-in-right-out turns on both approaches of Tennis Lane. This improvement
shall be added to the City TMP and TIF. The Project will have no impact after implementation of this
improvement. The City shall implement this improvement.

Mitigation Measure 4.13-5b: Construct the first two lanes of the future four lane arterial along Corral Hollow
Road between Linne Road and the railroad tracks south of Golden Leaf Lane. Construct new street segments along
Corral Hollow Road to a four lane arterial from S. Tracy Hills Road to Linne Road. This mitigation also requires
the construction of Lammers Road as a four lane expressway/parkway between I-580 and Kimball High School.
Operational analysis at the intersections of Corral Hollow Road with Linne Road and Valpico Road indicate that
one through lane in each direction along Corral Hollow Road would maintain acceptable intersection LOS
standards of D or better. Intersections govern street network operations in an urban environment, and the roadway
segment capacity analysis omits intersection operations. Thus, widening of the street segments beyond the required
capacity at the intersections is not required. The construction of two lanes of the future four lane facility is required
to extend the current design life of Corral Hollow Road. The portion of this widening between Linne and Golden
Leaf Lane is a City project and fully funded by the City TIF. The Applicant shall, through payment of the City TIF,
contribute its fair share towards this improvement. The roadway shall include either a Class I or a Class 2 bicycle
facility and pedestrian facilities. Roadway improvements must be completed prior to the project generating 2,588
AM peak hour trips. Sections of Corral Hollow and Lammers Road fall within the jurisdiction of San Joaquin
County. The Applicant shall, in collaboration with the City Engineer, UPRR/PUC, the Department of Reclamation,
and San Joaquin County, commence with a preliminary and final design process for the roadway improvements at
the issuance of the first building permit for the Project.
Mitigation Measure 4.13-6a: As shown in Table 4.13-27, Existing Plus Project Buildout Intersection Delay & LOS
Mitigations the following mitigations are required, triggers are identified in Table 4.13-68 at the end of the chapter:
• Intersection #1 (Corral Hollow Road / I-580 EB Ramps) – Signalize the intersection and widen the I- 580
overcrossing to four through lanes. In addition, reconstruct the eastbound approach to include an
eastbound left-turn lane, a shared eastbound left/through lane, and two eastbound right-turn lanes.
Reconstruct the northbound approach to include two northbound through lanes and a northbound rightturn
lane. Reconstruct the southbound approach to include a southbound left-turn lane and two southbound
through lanes to accommodate Project Buildout conditions. This mitigation is beyond the scope of
improvements identified in the adopted TMP. The Applicant has the option of constructing the I-580
interchange improvements only to the extentidentified in the adopted TMP if the Applicant also implements
the Lammers Road Interchange (as identified in the adopted TMP). Either of these options will fully
mitigate the impact. The TMP improvement includes only the reconstruction of the northbound approach to
a northbound through lane and a shared northbound through/right-turn lane. On the southbound
approach, only the reconstruction to a southbound left-turn lane and two southbound through lanes, and on
the eastbound approach, the reconstruction to an eastbound left-turn lane, a shared eastbound left/through
lane, and an eastbound right turn lane. This intersection shall be interconnected with Intersection #2:
Corral Hollow Road / I-580 WB Ramps. The Applicant shall, in collaboration with the City Engineer and
Caltrans, commence with a Project Study Report (PSR) for the interchange improvements when the Project
Application is approved by the City of Tracy. The intersection falls under Caltrans jurisdiction.
• Intersection #2 (Corral Hollow Road / I-580 WB Ramps) - Signalize the intersection, widen the I-580
overcrossing to four through lanes and construct a westbound loop on-ramp. Reconstruct the northbound
approach to include two northbound through lanes and two northbound right-turn lanes leading into the
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loop on-ramp. Reconstruct the southbound approach to include two southbound through lanes and a
southbound right-turn lane, and reconstruct the eastbound approach to include a shared eastbound
through/left-turn lane and an eastbound right-turn lane to accommodate Project Buildout conditions. This
mitigation is beyond the scope of improvements identified in the adopted TMP. The Applicant has the
option of constructing the I-580 interchange improvements only to the extent identified in the adopted TMP
if the Applicant also implements the Lammers Road Interchange (as identified in the adopted TMP). Either
of these options would fully mitigate the impact if timed concurrent with the triggers identified above. The
TMP improvement includes only the reconstruction of the northbound approach to a northbound left-turn
lane and a northbound through lane. On the southbound approach, the reconstruction to a southbound
right-turn lane and two southbound through lanes, and on the westbound approach, the reconstruction to a
shared westbound through/leftturn lane and a channelized westbound right-turn lane. This intersection is
interconnected with Intersection #1: Corral Hollow Road / I-580 EB Ramps. The Applicant shall, in
collaboration with the City Engineer and Caltrans, commence with a Project Study Report (PSR) for the
interchange improvements. The intersection falls under Caltrans jurisdiction.
Intersection #13 (Mountain House Parkway / I-580 EB Ramps) – Refer to Mitigation 4.13-5a.
Intersection #14 (Mountain House Parkway / I-580 WB Ramps) – Refer to Mitigation 4.13-5a

Mitigation Measure 4.13-7a: Mitigation measures below are feasible, but have no identified or committed funding
mechanism, and thus the impact is considered significant and unavoidable. As shown in Table 4.13-40, Cumulative
Plus Project 2035 Intersection Delay & LOS Mitigations the following mitigations are required, triggers are
identified in Table 4.13-68 at the end of the chapter:
• Intersection #35 (Linne Road / MacArthur Drive) – Signalize the intersection and reconstruct the
southbound approach to include one southbound leftturn lane, one southbound through lane, and one
southbound right-turn lane, reconstruct the eastbound approach to include an eastbound left-turn lane and
a shared eastbound through/right-turn lane, reconstruct the westbound approach to include a westbound
leftturn lane, one westbound through lane, and one westbound right-turn lane. No additional lanes are
required on the northbound approach. This signal shall be interconnected with the controller at the
railroad crossing and improvements shall be constructed at the railroad crossing gates. This intersection
falls under the jurisdiction of San Joaquin County and UPRR/ CA PUC and no CIP project is identified.
The Applicant shall pay a fair share contribution to the improvement and the improvement shall be
implemented by the time the Project generates 1,420 trips. The Applicant shall in collaboration with the
City Engineer, UPRR/CAPUC, and San Joaquin County, commence with a preliminary and final design
process for the intersection improvements before issuance of the first building permit.
• Intersection #36 (Corral Hollow Road / Tennis Lane) – Signalize the intersection or construct a median
along Corral Hollow Road and allow only left-ins and right-in-right-out turns on both approaches of
Tennis Lane. This improvement shall be added to the City TMP and TIF. The Project will have no impact
after implementation of this improvement. The City will implement the improvement as part of their CIP
program.
Mitigation Measure 4.13-7b: The Applicant shall pay the applicable City TIF, County TIF, SJCOG RTF, the JPA
TIF, and any other applicable transportation fees that may be in place when individual projects are processed under
the THSP in accordance with applicable laws and regulations.
Mitigation Measure 4.13-8b: The Applicant shall pay the applicable City TIF, County TIF, SJCOG RTF, the JPA
TIF, and any other applicable transportation fees that may be in place when individual projects are processed under
the THSP in accordance with applicable laws and regulations.
Mitigation Measure 4.13-8d: The Applicant shall submit site-specific trip generation and traffic assignments to
determine triggers warranting improvements as identified in the City TMP and this EIR.
Mitigation Measure 4.13-9a: As shown in Table 4.13-28, Existing Plus Buildout Intersection Delay & LOS
Mitigations the following mitigations are required to obtain acceptable LOS.
• Intersection #L1 (Greenville Road / Patterson Pass Road) - The City of Livermore has identified the
installation of a signal at this intersection and the reconstruction of all approaches to include left-turn
lanes. With this improvement the intersection would operate at acceptable conditions. Per the Settlement
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Agreement, as referred to on pages 6-9, the Applicant shall pay $1,000 per residential unit to the JPA TIF
to partially mitigate its impact. In addition, the Applicant shall pay $500 per residential dwelling unit paid
at building permit issuance, said fee to be adjusted by no more than 2.5% per annum for increases in the
cost of living as determined annually by the Engineering News Record (ENR) index for road construction
costs. A dollar for dollar credit up to $500 for payment of the SJCOG fee and up to $500 for
implementation of TDM measures will apply to these fees per the Settlement Agreement. The fee credit
portion for TDM measures, shall be calculated at the time each building permit is issued as the project is
constructed. The calculation of this fee credit shall be overseen by the City Engineer.
Intersection #L2 (Greenville Road /Tesla Road) – The City of Livermore has identified the installation of a
signal at this intersection. With this improvement the intersection would operate at acceptable conditions.
Per the Settlement Agreement, as referred to on pages 6-9, the Applicant shall pay $1,000 per residential
unit to the JPA TIF partially to mitigate its impact. In addition, the Applicant shall pay $500 per residential
dwelling unit paid at building permit issuance, said fee to be adjusted by no more than 2.5% per annum for
increases in the cost of living as determined annually by the Engineering News Record (ENR) index for
road construction costs. A dollar for dollar credit up to $500 for payment of the SJCOG fee and up to $500
for implementation of TDM measures will apply to these fees per the Settlement Agreement. The fee credit
portion for TDM measures, shall be calculated at the time each building permit is issued as the project is
constructed. The calculation of this fee credit shall be overseen by the City Engineer.
Intersection #L3 (Concannon Boulevard / Livermore Avenue) - The City of Livermore has not identified
any improvements at this intersection; however, optimization of signal timing improves the operating
conditions to acceptable conditions. Per the Settlement Agreement, as referred to on pages 6-9, the
Applicant shall pay $1,000 per residential unit to the JPA TIF to partially mitigate its impact. In addition,
the Applicant shall pay $500 per residential dwelling unit paid at building permit issuance, said fee to be
adjusted by no more than 2.5% per annum for increases in the cost of living as determined annually by the
Engineering News Record (ENR) index for road construction costs. A dollar for dollar credit up to $500
for payment of the SJCOG fee and up to $500 for implementation of TDM measures will apply to these fees
per the Settlement Agreement. The fee credit portion for TDM measures, shall be calculated at the time
each building permit is issued as the project is constructed. The calculation of this fee credit shall be
overseen by the City Engineer.
Intersection #L5 (Isabel Avenue / Vallecitos Road) - The City of Livermore has identified the reconstruction
of the westbound approach at the intersection to include a left-turn lane and a shared left/right-turn lane.
With this improvement the intersection would operate at acceptable conditions. Per the Settlement
Agreement, as referred to on pages 6-9, the Applicant shall pay $1,000 per residential unit to the JPA TIF
to partially mitigate its impact. In addition, the Applicant shall pay $500 per residential dwelling unit paid
at building permit issuance, said fee to be adjusted by no more than 2.5% per annum for increases in the
cost of living as determined annually by the Engineering News Record (ENR) index for road construction
costs. A dollar for dollar credit up to $500 for payment of the SJCOG fee and up to $500 for
implementation of TDM measures will apply to these fees per the Settlement Agreement. The fee credit
portion for TDM measures, shall be calculated at the time each building permit is issued as the project is
constructed. The calculation of this fee credit shall be overseen by the City Engineer.

Mitigation Measure 4.13-9b: Per the Settlement Agreement, as referred to on pages 4.13-6 through 4.13-9, the
Applicant shall pay $1,000 per residential unit to the JPA TIF to partially mitigate its impact. In addition, the
Applicant shall pay $500 per residential dwelling unit paid at building permit issuance, said fee to be adjusted by
not more than 2.5% per annum for increases in the cost of living as determined annually by the Engineering News
Record (ENR) index for road construction costs. A dollar for dollar credit up to $500 for payment of the SJCOG fee
and up to $500 for implementation of TDM measures will apply to these fees per the Settlement Agreement. The fee
credit portion for TDM measures shall be calculated at the time each building permit is issued as the project is
constructed. The calculation of this fee credit shall be overseen by the City Engineer. These roadways would
continue to operate at unacceptable conditions.
Mitigation Measure 4.13-9c: Per the Settlement Agreement, as referred to on pages 6-9, the Applicant shall pay
$1,000 per residential unit to the JPA TIF to partially mitigate its impact. In addition, the Applicant shall pay $500
per residential dwelling unit paid at building permit issuance, said fee to be adjusted by not more than 2.5% per
annum for increases in the cost of living as determined annually by the Engineering News Record (ENR) index for
road construction costs. A dollar for dollar credit up to $500 for payment of the SJCOG fee and up to $500 for
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implementation of TDM measures will apply to these fees per the Settlement Agreement. The fee credit portion for
TDM measures shall be calculated at the time each building permit is issued as the project is constructed. The
calculation of this fee credit shall be overseen by the City Engineer. The freeway would however continue to operate
at unacceptable conditions.
Mitigation Measure 4.13-10a: As shown in Table 4.13-28, Existing Plus Buildout Intersection Delay & LOS, the
following mitigations are required:
• Intersection #L1 (Greenville Road / Patterson Pass Road) - Even with implementation of the identified
improvements in Cumulative conditions in Cumulative conditions, the intersection would continue to
operate at an unacceptable LOS. Per the Settlement Agreement, as referred to on pages 6-9, the Applicant
shall pay $1,000 per residential unit to the JPA TIF to partially mitigate its impact. In addition, the
Applicant shall pay $500 per residential dwelling unit paid at building permit issuance, said fee to be
adjusted by not more than 2.5% per annum for increases in the cost of living as determined annually by the
Engineering News Record (ENR) index for road construction costs. The cumulative impact would not be
fully mitigated through payment of the JPA TIF. A dollar for dollar credit up to $500 for payment of the
SJCOG fee and up to $500 for implementation of TDM measures will apply to these fees per the Settlement
Agreement. The fee credit portion for TDM measures shall be calculated at the time each building permit is
issued as the project is constructed. The calculation of this fee credit shall be overseen by the City
Engineer.
• Intersection #L2 (Greenville Road / Tesla Road) - Even with implementation of the identified improvements
in Cumulative conditions, the intersection would continue to operate at an unacceptable LOS. Per the
Settlement Agreement, as referred to on pages 6-9, the Applicant shall pay $1,000 per residential unit to
the JPA TIF to partially mitigate its impact. In addition, the Applicant shall pay $500 per residential
dwelling unit paid at building permit issuance, said fee to be adjusted by not more than 2.5% per annum
for increases in the cost of living as determined annually by the Engineering News Record (ENR) index for
road construction costs. The cumulative impact would not be fully mitigated through payment of the JPA
TIF. A dollar for dollar credit up to $500 for payment of the SJCOG fee and up to $500 for implementation
of TDM measures will apply to these fees per the Settlement Agreement. The fee credit portion for TDM
measures, shall be calculated at the time each building permit is issued as the project is constructed. The
calculation of this fee credit shall be overseen by the City Engineer.
• Intersection #L4 (Isabel Avenue / Concannon Boulevard) - Even with implementation of the identified
improvements in Cumulative conditions, the intersection would continue to operate at an unacceptable
LOS. Per the Settlement Agreement, as referred to on pages 6-9, the Applicant shall pay $1,000 per
residential unit to the JPA TIF to partially mitigate its impact. In addition, the Applicant shall pay $500 per
residential dwelling unit paid at building permit issuance, said fee to be adjusted by not more than 2.5%
per annum for increases in the cost of living as determined annually by the Engineering News Record
(ENR) index for road construction costs. The cumulative impact would not be fully mitigated through
payment of the JPA TIF. A dollar for dollar credit up to $500 for payment of the SJCOG fee and up to $500
for implementation of TDM measures will apply to these fees per the Settlement Agreement. The fee credit
portion for TDM measures, shall be calculated at the time each building permit is issued as the project is
constructed. The calculation of this fee credit shall be overseen by the City Engineer.
Mitigation Measure 4.13-10b: Per the Settlement Agreement, as referred to on pages 6-9, the Applicant shall pay
$1,000 per residential unit to the JPA TIF to mitigate its impact. In addition, the Applicant shall pay $500 per
residential dwelling unit paid at building permit issuance, said fee to be adjusted by not more than 2.5% per annum
for increases in the cost of living as determined annually by the Engineering News Record (ENR) index for road
construction costs. A dollar for dollar credit up to $500 for payment of the SJCOG fee and up to $500 for
implementation of TDM measures will apply to these fees per the Settlement Agreement. The fee credit portion for
TDM measures, shall be calculated at the time each building permit is issued as the project is constructed. The
calculation of this fee credit shall be overseen by the City Engineer.
Mitigation Measure 4.13-10c: Per the Settlement Agreement, as referred to on pages 6-9, the Applicant shall pay
$1,000 per residential unit to the JPA TIF to mitigate its impact. In addition, the Applicant shall pay $500 per
residential dwelling unit paid at building permit issuance, said fee to be adjusted by not more than 2.5% per annum
for increases in the cost of living as determined annually by the Engineering News Record (ENR) index for road
construction costs. A dollar for dollar credit up to $500 for payment of the SJCOG fee and up to $500 for
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implementation of TDM measures will apply to these fees per the Settlement Agreement. The fee credit portion for
TDM measures, shall be calculated at the time each building permit is issued as the project is constructed. The
calculation of this fee credit shall be overseen by the City Engineer.
Mitigation Measure 4.13-14a: As shown in Table 4.13-60, Existing Plus Phase 1a Intersection Delay & LOS
Mitigations the following mitigations are required to be installed by the Project Applicant, triggers are identified in
Table 4.13-68 at the end of the chapter:
• Intersection #1 (Corral Hollow Road / I-580 EB Ramps) – Install an all-way stop controlled intersection as
an interim improvement once development is approved to generate 196 PM peak hour trips to mitigate the
interim impact. Signalize the intersection at the time development is approved to generate 832 PM peak
hour trips to accommodate Project Phase 1a conditions and fully mitigate their impact. This improvement
is a partial TMP improvement and shall be partially funded by the City TIF. The City Engineer shall, at the
time the tentative map is prepared, identify the non-TMP improvements. The costs of the non-TMP
improvements are the responsibility of the Applicant. The Applicant shall, in collaboration with the City
Engineer and Caltrans, commence with an Encroachment Permit application to install the all-way stop
sign and signal immediately following approval of this Project Application by the City of Tracy.
• Intersection #3 (Corral Hollow Road / Spine Road) – Signalize the intersection and improve the
northbound approach to include a northbound left-turn lane and one northbound through lane. The
southbound approach to include one southbound through lane and one southbound right-turn lane, and the
eastbound approach to include two eastbound left-turn lanes and one eastbound right-turn lane. The
construction of Corral Hollow's approaches to four through lanes is within the scope of improvements
identified in the adopted TMP, while Spine Road and the north and southbound turn lanes into the site from
Corral Hollow are not, and thus, are the responsibility of the Applicant. The improvement shall be installed
before issuance of the first certificate of occupancy.
• Intersection #4 (Corral Hollow Road / Linne Road) – Install a signal at the intersection that will have
interconnect with the railroad crossing controller. Improvements shall be constructed at the railroad
crossing gates. The signalization is a Public Utilities Commission requirement because vehicle queues will
spill across the railroad tracks and cause safety concerns for train traffic. The signal shall be installed
when 396 PM peak hour trips would be generated by the Project. This improvement is a partial TMP
improvement and shall be partially funded by the City TIF. The City Engineer shall, at the time the
tentative map is prepared, identify the non-TMP improvements. The costs of the non-TMP improvements
are the responsibility of the Applicant. The Applicant shall, in collaboration with the City Engineer and
UPRR/PUC, commence with an engineering design process to install the improvements identified. This
design shall commence immediately following the approval of this Project Application by the City of Tracy.
• Intersection #5 (Tracy Boulevard / Linne Road) – Reconstruct the eastbound approach to an eastbound
left-turn lane and eastbound through lane, and the westbound approach to a westbound right-turn lane and
westbound through lane. Allow the northbound and southbound approaches to remain as they are in
existing conditions. This improvement is a partial TMP improvement and shall be partially funded by the
City TIF. The City has funding for the expansion of Corral Hollow Road to four lanes from Parkside Drive
to Linne Road, including the improvement and signalization of the Valpico Road/Corral Hollow Road
intersection. The City is proceeding and currently in the planning stage of the expansion and signalization
project and expects to begin construction in 2016/2017. With anticipated road expansion and installation
of the signal, the Project will have no additional impact at this intersection and thus the Applicant is not
responsible for this mitigation.
• Intersection #13 (Mountain House Parkway / I-580 EB Ramps) – Refer to Mitigation 4.13-5a.
• Intersection #14 (Mountain House Parkway / I-580 WB Ramps) –Refer to Mitigation 4.13-5a
Mitigation Measure 4.13-14b: The Applicant shall coordinate with the City Engineer to fund and implement the
overlay of the existing two lanes of Corral Hollow Road between I-580 and Linne Road. Operational analysis at the
intersection of Corral Hollow Road and Spine Road and Corral Hollow Road and Linne Road indicate that one
through lane in each direction along Corral Hollow Road would maintain acceptable intersection LOS standards of
D or better. Turn lanes will be provided at the intersection of Corral Hollow/Spine Road. Intersections govern street
network operations in an urban environment, and the roadway segment capacity analysis omits intersection
operations. Thus, widening of the street segments beyond the required capacity at the intersections is not required.
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The overlay of the two existing lanes is required to extend the current design life of Corral Hollow Road and is
required before issuance of the first building permit or final inspection permit of the first model homes.
Mitigation Measure 4.13-14d: The Applicant shall provide roadways to the school that meet acceptable on and offsite storage for drop-off/pickup queuing per the City Engineer Standard Plans and requirements and/or tentative
map, safety considerations, vehicular circulation, and bike and pedestrian access. Details are further specified in
the Existing Plus Phase 1a Trip Generation section of this Draft SEIR.
• Intersection #L1 (Greenville Road / Patterson Pass Road) - The City of Livermore has identified the
installation of a signal at this intersection and the reconstruction of all approaches to include left-turn
lanes. With this improvement the intersection would operate at acceptable conditions. Per the Settlement
Agreement, as referred to on pages 6-9, the Applicant shall pay $1,000 per residential unit to the JPA TIF
to partially mitigate its impact. In addition, the Applicant shall pay $500 per residential dwelling unit paid
at building permit issuance, said fee to be adjusted by no more than 2.5% per annum for increases in the
cost of living as determined annually by the Engineering News Record (ENR) index for road construction
costs.
• Intersection #L2 (Greenville Road / Tesla Road) - The City of Livermore has identified the installation of a
signal at this intersection. With this improvement the intersection would operate at acceptable conditions.
Per the Settlement Agreement, as referred to on pages 6-9, the Applicant shall pay $1,000 per residential
unit to the JPA TIF to partially mitigate its impact. In addition, the Applicant shall pay $500 per residential
dwelling unit paid at building permit issuance, said fee to be adjusted by no more than 2.5% per annum for
increases in the cost of living as determined annually by the Engineering News Record (ENR) index for
road construction costs.
• Intersection #L5 (Isabel Avenue / Vallecitos Road) - The City of Livermore has identified the reconstruction
of the westbound approach at the intersection to include a left-turn lane and a shared left/right-turn lane.
With this improvement the intersection would operate at acceptable conditions. Per the Settlement
Agreement, as referred to on pages 6-9, the Applicant shall pay $1,000 per residential unit to the JPA TIF
to partially mitigate its impact. In addition, the Applicant shall pay $500 per residential dwelling unit paid
at building permit issuance, said fee to be adjusted by no more than 2.5% per annum for increases in the
cost of living as determined annually by the Engineering News Record (ENR) index for road construction
costs. A dollar for dollar credit up to $500 for payment of the SJCOG fee and up to $500 for
implementation of TDM measures will apply to these fees per the Settlement Agreement. The fee credit
portion for TDM measures, shall be calculated at the time each building permit is issued as the project is
constructed. The calculation of this fee credit shall be overseen by the City Engineer.
Mitigation Measure 4.13-15b: Per the Settlement Agreement, as referred to on pages 6-9, the Applicant shall pay
$1,000 per residential unit to the JPA TIF to partially mitigate its impact. In addition, the Applicant shall pay $500
per residential dwelling unit paid at building permit issuance, said fee to be adjusted by not more than 2.5% per
annum for increases in the cost of living as determined annually by the Engineering News Record (ENR) index for
road construction costs. A dollar for dollar credit up to $500 for payment of the SJCOG fee and up to $500 for
implementation of TDM measures will apply to these fees per the Settlement Agreement. The fee credit portion for
TDM measures, shall be calculated at the time each building permit is issued as the project is constructed. The
calculation of this fee credit shall be overseen by the City Engineer.
Mitigation Measure 4.13-15c: Per the Settlement Agreement, (pages 6-9), the Applicant shall pay $1,000 per
residential unit to the JPA TIF to partially mitigate its impact. In addition, the Applicant shall pay $500 per
residential dwelling unit paid at building permit issuance, said fee to be adjusted by not more than 2.5% per annum
for increases in the cost of living as determined annually by the Engineering News Record (ENR) index for road
construction costs. A dollar for dollar credit up to $500 for payment of the SJCOG fee and up to $500 for
implementation of TDM measures will apply to these fees per the Settlement Agreement. The fee credit portion for
TDM measures, shall be calculated at the time each building permit is issued as the project is constructed. The
calculation of this fee credit shall be overseen by the City Engineer.
Mitigation Measure 4.13-15d: The Applicant shall provide roadways to the school meeting acceptable on and offsite storage for dropoff/ pickup queuing, safety considerations, vehicular circulation, and bike and pedestrian
access, per the City Standard Plans and /or Tentative Map. Details are further specified in the EIR. Though final
school site design is subject to review and approval of the State Architect, prior to final Tentative Map approval
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and/or when the first student from Phase 1a attends either schools listed here, the Project Applicant shall
demonstrate that the following planning and design considerations are addressed to the satisfaction of the City
Engineer:
• School driveways are located directly opposite proposed streets entering the residential neighborhood to
maximize traffic and student safety
• Pedestrian and bicycle (Class I) paths, sidewalk, and crosswalks are provided
• A Safe Routes To School Program is initiated in coordination with the School District. The Safe Routes to
School Program shall be funded and developed by the Applicant. The SRTS Program shall be developed
when the school district applies for an encroachment permit at the City
• The Project applicant shall fund the development of a Traffic Management Plan that will be prepared by
the City Engineer, the Police Department, and the Jefferson School District for the interim conditions when
additional traffic would be generated to the interim school adjacent to the Tracy Hills Elementary School.
The Traffic Management Plan shall identify techniques (such as: assignment of a traffic control staff
member from the school to flag and manage drop off and pick-up, to control efficient ingress and egress to
the school site, and coning off lanes for efficient circulation) to maintain traffic and student safety, and
provide efficient pick-up and drop off procedures. The Traffic Management Plan shall be implemented
when the temporary school building opens up for attendance.
Mitigation Measure 4.13-15e: The City shall work with Tom Hawkins Elementary School and Jefferson School
District to develop a Traffic Management Plan for interim conditions. The Project Applicant shall fund the
development of a Traffic Management Plan for $20,000. The City Engineer, the Police Department, the Tom
Hawkins Elementary School and the Jefferson School District will develop the Traffic Management Plan for the
interim conditions when additional traffic would be generated to the school. The Traffic Management Plan shall
identify techniques (such as: assignment of a traffic control staff member from the school to flag and manage drop
off and pick-up, to control efficient ingress and egress to the school site, and coning off lanes for efficient
circulation) to maintain traffic and student safety, and provide efficient pick-up and drop off procedures. The Traffic
Management Plan shall be implemented when the first student from the Phase 1a area attend the Tom Hawkins
Elementary School. The City Engineer shall approve the Traffic Management Plan.
Mitigation Measure 4.13-15f: The Applicant shall fund the development of a Traffic Management Plan. The City
Engineer, Police Department, and the Jefferson School District shall develop the Traffic Management Plan for
Interim Conditions which is inclusive of the determination of the modular school at the business park location.
Mitigation Measure 4.13-15g: The Applicant shall construct a Class I or a Class II bicycle facility and a pedestrian
facility from Spine Road to connect to the existing bicycle and pedestrian facilities just north of Linne Road. This
improvement shall be included in the expansion of the first two lanes of Corral Hollow Road as indicated in the
TMP. This improvement shall be in place when the Project generates 2,588 AM peak trips. The Applicant may fund
these improvements up front and enter into a reimbursement agreement with the City for a credit against their
proportionate fair share of the improvement.

MM 4.13-2: Bicycle and Pedestrian: complete; remainder: in progress; (part of Condition of
Approval)
MM 4.13-5a: Intersection #1 - #5: limited activity;
MM 4.13-5a: Intersection #7: in progress; (developer to pay fees)
MM 4.13-5a: Intersection #9 and #10: limited activity;
MM 4.13-5a: Intersection #13 and #14: in progress: (Cordes Ranch projects leading these
intersections)
MM 4.13-5a: Intersection #23: limited activity;
MM 4.13-5a: Intersection #36: in progress; (included in Coral Hollow Road Widening)
MM 4.13-5b: limited activity/in progress; (future phases of Tracy Hills)/(project to pay fees)
MM 4.13-6a: Intersection #1 and #2: limited activity; (applicant in dicussions with Caltrans)
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Lathrop Pilot Flying J- Lathrop
The proposed Pilot Flying J development project is intended to provide a Flying J travel center
in the northern portion of the City of Lathrop to serve passing truck drivers and traveling
motorists along Interstate 5, twenty-four hours a day seven days a week. The project site is
located in north of Roth Road and approximately 1000ft east of Interstate 5 (I-5). The project site
is bordered to the east by the existing Union Pacific Railroad (UPRR) tracks. Figures 1 and 2
show the project’s regional location and vicinity. The project occupies approximately 9.17 acres
of land located on the eastern portion of the approximately 24.5 acre parcel (Assessors Partial
Number (APN) 193-330-30). Flying J Final Environmental Imapct Report was adopted by the
Lathrop City Council on June 6, 2016.
Mitigation Measure 3.12-1: The project applicant shall coordinate with the City to determine a potential need for
new and/or upgraded bicycle lanes along Roth Road.

If the proposed Pilot Flying J Travel Center entitlements are approved by the City Council, and
the annexation is approved by San Joaquin LAFCo, then the project applicant would go forward
with specific site development improvements and final Building designs to implement the new
commercial operation.

North Pointe Specific Plan
The North Pointe Specific Plan encompasses 1,050 new single- and multi-family residential units
and a projected 1.7 million square feet of new commercial/non-residential development. The Plan
Area is generally bounded by the Mistlin Sports Park to the north, Fulton Avenue to the east, State
Route 99 (SR-99) and frontage road to the south, and Jack Tone Road to the west. The North
Pointe Specific Plan was adopted by the Ripon City Council on June 30, 2015.
NOISE 1.1
Applicants for future residential development projects located within 2,000 feet of SR 99 shall
retain a qualified acoustical professional to conduct noise analysis to determine the project site noise levels that
would result from traffic on SR 99 as well as existing and planned arterial roadways in the vicinity of the project,
and to prescribe noise mitigation measures sufficient to reduce predicted noise levels on the project site to City
standards or lower. The applicant shall incorporate noise mitigation features into project plans and specifications.
TRANS 1.1
The City environmental review officer shall consider the potential traffic effects of NPSP projects
that would generate 50 or more PM peak hour trips, or other potentially significant traffic impacts and require
additional traffic study as needed to address potential traffic impacts. Improvement requirements recommended in
the traffic study shall be required of the project.
TRANS 1.2
In the event that a project would have significant traffic effects not addressed in this EIR, then the
City environmental review officer shall require additional environmental review as required by CEQA.

Oakwood Trails Subdivision
Oakwood Trails Subdivision is approximately 207 acres of land with 676 single-family housing
units, 15.67 acres of parks/basins, 20.2 acres of commercial, and 11.59 acres of business
industrial park. The subdivision is bounded by Rapallo Way and Bronzan Road to the north,
McKinley Avenue to the east, Woodward Avenue to the south, and Bella Lago Way and Como
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Drive to the west. Oakwood Trails Subdivision was adopted by the Manteca City Council on
June 21, 2016.
Mitigation Measure 3.3-2: Prior to the approval of improvement plans, the project proponent shall
incorporate the following features into project plans:
• Bus turnouts and transit improvements where requested by the San Joaquin RTD.
• Continuous public sidewalks and/or multi-use trails adjacent to all proposed public streets.
• Pavement and striping for bike lanes/paths.
• Street lighting.
• Pedestrian signalization, signage and safety designs at signalized intersections.
• Shade trees to shade sidewalks in street-side landscaping areas.
Mitigation Measure 3.3-3: Prior to the approval of improvement plans, the project proponent shall
prepare and implement a transportation demand management (TDM) plan for the non-residential
portions of the project that includes, but is not limited to, the following measures subject to the review
and approval of the City of Manteca:
• Provide secure bicycle parking in conjunction with the non-residential portion of the project.
• Provide on-site amenities that encourage alternative transportation modes such as locker,
shower, and secure bike storage facilities.
• Coordinate SJCOG’s Commute Connection Program
Mitigation Measure 3.3-6: During all construction activities, the project proponent shall implement dust
control measures, as required by APCD Rules 8011-8081, to limit Visible Dust Emissions to 20% opacity or
less. Dust control measures shall include application of water or chemical dust suppressants to unpaved
roads and graded areas, covering or stabilization of transported bulk materials, prevention of carryout or
trackout of soil materials to public roads, limiting the area subject to soil disturbance, construction of
wind barriers, and access restrictions to inactive sites as required by the applicable rules.
Mitigation Measure 3.3-7: During all construction activities, the project proponent shall implement the
following dust control practices identified in Tables 6-2 and 6-3 of the GAMAQI (San Joaquin Valley
APCD, 2002).
g. Limit traffic speeds on unpaved roads to 5 mph;
h) Install sandbags or other erosion control measures to prevent silt runoff to public roadways
from sites with a slope greater than one percent.
Mitigation Measure 3.7-1: To reduce Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Energy Consumption, the project
applicant shall institute measures to reduce wasteful, inefficient and unnecessary consumption of energy
during construction, operation, and maintenance/landscaping. As the individual projects are designed
and undergo Design/Site Plan Review by the City of Manteca, there should be an explanation as to why
certain measures were incorporated in the individual projects and why other measures were dismissed.
• Increase transit accessibility in the Plan Area by ensuring a minimum distance of 0.2 miles to
transit stops
• Ensure that the pedestrian network within the Plan Area connects to offsite pedestrian
networks
• Provide traffic calming measures on all street segments and intersections
Mitigation Measure 3.12-1: Noise control measures for residential uses along Woodward Avenue have
already been constructed at the existing subdivision east of S. McKinley Avenue. These control measures
include a sound wall approximately 6-feet in height which will reduce exterior noise levels to less than
the City’s 60 dB Ldn exterior noise level standard. The large-lot residential receptors located further east,
within the San Joaquin County, are not shielded by sound walls. However, their outdoor activity areas are
located much further from the roadway and would receive shielding from intervening structures.
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Therefore, exterior noise levels are still predicted to be less than 60 dB Ldn at outdoor use areas. Because
existing receptors are predicted to comply with the 60 dB Ldn exterior noise level standard, no additional
noise control measures are recommended. However, because the increase exceeds the City standard of
10 dB, this would remain a significant impact.
Mitigation Measure 3.12-4: Minimum 6-foot tall sound walls and/or landscaped berms should be
constructed along Atherton Drive, Bronzan Road, and Woodward Avenue (Lots 49, 128 and 177 only),
adjacent to proposed residential uses. Noise barrier walls should be constructed of concrete panels,
concrete masonry units, earthen berms, or any combination of these materials. Wood is not
recommended due to eventual warping and degradation of acoustical performance. Figure 3.12-2 shows
noise barrier locations.
Mitigation Measure 3.14-1: The project applicant shall pay its fair share cost toward the improvements
at the Woodward Avenue / Airport Way intersection.
Mitigation Measure 3.14-2: The project applicant shall pay its fair share cost toward the improvements
at the Woodward Avenue / Atherton Drive intersection.
Mitigation Measure 3.14-3: The project applicant shall pay the appropriate San Joaquin Regional Traffic
Impact Fee (RTIF), which is collecting fees from new developments to help fund widening of SR 120 to six
lanes.
Mitigation Measure 3.14-4: The project applicant shall provide Class I Bike Path along Atherton Drive
from McKinley Avenue to Woodward Avenue and continue east to Bella Lago Way consistent with the
City of Manteca Bicycle Master Plan (2003).
Mitigation Measure 3.14-5: The project applicant shall work with Manteca Transit in enhancing future
service to serve the 676 residential dwelling units, over 200,000 square feet of commercial and 250,000
square feet of office / business park space to be consistent with the City of Manteca Short Range Transit
Plan (2014).
Mitigation Measure 3.14-6: The project applicant shall pay its fair share cost toward the improvements
at the Yosemite Avenue / Airport Way intersection.
Mitigation Measure 3.14-7: The project applicant shall pay its fair share cost toward the improvements
at the Daniels Street / Airport Way intersection.
Mitigation Measure 3.14-8: The project applicant shall pay its fair share toward improvements to the SR
120/Airport Way interchange.
Mitigation Measure 3.14-9: The project applicant shall pay its fair share cost toward the improvements
at the Atherton Drive / Airport Way intersection.
Mitigation Measure 3.14-10: The project applicant shall pay its fair share cost toward the improvements
at the Atherton Drive / Bronzan Way and Atherton Drive / Oakwood Trails Project Access single lane
roundabout intersections.

Norcal Logistics Center
Norcal Logistics Center is approximately 325 acres of land, separated into two non-adjacent
portions, appromixately 50 and 275 acre properties. Up to 6,280,480 sq. ft of light industrial
could be constructed. The 50 acre property is bounded by Arch Road to the south, Newcastle
Road to the west, Logisitics Drive to the east, and south of Marposa Road. The 275 acre property
is bounded by Mariposa Road to the north, Austin Road to the east, Frontier Way to the west,
and north of Arch Road. Norcal Logistics Center was approved by Planning Commision on
March 26, 2015.
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Measure 3.3.1a: Implement Dust Control Measures During Construction Activities. The applicant shall

comply with Regulation VIII Rule 8011 and implement the following dust control measures during
construction:
• All onsite unpaved roads and offsite unpaved access roads shall be effectively stabilized of dust
emissions using water or chemical stabilizer/suppressant.
• All operations shall limit or expeditiously remove the accumulation of mud or dirt from adjacent
public streets at the end of each workday. However, the use of blower devices is expressly
forbidden, and the use of dry rotary brushes is expressly prohibited except where preceded or
accompanied by sufficient wetting to limit the visible dust emissions.
• Any site with 150 or more vehicle trips per day shall prevent carryout and trackout.

Measure 3.3.1a: Implement Dust Control Measures During Construction Activities. The applicant shall
comply with Regulation VIII Rule 8011 and implement the following dust control measures during
construction:Enhanced and additional control measures for construction emissions of PM10 shall be
implemented where feasible. These measures include:
•

Limit traffic speeds on unpaved roads to 15 mph.

Measure 3.3.1b: Implement Construction-Related Exhaust Emission Reducing Measures. The applicant shall
implement control measures during construction to mitigate exhaust emissions from construction
equipment.
•
•
•
•
•
•

Contractor shall keep all diesel equipment tuned and maintained.
Use alternative fueled or catalyst equipped diesel construction equipmen where feasible.
Minimize idling time to a maximum of 5 minutes.
Replace fossil-fueled equipment with electrically driven equivalents (provided they are not run via
a portable generator set), where feasible.
Curtail construction during periods of high ambient pollutant concentrations; this may include
ceasing of construction activity during the peak-hour of vehicular traffic on adjacent roadways.
Implement activity management, such as rescheduling activities to reduce short-term impacts and
limiting the hours of operation of heavy duty equipment and/or the amount of equipment in use.

Measure 3.3.1c: Implement Construction-Related Exhaust Emission Reducing Measures Consistent with Rule
9510 Indirect Source Review. As part of future site development, the applicant shall comply with Rule 9510
Indirect Source Review. Compliance with Rule 9510 would require reductions of 20% of the NOx
construction emissions and 45% of the PM10 construction exhaust emissions. If onsite (construction fleet)
reductions are insufficient to meet these reduction targets, the applicant shall pay mitigation fees of
$9,350/ton for NOx emissions for year 2008 and beyond, and $9,011/ton for PM10 emissions for year
2008 and beyond.

Measure 3.3.2a: Implement Operation-Related Exhaust Emission Reducing Measures Consistent with Rule
9510 Indirect Source Review. As part of future site development, the applicant shall comply with Rule 9510
Indirect Source Review. Compliance with Rule 9510 will require reductions of 33.3% of the NOx operational
emissions and 50% of the PM10 operational emissions. These reductions shall be accomplished through
onsite and offsite measures, and/or through the payment of mitigation fees of $9,350/ton for NOx
emissions for year 2008 and beyond, and $9,011/ton for PM10 emissions for year 2008 and beyond.
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Measure 3.13.1: Restripe Arch Road to Provide Second Westbound Lane. The applicant shall restripe Arch
Road to provide a second westbound through lane on Arch Road from approximately 500 feet east of
Newcastle Road to Fite Court.

Measure 3.13.2: Project’s Fair Share Contribution to SR99 Widening. The applicant shall pay the Public
Facilities Fees (PFF), which includes the Regional Transportation Impact, Street Improvements, and Traffic
Signal Fees. Payment of these fees would constitute the Project’s fair share contribution to on-going
widening of SR 99 from SR 120 to the Crosstown Freeway to provide three travel lanes in each direction.
This improvement is fully funded, including funding from Measure K as well as Regional Transportation
Impact Fees. Construction is expected to be completed in 2015/2016.

Measure 3.13.3a: Project’s Fair Share Contribution to Arch-Airport Road/Sperry Road Specific Road Plan
Road Improvements. The applicant shall pay the PFF which would constitute their fair share to the
construction of planned improvements identified in the Arch-Airport Road/Sperry Road Specific Road Plan
(August 2003), which includes the widening of Arch Road to provide two travel lanes in each direction as
shown on Figure 3.13-6.

Measure 3.13.3b: Construct Westbound Right-Turn Only Lane at Arch Road/Newcastle Road Intersection.
The applicant shall construct 770 feet (500 feet plus 270 feet of taper) of a right-turn only lane for the
westbound approach of the Arch Road/Newcastle Road Intersection.

Measure 3.13.4a: Provide Adequate Vehicle Storage. At Arch Road/Newcastle Road, the eastbound leftturn lane should be designed to provide approximately 350 feet of vehicle storage. At Arch Road/Logistics
Drive, the eastbound left-turn lane should be designed to provide 300 feet of vehicle storage, and the
southbound rightturn lane should be designed to provide 300 feet of vehicle storage. At Mariposa
Road/Newcastle Road, the eastbound right-turn should be designed to provide 150 feet of vehicle storage
and the northbound left-turn should be designed to provide 300 feet of storage.

Measure 3.13.4b: Provide Adequate Driveway Access on Newcastle Road. The first driveway on Newcastle
Road, serving Southern Lot 1 should be at least 300 feet from the Arch Road/Newcastle Road intersection,
or restricted to right-in/right-out operation.

Measure 3.13.4c: Provide Adequate Emergency Vehicle Access. For each developable lot, the applicant shall
consult with the City of Stockton fire department to ensure that the site plan provides adequate
emergency vehicle access.
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November 2016
TAC

STAFF REPORT
SUBJECT:

Update on Upcoming Ribbon Cutting
Ceremonies

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Information

DISCUSSION:
SJCOG, in partnership with Caltrans District10, will be holding ribbon cutting ceremonies in the
month of November to celebrate the completion of two major highway projects. For these projects,
SJCOG is an implementing agency, financial sponsor, or both and shares in the responsibility in
helping to insure the successful delivery of the projects identified.
Caltrans and SJCOG staff are closely monitoring the construction schedule and have tentatively
scheduled the ribbon cutting ceremonies for the following dates and times. SJCOG staff will
circulate the event invitations via email once the details and dates have been confirmed and final dates
with the contractor.

SR-4/Crosstown Freeway
Extension: Ribbon Cutting
Ceremony
Date: Wednesday, November 16, 2016
The opening has been delayed and staff is
looking at possible December dates for the
ceremony.

Time: TBD
Location: On top of the new ramp (signs
will be in place to direct traffic)

I-5 Corridor Improvements
Project(s): Ribbon Cutting
Ceremony
Date: Wednesday, November 30, 2016
(HOLD)
Time: 10:00 A.M.
Location: I-5 at March Lane (in the Quail
Lakes Shopping Center)

Prepared by Nicole Gorham, Public Information Officer

November 2016
TAC

STAFF REPORT
SUBJECT:

SB 375 Target Setting Recommendation

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Direct Staff to issue an SB 375 Target
Setting Recommendation to the California
Air Resources Board that would match
previously achieved 2014 RTP/SCS
greenhouse gas reduction values

SUMMARY:
SJCOG has been charged with recommending a target for per capita greenhouse gas reductions in
its upcoming 2018 Regional Transportation Plan / Sustainable Communities Strategy (RTP/SCS).
In addition to SJCOG’s efforts to comply with state climate change goals via its 2014 RTP/SCS,
SJCOG is actively pursuing Valley-wide initiatives and local projects and initiatives to
demonstrate progress toward achieving SB 375 goals. Nevertheless, despite these ongoing SB 375
efforts, there exist outstanding variables beyond SJCOG or the Valley’s control that negatively
affect the extent to which targets can expand beyond previously set targets, including:
 Transition to the MIP2 transportation model;
 Transition to EMFAC2014 emissions model;
 Impact of automobile operating costs on VMT and emissions; and
 Impact of economic recovery on VMT and emissions.
Though these variables present challenges, SJCOG staff believes that reaching the previously
achieved per capita greenhouse gas reductions is possible with the efforts underway in San Joaquin
County in support of SB 375, and the efforts being committed to above and beyond those
previously identified in the 2014 RTP/SCS.

BACKGROUND:
With the passage of SB 375 in 2008, metropolitan planning organizations were required to develop
a Sustainable Communities Strategy (SCS). An SCS must demonstrate an ambitious, yet
achievable, approach to how land use development and transportation can work together to meet
greenhouse gas emission reduction targets for cars and light trucks. In advance of the 2014
RTP/SCS, the California Air Resources Board established (per capita) greenhouse gas emission
reduction targets of 5 percent by 2020 and 10 percent by 2035 for the region.
The San Joaquin Valley is home to some of the most disadvantaged communities in the State,
communities that share an air basin challenged by weather and topography that creates an ideal
setting for extreme air pollution. SJCOG, and the other Valley MPOs are sensitive to the need for

air quality improvement, and are committed to the intent of SB 375. As such, in addition to the
Valley’s extensive efforts to comply with state climate change goals via each agency’s 2014 SCS,
the San Joaquin Valley is committed to accomplishing multiple Valley-wide initiatives as well as
local projects and initiatives to demonstrate progress toward achieving SB 375 goals.
SB 375 Efforts in San Joaquin County
Locally, SJCOG has been actively implementing strategies identified in the 2014 RTP/SCS to
reduce greenhouse gas emissions and VMT in the region. In partnership with SJCOG, member
agencies and regional transit providers have pursued smart growth land use planning, transit
system maintenance and upgrades, GGRF and ATP funds, and alternative vehicle adoption to
achieve SB 375 goals. SJCOG plans to build upon these ongoing efforts in the upcoming 2018
RTP/SCS in order to continue facilitating the growth of sustainable communities.
Increasing the options and efficiency of alternative transportation is key to reducing singlepassenger vehicle trips. In San Joaquin County, we are working to improve the mass transit
experience and encourage ridership. Since the adoption of the 2014 RTP/SCS, two new BRT
routes are being implemented in Stockton through funding from the Transit and Intercity Rail
Capital Program, and federal and local sources. There will be a total of five BRT routes in the City
of Stockton once the new routes are completed. Regional rail in San Joaquin County includes the
Amtrak San Joaquins and Altamont Corridor Express (ACE) passenger rail service; both rail
services are looking to increase capacity and daily trips due to the rising demands of increased
passengers. Amtrak San Joaquins added an additional 7th round trip in 2016 and is seeking funding
for capital improvements for an 8th round trip (FY 18-19). SJCOG coordinated with UPRR on a
TIGER Grant that will allow for improvements to both the Amtrak and ACE service. In 2015, the
Commute Connection TDM Program (servicing the three counties of San Joaquin, Stanislaus, and
Merced) was enhanced through an online multimodal trip planner website and saw a growth in
registered interregional carpoolers and vanpoolers.
SJCOG plans to include more aggressive strategies for adopting alternative fuel vehicles in the
2018 RTP/SCS. We want to increase the region’s alternative fuel stations and work with the San
Joaquin Valley Air Pollution Control District to address obstacles in implementing the Plug-In
Electric Vehicle Readiness Plan. In 2015, the San Joaquin Regional Transit District awarded
Federal Transit Administration Section 5312 funds to procure five additional zero-emission
electric buses. Furthermore, member agencies have worked toward implementing active
transportation projects in the region. The City of Stockton was awarded funding for its Greater
Downtown Active Transportation Plan, and is currently undergoing a Bicycle Master Plan Update
and construction of the Miner Avenue Complete Street project.
The influence of SB 375 is also evident in the land use planning that member agencies undertake.
The City of Stockton approved the Open Window Master Development Plan in 2016, which allows
for high-density and mixed-use development located close to major transit hubs in downtown
Stockton. The City of Stockton Downtown Infrastructure Infill Incentive Program was
implemented to promote market-rate residential and commercial development. SJCOG and
member agencies created the Jobs Balancing Investment Fund using Regional Transportation
Impact Fees. The program incentivizes non-residential development projects that are considered a

high priority to meet economic development policy objectives. The program is intended to attract
companies that will create jobs within the county and ultimately decrease VMT to the Bay Area.
Additionally, SJCOG is participating in Valley-wide initiatives, including a partnership with the
UC Davis Institute of Transportation Studies to examine if shared access services (car, bike, and
ridesharing) can provide an alternative for meeting transportation needs in rural areas of the Valley.
Strategies developed through this study will be incorporated into upcoming Valley Sustainable
Communities Strategies, depending on cost and funding availability. Another valley-wide
initiative includes a partnership with Caltrans to develop a San Joaquin Valley Sustainable Goods
Movement Strategy. This Plan prioritizes goods movement investments for the multimodal
infrastructure of the entire San Joaquin Valley – including its highways and roadways, rail
facilities, air cargo facilities, intermodal centers, and ties to inland and marine ports. A critical
outcome of the Plan is the creation of a prioritized investment plan of project improvements and
strategies to increase the efficiency and reliability of the region’s goods movement system, and
reduce the impact of goods movement on Valley air quality.
Variables Affecting SB 375 Targets
Despite ongoing efforts in support of SB 375, there exist outstanding variables beyond SJCOG or
the Valley’s control that negatively affect the extent to which targets can expand beyond previously
set targets. Specifically, these variables include:


Transition to the MIP2 transportation model. The “MIP2 model” is the software to be
used in evaluating travel demand and air quality, representing an update from the previous
“MIP1 model.” The MIP2 model is being updated and revalidated to incorporate the latest
data such as the 2010 census, 2012 California Household Travel Survey data, and cell
phone data for county-to-county flows. Many enhancements are also being made to the
structure of the model for both sensitivity and functionality. The combination of these
updates amount to substantial changes to current planning assumptions, and will result in
different interaction between land use location, demographics, trip purpose, built
environment, and travel compared to the existing MIP1 models. Testing with the MIP2
model suggests that even without adjusting any model inputs (e.g., land use, demographics,
network modifications), the MIP2 model is expected to calculate higher VMT levels in the
future than were calculated with the MIP1 model.



Transition to EMFAC2014 emissions model. Similarly, SJCOG has been asked to use
the latest version of the California emission factor model, EMFAC2014, for use in
developing numeric target recommendations, representing an update from the previous
EMFAC2011. Testing with EMFAC2014 suggests that even without adjusting any model
inputs, EMFAC2014 is calculating higher GHG levels in the future than were calculated
with EMFAC2011.



Impact of automobile operating costs on VMT and emissions. The Valley has revised
its assumptions regarding automobile operating costs in the MIP2 models, based on an
approved methodology used throughout the State. The methodology uses a consistent
growth in fuel price between the SB 375 base year of 2005 and the forecast years 2020 and

2035 based on Department of Energy annual forecasts. Based on recent trends in fuel costs,
current fuel price estimates for future years are considerably lower than those assumed in
previous SB 375 Target Setting efforts. As a result, SJCOG’s modeling demonstrates an
increase in VMT and GHG associated with the reduced cost of automobile operation.


Impact of economic recovery on VMT and emissions. The recovery rate and economic
forecasts in SJCOG’s 2014 RTP/SCS were developed prior to the recovery from the
recession, and with the best information at the time. Leading up to the development of the
RTP/SCS, the Valley had been slow to recover from the 2008 Recession, and this was
forecast to continue in the development of the housing and employment represented in the
future scenarios. The region has experienced relatively high unemployment, slow growth
in jobs and rapid growth in housing. SJCOG expects economic recovery to occur at a faster
rate than previously assumed in 2014 RTP/SCS documents. As such, increases in
employment and income levels, as well as a revised distribution of low, medium, and high
paying jobs are anticipated. As a result, SJCOG’s modeling demonstrates an increase in
VMT and GHG associated with economic recovery.

Additional Considerations
During the preparation of the 2014 RTP/SCS, SJCOG made use of travel behavior data provided
in the 2000 U.S. Census, as it represented the best available information at the time. Following
the completion of the 2014 RTP/SCS, the California Air Resources Board prepared its own
“sensitivity analysis” to examine the impacts of updated travel survey data. This sensitivity
analysis kept all other inputs such as land use, network characteristics, and socioeconomic data
unchanged. The California Air Resources Board’s sensitivity analysis found a results in a 15.7
percent reduction in VMT per capita with updated travel survey data, as compared to the 26.9
percent reduction in VMT identified in the 2014 RTP/SCS.
Based on this finding, the California Air Resources Board recommended that SJCOG use the most
current data available in future SB 375 Target Setting and RTP/SCS efforts. SJCOG has followed
through on this recommendation through the implementation of the MIP2 model, and as expected,
the MIP2 model is producing VMT levels in line with the reductions identified in the California
Air Resources Board sensitivity analysis.
Approach
The variables outlined in this report present challenges for the region to be able to be able to match
the per capita greenhouse gas reductions previously achieved with the 2014 RTP/SCS. However,
given the efforts underway in San Joaquin County in support of SB 375, and the efforts being
committed to above and beyond those previously identified in the 2014 RTP/SCS, SJCOG staff
believes that reaching the previously achieved per capita greenhouse gas reductions is possible.
SJCOG staff shares the understanding of the impact of the outlined variables, and the conclusion
that achieved previous reduction levels is possible, with the other regional transportation planning
agencies in the San Joaquin Valley. As such, Valley staff have agreed to submit a joint SB 375
Target Setting Recommendation letter, with a unified voice, requesting that SB 375 Targets be set

for each county at the per capita greenhouse gas reductions previously achieved with the 2014
RTP/SCS.

FISCAL IMPACT:
None.

RECOMMENDATION:
Direct staff to issue a joint SB 375 Target Setting recommendation with Valley partners to the
California Air Resources Board, establishing an SB 375 Target for San Joaquin equivalent to the
per capita greenhouse gas reductions previously achieved with the 2014 RTP/SCS.

ATTACHMENTS
None.
Prepared By: Ryan Niblock, Senior Regional Planner

November
TAC

STAFF REPORT
SUBJECT:

San Joaquin Regional Transit District’s
request for Board Membership

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Information Only

DISCUSSION:
SUMMARY:
Please find (attached) an excerpt from the SJCOG Board agenda packet. It is a staff report on a
request from San Joaquin Regional Transit District to become a voting member of the SJCOG
Board. At the Board meeting, the Board directed staff per the recommendation outlined in the
report. The schedule is to bring back a full report to the Board in January 2017.
Attachment:
1 – Board staff report

Prepared by:

Diane Nguyen, Deputy Director
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ATTACHMENT 1 - EXCERPT FROM SJCOG BOARD OCTOBER 27, 2016 MEETING
October 2016
SJCOG Board

STAFF REPORT
SUBJECT:

San Joaquin Regional Transit District’s
October 10, 2016 Request for Membership
Pursuant to MAP-21’s Structural Change to
the Membership of Large Metropolitan
Planning Organizations (“MPO”) to Include
Transit Provider Representation

RECOMMENDED ACTION:

Direct staff to conduct research and
determine procedure for SJCOG to comply
with requirements for MPO membership
under May 27, 2016 Final Rule on Statewide
and Nonmetropolitan Transportation
Planning and Metropolitan Transportation
Planning.

DISCUSSION:
On October 10, 2016, San Joaquin Regional Transit District (“SJRTD”) delivered a letter
to SJCOG stating that SJCOG was out of compliance with the MAP-21 statutory mandate for
MPO structure requirements.
Background
On May 27, 2016, the U.S. Department of Transportation’s (“USDOT”) Federal Highway
Administration (“FHWA”) and Federal Transit Administration (“FTA”) published the Final Rule
on Statewide and Nonmetropolitan Transportation Planning and Metropolitan Transportation
Planning in the Federal Register to implement the changes to the planning process established by
MAP-21 and the Fixing America’s Surface Transportation Act (“FAST”).
Prior to MAP-21, MPOs that serve a Transportation Management Area (“TMA”) were
required by law to consist of “local elected officials,” “appropriate State official,” and “officials of
public agencies that administer or operate major modes of transportation in the metropolitan area.”
MAP-21 added the phrase “including representation by providers of public transportation” to the
end of the last requirement.
FAST and the Final Rule require that the designation or selection of officials or
representatives under 23 CFR 450.310(d) shall be determined by the MPO “according to the
bylaws or enabling statute of the organization.” The Joint Powers Agreement and the Bylaws
provide that RTD is an ex-officio non-voting member of the SJCOG Board. The final rule provides
that the official(s) who represents the operators of public transportation in the MPA may be an

1077560-3
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official of an agency that operates or administers public transportation in the metropolitan area or
an elected official from general-purpose local governments.
Back in December, Andy Chesley advised the Board on the requirements of MAP-21 and
indicated that the SJCOG Board is in full compliance.

RECOMMENDATION:
Recommend staff research the implications of RTD’s request. Staff will come back before the
Board to report findings and fully inform the SJCOG Board before it takes a position and responds
to SJRTD’s October 10, 2016 letter.

1077560-3
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San Joaquin Council of Governments
Attn: Board of Directors
555 E. Weber Avenue
Stockton, CA 95202-2804
Re:

San Joaquin Council of Governments Public Transportation Providers Representation

Dear Board of Directors:
As you are aware, in 2012 The Moving Ahead for Progress in the 21st Century Act(MAP-21) was enacted,
which imposed a new requirement to include the voting representation of public transportation providers
on each metropolitan planning organization (MPO). Currently, according to the Joint Powers Agreement
and bylaws, the San Joaquin Council of Governments(COG) Board of Directors (Board) does not include
a public transit provider representative. As the regional transportation provider, providing over 80% of
all public transit trips for the entire San Joaquin County, the San Joaquin Regional Transit District(RTD)
respectfully requests that the COG amend its bylaws to include a voting representative from RTD to serve
as a full member of the Board so that public transportation interests are properly represented in
accordance with the new federal mandate.
Specifically, MAP-21 required that by October 1, 2014, the governing body of each MPO that serves an
area designated as a transportation management area include "officials of public agencies that administer
or operate major modes of transportation in the metropolitan area, including representation by providers
of public transportation." (49 U.S.C. § 5303, subd. (d)(2)(B).) On May 27, 2016, the Federal Transit
Administration (FTA) and the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) adopted a Final Rule to update the
regulations to reflect changes under both MAP-21 and the Fixing America's Surface Transportation (FAST)
Act. The Final Rule, similar to section 1201 of the FAST Act, clarified that the public transportation official
must have the same responsibilities, actions, duties, voting rights, and any other authority commensurate
with the other officials. (See 81 Fed. Reg. 34110, 34148; 23 CFR 450.310, subd. (d); 49 CFR § 613.100.)
It also clarified that an MPO may be restructured to meet the requirements without undertaking redesignation. (See 23 CFR § 450.310, subd. (d); 49 CFR § 613.100.)
Currently, COG is not in compliance with the statutory mandate for MPO structure requirements. FAST
and the Final Rule require that the designation or selection of officials or representatives under section
450.310(d)(1) shall be determined by the MPO "according to the bylaws or enabling statute of the
organization." The COG bylaws do not presently designate a public transportation representative.
RTD is the major provider of public transit in San Joaquin County. Without representation of RTD on the
COG Board commensurate with the other members, interests of major public transit operators go
unrepresented. While the Final Rule allows, subject to the bylaws of the MPO, a representative of a
public transportation provider to also serve as a representative of a local municipality, none of the local
municipalities serving on the Board operate major modes of transportation. (23 CFR § 450.310.)

CHIEF EXECUTIVE OFFICER: Donna DeMartino
BOARD OF DIRECTORS:CHAIR Michael Restuccia •VICE CHAIR Les J. Fong •Joni Bauer •Gary S. Giovanetti • Balwinder T. Singh

SAN JOAQUIN RE GIONAL TRANSIT DISTRICT
P.O. Box 201010 •Stockton, CA 95201 •(209)943-1111 •(209)948-8516 Fax • sanjoaquinRTD.com
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RTD serves as the regional transportation provider with a service area including the entire San Joaquin
County and should be represented on the COG Board. (Pub. Util. Code, § 50007.) RTD provides over
four million passenger trips a year and is the only transportation provider in San Joaquin County that
connects cities throughout the county with fixed and deviated fixed, Intercity and Countywide routes,
including the Regional Rail Service. Even smaller service operators, such as the City of Escalon and the
City of Ripon, contract with RTD to provide transit services. Furthermore, RTD operates 11 Commuter
routes that provide over 200,000 trips a year to transport San Joaquin County residents to and from
employment centers in Sacramento and the Bay Area.
Notably, COG has changed the structure and membership of its Board in the recent past, when it went
from ten to twelve members in response to the concerns of the elected officials representing the City of
Stockton and San Joaquin County that they were not being fairly represented based on their populations
and spheres of responsibility. Thus, COG has precedent for making changes to its Board. Implementing
the federal mandate and allowing COG to benefit from representation by RTD, the major provider of
public transit service in San Joaquin County, is good policy and should not be difficult to achieve.
It is recognized that an exception from the MPO statutory structure requirements is available for those
MPOs that qualify under the "grandfathering" provision in 23 U.S.C. 134(d)(4), first enacted in 1991, and
retained in the Final Rule. The FTA and FHWA have a longstanding interpretation that the exception is
available for an MPO that(1) operates pursuant to a state law that was in effect on or before December
18, 1991,(2) such state law has not been amended thereafter as regards the structure or organization of
the MPO; and (3) the MPO has not been designated or re-designated after December 18, 1991. (79 Fed.
Reg. 31216, 81 Fed. Reg. 34111) The commentary to the Final Rule clarifies that the December 18, 1991
cutoff date applies to the State law under which an MPO operates, not any MPO in operation as of that
date.(81 Fed. Reg. 34112)
Federal law requires that MPOs be designated in one of two ways —either by agreement between the
Governor and units of general purpose local government, or in accordance with procedures established
by applicable state or local law (49 U.S.C. Section 5303(d)(1).) COG was designated as the region's MPO
by the Governor of California by agreement with the units of general purpose governments, rather than
by state law. This conforms to the first method of designating an MPO under federal law. Moreover,
COG was created not by statutory enabling legislation, but is a creature of contract, as a joint powers
agency. COG recognizes that it is established by agreement rather than legislation in its administrative
procedures related to Transportation Development Act allocations. (See Transportation Development Act
Administrative Procedures (October 2013) at p. 6.) Accordingly, COG does not fall within the exception
from the MPO structure requirements.
We respectFully ask that COG seriously consider RTD's request to serve as a full voting Board member
and that the COG bylaws be amended accordingly. This will ensure that San Joaquin County's major,
regional transportation provider can be fully and fairly represented and so that the federal mandates of
MAP-21 and FAST will be fulfilled.
Sincerely,

Gary Giovanetti
Member, Board of Directors

Donna DeMartino
Chief Executive Officer
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cc:

Andrew T. Chesley
Executive Director
San Joaquin Council of Governments
Steve Dial
Deputy Executive Director
San Joaquin Council of Governments
Diane Nguyen
Deputy Director
San Joaquin Council of Governments
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