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SR 12 Corridor Study
Public Meeting

Wednesday, May 16, 2012

5:30 p.m. – 7:30 p.m.
D.H. White Elementary School, Rio Vista, CA
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Overview

On Wednesday, May 16, 2012, a Public Meeting was held for the SR 12 Corridor Study.  

The purpose of the meeting was to review the following corridor study activities:

· Study Goals

· Work Plan and Major Milestones 
· Review of Existing and Future Conditions Analysis

· [image: image3.emf]Corridor Improvement Strategies

· Gap-fill Strategy.  
· Barrier Separated Two-Lane Strategy

· Four-Lane Strategy

· Draft Study Recommendations
· Next Steps

The workshop agenda is attached for reference.  

Participants included representatives from:

· Forty-five (45) Members of the General Public

· [image: image4.emf]City of Rio Vista

· City of Rio Vista Council 

· City of Rio Vista Planning Commission

· Solano Transportation Authority (STA)

· Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC)

· Caltrans Districts 4 & 10

· San Joaquin Council of Governments (SJCOG) 
· California Delta Protection Commission (DPC)

· Assembly member MarikoYamada’s Office

· Solano County Board of Supervisors

· Highway 12 Association

· Napa County Public Works Department

· San Joaquin Farm Bureau

Because citizens were in attendance, the attendance log, which contains personal contact information, is not provided in this synopsis document but is on file with Barbara Hempstead, Caltrans District 10.  Email Barbara at barbara_hempstead@dot.ca.gov to inquire about meeting attendance.  

Welcome

Ms. Georgiena Vivian, VRPA Technologies, Inc., welcomed all in attendance and introduced City of Rio Vista Mayor Jan Vick and Caltrans District 4 Director of Planning and Local Assistance, Lee Taubeneck who also welcomed those in attendance.  Ms. Vivian then provided an overview of the agenda and a synopsis of key findings from the Agricultural and Trucking Industry Stakeholder Survey conducted by VRPA Technologies, Inc. to gain input from users of the SR 12 corridor and provide input to the Study Project Development Team (PDT).  
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Corridor Study Presentation

Mr. Cordoba provided an overview of the Study Purpose and discussed Study Goals, Schedule, and Meeting Objectives as a part of a detailed PowerPoint Presentation.  Following Mr. Cordoba’s presentation, Mr. Thomas Biggs, Atkins Global and Project Manager, provided a presentation regarding the Evaluation of Alternative Strategies including Review of the Existing and Future Conditions Analysis, Evaluation of Corridor Improvement Strategies, Key Findings, Draft Study Recommendations and Next Steps.  Following the presentations, Eric and Thomas requested questions or comments from the attendees as noted below under Attendee Discussion.  


A copy of the PowerPoint Presentation can be found in the Appendix of this document.
Attendee Discussion

· [image: image6.emf]Does the Study address access points to farms along the Corridor?  

· Tom Biggs - Yes.
· Were improvements to Bouldin Island considered?

· Tom Biggs - Yes, the Study considered surcharge issues and replacing the existing engineered base.
· Is the Bouldin Island project funded?

· Tom Biggs – Yes.  The project is programmed and scheduled for improvement within the next year.  In addition, Intelligent Transportation System (ITS) improvements between I-5 and Rio Vista will be implemented.  
· Regarding plans along SR 12, what alignment is preferred through Rio Vista?

· Tom Biggs - The PDT does not a have a preferred alignment at this time.  

· Mayor Vick - The City of Rio Vista will open a new dialog with citizens, businesses, and other stakeholders as it finalizes its General Plan update.  The General Plan is currently silent regarding the issue of which alignment is preferred.  The City will work with Caltrans to identify a preferred alignment that the City will be comfortable with.  

· Liked the presentation.  The Rio Vista Bridge has been studied for many years and SR 12 is in poor condition.  Why was funding diverted for necessary improvements along the SR 12 Corridor?  Who received the funds?  

· Tom Biggs and Caltrans Staff – Not aware of previous funding issues, unable to comment.  

· Where does SR 29 go?  

· Tom Biggs – SR 29 Serves Vallejo with connections to the Bay Area and the SR 12 Corridor.  

· ITS improvements – What are the impacts on congestion?  Will Rio Vista Bridge delays be improved with ITS improvements?  

· [image: image7.emf]Tom Biggs - ITS benefits are not evaluated as specific events.  ITS applications can help clear incidents more quickly and lessen delay caused by an incident.  
· Regarding bridge operations, were future bridge operations considered in the traffic modeling for the Study?  

· Tom Biggs and Bob McCauley – Yes.  

· Was a toll facility considered? 
· Tom Biggs – No, funding options are not currently clear enough.  

· Regarding the Rio Vista Bridge, were predetermined locations for a new crossing considered?  

· Tom Biggs – No, all options are still open considering alternative alignment scenarios.

· Rio Vista does have the completed Rio Vista Bridge Study, which was completed last year and considered options for the Bridge.  

· Tom Biggs –Agree, but there may be other options as well.  
· How much time will it take to nail down the SR 12 Corridor alignment through Rio Vista?

· Tom Biggs - Alignment alternatives and bridge locations need to be defined and environmentally assessed before a preferred alignment and bridge connection is finalized.

· What about a tunnel vs. a new bridge?

· Eric Cordoba - In the Rio Vista Bridge Study, the tunnel was not identified as a viable alternative due to costs, but it has not been discounted by this Corridor Study and is still on the table.

· Can the existing Rio Vista Bridge be used if the SR 12 Corridor alignment is to the north or south of the existing alignment?

· Tom Biggs – Do not know.  Some modification to the Bridge will likely be necessary.

· What is the height of the Rio Vista Bridge?

· Tom Biggs – It is 148 feet in height and 300 feet long.

· What happens if funding is not available for improvements identified in the short- and long-term strategy?

· Tom Biggs - No improvements will be made.  Some improvements like Bouldin Island are already programmed and will be made in the short-term.  

· Need accurate traffic counts.  In September 2010, Caltrans said the daily traffic volume was 21,600 but in March 2011, Caltrans reported the daily volume as 19,600 or lower.  

· Tom Biggs - The SR 12 Corridor Study, Existing Conditions Report contains the existing and future traffic volume data applied for purposes of the Corridor Study.  The economic downturn could have affected existing traffic counts resulting in lower traffic volumes from one year to the next.  The future year analysis however, considered that the traffic lost to the economic downturn would be recovered over time.  
· What was the cost of the SR 12 Corridor Study?

· Tom Biggs - The Study was jointly funded by the Caltrans, the San Joaquin Council of Governments (SJCOG), the Solano Transportation Authority (STA), the Sacramento Council of Governments (SACOG), and the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) for a total cost of $900,000.
· The City of Rio Vista will be gathering to discuss the SR 12 alternative alignments.  Will members of the Study PDT be available to help us review these alternatives?  

· Tom Biggs - Yes.  Members of the PDT will be available.  

· Regarding bike lanes along thee SR 12 Corridor, the Delta Commission would like the Study to identify key ways to build the bike/trail system.

· Tom Biggs – please forward a letter from the Commission requesting that the Plan address the issue.  
· How much is wasted if Rio Vista unanimously votes to keep the existing alignment?  How much weight will Caltrans give to Rio Vista’s preference?

· Tom Biggs - Cannot say – Caltrans is waiting for the City of Rio Vista to decide its preferred alignment during development of the General Plan Update coupled with results of the future environmental review process.  Caltrans will strongly consider the City’s opinion.   
· [image: image8.emf]Caltrans District 4 Deputy Dir. Taubeneck – The State of California is historically not in the land use business and defers land use issues to the locals and regional agencies.  We defer to the City of Rio Vista’s General Plan Update process and the cost of various alternatives.  Caltrans will listen to the City of Rio Vista and is required to follow plans set forth in the General Plan.  We should work together during the City’s General Plan Update process.  
· If the tunnel option is not feasible, it would be great to know that now, before we have dialogue considering it as a viable alternative. 
· Tom Biggs - The Bridge report did not look at that level of detail.  Geotechnical testing and other design engineering is required before the option can be ruled out.  There was nothing that we saw during development of the SR 12 Corridor Study that would indicate that the tunnel option was not feasible.  
· Safety is a huge issue along the SR 12 Corridor.  Caltrans identified the need for improvements including a 4- lane freeway in 1980 and 1985.  

· Tom Biggs – comment noted.  

· What about restricting bridge operations to certain hours to reduce congestion?

· Tom Biggs – Federal law gives river operations precedence over traffic using the bridge.  

· Did you consider an increase in shipping along the river during your Corridor Study?

· Tom Biggs – Yes.  We considered an increase in shipping operations along the river.  

· Between Lodi and Fairfield, there are two bad stretches of SR 12.  Did you consider constraints along the entire Corridor?

· Tom Biggs – Yes.  We looked at issues along the entire Corridor.

· Do you have concrete plans with funding to fix the issues you found?

· Tom Biggs – Some of the issues along the Corridor will be taken care of with funding that is currently programmed for improvement; others are not funded.   This Study is the first step toward finding funding for other short- and long-term improvements.    
Next Steps

Tom Biggs provided an overview of the next steps in the Study development process indicating that the Draft Corridor Study is on the Study Website for review and comment.  Georgiena Vivian indicated that comments on the Draft Study will be accepted through May 30, 2012.  Based upon comments received at this meeting and from stakeholders and the public during the comment period, the Final Corridor Study will be prepared by the PDT.  
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· Does the plan include exits?
· Pete rising and lowering – problem being addressed

· Bridge realignment routes? 

· Alternates investigated and continue to be, including dialogue and revisions to Rio Vista Plan
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· Finding the money to do it right.  Not another patch (30 yr. history)
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· Bridge delays?

· Alternate routes

· Intelligent improvements – quicker dealing with incidents

· Also include bridge activity?
· Tolls considered?

· Funding plans
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· Routes being studied (Bridge Study included) 

· 3 current ideas

· Still open to new ideas

· Challenges

· [image: image13.emf]Traffic Counting data
· Accuracy is important

· Rio Vista Dialogue

· Support for sustainability and bicycles
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· Waterways take precidence
· Immediate plans – What’s happening now?
· Moving Forward!
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