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North County Corridor Public Information Meeting, March 6, 2014 

General Information about This Document 
 
What is in this document? 
This document is a summary report of a public information meeting for the North County 
Corridor Project, Project Approval and Environmental Document (PA&ED), in Stanislaus 
County, California. This document describes what occurred at the meeting. 

 
 

What should you do? 
ü Please read this summary report. 
ü If you have any concerns about the summary report or questions about the proposed 

project, please contact Scott Smith, Chief, Central Sierra Environmental Analysis Branch, 
Caltrans, 855 M Street, Suite 200, Fresno, CA 93721 or by email to 
Scott.Smith@dot.ca.gov. 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
For individuals with sensory disabilities, this document is available in Braille, large print, on 
audiocassette, or computer disk. To obtain a copy in one of these alternate formats, please call or 
write to Chantel Miller, Public and Legislative Affairs Chief, Caltrans District 10, P.O. Box 
2048, Stockton, CA 95201, (209) 948-3930, or Chantel.Miller@dot.ca.gov. Or, use the 
California Relay Service TDD line at 1-800-735-2929. 
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Chapter 1: Introduction________________________________ 
 
1.1 A Public Information Meeting Was Held 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), in cooperation with the North County 
Corridor Transportation Expressway Authority, held a Public Information Meeting on Thursday, 
March 6, 2014. The Authority consists of Caltrans; Stanislaus Council of Governments; the cities 
of Modesto, Oakdale, and Riverbank; and the County of Stanislaus. The meeting was held at the 
following date, time, and place: 
 
 Thursday, March 6, 2014 
 6:30 p.m. – 8:00 p.m. 
 Riverbank Community Center 
 3600 Santa Fe Street 
 Riverbank, CA 
 
The agencies are studying the impacts of a proposed freeway/expressway, whose alignment 
would extend approximately 18 miles from a location on Tully Road to a location on State Route 
120 approximately six miles east of the City of Oakdale. 
 
Ultimately, the North County Corridor will be a freeway/expressway with interchanges, at-grade 
intersections, grade-separated railroad crossings, irrigation district crossings, frontage access 
roads, and street alignments. 
 
1.2 Announcement of the Public Information Meeting 
The project team planned and implemented the Public Information Meeting to conform to the 
requirements of applicable federal and state laws, including the National Environmental Policy 
Act (NEPA) and the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). 
 
The meeting was publicized through a jumbo postcard invitation in both English and Spanish 
that was sent by first-class U.S. mail to a mailing list of approximately 1701 property owners, 
residents, and stakeholders such as local, state, and federal agencies; emergency responders; 
civic and community groups; chambers of commerce and other business groups; environmental 
groups; and other potentially interested individuals and organizations.  
 
A personal invitation letter from the District Director of Caltrans District 10 was also sent to 
federal, state, and local elected officials in Stanislaus County. 
 
Public notices were placed in The Modesto Bee on February 24, 2014; in the Oakdale Leader, 
and Riverbank News on February 26, 2014; and in Vida en el Valle on February 26, 2014. 
 
Two news releases were sent to print and broadcast media (mainstream and alternative) that 
serve the project area. The news releases were sent to the following mainstream and alternative 
media outlets: Ceres Chamber of Commerce, Citadel Broadcasting, Clear Channel, Hispanic  
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Chamber of South San Joaquin County, Hispanic Chamber of Stanislaus County, Hughson 
Chronicle, KANM/KBUL, KAT Country 103, KCBC-770 AM, KCIV-99.9 FM; KCSO 
Telemundo 33, KCSS-FM, KHKK 104.1 The Hawk, KHOP, KJAX 1280, KJSN, KVFX, 
KKME, KQOD, KMRQ, KOSO, KRVR, KUYL, KVIN, Mattos Newspapers, Modesto Bee, 
Modesto Chamber of Commerce, Newman Chamber of Commerce, Oakdale Leader, Patterson-
Westley Chamber of Commerce, Riverbank Chamber of Commerce, Escalon Times, Riverbank 
News, Rock 96.7, Stanislaus Farm News, Stanislaus Magazine, The Ceres Courier, The Signal, 
Turlock Chamber of Commerce, Turlock Journal, and Valley Builders Exchange.  
 
Articles about the meeting were published in The Modesto Bee on January 21, 2014 and  
March 8, 2014, and in the Riverbank News on March 19, 2014. 
 
Announcements of the Public Information Meeting were made at public meetings of the North 
County Corridor Transportation Expressway Authority Board of Directors, the North County 
Corridor Technical Advisory Committee, and the North County Corridor Community Focus 
Group. 
 
1.3 Purpose and Goals of the Public Information Meeting 
Information is the first step in the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)/California 
Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) process. Information is designed to inform the public, 
interest groups, affected tribes and government agencies of the Environmental Impact Statement 
(EIS) and Environmental Impact Report (EIR), including opportunities for public involvement.  
Information presents the proposed actions, alternatives, and impacts for public and agency 
review early in the process. The purpose of the Public Information Meeting, therefore, was to 
provide members of the public and other interested parties with opportunities to learn about the 
project and to provide comments or concerns, which would then become part of the public record 
and be considered as the project team develops the environmental document. The information 
meeting was conducted pursuant to the CEQA Guidelines Section 15083 (Early Public 
Consultation) to gain input from agencies and interested parties on the range of alternatives and 
environmental effects to be analyzed in the EIS/EIR.  
 
1.4 Format of the Public Information Meeting  
Approximately 174 people signed attendance sheets at the public meeting—151 members of the 
public and 17 project team members. An estimated 50 additional people attended without signing 
in. 
 
At the door, members of the Public Outreach staff, including a person fluent in Spanish, Tagalog 
and English, welcomed attendees, explained the evening’s format, asked attendees to sign in, and 
handed each a comment sheet and agenda. Attendees were also invited to dictate their comments 
to a public stenographer. The Public Outreach staff also frequently introduced attendees to 
members of the project team and answered questions of a general nature.   
 
The meeting was conducted as an open house/map showing, after a brief presentation by the 
consulting team’s project manager. This interactive format provided an opportunity for members 
of the public to individually ask questions of and direct comments to members of the project 
team. Attendees were encouraged to submit written comments at a public comment station, and 
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the professional stenographer was available for persons who wished to provide oral comments. 
Large maps with potential alternatives were placed on easels in the room, so that attendees could 
locate their properties, talk with engineering and/or environmental specialists, and draw 
alternative routes or provide other information directly on the maps. The orientation station 
provided information on the project description and objectives, involved agencies, funding, next 
steps, and a schedule. It also informed attendees of how they could be involved and continue to 
be involved in the project. An environmental studies station defined the Information process, and 
described the environmental process, anticipated environmental studies, and screening criteria to 
be used in evaluating possible alternatives. 
  
Project team members were available at each station to explain the displays, answer questions, 
and receive public input. A Spanish and Tagalog translator was available, and the Deputy Project 
Manager, who was present, is also fluent in Spanish. 
  
1.5 Summary of Concerns Expressed 
The overall feedback from attendees about the breadth and depth of the information provided and 
the accessibility of project team members was generally positive. Approximately 17 comment 
sheets and/or other written correspondence were received at the meeting, and 11 people dictated 
comments to the public stenographer. 
  
The dominant concerns and comments expressed at the meeting were these: 
ü Negative effect on property values. 
ü Ingress and egress to properties. 
ü Lack of a printed map that attendees could take home. (Several people complained about 

the website maps and asked for a printed map to be sent to them.) 
ü Gratitude for the project following the Kiernan/Claribel route. 
ü General access issues.  
ü Potential negative effects on local businesses in Riverbank and in Oakdale. 
ü Skepticism about roundabouts. 
ü Noise. 
ü Negative impacts on agricultural land. 
ü Moving agricultural equipment to/from fields 
ü Increased traffic 
ü Negative impacts on birds 
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Chapter 2:  Meeting Proceedings________________________ 
 
2.1:  Welcome 
The information stations at the Public Information Meeting were developed according to the 
items shown below:  
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2.2 Displays and Exhibits 
The informational display boards, exhibits, and maps at the Public Information Meeting are 
explained below. (Reduced copies of the informational display boards and graphics are included 
in Appendix B.) 
 
Station 1:  Welcome Board and Sign-in Tables 
A welcome board greeted attendees as they entered the meeting room. Attendees were asked to 
sign in to maintain an attendance record and to ensure that all interested parties would be added 
to the project mailing list. [See Appendix F for attendee lists.] The Public Outreach staff gave 
each attendee a print program with the sponsor logos—Caltrans, StanCOG, Stanislaus County, 
City of Riverbank, City of Oakdale, and City of Modesto. The print program welcomed the 
attendees to the public meeting, stating the evening’s agenda, and provided the project 
background and purpose, project area, and project contact information. [See Appendix A.] The 
print program also encouraged attendees to comment on the project and provided information on 
how to do so. A schedule of the primary environmental and project activities was inserted into 
the print program.  
 
Comment sheets provided space for comments and/or concerns and asked attendees if they 
wished to be added to mailing lists for the projects. The Public Outreach staff, which included a 
Spanish-speaking translator, explained the format of the meeting and encouraged attendees to 
ask questions of and make comments to the project team members who were present. 
 
Station 2:  Project Objective/Description 
Boards at this station provided general orientation information: (1) the project objective, (2) 
project description, and (3) funding.  
 
Station 3:  Agencies 
This board provided information on the agencies involved in the project:  
 
 Lead Agency:  Caltrans District 10  

Sponsoring Agency:   North County Corridor Transportation Expressway Authority, and  
Responsible Agencies: Cities of Modesto, Oakdale, and Riverbank; Stanislaus County,      
and Stanislaus Council of Governments 

 
Station 4:  Maps 
This station provided the exhibits of most interest to the attendees. 
 
Station 5:  Environmental 
The two boards at this station explained the environmental process and listed the 14 
environmental studies underway. 
 
Station 6:  Comment Station 
A board at the public comment station explained how attendees could continue to participate in 
the project process and invited attendees to dictate their comments to the public stenographer 
who was present. The public outreach staff provided comment sheets for members of the public 
and other interested parties to submit written comments about the project. Written comments 

9 | P a g e  
 



North County Corridor Public Information Meeting, March 6, 2014 

were submitted during the open house or could be mailed in later. Eighteen written comments 
were received at the meeting. 
  
Eleven people dictated comments to the public stenographer. [See Appendix E] 
 
Overall, attendees reacted positively to the meeting format, information presented, maps, and 
displays. 
 
 
2.3  Personnel on Hand 
The following personnel set up and conducted the meeting and were available to answer 
questions from the public. The persons in charge of the meeting were Matt Satow, P.E., Project 
Manager, Drake Haglan & Associates; Jose Silva, P.E., Deputy Project Manager, Drake Haglan 
& Associates; and Judith Buethe, M.A., of Judith Buethe Communications, Public Outreach 
Coordinator. 
 
 2.3.1  Caltrans Staff 
 Anton Kismetian, Design Oversight 

Margaret Lawrence, Deputy District Director, District 10 
 Chantel Miller, Chief, Public & Legislative Affairs & Executive Services 
 Joy Pinne, Project Manager 
 Scott Smith, Chief, Central Sierra Environmental Analysis Branch 
 Ashlyn Swan, Design Oversight 

  
 2.3.2  Joint Powers Authority Staff 
 Colt Esenwein, Project Manager  

Matt Machado, Authority Manager 
  
 2.3.3  Joint Powers Technical Advisory Committee 
 Jill Anderson, City of Riverbank 

Jaylen French, StanCOG 
 Cindy Malekos, StanCOG 
  
 2.3.4  Consultants  
 Drake Haglan & Associates 
 Jennifer Hildebrandt, Environmental Coordinator 
 Miguel Ramirez, Project Engineer 

Matt Satow, Project Manager 
 Jose Silva, Deputy Project Manager 
  
 Dokken Engineering 
 Carlene Grecco, Environmental Planner 

Sarah Holm, Environmental Planner 
Namat Hosseinion, Environmental Lead Planner 
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LSA 
Jeff Bray, Environmental 
  
Judith Buethe Communications 
Judith Buethe, Public Outreach Coordinator 
Raquel Noriega Williams, Assistant and Translator 
Ashley Whatley, Public Stenographer 
 
2.3.5  Elected Officials and Other Agencies 
Darlene Barber-Martinez, Riverbank City Council 
Frank Damrell, Field Representative, State Senator Cathleen Galgiani 
Randyn Gregg, Field Representative, State Senator Berryhill 
Jenny Kenoyer, Modesto City Council 
Richard O’Brien, Mayor, City of Riverbank 
Pat Paul, Mayor, City of Oakdale 
Don Petersen, Oakdale City Council 
 
2.3.6  City/County Representatives 
City of Riverbank 
Kathleen Cleek, Sr. Management Analyst 
Marisela Garcia, Finance Director 
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Chapter 3:  Public Input at the Public Information Meeting___ 
 

3.1:  Written and Dictated Comments Received at the Meetings 
 

3.1.1:  Listing of Written Comments Received at the Meetings 
Below is a listing of the written comments received at the Public Information Meeting and 
requests for inclusion on the mailing list. Seventeen comment sheets and other written 
correspondence were received at the meeting. (Actual copies of all written comments received by 
the Public Outreach Coordinator are included in Appendix F.) 
 
Eldon Aeilts 
6443 Smith Road 
Oakdale, CA 95361 
Routes 1A and 2A make the most sense. 
 
David Black 
592 Shawn Vines Avenue 
Oakdale, CA 95361 
Please add my name to the North County Corridor mailing list. 
 
Hans Burtschi 
6466 Bendlee Road 
Oakdale, CA 95361 
Please add my name to the North County Corridor mailing list. 
 
Michelle and Eric Christopherson 
511 Crawford Road 
Modesto, CA 95356 
1. Our house (the Bald Eagle Ranch House) was recently listed in the National Register of 

Historic Places. We therefore request that any environmental studies take this into 
consideration, which is a benefit we are entitled to. 

2. Why extend Charity Way to the East beyond McHenry? It’s all farmland and there is no need 
for a road where there are no houses or buildings. 

 
Colleen and Robert Cordano 
10318 St. Andrews Drive 
Oakdale, CA 95361 
Alternative Route 1B is the best route through East Oakdale. A roundabout at Stearns Rd. would 
be located in a residential area. There are new homes currently under construction with more to 
come along with retail and office spaces. The roundabout near Lancaster would accommodate 
the traffic before it would impede local Oakdale traffic. Route 1B is the best choice. 
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Daryl Daniel 
3442 Atchison Street 
Riverbank, CA 95367 
Keep Hwy 108 as is. The new Hwy 219 finish to Oakdale. Don’t let fast food buy hwy land. Keep 
North Corridor green like the picture. 
 
Vic De Melo         
BDC First Riverbank, L.P. 
1556 Roadside Drive 
Walnut Creek, CA 94596 
1. Claribel (North Frontage) directly west of Oakdale should be re-aligned to a southerly 

direction to minimize take of Bosio/McGrave NWC Claribel/Oakdale. 
2. No requirement for Bosio/McGrave property to fund any of the NCC Project construction.  
3. No County/Caltrans limitations on frontage road access. 
4. No need for a Coffee Off-Ramp. 
5. Frontage Rd. needs to build concurrently. 
6. Make Claribel/Kiernan Work.   
 
Jose Jimenez 
4797 McGee Avenue 
Modesto, CA 95357 
My house is at 4797 McGee Ave and frontage road from 2A/2B route goes through my house; 
need to design frontage road avoiding my house (and neighbor). This route is not a good route 
(design). Most houses along Claribel Rd will be affected by route 2A/2B. Need to design route 
that avoids houses. 
 
Kenneth E. Krause 
8806 Wamble Rd. 
Oakdale, CA 95361 
I don’t understand why it has taken so much of our tax dollars to come to this point of the so-
called “North County Corridor.” This is after property was purchased for the Oakdale Bypass & 
now sold (by Caltrans). Probably less than what it was purchased for! Our tax dollars at work. If 
I were to operate my ranching business in such a manner, I would have been out of business long 
ago. I guess tax dollars are never ending. 
 
Curt Porter 
305 South Stearns Road 
Oakdale, CA 95361 
(Not For Stearns Rd)  NO 
 
Joyce Robinson 
5506 Chenault 
Modesto, CA 95356 
From McHenry to Oakdale Road, use improved highway to be completed 2015. Do not destroy 
road (more cost) to put in freeway ramps. Do not take more farmland to make access roads. 
Traffic lights like on Pelandale will work. By 2020 you will know if really needed. Only do if in 
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2020 traffic then demands ramps. Having left and right hand turning lanes will be adequate at 
intersection McHenry, Tully, Coffee, Oakdale & Roselle. Save farm land and money. If ramps 
become needed, use on ramps as service road for access to freeway/expressway. Do not cut 
through farmland and make bigger imprint. Each land owner should have a say on whether a 
road is needed through hisi property. Make 2015 road work. SAVE money. Do not waste new 
road. 
 
Jeff Schultz 
Con Agra Foods 
Oakdale 
First choice for Con Agra foods that would minimally affect irrigation requirements is the 2a/2b 
route along Claribel Road. We need to evaluate both routes through the engineered 
proposals/recommendations with the Drake & Dokken Engineering teams. 
 
Vickie and Jim Simmons 
jvsimmons57@gmail.com 
To Colt Esenwein:  
We want an enlarged map to show us the right-of-way easement lines for our property at 5725 
Claribel Road, Oakdale. jvsimmons57@gmail.com. Thank you.  
 
Mary A. Tillery 
5115 Claribel Road 
Modesto, CA 95357 
We have cattle trucks & trucks that haul the corn when it is ready. They would have a problem 
with a roundabout. 
 
Vera and David Wilcox 
5039 Prospectors Pkwy 
Riverbank, CA 95367 
Wilcox_david@att.net 
We and all of our neighbors love the view of the cross & church in the field south of the new 
Riverbank Crossroads neighborhood south of Claribel at the Roselle intersection.  
*We are glad you have kept the highway south of this Living Faith Church that cross view of the 
cows grazing around it out of the eminent domain freeway areas. 
 
Mick Williams 
196 S. Stearns Road 
Oakdale, CA 95361 
I am against the South Stearns route and would like to see the route further east be utilized. 
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Chris Wincentsen 
3961 David Avenue (corner of Claus Rd & David Ave) 
cwincentsen@csustan.edu 
Question/Concern: 
The orange right-of-way boundary goes right down the middle of my large shop building. I am 
concerned about preserving my shop, so I’m wondering how definite that line is and whether my 
building can be preserved. Thanks. 
 
Unknown 
Please call Beverly Tillema, 1530 Kiernan, 545-1047. She has questions specifically regarding 
the number of lanes. Will not be available until 12th; please leave a message if she doesn’t 
answer. 
 
Richard and Jill Connolly 
6731 Stoddard Road 
Oakdale, CA 95361 
We would like to on the record opposing alternative 2B for the corridor. As per your meeting on 
March 6, 2014 spokespeople stated that studies have shown shorter routes, 1A and 2A are more 
cost effective and also attract more traffic. Isn’t that the purpose? Alternate 2B will run approx 
300’ from our door and we moved our house 1,000’ from the road to avoid noise and traffic. A 
sound wall won’t even make a difference in the noise and disruption to our quiet rural life. 
Ducks, geese, red tailed hawks, great horned owls, will all be gone. Also, the routes closer to 
town (Oakdale) will help prevent urban sprawl and let Oakdale enjoy some of the commerce 
benefits. Thank you for your diligence and hopefully you will make a wise decision. Thank you, 
Richard and Jill Connolly. 
 
Jeff and Kelly Anderson 
5036 Eleanor Avenue 
Oakdale, CA 95361 
It appears that all routes affect our property. We do not want a wall. We would like the 
opportunity to relocate to the end of our property with road access. Thank you, Jeff and Kelly 
Anderson. 
 
Pat Bicknell 
9608 Rams Hill Court 
Oakdale, CA 95361 

1. Consider using existing roads instead of cutting through so many properties. 
2. With traffic coming down the hill toward Oakdale from mountains and reservoirs cutting 

through 1B and 2B would be helpful to homeowners along 120. 
3. The roundabouts would certainly slow down traffic on a Hwy like 108/129. Not sure how 

safe that would be however.  
4. I am not interested in having by-pass down Sterns! 

 
Charles Eaton 
9924 Country Oak Drive 
Oakdale, CA 95361 
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Regarding the proposed North County Corridor East end placement to 108/120.Legend 2A is 
dumb as it dumps right into a housing development. Legend 2B is almost as bad as it also dumps 
right into a housing development – just fewer houses. The original proposal was to get it out 
toward Lovers leap. Keep to the original plan please. The proposal was stated to be a “by pass” 
2A and 2B is not a by pass. They are a noise maker, traffic maker and an affront to the country 
life style living. And, a sound wall won’t get it. So please get that entrance/exit out by lovers 
leap. 
 
 
3.1.2:  Listing of Dictated Comments Received at the Public Information Meeting 
 
Douglas Joe 
(209) 521-2536 
706 Crawford Rd. Modesto, 95356 
"Regarding the access -- the frontage access road between McHenry and Coffee, is that really -- 
on the north side of the proposed quarter -- is that really necessary since there's already 
frontage roads in that section?" 
 
Joy Bloomingcamp 
(209) 847-4101 
10528 Highway 120 Oakdale, 95361 
"You should have maps printed out like this to hand out to everybody and eliminate all this 
running around business. It would take me all might to find our ranch. This would put us 
right out of business. They should have big labels above each one, there's nothing. No map 
handouts. Not enough chairs. No mic. Mickey mouse projection screen. Poor projection quality. 
Nobody could see half the stuff that was there. They didn't have signs. The name tags are okay I 
guess expect they have their name but you have to get really close to see what they know 
about. So they need to improve their name tags. And I looked up the Stanislaus County site 
before I came and we couldn't find the agenda for tonight. There must be one. I think I was on 
the right website. I finally got this map, so I had to be on the right website. So I just think this 
thing needs a better job of organizing it. I can't help what they do with our route. A highway turn 
around is the most ridiculous thing I've heard of. I guess it's good for some traffic. I don't know." 
 
Pete Schoenenberger 
(209) 402-7339 
10313 Rio Sombra Ct. Oakdale, 95361. 
"Will the 1-A and the 2-A eastern section where it connects to the highway it seems like it 
connects right at a highly populated area on East Oakdale. I would prefer that it go 
farther east and that would be plan 1-B and 2-B. It's a less dense -- less densely populated area." 
 
 
Darren Webb 
(209) 653-4179 
4500 Clause Rd., Modesto, 95357. 
"I want to thank the committee for staying on Kiernan and Claribel making that work on the 
existing road that is the bestthing to do. I hope where they exit onto 120, they're able to do 
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the least destruction to people's farm parcels and houses. They still need to be considerate 
regarding these people's houses when they are building overpasses around because the people 
will loss the value you on the property. Besides that, I wanted to reiterate thanking you for 
staying on Kiernan and Claribel." 
 
Norman and Eilene Holson  
706 Claribel Road, Modesto.  
“We are very upset. Losing the front of our house as an entrance and making an access road so 
we can access our property from the rear of our property which is a -- we have a 3200-foot 
custom built home and you are destroying the value of our home. There's no reason why the 
"road" cannot be further north between -- they're going to build another road anyway, then why 
can't they build the road between McHenry and Coffee or McHenry and Oakdale, further to the 
north and just make existing Claribel Road a dead end road for the residence of those roads 
rather than making us access our property from the rear of our property which totally destroys 
our value. The back road is dissecting agricultural land of which is another destruction. They're 
destroying the value of our property and all of our neighbors on the south side of the street 
between McHenry and Oakdale Roads. For the last hundred years we've been coming to the 
front of the house and now they want to change to the back of the house and lose value on our 
house." 
 
Katy Winders 
(209) 613-3330 
337 South Stearns Oakdale, 95361 
"I just want to say that I'm against route 1-A and 2-A as they are too close in town and prefer 
route 1-B and 2-B." 
 
Fred Burtschi 
(209)869-1826 
9113 Alvarado Rd. Oakdale, 95361 
"I think 1-A quarter would probably be better to take because it would use less property and less 
road construction to get to highway 120 this is the main object of this bypass. It 
would be close enough to Oakdale where it would generate a little tax revenue because it is 
industrial. So I can understand if industrial parts are close to the main throughway. It just seems 
like it would be a quicker way to get to 120." 
 
Jeff and Kelly Anderson 
(209)869-6889 
5036 Eleanor Rd., Oakdale, 95361 
"We live on Claribel and Eleanor. It's really the second house north of Claribel. And it shows the 
road going right up either taking our house right up to the house and we don't like the idea -- 
they talk about just putting sound walls up or we prefer if they did go that far to take our house 
and we could have the property in the back and let us build another house back there on our 16 
acres that we own. We just don't like the idea of a sound wall. We don't want to stay in our 
current home if there's going to be a overpass over it or a freeway next to it." 
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Christine Kaplan 
(925) 683-7959 
7519 and 7560 Wren Road, Oakdale 95361 
"I'm talking about the dead end of Wren Road near the Oakdale Airport, and we would rather 
that the easement road follows the OID canal bank rather than cutting through the private 
property. So the OID canal bank East of the dead end of Wren Road where I think the easement 
road should go to access the Gilbert property." 
 
Velinda Vasut 
"I'm really unhappy with the planning that went into this meeting. All of these maps should have 
been available to the public prior to the meeting so that we had a chance to review them and ask 
intelligent questions. The Cal Trans website has not been updated. I did see some maps on the 
county website that do not necessarily match what I'm seeing here tonight. Even the small 
differences do make a difference. The scale for the maps is ridiculously made. Proposed roads 
verse proposed north county quarter are both in blue only one has a dotted line and one has a 
solid line. How easy would it have been to make it a different color to make the maps more easily 
readable? And is there a chance that a route not presented here tonight could still be chosen? It 
needs to be addressed if it affects a parcel that is no longer able to be used as a home site due to 
county restrictions if certain routes are chosen. And they've made it appear that there's not a lot 
of forethought given to which roads to close or end in culs-de-sac that addresses local 
traffic situations, specifically the commute route both morning and evening down Smith to 
Warnerville to South Stearns to 120." 
 
Richard Bicknell 
(209) 996-1852 
9608 Rams Hill Ct. Oakdale, 95361 
"As far as move the project east of Oakdale as far as you can. The 1-B and 2-B section is best for 
the community of Oakdale, in my opinion. With 1-A and 2-A, the proposed shopping center will 
turn the downtown of Oakdale into a ghost town very much like what has happened to 
Riverbank, and you'll lose the quaintness of the community the community will have a much 
harder time gaining profit money from the downtown. 2. The 1-A and 2-A will devalue the 
properties at or near Atlas. The noise will be terrible, and the smog will increase adversely 
affecting the quality of life in the area. 1-A and 2-A are definitely a mistake for the community of 
Oakdale. It will create more congestion, and it will devalue the properties." 
 
Bobby E. Goad 
6000 Albers Road 
"How is this road going to affect 6000 Albers Road property? 
1.  I now have one gate direct to Albers Road. 
2.  I now have one gate direct to Valk Road. 
3.  How close to building does this new road come? 
4.  How about noise? 
5.  Does this new road affect my garage, etc.? 
6.  What about can I still enter Albers Road, same place? 
7.  What about fence moving and survey? 
8.  What about electric tower if moved, cost $100,000 or more? 
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9.  What about a road barrier on this curve by my house? And other things? Butane tank 
      hook up to a different spot? 
10. What about a lot of stuff being left? No fence. Unprotected. 
11. What about a safe place to live, period? 
12. Why not avoid under ground OID water systems as much as possible? Such as Brichetto  
      line across my property and under Albers Road now?" 
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Chapter 4:  Outcome of the Public Information Meeting_____ 
 
The overall feedback about the breadth, depth, and usefulness of the information provided at the 
Public Information Meeting was generally positive. Dominant concerns were the potential 
impacts on farmland, businesses, and other properties. Relief was expressed about the new 
alignment following Claribel Road and Kiernan Avenue. Members of the public also provided 
helpful information about specific locations, e.g., well site, flooding issues in an area, utility 
easement. 
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Appendices 
 
Appendix A:_Handouts________________________________________ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Agenda, pages 1-2 
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Agenda, pages  3-4 
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Comment Sheet 
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Appendix B:_Display and Exhibit Materials______________________ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Display Boards- 24”x36” 
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Display Boards- 24”x36” 
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Public Exhibit 1 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Public Exhibit 2 

Public Exhibit Maps 
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Public Exhibit 3 

Public Exhibit 4 
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Public Exhibit 5 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Public Exhibit 6 
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Public Exhibit 7 

Public Exhibit 8 
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Public Exhibit 9 

Public Exhibit 10 
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Public Exhibit 11 

Public Exhibit 12 
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Public Exhibit 13 

Public Exhibit 14 
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Public Exhibit 15 

Public Exhibit 16 
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Public Exhibit 17 

Public Exhibit 18 

34 | P a g e  
 



North County Corridor Public Information Meeting, March 6, 2014 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Public Exhibit 19 

Public Exhibit 20 
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Public Exhibit 21 

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Comments 1 and 2_1A, 1B, 2A, 2B 

Map 
Comments 
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Comments 3_1A, 1B, 2A, 2B 

Comments 4_1A, 1B, 2A, 2B 
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Comments 5_1A, 1B, 2A, 2B 

Comments 5a_1A, 1B, 2A, 2b 
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Comments 6_1A, 1B, 2A, 1A 

 

Comments 6 and 7_1A, 1B, 2A, 2B 
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Comments 7_1A, 1B, 2A, 2B 

Comments 8, 9 and 10_1A, 1B 
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Comments 11_1A, 1B 

Comments 12_13 and 14_1A, 1B 
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Comment 15_1B 

Comments 16 and 17_1B 
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Comments 18, 19, 20 and 21_2A, 2B 

Comments 22 and 23_2A, 2B 
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Comments 24 and 25_2A 

Comments 26 and 27_2A, 2B 
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Comments 28, 29, 30, 31, 32 and 33_2A 

Comments 34_2A 
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Comments 35_2A 

Comments 36 and 37_2B 
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Alternative 1A 
Display map 
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Alternative 1B 
Display map 
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Alternative 2A 
Display map 
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Alternative 2B 
Display map 
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Combined 
Alternatives 
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PowerPoint Presentation 
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Appendix C:_Notices and Letters_______________________________ 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

6”x11” postcard invitation 
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Published on February 24, 
2014, in The Modesto Bee 
Tear Sheet 
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Published on February 26, 
2014, in The Oakdale Leader  
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Published on February 26, 
2014, in The Riverbank News  
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Published on Wednesday, 
February 26, 2014, in  
Vida en el valle. 
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CONTACT:       FOR IMMEDIATE RELEASE: 
Judith Buethe, Public Outreach Coordinator   March 4, 2014 
(209) 464-8707, Ext. 101; (209) 969-7722 
 
 

PUBLIC INFORMATION MEETING ON THURSDAY 
NORTH COUNTY CORRIDOR EXPRESSWAY 

 
(Modesto, CA)—A Public Information Meeting will be held on Thursday, March 6, 2014, for the North 
County Corridor Expressway, at the Riverbank Community Center, 3600 Santa Fe Street, Riverbank, from 
6:30 p.m. – 8:00 p.m. A brief presentation at 6:45 p.m. will present up-to-date information on the 
progress of the project and potential alignments. 
 
Maps and other project displays will be available. Representatives from Caltrans and the local North 
County Corridor Transportation Expressway Authority will be there, along with other specialists in 
engineering, environmental studies, and right-of-way requirements, to discuss individual concerns and 
answer questions. 
 
The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) is the lead agency responsible for compliance 
with the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). 
In cooperation with the local North County Corridor Transportation Expressway Authority, Caltrans is 
preparing an Environmental Impact Report/Environmental Impact Statement for the North County 
Corridor Freeway/Expressway Project.  
 
The proposed project will be an expressway with interchanges, at-grade intersections, grade-separated 
railroad crossings, irrigation district crossings, frontage access roads, and street alignments.  The project 
would extend from a location on Tully Road to a location on State Route 120 approximately six miles 
east of the City of Oakdale. The proposed project may be an entirely new roadway or may be 
incorporated into the existing roadway network. 
 

News Release 
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To submit comments, questions, or concerns about the project, members of the public are invited to 
submit them in writing to Scott Smith, Chief, Central Sierra Environmental Analysis Branch, Caltrans, 855 
M Street, Suite 200, Fresno, CA 93721 or by email to Scott.Smith@dot.ca.gov. 
 
For general information about the project, persons may contact Joy Pinne, Project Manager, Caltrans, at 
(209) 948-7854 or by email at Joy.Pinne@dot.ca.gov. Or, contact Colt Esenwein, Project Manager, North 
County Corridor Transportation Expressway Authority, at (209) 525-4184 or by email at 
esenweinc@stancounty.com. For all other State Highway matters, contact District 10 Public Affairs at 
(209) 948-7977. 
 
Spanish-language translation will be available at the public meeting. 
 

# # # 
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Caltrans letter to elected officials 
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Elected Officials Mailing List 
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Published on March 8, 2014, in  
The Modesto Bee 
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Published on March 19, 2014, 
in The Riverbank News 
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Published on January 21, 2014, 
in The Modesto Bee 
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Appendix D:_Photographs at the Meeting________________________ 
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Appendix E:_Public Comments_________________________________ 
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Dictated Comments Received at Meeting 
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Appendix F:_Meeting Sign-In Sheets __________________________ 
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