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Comment 69 
Comment from de Visser, Brum  
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Response 69 to Brum Visser: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the 

Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.   

Under Alternative 1B, approximately 130 acres of ConAgra northern irrigation land would be 

removed and potentially have water irrigation access impacted from the interchange, frontage 

roads, and change in grade. Displaced businesses will be relocated within the county. 

Businesses requiring relocation will be provided relocation assistance payments and advisory 

assistance in accordance with the Caltrans Relocation Assistance Program (RAP), based on the 

Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (as 

amended) and Title 49 Code of Federal Regulations Part 24.  

The project will have minimal direct effects to the Hetch-Hetchy Aqueduct, Moccasin-Newark 

Transmission Tower Line, or the Warnerville Substation. For more information see Chapter 

3.1.8, Cultural Resources, Environmental Consequences. 
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Comment 70 
Comment from DeShon, James 
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Response 70 James DeShon: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the 

Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.   

Each alternative would effect railroads and utilities. Further details on how Alternative 1B effects 

both can be found under 2.3 Build Alternatives.  

Your contact information has been added to the project contact list and you will receive all future 

notifications regarding the project.  
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Comment 71 
Comment from Diesburg, Lawrence 
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Response 71 to Lawrence Diesburg: Thank you for your comments; they have been included 

in the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team 

has recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by 

the NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.   
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Comment 72 
Comment from Duran, Leroy 
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Response 72 to Leroy Duran: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the 

Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.   

Yes, the project alignment is proposed as north of Claribel Road in between Coffee and 

Oakdale roads and would avoid property impacts to the mobile home park. A road from Coffee 

Road to the mobile home park will be constructed to provide access to the mobile home park as 

well. The project does not include changing Claribel Road into a dead end Road. 
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Comment 73 
Comment from Eblen, Harold and Marcia 
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Response 73 to Harold and Marcia Eblen: Thank you for your comments; they have been 

included in the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development 

Team has recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was 

selected by the NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final 

EIR/EIS.   

The following supplemental information was added to the Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian 

and Bicycle (Section 3.1.6) of the Final Environmental Document: 

An Intersection Control Evaluation (ICE) summary was performed at each of the proposed at-

grade state highway intersections to identify the most effective intersection traffic control 

strategy (i.e., roundabout or traffic signal). Signalized and Unsignalized Intersection Design and 

Research AID (SIDRA) software package operations tools were also used for assessing 

effectiveness of roundabouts at the proposed intersections.  

It was determined that a roundabout was the most effective intersection traffic control strategy in 

the Traffic Operations Report and roundabouts were implemented as part of the proposed project. 

According to the Federal Highway Administration, roundabouts have been “proven safer and 

more efficient than other types of circular intersections” 

(https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/intersection/innovative/roundabouts/). The Federal Highway 

Administration website provides case studies regarding the effectiveness of roundabouts in 

California, Colorado, Florida, Kansas, Maine, Maryland, South Carolina, and Vermont. More 

information can be found at the following website: 

https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/research/deployment/roundabouts.cfm.  

Sections 3.1.1.1 and 3.1.6 discuss the analysis and development of improved local roads and 

new frontage roads that would contribute to the circulation of both urban and rural areas.  As seen 

in Tables 3.1.6-8 and 3.1.6-9, the frontage roads are included with Coffee, Oakdale, and Roselle 

Roads.  These roads will allow access to businesses and residences; as well as there is an 

improved in circulation.  

 

https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/intersection/innovative/roundabouts/
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/research/deployment/roundabouts.cfm
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Comment 74 
Comment from Eblen, Marcia 
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Response 74 to Marcia Eblen: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the 

Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.   
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Comment 75 
Comment from Emery, John 
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Response 75 to John Emery: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the 

Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.   

No roundabout is anticipated to be constructed at Atlas Road as a part of this project. 
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Comment 76 
Comment from Evans, Denise 
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Response 76 to Denise Evans: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the 

Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS for the 

following reasons: Alternative 1B has fewer adverse impacts to homes and businesses in the 

area; Alternative 1B maximizes traffic operations compared to Alternatives 2A or 2B; and is 

closest to the urbanized areas and planned growth areas in the region. It is anticipated the 

project will improve existing local roads and construct new frontage roads as part of this project, 

which will also contribute to improving circulation and level-of-service within the region. We 

understand your concerns regarding the new corridor and the potential for it to change the 

existing character of your neighborhood and the businesses along State Route 108. The 

existing State Route 108 would be relinquished to the County/City and remain in place and 

would still channel traffic as it currently does today 
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Comment 77 
Comment from Field, Mrs. J.D. 
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Response 77 to J.D. Field: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the Final 

Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. 

Alternative 1B places the new highway away from the Atlas Road intersection. However, any 

improvements along State Route 108 east of Lancaster Road are outside of the scope of the 

project. If improvements to address any known safety issues east of Lancaster Road are 

conducted, they will be conducted as part of a separate and independent project from the North 

County Corridor.  

Please refer to Section 3.1.6 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS – Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian 

and Bicycle – for further detail on the traffic analysis and report of the project area. This report 

encompasses an analysis and discussion of existing traffic operations and impacts as well as 

those related to each of the proposed alternatives within the project description. 

 Ultimately, Alternative 1B will improve the level of service (LOS) in the region and accomplish 

the project objectives below. 

• By 2046, the daily traffic volume on existing SR-108 through the communities for 
Riverbank and Oakdale would be reduced between 11 percent and 27 percent. 

• By 2026, the project would reduce the daily vehicle hours of delay in the project area by 8 
percent to 21 percent. 

• The new NCC facility would be access controlled with a reduced number of conflict areas 
compared to existing SR-108 and, as a result, the average operating speed for trucks is 
expected to be between 50 and 55 miles per hour.  
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Comment 78 
Comment from Fogarty, William and Bonnie  

 

  

78A 

78B 
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Response to William and Bonnie Fogarty: Thank you for your comments; they have been 

included in the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development 

Team has recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. 

Response 78A: The following supplemental information was added to the Final Environmental 

Document in Section 3.1.6 – Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle:  

Roundabouts were selected through preparation of an Intersection Control Evaluation (ICE) 

summary, per Caltrans Policy Directive 13-02 (Traffic Operations Policy Directive), which was 

performed at each of the proposed at-grade state highway intersections to identify the most 

effective intersection traffic control strategy (i.e., roundabout or traffic signal). Signalized and 

Unsignalized Intersection Design and Research AID (SIDRA) software package operations tools 

were also used for assessing effectiveness of roundabouts at the proposed intersections.  

Response 78B: A reduction in the average daily traffic volumes and current congestion is a 

primary purpose of the NCC; however, the project aims to also provide a more direct and 

dependable truck route, increase the average operating speeds of all vehicles, reduce the 

number of areas of conflict between motorized traffic and non-motorized means of travel, and 

improve the efficiency of interregional travel by reducing travel times for long distance 

commuters, recreational traffic, and interregional goods movement. Without the NCC, travel 

conditions in the region will continue to worsen due to regional population growth and projected 

traffic volume increases and traffic congestion on existing truck routes will continue to hinder the 

efficient movement of goods and services.  
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Comment 79 
Comment from Fries, Mary Lou 

  

  



Appendix N: Response to Comments 
Public Comments 

215 

Response 79 to Mary Lou Fries: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. A portion of your parcel is within the 

project area, however, no allocation of your property is anticipated and the new highway 

alignment will be south of your orchard.  
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Comment 80 
Comment from Garcia, Mary and Joe  
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Response 80 Mary and Joe Garcia: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document.  

The North County Corridor Project Development Team has recommended Alternative 1B as the 

Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the NCC Project Development Team as 

provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.   

Prior to in-depth analysis of the four proposed Alternatives 1A, 1B, 2A, and 2B, 18 other 

alternatives were considered. However, the four proposed alternatives were put forward based 

on the concept that residents in the area would benefit from the improved quality of the 

transportation system. These benefits consist of improved accessibility and safety. 

Alternative 1B will require the realignment of Claribel Road to serve as a local access road from 

Roselle Avenue to Davis Avenue, terminating at Claus Road. Davis Avenue will no longer 

provide through access to Claus Road. In order for the project to maintain access to local roads, 

new access roads will be required, which aim to minimize impacts to traffic circulation in the 

region. The proposed local access road at this location will require a partial acquisition of the 

northwest corner of your property as identified in the NCC Final EIR/EIS under APN 

075-024-005.  

Exact placement of the access road will be determined by Stanislaus County and Caltrans 

during the final right-of-way and design phase of the project. Stanislaus County and Caltrans 

are sensitive to the importance of the role housing and land plays in our lives and will take into 

account potential additional and specific impacts to the property to determine the necessary 

acquisition during the right-of-way negotiations. If it is determined that your property will be 

impacted by the proposed access road, then the Uniform Act will be followed. Caltrans, in 

coordination with Stanislaus County and Modesto City shall implement all property acquisition 

and relocation activities in accordance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real 

Property Acquisition Policies Act (Uniform Act) of 1970 (Public Law 91-646, 84 Stat. 1894). The 

Uniform Act mandates that certain relocation services and payments be made available to 

eligible residents, businesses, and nonprofit organizations displaced by the project. The Uniform 

Act provides uniform and equitable treatment by federal or federally assisted programs of 

persons displaced from their homes, businesses, or farms, and establishes uniform and 

equitable land acquisition policies. See Appendix E in Volume 2 for more information on the 

Caltrans Relocation Assistance Program.  

Also, Mitigation Measure RLC-1 (Section 3.1.4.2) includes measures that may be considered by 

Caltrans for incorporation into the relocation plan to minimize impacts to displaced businesses 

and residences. Accordingly, acquisitions would be conducted as necessary to build the 

approved project, and displaced businesses would be provided just compensation in 

accordance with the Uniform Act. 
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Comment 81 
Comment from Garuk, Greg  

 

81A 

81B 

81C 

81D 
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Response 81 to Greg Garuk: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the 

Final Environmental Document. 

Response 81A: Exact placement of the access road will be determined by Stanislaus County 

and Caltrans during the final right-of-way and design phase of the project. Stanislaus County 

and Caltrans are sensitive to the importance of the role housing and land plays in our lives and 

will take into account potential additional and specific impacts to the property to determine the 

necessary acquisition during the right-of-way negotiations. If it is determined that your property 

will be impacted by the proposed access road, then the Uniform Act will be followed. Caltrans, in 

coordination with Stanislaus County and Modesto City shall implement all property acquisition 

and relocation activities in accordance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real 

Property Acquisition Policies Act (Uniform Act) of 1970 (Public Law 91-646, 84 Stat. 1894). The 

Uniform Act mandates that certain relocation services and payments be made available to 

eligible residents, businesses, and nonprofit organizations displaced by the project. The Uniform 

Act provides uniform and equitable treatment by federal or federally assisted programs of 

persons displaced from their homes, businesses, or farms, and establishes uniform and 

equitable land acquisition policies. See Appendix E in Volume 2 for more information on the 

Caltrans Relocation Assistance Program.  

Also, Mitigation Measure RLC-1 (Section 3.1.4.2) includes measures that may be considered by 

Caltrans for incorporation into the relocation plan to minimize impacts to displaced businesses 

and residences. Accordingly, acquisitions would be conducted as necessary to build the 

approved project, and displaced businesses would be provided just compensation in 

accordance with the Uniform Act. 

Response 81B: According to the Caltrans Traffic Noise Analysis Protocol for New Highway 

Construction and Reconstruction Projects (May 2011), a noise impact occurs when the 

predicted future noise level with the project substantially exceeds the existing noise level 

(defined as a 12 dBA (dBA is an expression for decibels that measure the relative loudness 

perceived by the human ear) or more increase) or when the future noise level with the project 

approaches or exceeds the noise abatement criteria (NAC). The NAC for your location is 67 

dBA. Approaching the noise abatement criteria is defined as coming within 1 dBA of the noise 

abatement criteria.  

A Noise Study Report (July 2016) and Noise Abatement Decision Report (July 2016) were 

prepared for this project. The Noise Study Report analyzed existing and future noise at sensitive 

receptors in the project vicinity. The following information is from the Noise Study Report for the 

project. 

A model of existing conditions was developed to aid in establishing existing ambient noise 

levels. Tables 3.2.6-2 through 3.2.6-5 display modeled noise levels with project conditions to 

identify traffic noise impacts under 23 CFR 772.  

At the location of your home (4951 Claribel Road, Receiver ID 21.7 in Tables 3.2.6-4 and 3.2.6-

5), the existing noise was modeled at 53 dBA, and implementation of the project would increase 

the dBA to 57 dBA. This is a difference of 4 dBA, which does not exceed 12 dBA; therefore, no 

substantial increase from existing noise levels to build noise levels is anticipated at this location. 
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As the NAC of 67 dBA is not approached or exceeded for any receiver at this location, and no 

substantial increase in noise is identified, no barriers are considered at this location. 

Response 81C: Final acquisitions and relocations will be determined by Stanislaus County and 

Caltrans during the final right-of-way and design phase of the project by Stanislaus County and 

Caltrans, which will include a survey of the project area, to determine how much, if any, property 

is needed to complete the proposed project. 

Response 81D: Right-of-way acquisition will take into account potential additional and specific 

impacts to the property and will be addressed and/or fairly compensated for during the final 

phase of the right-of-way negotiations. The exact acquisition requirements for the project or any 

disrupted irrigation features would be determined during final design. Further, any impacts to 

your property or irrigation lines would require either compensation or replacement, which would 

be determined during right-of-way negotiations.   
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Comment 82 
Comment from Glasgow, Gerry  
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Response 82 to Gerry Glasgow: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative, which will move the tie-in east near 

the intersection of Lancaster Road and State Route 108 (see Figure 2.3.1 page 9 in Appendix A 

of the NCC Final EIR/EIS). 

Roundabouts were selected through preparation of an Intersection Control Evaluation (ICE) 

summary, per Caltrans Policy Directive 13-02 (Traffic Operations Policy Directive), which was 

performed at each of the proposed at-grade state highway intersections to identify the most 

effective intersection traffic control strategy (i.e., roundabout or traffic signal). Signalized and 

Unsignalized Intersection Design and Research AID (SIDRA) software package operations tools 

were also used for assessing effectiveness of roundabouts at the proposed intersections.  
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Comment 83 
Comment from Gomes, Joaquin  
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Response 83 to Joaquin Gomes: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.    
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Comment 84 
Comment from Grimmett, Tracy  
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Response 84 to Tracy Grimmett: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.    
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Comment 85 
Comment from Halbert, Evelyn  
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Response 85 to Evelyn Halbert: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document. 

The Bianchi Center in Oakdale has a maximum capacity of 1,000 people, while the Riverbank 

Community Center in Riverbank has a maximum capacity of only 300 people. For this reason, 

the public meeting was held in Oakdale. 
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Comment 86 
Comment from Harris, Phillip A.  

 

  



Appendix N: Response to Comments 
Public Comments 

230 

Response 86 to Phillip A. Harris: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative, which will move the roundabout tie-in 

east near the intersection of Lancaster Road and State Route 108. 
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Comment 87 
Comment from Hatfield, Darwin  
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Response 87 to Darwin Hatfield: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Exact placement of the access road 

will be determined by Stanislaus County and Caltrans during the final right-of-way and design 

phase of the project. 
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Comment 88 
Comment from Helbling, Michael and Vicki 
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Response 88 Michael and Vicki Helbling: Thank you for your comments; they have been 

included in the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development 

Team has recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was 

selected by the NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final 

EIR/EIS.   

Your current contact information has been added to the project contact list for all future 

notifications.  
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Comment 89 
Comment from Hendrix, Dan  
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Response 89 to Dan Hendrix: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the 

Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. As a result, it is not anticipated the 

proposed project will affect your properties.  
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Comment 90 
Comment from Hendrix, Kathy  
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Response 90 to Kathy Hendrix: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the 

Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. As a result, it is not anticipated the 

proposed project will affect your properties.  
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Comment 91 
Comment from Hernandez, Diego  
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Response 91 to Diego Hernandez: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document. 

The original email requested the draft environmental study and meeting details. Subsequently, a 

link to Volume I and II of the NCC Final EIR/EIS, along with public hearing information, was 

sent. 
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Comment 92 
Comment from Hodges, Jennifer  
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Response 92 to Jennifer Hodges: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document.  

Final acquisitions and relocations will be determined by Stanislaus County and Caltrans during 

the final right-of-way and design phase of the project and will take into account potential 

additional and specific impacts to the property. 

Also, during property owner discussions, potential options, such as minor changes to the design 

to address these concerns, have been discussed. These changes to the design are preliminary 

and will be further analyzed during final design and right-of-way negotiations.  
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Comment 93 
Comment from Hodges, Jesse  
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Response 93 to Jesse Hodges: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the 

Final Environmental Document.  

Final acquisitions and relocations will be determined by Stanislaus County and Caltrans during 

the final right-of-way and design phase of the project and will take into account potential 

additional and specific impacts to the property. 

Also, during property owner discussions, potential options, such as minor changes to the design 

to address these concerns, have been discussed. These changes to the design are preliminary 

and will be further analyzed during final design and right-of-way negotiations.  
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Comment 94 
Comment from Hoekstra, Bill  

 



Appendix N: Response to Comments 
Public Comments 

246 
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Response 94 to Bill Hoekstra: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the 

Final Environmental Document. Figure 2.3.1 shows each of the routes in Chapter 2 of the NCC 

Final EIR/EIS Volume I of II. 

Alternative 1B is the preferred alternative, which proposes to place a roundabout at Lancaster 

Road. The project’s easterly limits end at Lancaster Road; therefore, the roundabout could not 

be placed any further east. More easterly connections with State Route 120/108 were evaluated 

in the preliminary stages of the project; however, none of these alternatives met the purpose 

and need of the project and were eliminated from further discussion and evaluation. 

Roundabouts were selected through preparation of an Intersection Control Evaluation (ICE) 

summary, per Caltrans Policy Directive 13-02 (Traffic Operations Policy Directive), which was 

performed at each of the proposed at-grade state highway intersections to identify the most 

effective intersection traffic control strategy (i.e., roundabout or traffic signal). A roundabout at 

Lancaster Road was chosen to be the most effective option.   
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Comment 95 
Comment from Hoekstra, Jack   

 

  

95A 

95B 
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Response 95 to Jack Hoekstra: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the 

Final Environmental Document. 

Response 95A: The current project design includes road improvements to Emery Road and 

Fogarty Road. Access roads and detours will be determined during the final design of the 

project. 

Response 95B: Caltrans Division of Maintenance will perform routine litter/sweeping cleanup 

and graffiti abatement as part of the maintenance of the state facility. 
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Comment 96 
Comment from Hollowell, Kathleen   
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Response 96 to Kathleen Hollowell: Thank you for your comments; they have been included 

in the Final Environmental Document.  

Both quantitative and qualitative data sources were used to analyze growth-related project 

impacts. Quantitative data included U.S. Census data on Stanislaus County’s and cities’ 

(Oakdale, Modesto, and Riverbank) existing populations, growth forecast from the California 

Department of Finance, and technical studies on the resources of concern for the proposed 

project. Qualitative information included the project area’s County and Cities general plan goals, 

specific plan development goals, and future land use plans. Based on comments received, 

Table 1.2.2-1 – Projected Population in Northern Stanislaus County (with data sources) has 

been updated to reflect the 2008 Modesto Urban Area General Plan Master EIR, Executive 

Summary and the 2016 Riverbank Municipal Service Review and Sphere of Influence Update. 

The table indicates the project populations used for the proposed project (See Section 1.2 of the 

NCC Final EIR/EIS Volume I of II).  
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Comment 97 
Comment from Holzum, Tyler  
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Response 97 to Tyler Holzum: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the 

Final Environmental Document.  

The contact information provided will be included on future distribution lists.   
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Comment 98 
Comment from Hudson, Neil 
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Response 98 to Neil Hudson: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the 

Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.   

With 1B being selected as the preferred alternative, traffic along Stearns Road is anticipated to 

be decreased as much of the traffic is anticipated to be diverted east of Oakdale.   
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Comment 99 
Comment from Huggins, Carol A. 
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Response 99 to Carol A. Huggins: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. No roundabout is anticipated to be 

constructed at Atlas Road as a part of this project.   
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Comment 100 
Comment from Huggins, Larry  
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Response 100 to Larry Huggins: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document. 

The North County Corridor Project Development Team has recommended Alternative 1B as the 

Preferred Alternative. No roundabout is anticipated to be constructed at Atlas Road as a part of 

this project. 

We also understand your concerns regarding this project and the potential for it to change the 

existing character of your neighborhood. Property values are assessed based on a large 

number of variables, many of which may change as a result of this project; however, not all the 

changes will necessarily be detrimental to existing property values. Exact changes to individual 

property values cannot be assessed; however, many project features have been designed to 

improve characteristics in the region. 
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Comment 101 
Comment from Imanaka, Christine  
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Response 101 to Christine Imanaka: Thank you for your comments; they have been included 

in the Final Environmental Document. 

The North County Corridor Project Development Team has recommended Alternative 1B as the 

Preferred Alternative, and a partial acquisition of your parent’s property is required to construct 

the freeway; however, property acquisition and right-of-way requirements will not be finalized by 

Stanislaus County and Caltrans until the final design phase of the project. While no relocation is 

currently anticipated at your parents’ property, if during right-of-way negotiations it is determined 

that relocation is necessary, your parents will be assigned to a Relocation Advisor, who will 

work closely to ensure that all benefits and payments are fully used and that all applicable 

regulations are observed, thereby avoiding the possibility of displacees jeopardizing or forfeiting 

any of their Relocation Assistance Program benefits. Displacees may request that family 

members or others who the displacee may choose also be involved in the above process, 

including participating in discussions regarding appropriate advisory assistance, searching for a 

suitable replacement dwelling, deciding on move options, and helping to facilitate and 

coordinate communication associated with move-related activities and the payment of all eligible 

relocation assistance benefits that accrue to the displacee.  

In accordance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies 

Act of 1970, as amended, your Relocation Advisor will provide specific information regarding 

comparable, functionally equivalent decent, safe and sanitary properties that are available for 

purchase. Such information will be provided in writing at least 90 days prior to any requirement 

to vacate the displaced property. As part of this process, we encourage displacees to advise 

their assigned Relocation Advisor of any concerns and special needs warranting consideration 

in the selection of potential replacement properties. These factors will be considered to the 

greatest extent possible under existing law. A copy of our Summary of Relocation Benefits is 

found in Appendix E in Volume 2 of the North County Corridor Environmental Impact 

Report/Environmental Impact Statement for your review and reference. You can find additional 

information on the Relocation Assistance Program at: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/row/. Under 

Publications, you will find the following:  

• Relocation Assistance for Residential Relocations  

• Your Property, Your Transportation Project  

These publications augment the information contained here and may provide another source of 

valuable information that could assist you in discussions with your assigned Relocation Advisor, 

who will be integral in guiding you through this process to ensure that you receive all benefits for 

which you are entitled. 

The information regarding flooding issues will be passed on to Stanislaus County. The NCC 

project includes detention basins and other drainage improvements to accommodate the 

additional surface runoff. Road improvements are proposed along the expressway as well as on 

a small section of Kaufman Road between Patterson Road and Brichetto Avenue. The design 

will take drainage into account when determining necessary features such as basins or roadside 

ditches near Patterson Road.  
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Comment 102 
Comment from Imanaka, Kenneth  
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Response 102 to Kenneth Imanaka: Thank you for your comments; they have been included 

in the Final Environmental Document. 

Per the project’s Traffic Operations Report, it is anticipated that, once constructed, the NCC will 

replace State Route 108/F Street through Oakdale and the level of service at this intersection 

will improve from LOS E to LOS D in the afternoon peak hour as a result of the project.  

Further, the information regarding flooding issues will be passed on to Stanislaus County. The 

NCC project includes detention basins and other drainage improvements to accommodate the 

additional surface runoff. Road improvements are proposed along the expressway as well as on 

a small section of Kaufman Road between Patterson Road and Brichetto Avenue. The design 

will take drainage into account when determining necessary features such as basins or roadside 

ditches near Patterson Road.  

Lastly, The North County Corridor Project Development Team has recommended Alternative 1B 

as the Preferred Alternative, and a partial acquisition of your property is required to construct 

the freeway; however, property acquisition and right-of-way requirements will not be finalized by 

Stanislaus County and Caltrans until the final design phase of the project. Caltrans is sensitive 

to the importance of the role housing and land plays in our lives and will take into account 

potential additional and specific impacts to the property to determine if a full or partial acquisition 

is necessary during the right-of-way negotiations. While no relocation is currently anticipated at 

your property, if during right-of-way negotiations it is determined that relocation is necessary, 

you will be assigned to a Relocation Advisor, who will work closely to ensure that all benefits 

and payments are fully used and that all applicable regulations are observed, thereby avoiding 

the possibility of displacees jeopardizing or forfeiting any of their Relocation Assistance Program 

benefits. Displacees may request that family members or others who the displacee may choose 

also be involved in the above process, including participating in discussions regarding 

appropriate advisory assistance, searching for a suitable replacement dwelling, deciding on 

move options, and helping to facilitate and coordinate communication associated with move-

related activities and the payment of all eligible relocation assistance benefits that accrue to the 

displacee.  

In accordance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies 

Act of 1970, as amended, your Relocation Advisor will provide specific information regarding 

comparable, functionally equivalent decent, safe and sanitary properties that are available for 

purchase. Such information will be provided in writing at least 90 days prior to any requirement 

to vacate the displaced property. As part of this process, we encourage displacees to advise 

their assigned Relocation Advisor of any concerns and special needs warranting consideration 

in the selection of potential replacement properties. These factors will be considered to the 

greatest extent possible under existing law. A copy of our Summary of Relocation Benefits is 

found in Appendix E in Volume 2 of the North County Corridor Environmental Impact 

Report/Environmental Impact Statement for your review and reference. You can find additional 

information on the Relocation Assistance Program at: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/row/. Under 

Publications, you will find the following:  

• Relocation Assistance for Residential Relocations  
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• Your Property, Your Transportation Project  

These publications augment the information contained here and may provide another source of 

valuable information that could assist you in discussions with your assigned Relocation Advisor, 

who will be integral in guiding you through this process to ensure that you receive all benefits for 

which you are entitled. 
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Comment 103 
Comment from Imanaka, Matthew   
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Response 103 to Matthew Imanaka: Thank you for your comments; they have been included 

in the Final Environmental Document. 

Per the project’s Traffic Operations Report, it is anticipated that, once constructed, the NCC will 

replace State Route 108/F Street through Oakdale, and Level of Service (LOS) at this 

intersection will improve from LOS E to LOS D in the afternoon peak hour as a result of the 

project. Similarly, the project will improve LOS operations at the Roselle Avenue/Claribel Road 

from a LOS F to a LOS C in the afternoon peak hour.  

Further, the North County Corridor Project Development Team has recommended Alternative 

1B as the Preferred Alternative, and a partial acquisition of your parent’s property is required to 

construct the freeway; however, property acquisition and right-of-way requirements will not be 

finalized by Stanislaus County and Caltrans until the final design phase of the project. Caltrans 

is sensitive to the importance of the role housing and land plays in our lives and will take into 

account potential additional and specific impacts to the property to determine if a full or partial 

acquisition is necessary during the right-of-way negotiations. While no relocation is currently 

anticipated at your parents’ property, if during right-of-way negotiations it is determined that 

relocation is necessary, your parents will be assigned to a Relocation Advisor, who will work 

closely to ensure that all benefits and payments are fully used and that all applicable regulations 

are observed, thereby avoiding the possibility of displacees jeopardizing or forfeiting any of their 

Relocation Assistance Program benefits. Displacees may request that family members or others 

who the displacee may choose also be involved in the above process, including participating in 

discussions regarding appropriate advisory assistance, searching for a suitable replacement 

dwelling, deciding on move options, and helping to facilitate and coordinate communication 

associated with move-related activities and the payment of all eligible relocation assistance 

benefits that accrue to the displacee.  

In accordance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies 

Act of 1970, as amended, your Relocation Advisor will provide specific information regarding 

comparable, functionally equivalent decent, safe and sanitary properties that are available for 

purchase. Such information will be provided in writing at least 90 days prior to any requirement 

to vacate the displaced property. As part of this process, we encourage displacees to advise 

their assigned Relocation Advisor of any concerns and special needs warranting consideration 

in the selection of potential replacement properties. These factors will be considered to the 

greatest extent possible under existing law. A copy of our Summary of Relocation Benefits is 

found in Appendix E in Volume 2 of the North County Corridor Environmental Impact 

Report/Environmental Impact Statement for your review and reference. You can find additional 

information on the Relocation Assistance Program at: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/row/. Under 

Publications, you will find the following:  

• Relocation Assistance for Residential Relocations  

• Your Property, Your Transportation Project  

These publications augment the information contained here and may provide another source of 

valuable information that could assist you in discussions with your assigned Relocation Advisor, 
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who will be integral in guiding you through this process to ensure that you receive all benefits for 

which you are entitled. 
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Comment 104 
Comment from Imanaka, Peggy   
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Response 104 to Peggy Imanaka: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document.  

Per the project’s Traffic Operations Report, it is anticipated that, once constructed, the NCC will 

replace State Route 108/F Street through Oakdale and level of service at this intersection will 

improve from LOS E to LOS D in the afternoon peak hour as a result of the project.  

Further, this information regarding flooding issues will be passed onto Stanislaus County. The 

NCC project includes detention basins and other drainage improvements to accommodate the 

additional surface runoff. Road improvements are proposed along the expressway as well as on 

a small section of Kaufman Road between Patterson Road and Brichetto Avenue. The design 

will take drainage into account when determining necessary features such as basins or roadside 

ditches near Patterson Road.  

Lastly, the North County Corridor Project Development Team has recommended Alternative 1B 

as the Preferred Alternative, and a partial acquisition of your property is required to construct 

the freeway; however, property acquisition and right-of-way requirements will not be finalized by 

Stanislaus County and Caltrans until by the final design phase of the project. Caltrans is 

sensitive to the importance of the role housing and land plays in our lives and will take into 

account potential additional and specific impacts to the property to determine if a full or partial 

acquisition is necessary during the right-of-way negotiations. Please see Table 3.1.4.2-4 for 

potential acquisition information. 

While no relocation is currently anticipated at your property, if during right-of-way negotiations it 

is determined that relocation is necessary, you will be assigned to a Relocation Advisor, who will 

work closely to ensure that all benefits and payments are fully used and that all applicable 

regulations are observed, thereby avoiding the possibility of displacees jeopardizing or forfeiting 

any of their Relocation Assistance Program benefits. Displacees may request that family 

members or others who the displacee may choose also be involved in the above process, 

including participating in discussions regarding appropriate advisory assistance, searching for a 

suitable replacement dwelling, deciding on move options, and helping to facilitate and 

coordinate communication associated with move-related activities and the payment of all eligible 

relocation assistance benefits that accrue to the displacee.  

In accordance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies 

Act of 1970, as amended, your Relocation Advisor will provide specific information regarding 

comparable, functionally equivalent decent, safe and sanitary properties that are available for 

purchase. Such information will be provided in writing at least 90 days prior to any requirement 

to vacate the displaced property. As part of this process, we encourage displacees to advise 

their assigned Relocation Advisor of any concerns and special needs warranting consideration 

in the selection of potential replacement properties. These factors will be considered to the 

greatest extent possible under existing law. A copy of our Summary of Relocation Benefits is 

found in Appendix E in Volume 2 of the North County Corridor Environmental Impact 

Report/Environmental Impact Statement for your review and reference. You can find additional 

information on the Relocation Assistance Program at: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/row/. Under 

Publications, you will find the following:  
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• Relocation Assistance for Residential Relocations  

• Your Property, Your Transportation Project  

These publications augment the information contained here and may provide another source of 

valuable information that could assist you in discussions with your assigned Relocation Advisor, 

who will be integral in guiding you through this process to ensure that you receive all benefits for 

which you are entitled. 

Prior to the selection of the four proposed Alternatives 1A, 1B, 2A, and 2B, 18 other alternatives 

were also considered in an Alternative Analysis Report; however, they were eliminated due to the 

excessive environmental impacts that would have been caused from their selection.  

Impacts to endangered species habitat are disclosed in Section 3.3.5 – Threatened and 

Endangered Species, of the NCC Final EIR/EIS. A Natural Environment Study was completed 

for the proposed project in May 2017 and includes discussion and analysis of habitat and 

endangered species.  

Final mitigation ratios for impacts to state and/or federally listed species have been determined 

through consultation with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife and U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service. Mitigation will occur through the purchase of mitigation credits from an 

approved mitigation bank or banks and/or through creation of a project-specific mitigation site.  
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Comment 105 
Comment from Jackson, Ellen  
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Response 105 to Ellen Jackson: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.    
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Comment 106 
Comment from Jackson, Farrell   
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Response 106 to Jackson Farrell: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.    
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Comment 107 
Comment from Jackson, James 
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Response 107 James Jackson: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the 

Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.   

  



Appendix N: Response to Comments 
Public Comments 

285 

Comment 108 
Comment from Jamison, Allen and Sue 
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Response 108 to Allen and Sue Jamison: Thank you for your comments; they have been 

included in the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development 

Team has recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was 

selected by the NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final 

EIR/EIS.   

We understand your concerns regarding this project and the potential for it to change the 

existing character of your neighborhood and lifestyle. While the proposed project will have 

impacts to the area, many mitigation measures will be implemented along with project features 

designed to lessen the disruption. Property acquisition and right-of-way requirements will not be 

finalized by Stanislaus County and Caltrans until the final design phase of the project. Any 

person to be displaced will be assigned to a Relocation Advisor, who will work closely with each 

displacee to ensure that all benefits and payments are fully used and that all applicable 

regulations are observed, thereby avoiding the possibility of displacees jeopardizing or forfeiting 

any of their Relocation Assistance Program benefits. Displacees may request that family 

members or others who the displacee may choose also be involved in the above process, 

including participating in discussions regarding appropriate advisory assistance, searching for a 

suitable replacement dwelling, deciding on move options, and helping to facilitate and 

coordinate communication associated with move-related activities and the payment of all eligible 

relocation assistance benefits that accrue to the displacee.  

In accordance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies 

Act of 1970, as amended, your Relocation Advisor will provide specific information regarding 

comparable, functionally equivalent decent, safe and sanitary properties that are available for 

purchase. Such information will be provided in writing at least 90 days prior to any requirement 

to vacate the displaced property. As part of this process, we encourage displacees to advise 

their assigned Relocation Advisor of any concerns and special needs warranting consideration 

in the selection of potential replacement properties. These factors will be considered to the 

greatest extent possible under existing law. A copy of our Summary of Relocation Benefits is 

found in Appendix E in Volume 2 of the North County Corridor Environmental Impact 

Report/Environmental Impact Statement for your review and reference. You can find additional 

information on the Relocation Assistance Program at: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/row/. Under 

Publications, you will find the following:  

• Relocation Assistance for Residential Relocations  

• Your Property, Your Transportation Project  

These publications augment the information contained here and may provide another source of 

valuable information that could assist you in discussions with your assigned Relocation Advisor, 

who will be integral in guiding you through this process to ensure that you receive all benefits for 

which you are entitled. 



Appendix N: Response to Comments 
Public Comments 

287 

Comment 109 
Comment from Jimenez, Cheryl  
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Response 109 Cheryl Jimenez: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the 

Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.    
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Comment 110 
Comment from Jimenez, Jose 
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Response 110 to Jose Jimenez: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.    
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Comment 111 
Comment from Jitto, Del 
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Response 111 to Del Jitto: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the 

Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.    
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Comment 112 
Comment from Kayhanfor, Tracy, Conagra Brands 
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Response 112 to Tracy Kayhanfor of Conagra Brands: Thank you for your comments; they 

have been included in the Final Environmental Document. 

The North County Corridor Project Development Team has recommended Alternative 1B as the 

Preferred Alternative. Further discussion with ConAgra since circulation of the environmental 

document and engineering analysis have determined that, with slight changes to the design 

during final design and additional analysis, it has been determined that the irrigation demands 

can be met even with the proposed acquisitions. Caltrans will continue to coordinate with 

ConAgra throughout the final design of the NCC project.  
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Comment 113 
Comment from Kelley, Laureen  
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Response 113 Laureen Kelley: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the 

Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.   
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Comment 114 
Comment from Kline, Dave and Linda  
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Response 114 Dave and Linda Kline: Thank you for your comments; they have been included 

in the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team 

has recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Final acquisitions and relocations 

will be determined by Stanislaus County and Caltrans during the final right-of-way and design 

phase of the project. Also, during final design right-of-way negotiations, potential options such 

as minor changes to the design to address these concerns will be analyzed. Potential changes 

to the design will be further analyzed during final design and right-of-way negotiations. 
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Comment 115 
Comment from Kumar, Nikhil 
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Response 115 to Nikhil Kumar: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the 

Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.   

Prior to right-of-way acquisition, the completion of environmental approval and clearance will 

take approximately 12 months. As the project is currently designed, your property is required to 

construct the freeway; however, property acquisition and right-of-way requirements will not be 

finalized by Stanislaus County and Caltrans until the final design phase of the project. Any 

person to be displaced will be assigned to a Relocation Advisor, who will work closely with each 

displacee to ensure that all benefits and payments are fully used and that all applicable 

regulations are observed, thereby avoiding the possibility of displacees jeopardizing or forfeiting 

any of their Relocation Assistance Program benefits. Displacees may request that family 

members or others who the displacee may choose also be involved in the above process, 

including participating in discussions regarding appropriate advisory assistance, searching for a 

suitable replacement dwelling, deciding on move options, and helping to facilitate and 

coordinate communication associated with move-related activities and the payment of all eligible 

relocation assistance benefits that accrue to the displacee.  

In accordance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies 

Act of 1970, as amended, your Relocation Advisor will provide specific information regarding 

comparable, functionally equivalent decent, safe and sanitary properties that are available for 

purchase. Such information will be provided in writing at least 90 days prior to any requirement 

to vacate the displaced property. As part of this process, we encourage displacees to advise 

their assigned Relocation Advisor of any concerns and special needs warranting consideration 

in the selection of potential replacement properties. These factors will be considered to the 

greatest extent possible under existing law. A copy of our Summary of Relocation Benefits is 

found in Appendix E in Volume 2 of the North County Corridor Environmental Impact 

Report/Environmental Impact Statement for your review and reference. You can find additional 

information on the Relocation Assistance Program at: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/row/. Under 

Publications, you will find the following:  

• Relocation Assistance for Residential Relocations  

• Your Property, Your Transportation Project  

These publications augment the information contained here and may provide another source of 

valuable information that could assist you in discussions with your assigned Relocation Advisor, 

who will be integral in guiding you through this process to ensure that you receive all benefits for 

which you are entitled. 
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Comment 116 
Comment from Lambert, Teresa  
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Response 116 to Teresa Lambert: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.    
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Comment 117 
Comment from Laurens, Laura  

  

  

117A 

117B 



Appendix N: Response to Comments 
Public Comments 

305 

Response 117 to Laura Laurens: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document. 

Response 117A: The four proposed Alternatives—1A, 1B, 2A, and 2B—(The North County 

Corridor Project Development Team has recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred 

Alternative) have been determined to alleviate traffic congestion along the old State Route 

108/State Route 120 route. These alternatives were put forward based on the concept that 

residents in the area and region would benefit from the improved quality of the transportation 

system. Please refer to Section 3.1.6 – Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle of the 

Final Environmental Document for more information regarding the traffic data analyses used to 

address traffic-related issues for each of the proposed routes.  

Response 117B: The North County Corridor Project Development Team has recommended 

Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative, and your parents’ property is required to construct 

the freeway; however, property acquisition and right-of-way requirements will not be finalized by 

Stanislaus County and Caltrans until the final design phase of the project. Caltrans is sensitive 

to the importance of the role housing and land plays in our lives and will take into account 

potential additional and specific impacts to the property to determine if a full or partial acquisition 

is necessary during the right-of-way negotiations. While no relocation is currently anticipated at 

your parents’ property, if during right-of-way negotiations it is determined that relocation is 

necessary, your parents will be assigned to a Relocation Advisor, who will work closely to 

ensure that all benefits and payments are fully used and that all applicable regulations are 

observed, thereby avoiding the possibility of displacees jeopardizing or forfeiting any of their 

Relocation Assistance Program benefits. Displacees may request that family members or others 

who the displacee may choose also be involved in the above process, including participating in 

discussions regarding appropriate advisory assistance, searching for a suitable replacement 

dwelling, deciding on move options, and helping to facilitate and coordinate communication 

associated with move-related activities and the payment of all eligible relocation assistance 

benefits that accrue to the displacee.  

In accordance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies 

Act of 1970, as amended, your Relocation Advisor will provide specific information regarding 

comparable, functionally equivalent decent, safe and sanitary properties that are available for 

purchase. Such information will be provided in writing at least 90 days prior to any requirement 

to vacate the displaced property. As part of this process, we encourage displacees to advise 

their assigned Relocation Advisor of any concerns and special needs warranting consideration 

in the selection of potential replacement properties. These factors will be considered to the 

greatest extent possible under existing law. A copy of our Summary of Relocation Benefits is 

found in Appendix E in Volume 2 of the North County Corridor Environmental Impact 

Report/Environmental Impact Statement for your review and reference. You can find additional 

information on the Relocation Assistance Program at: http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/row/. Under 

Publications, you will find the following:  

• Relocation Assistance for Residential Relocations  

• Your Property, Your Transportation Project  
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These publications augment the information contained here and may provide another source of 

valuable information that could assist you in discussions with your assigned Relocation Advisor, 

who will be integral in guiding you through this process to ensure that you receive all benefits for 

which you are entitled. 

  



Appendix N: Response to Comments 
Public Comments 

307 

Comment 118 
Comment from Lawrence, Carolyn  
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Response 118 to Carolyn Lawrence: Thank you for your comments; they have been included 

in the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team 

has recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by 

the NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.   
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Comment 119 
Comment from Lillie, Steven 
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Response 119 to Lillie Steven: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the 

Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.    
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Comment 120 
Comment from Lindsey, Cynthia  
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Response 120 to Cynthia Lindsey: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document. 

We understand your concerns regarding this project and the potential for it to change the 

existing character of your neighborhood. Property values are assessed based on a large 

number of variables, many of which may change as a result of this project; however, not all the 

changes will necessarily be detrimental to existing property values. Exact changes to individual 

property values cannot be assessed; however, many project features have been designed to 

improve characteristics in the region. The Relocation Impact Report found that there are 

comparable properties within the region for all affected residents and businesses.  

Additionally, the Caltrans Relocation Assistance Program (RAP) is based on the Federal 

Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970, as amended, 

and Title 49 Code of Federal Regulations Part 24. The purpose of the Relocation Assistance 

Program is to ensure that persons displaced as a result of a transportation project are treated 

fairly, consistently, and equitably so that such persons will not suffer disproportionate injuries as 

a result of projects designed for the benefit of the public as a whole.  

In accordance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies 

Act of 1970, as amended, your Relocation Advisor will provide specific information regarding 

comparable, functionally equivalent decent, safe and sanitary properties that are available for 

purchase. Such information will be provided in writing at least 90 days prior to any requirement 

to vacate the displaced property. As part of this process, we encourage displacees to advise 

their assigned Relocation Advisor of any concerns and special needs warranting consideration 

in the selection of potential replacement properties. These factors will be considered to the 

greatest extent possible under existing law. Exact changes to individual property values cannot 

be assessed; however, many project features have been designed to improve characteristics in 

the region. See Appendix E of the NCC Final EIR/EIS for a summary of the Relocation 

Assistance Program. 

You can find additional information on the Relocation Assistance Program at: 

http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/row/. Under Publications, you will find the following:  

• Relocation Assistance for Residential Relocations  

• Your Property, Your Transportation Project  

These publications augment the information contained here and may provide another source of 

valuable information that could assist you in discussions with your assigned Relocation Advisor 

who will be integral in guiding you through this process to ensure that you receive all benefits for 

which you are entitled. 
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Further, the proposed project was designed with input from the community. The project 

development team (composed of members from Caltrans District 10, Stanislaus County, the 

cities of Modesto, Riverbank and Oakdale, and engineering, environmental and public relations 

consultant members) have conducted and participated in a number of community outreach 

meetings with the general public, public entities, and interested stakeholders since 2011 in a 

comprehensive effort to gather input and comments from the surrounding communities. 

Additional information regarding public outreach efforts can be found in Section 5.3 of the NCC 

Final EIR/EIS. 
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Comment 121 
Comment from Lu, Kenneth P.  
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Response 121 to Kenneth P. Lu: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document.  
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Comment 122 
Comment from Martin, David L.  

 

122A 
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Response 122 to David L. Martin: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document. 

Response 122A: The North County Corridor Project Development Team has recommended 

Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the NCC Project 

Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.   

No roundabout is anticipated to be constructed at Atlas Road as a part of this project. 

The project limits end at Lancaster Road and were not studied to extend to Lovers Leap, as this 

would vastly increase the costs of the project due to requiring extensive additional engineering, 

right-of-way acquisition, and construction costs. The existing State Route 108 was found to 

adequately handle the traffic volume demand through this stretch of highway, and 

improvements associated with the North County Corridor project are anticipated.  

Response 122B: As Alternative 1B was selected as the Preferred Alternative, it is not 

anticipated the sound levels at your residence will increase as a result of the proposed project. 

The noise volumes for Alternatives 1A and 2A were modeled using the Federal Highway 

Administration’s Traffic Noise Model 2.5 and were anticipated to decrease as a result of the 

project due to the redistribution of traffic volumes from the old State Route 108/State Route 120 

route to the new NCC facility. 

The existing noise level at a property along Rio Sombra Court, which is directly adjacent to Atlas 

Road and State Route 108/State Route 120, is 59 dBA (Receiver ID 35.2 in Tables 3.2.6-2 

through 3.2.6-5) while design-year noise level was modeled at 58 dBA for Alternative 1A and at 

57 dBA for Alternative 2A. The Noise Abatement Decision Criteria for residential properties is 

set at 67 dBA. Further, a noise impact is considered significant if a change of 12 dBA or greater 

occurs between existing and design-year dBA. As the modeled noise level at these adjacent 

properties did not approach or exceed the Noise Abatement Decision Criteria, and as the 

change in noise level from existing to design-year does not exceed 12 dBA, sound impacts are 

not considered significant and no sound protection is necessary for properties along Atlas Road 

or Rio Sombra Court. 

Response 122C: While no roundabout is anticipated to be constructed at Atlas Road as a part 

of this project, we understand your concerns regarding this project and the potential for it to 

change the existing character of your neighborhood. Property values are assessed based on a 

large number of variables, many of which may change as a result of this project; however, not 

all the changes will necessarily be detrimental to existing property values. Exact changes to 

individual property values cannot be assessed; however, many project features have been 

designed to improve characteristics in the region. 

Prior to analysis of the four proposed Alternatives 1A, 1B, 2A, and 2B, and the selection of 1B as 

the preferred alternative, 18 other alternatives were also considered in an Alternative Analysis 

Report; however, they were eliminated due to the excessive environmental impacts that would 

have been caused from their selection.  
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As part of the Alternative Analysis Report, the alternatives were screened through a preliminary 

screening process that focuses on determining if a specific alternative will meet the 2030 traffic 

needs and if any major engineering considerations would affect the safety or function of the 

facility. From this preliminary screening, 18 alternatives were considered during the alternative 

screening process. 

Seven broad-based criteria of the Project Development Procedures Manual were used to 

screen the initial Build Alternatives. These criteria include the following:  

• Purpose and need: Would the alternative meet the project’s purpose and need?  

• Excessive project cost: Would the alternative result in a substantially higher overall cost? 

• Relocations and acreage: Would the alternative require excessive removal of 

businesses, residences, or urban or rural acreage? 

• Operational or safety problems: Would the alternative result in operational or safety 

problems? 

• Adverse social, economic, or environmental impacts of extraordinary magnitude: Would 

the alternative disrupt or divide an established community or result in economic or social 

impacts? 

• Cumulative impacts: Would cumulative impacts result due to relocations, operational or 

safety problems, or social, economic, and environmental impacts?  

• Rejected at an earlier stage: Was the alternative rejected at an earlier stage of project 

development? 

Ultimately, the four chosen alternatives were found to best meet the purpose and need of the 

NCC project. Please refer to Section 2.6 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS for more information 

regarding all alternatives explored. 

Response 122D: Alternative 1B was selected as the Preferred Alternative, and a roundabout is 

anticipated to be constructed near Lancaster Road as a part of the project. According to the 

Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), roundabouts have been “proven safer and more 

efficient than other types of circular intersections” 

(https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/intersection/innovative/roundabouts/). The Federal Highway 

Administration website provides case studies regarding the effectiveness of roundabouts in 

California, Colorado, Florida, Kansas, Maine, Maryland, South Carolina, and Vermont. More 

information can be found at the following website: 

https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/research/deployment/roundabouts.cfm. 

The following supplemental information was added to the Final Environmental Document in 

Section 3.1.6 – Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle:  

Roundabouts were selected through preparation of an Intersection Control Evaluation (ICE) 

summary, per Caltrans Policy Directive 13-02 (Traffic Operations Policy Directive), which was 

performed at each of the proposed at-grade state highway intersections to identify the most 

effective intersection traffic control strategy (i.e., roundabout or traffic signal). Signalized and 

Unsignalized Intersection Design and Research AID (SIDRA) software package operations tools 

were also used for assessing effectiveness of roundabouts at the proposed intersections.  

https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/intersection/innovative/roundabouts/
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/research/deployment/roundabouts.cfm
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Please refer to Section 3.1.6 – Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle of the Final 

Environmental Document for more information regarding the traffic data analyses used to 

address traffic-related issues for each of the proposed routes. 
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Comment 123 
Comment from McKeon, Christopher 
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Response 123 to Christopher McKeon: Thank you for your comments; they have been 

included in the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development 

Team has recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was 

selected by the NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final 

EIR/EIS.   

Many factors regarding traffic, safety, environmental impacts and more were considered when 

choosing an alternative. For example, Alternative 1B would have the least direct impact to waters 

of the United States, reflected in Table 3.3.2-2 and lower impact to bat roosting habitat compared 

to Alternative 1A, reflected in Table 3.3.4-3.  

Alternative 1B does include more canal crossings, however, moving the tie-in out to Lancaster 

Road has less impacts to local traffic near Oakdale. Please refer to Section 3.1.6 – Traffic and 

Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle of the Final Environmental Document for more information 

regarding the traffic data analyses used to address traffic-related issues for each of the proposed 

routes. 

Please see Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS for a more detailed description of the 

identification of a preferred alternative.  
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Comment 124 
Comment from Medeiros, Andrea  

 

 

124A 

124B 



Appendix N: Response to Comments 
Public Comments 

325 

Response 124 to Andrea Mederios: Thank you for your comments; they have been included 

in the Final Environmental Document.  

Response 124A: The North County Corridor Project Development Team has recommended 

Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative, and a roundabout is anticipated to be constructed 

near Lancaster Road as a part of this project. According to the Federal Highway Administration 

(FHWA), roundabouts have been “proven safer and more efficient than other types of circular 

intersections” (https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/intersection/innovative/roundabouts/). The Federal 

Highway Administration website provides case studies regarding the effectiveness of 

roundabouts in California, Colorado, Florida, Kansas, Maine, Maryland, South Carolina, and 

Vermont. More information can be found here: 

https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/research/deployment/roundabouts.cfm. 

The following supplemental information was added to the Final Environmental Document in 

Section 3.1.6 – Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle:  

Roundabouts were selected through preparation of an Intersection Control Evaluation (ICE) 

summary, per Caltrans Policy Directive 13-02 (Traffic Operations Policy Directive), which was 

performed at each of the proposed at-grade state highway intersections to identify the most 

effective intersection traffic control strategy (i.e., roundabout or traffic signal). Signalized and 

Unsignalized Intersection Design and Research AID (SIDRA) software package operations tools 

were also used for assessing effectiveness of roundabouts at the proposed intersections.  

Please refer to Section 3.1.6 – Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle of the Final 

Environmental Document for more information regarding the traffic data analyses used to address 

traffic-related issues for each of the proposed routes. 

Response 124B: While the regularly held NCC Joint Powers Authority (JPA) meetings are always 

held in the Stanislaus County Board Chambers as the Stanislaus County Public Works Director 

is the Authority Manager of the NCC JPA, any NCC public meetings were held at locations that 

were chosen to accommodate the anticipated public turnout, e.g. the Oakdale and Riverbank 

Community Center, while considering communities impacted. 

  

https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/intersection/innovative/roundabouts/
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/research/deployment/roundabouts.cfm
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Comment 125 
Comment from Meil, Jeanne and Ken 
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Response 125 to Jeanne and Ken Meil: Thank you for your comments; they have been 

included in the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development 

Team has recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was 

selected by the NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final 

EIR/EIS.   

No roundabout is anticipated to be constructed at Atlas Road as a part of this project.  
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Comment 126 
Comment from Menghetti, Charlie 

  

126A 
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(Received via Phone on September 21, 2017 at 3:53 P.M.) 

 

  

126B 
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Response 126 to Charlie Menghetti: Thank you for your comments; they have been included 

in the Final Environmental Document.  

Response 126A: A signal is proposed to be installed at the McHenry Avenue/Charity Way 

intersection. Operational anaylsis of this intersection with the traffic signal can be found in 

Tables 3.1.6-8 and 3.1.6-9 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS. 

Also, during property owner discussions, a variety of access methods have been discussed. 

These access methods are preliminary and will be further analyzed by Stanislaus County and 

Caltrans during final design and right-of-way negotiations.  

Response 126B: Requested information was provided via telephone regarding the NCC Draft  

EIR/EIS.  
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Comment 127 
Comment from Murray, Scott  

  

127A 

127B 

127C 
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Response 127 to Scott Murray: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the 

Final Environmental Document. 

Response 127A: The proposed project will be an official state highway bypass route, which is 

the new State Route 108 (SR-108). The local roads where the current State Route 108/State 

Route 120 route exists will be returned to the local jurisdictions, and the resulting roads will not 

constitute a business route as Caltrans proposes to relinquish their jurisdiction to the Cities of 

Modesto, Riverbank and Oakdale. These local roads include McHenry Avenue, Patterson Road, 

Callander Avenue, Atchison Street, and West F Street. 

Response 127B: The North County Corridor Project Development Team has recommended 

Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative, and a roundabout is anticipated to be constructed 

near Lancaster Road as a part of this project. Figure 3.1.7-7 showing KV-7 Proposed Condition 

is representative of a view of the proposed roundabout. The roundabout is anticipated to be 

maintained similarly to the existing State Route 108.  

Further, roundabouts were selected through preparation of an Intersection Control Evaluation 

(ICE) summary, per Caltrans Policy Directive 13-02 (Traffic Operations Policy Directive), which 

was performed at each of the proposed at-grade state highway intersections to identify the most 

effective intersection traffic control strategy (i.e., roundabout or traffic signal). Signalized and 

Unsignalized Intersection Design and Research AID (SIDRA) software package operations tools 

were also used for assessing effectiveness of roundabouts at the proposed intersections.  

The supplemental information above was added to the Final Environmental Document in 

Section 3.1.6 – Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle. Please refer to the Final 

Traffic Operations Report for the North County Corridor (March 2015) for the traffic analysis and 

report of the project area. 

Lastly, according to the Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), roundabouts have been 

“proven safer and more efficient than other types of circular intersections” 

(https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/intersection/innovative/roundabouts/). The Federal Highway 

Administration website provides case studies regarding the effectiveness of roundabouts in 

California, Colorado, Florida, Kansas, Maine, Maryland, South Carolina, and Vermont. More 

information can be found here: 

https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/research/deployment/roundabouts.cfm. 

Response 127C: The portions of the highway west of Kiernan/CA 219 west of Tully Road are 

not within the scope of the currently proposed NCC project. 

Response 127D: The Final Traffic Operations Report for the North County Corridor (March 2015) 

and Section 3.1.6 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS – Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle 

encompassed the entirety of the proposed project area and did not identify an increase in traffic 

on the Claus Road corridor south or north of Ceres as a result of the proposed project. The traffic 

study also included any potential traffic changes associated with the Faith Home Road Bridge 

project. Please refer to Section 3.1.6 – Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle of the 

Final Environmental Document for more information.   

 

https://safety.fhwa.dot.gov/intersection/innovative/roundabouts/
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/research/deployment/roundabouts.cfm


Appendix N: Response to Comments 
Public Comments 

335 

Response 127E: The proposed project will be an official state highway bypass route. The roads 

will be returned to the local jurisdictions, and the route will not be a business route. 
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Comment 128 
Comment from Nelson, Scott, Covenant Grove Church  

 
August 15, 2017 (sent from Scott Nelson): 
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August 31, 2017 (sent to Scott Nelson): 

 
 

October 16, 2017 (sent from Scott Nelson): 
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October 16, 2017 (sent from Scott Nelson): 

 

October 16, 2017 (sent to Scott Nelson): 
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October 16, 2017 (sent from Scott Nelson): 

 

October 16, 2017 (sent to Scott Nelson): 

 



Appendix N: Response to Comments 
Public Comments 

340 

October 17, 2017 (sent from Scott Nelson): 

 

October 17, 2017 (sent to Scott Nelson): 
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Response 128 to Scott Nelson of Covenant Grove Church: Thank you for your comments; 

they have been included in the Final Environmental Document. 

Final acquisitions and relocations will be determined by Stanislaus County and Caltrans during 

the final right-of-way and design phase of the project. The project team’s response indicated the 

preliminary design did show impact to property; however, the design would be reviewed to seek 

ways to minimize or eliminate an impact to the location. Final design may be able to avoid 

moving the drainage at the property fence line. 

The project team’s response indicated that a slight shift in the storm basin line would be a 

simple design to implement to miss the church/building on the property; the change would be 

decided during the design phase. If the church/building is not included in the shift of the project 

design, full relocation would not be required. The project design team will strive to adjust the line 

slightly so it will keep the church/building in full functioning order. 

The final document will be released in Winter 2019/Spring 2020 after completion of all 

responses to comments and finalization of document content.  
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Comment 129 
Comment from Porter, Dianne  
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Response 129 to Dianne Porter: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.    
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Comment 130 
Comment from Poteet, David and Kathe  
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Response 130 to David and Kathe Poteet: Thank you for your comments; they have been 

included in the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development 

Team has recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was 

selected by the NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final 

EIR/EIS.    
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Comment 131 
Comment from Price, Dale 
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Response 131 to Dale Price: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the 

Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.   
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Comment 132 
Comment from Reeves, Patty  
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Response 132 to Patty Reeves: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the 

Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.   

While Alternative 1B does move the NCC project closer to Oakdale, the alternative continues 

further east and ties-in to Lancaster Road, which is the same location Alternative 2B would end. 
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Comment 133 
Comment from Ribeiro, Darlene and Dave 
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Response 133 to Darlene and Dave Ribeiro: Thank you for your comments; they have been 

included in the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development 

Team has recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. The proposed realignment 

of Claribel Road to connect to Claus Road will provide for improved traffic operations in the area 

immediately surrounding your current residence. Any right-of-way impacts will be negotiated at 

the conclusion of the environmental documentation and preliminary engineering phase. 

Prior to in-depth analysis of the four proposed Alternatives 1A, 1B, 2A, and 2B, 18 other 

alternatives were considered. However, the four proposed alternatives were put forward based 

on the concept that residents in the area would benefit from the improved quality of the 

transportation system. These benefits consist of improved accessibility and safety. 

Alternative 1B will require the realignment of Claribel Road to serve as a local access road from 

Roselle Avenue to Davis Avenue, terminating at Claus Road. Davis Avenue will no longer 

provide through access to Claus Road. This local access road will require acquisition of a 

northern portion of your property as identified in the NCC Final EIR/EIS under APN 

075-023-021.  

Exact placement of the access road will be determined by Stanislaus County and Caltrans 

during the final right-of-way and design phase of the project. Caltrans is sensitive to the 

importance of the role housing and land plays in our lives and will take into account potential 

additional and specific impacts to the property to determine the necessary acquisition during the 

right-of-way negotiations. If it is determined that your property will be impacted by the proposed 

access road, then the Uniform Act will be followed. Caltrans, in coordination with Stanislaus 

County and Modesto City shall implement all property acquisition and relocation activities in 

accordance with the Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act 

(Uniform Act) of 1970 (Public Law 91-646, 84 Stat. 1894). The Uniform Act mandates that 

certain relocation services and payments be made available to eligible residents, businesses, 

and nonprofit organizations displaced by the project. The Uniform Act provides uniform and 

equitable treatment by federal or federally assisted programs of persons displaced from their 

homes, businesses, or farms, and establishes uniform and equitable land acquisition policies. 

See Appendix E in Volume 2 for more information on the Caltrans Relocation Assistance 

Program.  

Also, Mitigation Measure RLC-1 (Section 3.1.4.2) includes measures that may be considered by 

Caltrans for incorporation into the relocation plan to minimize impacts to displaced businesses 

and residences. Accordingly, acquisitions would be conducted as necessary to build the 

approved project, and displaced businesses would be provided just compensation in 

accordance with the Uniform Act.  
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Comment 134 
Comment from Rien, Shelley and Nathan 
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Response 134 to Shelley and Nathan Rien: Thank you for your comments; they have been 

included in the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development 

Team has recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was 

selected by the NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final 

EIR/EIS.   

No roundabout is anticipated to be constructed at Atlas Road as a part of this project.  
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Comment 135 
Comment from Romano, David O., Newman Romano  

 

 

135A 
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Response 135 to David O. Romano of Newman Romano: Thank you for your comments; 

they have been included in the Final Environmental Document.  

Response 135A: Caltrans has identified Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Prior to in-

depth analysis of the four proposed Alternatives 1A, 1B, 2A, and 2B, 18 other alternatives were 

considered in an Alternative Analysis Report; however, they were eliminated due to the 

excessive environmental impacts that would have been caused from their selection. Section 2.6 

of the FEIR/EIS contains information regarding these 18 other alternatives, and the rational 

behind their elimination from further consideration. Alternative 1B was chosen as the preferred 

and most feasible alternative. During final design right-of-way negotiations, potential options 

such as minor changes to the design to address these concerns will be analyzed. The intent is 

to minimize the necessary impacts to property owners adjacent to the project.  Please see 

Response 135B, below. 

Response 135B: The right-of-way widths are the minimum required by Caltrans for state route 

facilities to minimize impacts to land, whether for agricultural production, future development, or 

otherwise. The engineers on the project design team will continue to refine the NCC alignment 

to consider indirect affects and to minimize impacts to the boundary of the Martin property.  

A portion of your property may be required to construct the freeway as currently designed; 

however, property acquisition and right-of-way requirements will not be finalized by Stanislaus 

County and Caltrans until the final design phase of the project. Right-of-way acquisition will take 

into account potential additional and specific impacts to the property and will be addressed 

and/or fairly compensated for during the final phase of the right-of-way negotiations.  The Right-

of-Way acquisition will be for the proposed four to six lane facility.  

Response 135C: During final design right-of-way negotiations, potential options such as minor 

changes to the design to address these concerns will be analyzed and adjusted to the extent 

possible.  
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Comment 136 
Comment from Sauter, Donna  
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Response 136 to Donna Sauter: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative, which places the new highway further 

east of the Atlas Road intersection. Alternative 1B was selected by the NCC Project 

Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.    
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Comment 137 
Comment from Shaffer, Denise  
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Response 137 to Denise Shaffer: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative, which places the new highway further 

east of the Atlas Road intersection. Alternative 1B was selected by the NCC Project 

Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS and will be terminating 

near Lancaster Road.    

Please refer to Section 3.1.6 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS – Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian 

and Bicycle – for the traffic analysis and report of the project area. This report encompasses an 

analysis and discussion of existing traffic operations and impacts as well as those related to 

each of the proposed alternatives within the project description. 

The level of service (LOS) is a measure of traffic operating conditions, which varies from LOS A 

(indicating free-flow traffic conditions with little or no delay) to LOS F (representing over-

saturated conditions where traffic flows exceed design capacity resulting in long queues and 

delays). The traffic study analysis looked at 23 intersections in the project area. 

With implementation of the project, the number of intersections projected to operate below the 

applicable LOS standards would be reduced from three to zero. All of the intersections on 

existing State Route 108 within the communities of Riverbank and Oakdale would be improved 

with the implementation of the project. 
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Comment 138 
Comment from Schultz, Jeff  
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Response 138 to Jeff Schultz: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the 

Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.   

Impacts to residents and subdivisions were evaluated based on proximity to the proposed NCC 

facility. As Bridle Ridge subdivision is approximately 2,000-3,000 feet from the facility, it is not 

anticipated that any residents would experience any noise or air quality impacts from the 

project, as those largely occur when residents are living within 500 feet of a facility. No indirect 

impacts to Bridle Ridge are anticipated as a result of the proposed project.  

For the traffic analysis and report of the project area, please refer to the Final Traffic Operations 

Report for the North County Corridor (March 2015) and Section 3.1.6 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS 

– Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle. Also, the proposed project is designed to 

follow Caltrans design and safety standards while minimizing acquisition. To minimize parcel 

acquisitions and avoid unnecessary impact to the community, the proposed project has been 

designed with input from the public. The proposed project would minimize traffic congestion on 

the existing State Route 108/State Route 120 and the regional traffic network through the 

communities of Modesto, Riverbank, and Oakdale by reducing average daily traffic volumes, 

which would minimize the effects of hazardous conditions that might cause loss of life and 

property. 

The Air Quality Report (January 2017) and Section 3.2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS – Air Quality 

– for the proposed project discusses and addresses the existing and potential air quality 

impacts. The study was conducted in accordance with the air quality analysis guidance provided 

in the Caltrans Standard Environmental Reference and the San Joaquin Valley Air Pollution 

Control District Guide for Assessing and Mitigation Air Quality Impacts (2002).  

  



Appendix N: Response to Comments 
Public Comments 

377 

Comment 139 
Comment from Shelton-Allen, Pamela, State Farm Agent  
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Response 139 to Pamela Shelton-Allen, State Farm Agent: Thank you for your comments; 

they have been included in the Final Environmental Document. 

The North County Corridor Project Development Team has recommended Alternative 1B as the 

Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the NCC Project Development Team as 

provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.   

Under this alternative, the tie-in would be at Lancaster Road and the level of service will be 

improved with a reduced number of conflict areas compared to existing SR-108. All four 

proposed alternatives were put forward based on the concept that residents in the area would 

benefit from the improved quality of the transportation system. These benefits consist of 

improved accessibility and safety. No improvements would be made to the South Stearns Road 

and State Route 108 intersection; however, the traffic data shows that existing traffic levels at 

this location would decrease with the proposed project, thereby improving intersection 

operation. 
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Comment 140 
Comment from Shetron, Charles R.  
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Response 140 to Charles R. Shetron: Thank you for your comments; they have been included 

in the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team 

has recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by 

the NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS for 

the following reasons. Alternative 1B has fewer adverse impacts to homes and businesses in 

the area; Alternative 1B maximizes traffic operations compared to Alternatives 2A or 2B; and is 

closest to the urbanized areas and planned growth areas in the region.  Frontage road and local 

road improvements will be created to accommodate private and commercial needs.  These 

roads are discussed in Section 3.1.1.1 and 3.1.6 in the NCC Final EIR/EIS.  
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Comment 141 
Comment from Sousa, Debbie  
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Response 141 to Debbie Sousa: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.   

This route will construct three overpasses along the new State Route 108 alignment running 

east-west over the Claribel Road and Terminal Avenue intersection. The local road (Terminal 

Avenue) would travel beneath the overpasses, which would reduce the chance of accidents 

because the intersection would be eliminated and traffic would flow above Terminal Avenue.  
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Comment 142 
Comment from Stephens, Cheryl  
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Response 142 to Cheryl Stephens: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document.  

The North County Corridor Project Development Team has recommended Alternative 1B as the 

Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the NCC Project Development Team as 

provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.   

 

Final placement of access roads will be determined during the final design phase of the project.   
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Comment 143 
Comment from Stephens, Donald  
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Response 143 to Donald Stephens: Thank you for your comments; they have been included 

in the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team 

has recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by 

the NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.   

Caltrans is sensitive to the importance of the role housing and land plays in our lives and will 

take into account any specific impacts to the property to determine what level of acquisition is 

necessary during the right-of-way negotiations. Right-of-way acquisition will take into account 

potential additional and specific impacts to the property and will be addressed and/or fairly 

compensated for by Stanislaus County and Caltrans during the final phase of the right-of-way 

negotiations. 
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Comment 144 
Comment from Taylor, Catherine G.  
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Response 144 to Catherine G. Taylor: Thank you for your comments; they have been 

included in the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development 

Team has recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was 

selected by the NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final 

EIR/EIS.   
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Comment 145 
Comment from Thayer, Vicki 
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Response 145 to Vicki Thayer: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the 

Final Environmental Document.  

Impacts to endangered species habitat are disclosed in Section 3.3.5 – Threatened and 

Endangered Species, of the NCC Final EIR/EIS. A Natural Environment Study was completed 

for the proposed project in May 2017 and includes discussion and analysis of habitat and 

endangered species.  

Final mitigation ratios for impacts to state and/or federally listed species have been determined 

through consultation with the California Department of Fish and Wildlife and U.S. Fish and 

Wildlife Service. Mitigation will occur through the purchase of mitigation credits from an 

approved mitigation bank or banks and/or through creation of a project-specific mitigation site. 

Please see the Biological Opinion from the USFWS located in Appendix I of the NCC Final 

EIR/EIS 

Roundabouts were selected through preparation of an Intersection Control Evaluation (ICE) 

summary, per Caltrans Policy Directive 13-02 (Traffic Operations Policy Directive), which was 

performed at each of the proposed at-grade state highway intersections to identify the most 

effective intersection traffic control strategy (i.e., roundabout or traffic signal). Signalized and 

Unsignalized Intersection Design and Research AID (SIDRA) software package operations tools 

were also used for assessing effectiveness of roundabouts at the proposed intersections.  

Please refer to Section 3.1.6 – Traffic and Transportation/Pedestrian and Bicycle of the Final 

Environmental Document for more information regarding the traffic data analyses used to address 

traffic-related issues for each of the proposed routes. 
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Comment 146 
Comment from Torre, Al 
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Response 146 Al Torre: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the Final 

Environmental Document. The contact information provided will be included on future 

distribution lists.  
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Comment 147 
Comment from Van Dyke, Ken 
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Response 147 to Ken Van Dyke: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document.  
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Comment 148 
Comment from Van Dyke, Ken and Roberta  
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Response 148 to Ken and Roberta Van Dyke: Thank you for your comments; they have been 

included in the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development 

Team has recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was 

selected by the NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final 

EIR/EIS.   

As discussed during the ongoing focused property owner meetings, potential options such as 

minor changes to the design to address these concerns will be analyzed during final design 

right-of-way negotiations.  

We understand your concerns regarding this project and the potential for it to change the 

existing character of your neighborhood. Property values are assessed based on a large 

number of variables, many of which may change as a result of this project; however, not all the 

changes will necessarily be detrimental to existing property values. Exact changes to individual 

property values cannot be assessed; however, many project features have been designed to 

improve characteristics in the region. 
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Comment 149 
Comment from Van Patten, Judy  
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Response 149 to Judy Van Patten: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.    
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Comment 150 
Comment from Van Patten, Kevin  
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Response 150 Kevin Van Patten: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.    
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Comment 151 
Comment from Vandagriff, Terri  
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Response 151 to Terri Vandagriff: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.   

As The North County Corridor Project Development Team has recommended Alternative 1B as 

the Preferred Alternative, the project would not impact your property and the NCC alignment 

would be placed approximately 0.5 mile north of your northern property boundary.   
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Comment 152 
Comment from Vasut, Velinda  
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Response 152 Velinda Vasut: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the 

Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS for the 

following reasons. Alternative 1B has fewer adverse impacts to homes and businesses in the 

area; Alternative 1B maximizes traffic operations compared to Alternatives 2A or 2B; and is 

closest to the urbanized areas and planned growth areas in the region. Alternative 1B will also 

tie-in at Lancaster Road east of Oakdale.  The project design team will continue to have 

ongoing coordination with Conagra to minimize impacts to their operation. 
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Comment 153 
Comment from Villagomez, Carlos 
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Response 153 to Carlos Villagomez: Thank you for your comments; they have been included 

in the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team 

has recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by 

the NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.    



Appendix N: Response to Comments 
Public Comments 

410 

Comment 154 
Comment from Wade, Hazel  
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Response 154 to Hazel Wade: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the 

Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.   
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Comment 155 
Comment from Wagner-McFarlin, Sandra  
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Response 155 to Sandra Wagner-McFarlin: Thank you for your comments; they have been 

included in the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development 

Team has recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative for the following reasons. 

Alternative 1B has fewer adverse impacts to homes and businesses in the area; Alternative 1B 

maximizes traffic operations compared to Alternatives 2A or 2B; and is closest to the urbanized 

areas and planned growth areas in the region. We understand your concerns regarding the new 

corridor and the potential for it to change the existing character of your neighborhood and the 

businesses along State Route 108. The existing State Route 108 would be relinquished to the 

County/City and remain in place and would still channel traffic as it currently does today. 
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Comment 156 
Comment from Washburn, Tom  
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Response 156 to Tom Washburn: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.    
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Comment 157 
Comment from Wetzel, Kurt 
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Response 157 to Kurt Wetzel: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the 

Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.    
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Comment 158 
Comment from Wincentsen, Chris  

 

Response from Caltrans September 28, 2017 at 9:05 A.M. 

 

  

158A 

158B 
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Response 158 to Chris Wincentsen: Thank you for your comments; they have been included 

in the Final Environmental Document.  

Response 158A: The North County Corridor Project Development Team has recommended 

Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Also, during property owner talks, potential options 

such as minor changes to the design to address these concerns were discussed. These changes 

to the design are preliminary and will be further analyzed during final design and right-of-way 

negotiations.  

Response from Caltrans 158B: Caltrans responded to Mr. Wincentsen. The response 

indicated that images presented at the public meeting were the best representation of what the 

project may impact; however, in relation to “real world” information, precise survey data taken 

from the field would be used to determine the exact implications for the property.  

Final acquisition and relocation will be determined by Stanislaus County and Caltrans in the final 

right-of-way and design phase of the project. Loss of lands will be mitigated for through the fair 

purchase and relocation of comparable lands. Right-of-way acquisition will take into account 

potential additional and specific impacts to the property and will be addressed and/or fairly 

compensated for during the final phase of the right-of-way negotiations. Displaced businesses 

would be relocated within the county. Businesses requiring relocation will be provided relocation 

assistance payments and advisory assistance in accordance with the Caltrans Relocation 

Assistance Program (RAP), based on the Federal Uniform Relocation Assistance and Real 

Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (as amended) and Title 49 Code of Federal 

Regulations Part 24. Details are provided in Section 3.1.4.2, Relocation, of the NCC Final 

EIR/EIS. 

  



Appendix N: Response to Comments 
Public Comments 

420 

Comment 159 
Comment from Woods, Joshua  
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Response 159 to Joshua Woods: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in 

the Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS for the 

following reasons. Alternative 1B has fewer adverse impacts to homes and businesses in the 

area; Alternative 1B maximizes traffic operations compared to Alternatives 2A or 2B; and is 

closest to the urbanized areas and planned growth areas in the region.   
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Comment 160 
Comment from Yonbe, Sam  
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Response 160 to Sam Yonbe: Thank you for your comments; they have been included in the 

Final Environmental Document. The North County Corridor Project Development Team has 

recommended Alternative 1B as the Preferred Alternative. Alternative 1B was selected by the 

NCC Project Development Team as provided in Section 2.5 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS.   

The proposed project was designed to avoid, minimize, and/or mitigate any adverse noise or 

visual impacts. Noise impacts are analyzed and discussed in the Noise Section 3.2.6 and visual 

impacts are discussed in the Visual Resources Section 3.1.7 of the NCC Final EIR/EIS. 

A Noise Study Report (July 2016) and Noise Abatement Decision Report (July 2016) were 

prepared for this project and determined that two soundwalls are recommended for noise 

abatement; this would encompass Coffee Road.  

Noise measurements and modeling along the proposed frontage road between Coffee Road 

and Oakdale Road, south of the overcrossings, showed that existing noise levels in this area 

range from 51 dBA to 64 dBA (dBA is an expression for decibels that measure the relative 

loudness perceived by the human ear) while design year noise levels ranged from 59 to 65 dBA. 

The Noise Abatement Decision Criterion for residential properties is set at 67 dBA. Further, a 

noise impact is considered significant if a change of 12 dBA or greater occurs between existing 

and design year dBA. As the modeled noise level at these residential properties did not 

approach or exceed the Noise Abatement Decision Criteria sound impacts are not considered 

significant and no sound protection is necessary for these properties. 

Project changes within Alternative 1B include the extension of Kiernan Avenue/State Route 219 

at the Tully Road intersection to the end of the North County Corridor at the intersection of State 

Route 108/State Route 120, about half a mile southwest of Lancaster Road, which will require 

new roadway construction through the region. The overall visual impact of Alternative 1B is 

considered to be moderate to moderate-low as the project would not substantially alter the 

visual character or quality of the project corridor. Visual impacts requiring avoidance and 

minimization include the transition from an agricultural landscape to a transportation use, 

including additional and wider pavement areas as well as implementation of large structures, 

exposed slopes associated with the large overhead structures, potential loss of vegetation and 

trees, and potential for additional lighting that could affect sensitive receptors. Additional 

discussion regarding visual analysis and impacts can be found in the Visual Impact Assessment 

(October 2014). 


