DECEMBER 9, 2020

Stakeholder Engagement Committee Meeting




Meeting Agenda

Welcome/Call to Order

Roll Call/Housekeeping
Minutes Review: November 5, 2020 Regular SEC Meeting

DWR Update

DWR Planning Status

Community Benefits Framework Discussion
Public Comments on Item 4

DCA Update: Technical Presentations
Bethany Complex

Bethany Alternative Traffic Analysis

SEC Questions or Comments on November 5t Meeting Presentation

Public Comment on Item 5
Future Agenda Items & Next Meeting
Non-Agendized SEC Questions or Comments

Public Comment on Non-Agendized Items

Disclaimer: These pages are for Stakeholder Engagement Committee discussion purposes only. They do not represent a decision by the DCA or DWR.
Final decisions about the project will be made by DWR and will NOT be made until the concluding stages of the CEQA process.
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Minutes Review:
November 5, 2020
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Final decisions about the project will be made by DWR and will NOT be made until the concluding stages of the CEQA process.
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DWR Update
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COMMUNITY BENEFIT PROGRAM (CBP)

Agenda

Background

Case Studies and Best Practices

Next Steps




COMMUNITY BENEFIT PROGRAM

Background
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BACKGROUND

What is a Community Benefits Program?

» Defined set of commitments made by project proponents and
created in coordination with the local community

 The commitments are made separate from and in addition to permit
conditions or environmental mitigations

» Can include a wide range of benefits to address effects beyond
what may be afforded by existing regulatory processes

» A demonstration of goodwill and concern regarding adverse effects
communities may endure through construction of major capital
works
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BACKGROUND

Why Pursue a Community Benefits Program?

» Large infrastructure projects such as the proposed Delta
Conveyance Project inevitably create effects to the communities
and the local environment in which they are built.

« A Community Benefits Program would provide opportunities for
Delta communities to articulate ways the Delta Conveyance Project
can address project conflicts with any local Delta uses that affect
the unique cultural, recreational, natural resource, and agricultural
values of the Delta as an evolving place (Delta as Place).
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BACKGROUND

Possible Objectives

* Provide a mechanism for the Delta community to identify
opportunities for local benefits

» Provide a mechanism for the project proponents to
demonstrate good faith, transparency and accountability to
the community through commitments developed with
stakeholder input

» Support project consistency with the Delta Plan policy DP
P2 and, ultimately, the state’s coequal goals for the Delta.

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

“Re-localizing
sharing in benefit in
line with the
localization of
iImpacts.”

--Community Benefits from
Onshore Wind Developments:
Best Practice Guide for England

12/09/2020
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BACKGROUND

Build on Regional Vision

A CBP would provide additional opportunities for local communities to support the unique cultural,
recreational, natural resource and agricultural values of the Delta articulated by the Delta Plan, National
Heritage Area and Conservancy Grant Program (among many others).

R Ll

Acknowledge the Delta as a special place worthy of national and state attention
Plan to protect the Delta’s lands and communities
Maintain Delta agriculture as a primary land use, a food source, a key economic sector, and a way of life

Encourage recreation and tourism that allow visitors to enjoy and appreciate the Delta and that contribute to its economy

AN NN NN

Sustain a vital Delta economy that includes a mix of agriculture, tourism, recreation, commercial and other industries, and vital
components of state and regional infrastructure
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Conceptual Categories of Benefits

Delta As Place Fund Project Implementation Commitments

o Community driven framework for fund « Jobs, training and labor

management that empowers local community Business, economy

* Focus fund on those projects that can help
protect, enhance, and sustain the unique cultural,
historical, recreational, agricultural, and » Multipurpose Facilities
economic values of the Delta as an evolving
place, consistent with the co-equal goals.

» Construction partnerships
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BACKGROUND

Three Distinct But Complementary Processes

Regulatory Mitigation Community Benefits Program = Ombudsman Progra

Purpose: Provide resources to - Purpose: Clearinghouse
direct benefits toward point of contact to strea
communities most impacted by information, support and
iImplementation, based on Includes ensuring ju
community collaboration. compensation as ares
direct construction imp

Purpose: Address project
Impacts related to specific
regulatory requirements (e.g.,
CEQA/NEPA)
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COMMUNITY BENEFIT PROGRAM

Case Studies
and Best Practices
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CASE STUDIES

Example Case Studies

Los Angeles World Airports (LAX) $11Bil Expansion Program

NYC Dept of Environmental Protection $3.5Bil Croton Water Plant

Various Off-Shore Wind Programs

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 12/09/2020 15




CASE STUDIES

Los Angeles Airport

(LAX) Expansion

Satellite
Concourse

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

Manchester Bl
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South Airfield
Reconfiauration

|8 epaandag

v Developed legally binding
Community Benefit Agreement
(December 2004)

v" Signatory: LAX Coalition for
Economic, Environmental and
Educational Justice

» Broad coalition of community-
based organizations and labor

unions
v Community Benefits negotiated

to address impacts and maximize
local project benefits
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CASE STUDIES

Example Benefits Identified

v" Local hiring program to give priority for
jobs at LAX to residents and low-income and
special needs individuals;

v Funds for soundproofing affected schools
and residences;

v" Retrofitting diesel construction vehicles
and diesel vehicles operating on the
tarmac, curbing dangerous air pollutants
by up to 90%;

v Electrifying airplane gates to eliminate pollution
from jet engine idling;

v Funds for studying the health impacts of airport
operations on surrounding communities; and

v" Increased opportunities for local, minority, and
women-owned businesses in the modernization of
LAX.
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CASE STUDIES

NYC DEP Croton v’ Selected site on public golf
Wwater Treatment course in Van Courtland Park,
Plant (WTP) sronx, NY

v" Plant constructed entirely
underground to reduce affects in
public park

v' Agreements negotiated in two
areas:

» On-site impacts to golf course
» Broader Bronx Community

v' Community monitoring committee
formed and held monthly
meetings to review overall
progress
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CASE STUDIES

Integrated Site
Facilities

Croton WTP during construction. Temporary
driving range and course reroute built prior
to start of WTP construction; payments for
lost revenue during construction.

Final driving range a
buried treatment plant.
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CBP CASE STUDIES

Support for Bronx
Borough Parks

v" Roberto Clemente State Park Reconstruction
v Van Courtland Park Upgrades
v Van Courtland Park Forestry Management Fund

v" Tree Planting Fund
v Bronx Borough Public Parks Fund
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CASE STUDIES

Example Features of Offshore
Wwind Farm CBAs

g
4 5 ™ ==

CAPE COD

Block Island Wind Farm
Block Island, Rhode Island

» Established grant program for _ _
assistance on local projects such as » Grant money to hire third party expert to help

b 7k : B Aan upgrade of a local village pond and its under'star!d planning submission drawings and other
mﬁ:ﬂ:)&g& . S e : . adjoining land technical issues

(S_,f: ;f \
s
ol Ly
=i

* Hired ombudsperson to help keep town informed

» Added power and fiber optic line to connect island
to mainland grid to provide high speed internet and
eliminate diesel fueled power plant

: L A ; ”/ WNANII}JE‘EU;-'
* Funding for Restoratlon of Bird Island

» Annual payment for natural resource
preservation, marine habitat restoration and
coastal recreation enhancement projects in

region Sheringham Shoal Community Fund

North Norfolk, England
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CASE STUDIES

= Grassroots process with open and transparent collaboration to

Sam p I e B eSt encourage broad community participation - outreach to interest
Practl Ces groups that do not always have voice or participate

= Results of all meetings will be recorded and made public

Make participants aware that participation does not affect their rights
in the planning process

Build on plans and strategies that have already been developed in
Community

Ensure benefits are fair and proportional to project magnitude

Clear oversight and monitoring program to ensure sponsor and

recipients are meeting their responsibilities
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Next Steps
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NEXT STEPS

Phases of Development and Implementation

PHASE 1

Information Gathering December 2020 to February 2021

PHASE 2

Develop Community March 2021 to December 2021

Benefits Program Framework

PHASE 3
Complete Benefit Identification
and Finalize Program

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

January 2022 to December 2023

PHASE 4
Implementation and Oversight
(pending project review and approvals)
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NEXT STEPS

PHASE 1 PHASE 2 PHASE 3 PHASE 4

Information Develop CBP Negotiate Benefits / Implementation
Gathering Framework Finalize Agreements and Oversight

Information Gathering

 Interviews with Delta stakeholders and stakeholder groups to introduce
proposed Community Benefit Program concept and initial solicit
feedback

 Local elected officials and Delta organizations (e.g. DSC, DPC, DC)

» Legacy communities

» Tribes and Tribal Members
« Environmental Justice / Disadvantaged Communities Findin gs
» Agricultural interests

* Recreational interests

» Natural resources interests
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NEXT STEPS

PHASE 1 PHASE 2 PHASE 3 PHASE 4

Information Develop CBP Negotiate Benefits / Implementation
Gathering Framework Finalize Agreements and Oversight

Information Gathering

CBPs require communities to be clear on what they need and the long-term benefits
that can be derived.

Local planning organizations can often serve that function to work with citizens to
develop long term plans

The Delta is diverse and dispersed with multiple and sometimes overlapping planning
organizations

Need input on how to navigate the current Delta community structure and identify:
» methods to work collaboratively with community to develop the program

= stakeholder identification

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 12/09/2020 26



NEXT STEPS

What may be included in the
Framework Document?

Benefit categories and goals

Tenets and stakeholders

Objectives for each benefit category

Process design

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES

PHASE 1 PHASE 2 PHASE 3 PHASE 4
Information Develop CBP Negotiate Benefits / Implementation

Gathering Framework Finalize Agreements and Oversight

Community Engagement Approach

1. Interviews with community members
and community groups

a. Interview the SEC as one of several
groups (but also individuals as desired)

b. Document and publish input for
transparency

2. Public workshops
a. Review interview results
b. Present draft language
c. Solicit public input

3. DWR uses interviews/workshops to
prepare Draft Framework (appendix to
DEIR)
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Closing
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CLOSING

Core Commitments

Constructive Inclusive
Participation in good . Broad stakeholder
faith with community to participation to expand

create a positive legacy &8 capture of voices

Transparent

Open process to
collaborate effectively

. Fair, Unconditional
isun Bay Benefits related to Community benefits
il localized nature of are not dependent on
effects support for project

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 12/09/2020 29




INTRODUCTION TO COMMUNITY BENEFIT PROGRAM

Discussion:

« Do you understand the concept?

« Do you have any thoughts about how the SEC fits into
the Framework development process?

e Do you have recommendations for who to interview?

CALIFORNIA DEPARTMENT OF WATER RESOURCES 12/09/2020 30




Technical Presentations

5a. Bethany Complex
5b. Bethany Alternative Traffic Analysis

gl BRER e

Disclaimer: These pages are for Stakeholder Engagement Committee discussion purposes only. They do not represent a decision by the DCA or DWR.
Final decisions about the project will be made by DWR and will NOT be made until the concluding stages of the CEQA process.
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ltem 5a.

Bethany Complex

Disclaimer: These pages are for Stakeholder Engagement Committee discussion purposes only. They do not represent a decision by the DCA or DWR.
Final decisions about the project will be made by DWR and will NOT be made until the concluding stages of the CEQA process.
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Bethany Alternative

e Bethany Reservoir Alternative

e Bethany Alternative uses the same alignment as the
Eastern Alignment up to Lower Robert Island Shaft, at
this point the shaft becomes a double launch shaft.

e Two additional maintenance shafts would be needed
for the Bethany Alternative:
e Upper Jones Maintenance Shaft
e Union Island Maintenance Shaft
e The tunnel reach from Lower Roberts extends to the

Pumping Plant complex near the existing Central
Valley Project facilities just south of Byron Highway.

e The pumping plant diverts the tunnel flow up to a
discharge structure along the shore of Bethany
Reservoir via 4 parallel agueducts.

Disclaimer: These pages are for Stakeholder Engagement Committee discussion purposes only. They do not represent a decision by the DCA or DWR.

Intake 3
Iln;take 5

Twin Cities Double Launch Shaft

New Hope Tract Maintenance Shaft

Canal Ranch Tract Maintenance Shaft

Jf Terminous Tract Reception Shaft

.“ -'5_"' gr:':h.-'_ -”:r 5
P I@ﬁ- ‘lL King Island Maintenance Shaft
- N
oty P
A S T
@'15 Lower Roberts Island
‘i Double Launch Shaft
.{; —{;1
3 %/ Upper Jones Tract Maintenance Shaft
& Union Island BETHANY ALTERNATIVE
&% <" Maintenance ALIGNMENT SITES

Shaft
Bethany

Reservoir £ Aaueduct /. ; . :

z Reception Shaft, Surge Basin, and Pumping Plant
Discharge = R f " ping
Structure + Bethany Reservoir Aqueducts

Bethany
Reservoir
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5A. BETHANY COMPLEX

- - D' h -
Schematic of Bethany Reservoir Stracnue Bethany Reservoir

. . y4
System Configuration
RS California
X
Surge \2\\\\" Aqueduct
Tanks e,b
\ c,\OQ Bethany
Aqueduct
EL 3035 +/- -
= Concrete Lining Surge BaSIn P
Discharge Structure
Ly L T & Provides transition from pipelinesto-direct flow;into
Reception Bethany Reservoir, Also provided-isolation from the
__Shaft reservoir for work on the pipelines.
eIt T oS ve T tret oot o ve o wooTor ericererre
Tunnel Pumping basin, but water stored within the basin would not re-enter
Plant the tunnel until operators allow re-entry.
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5A. BETHANY COMPLEX

D P e T ARG A LR A A
: RN, --f—:‘;_-ﬂ“v-tﬁ‘\-f-’;_';:-‘i-_L_J:‘?::-"
Bethany Complex
' .| KEY
Construction area
¥ e, <N === Final footprint
& -—T
3 L.
3 24
Tunnel Alignment/ .~ Contractor - . - Excavation
; Yards Stockpiles
! __ Batch Plants
FuEEnawn p |
: et _ - Temp First ﬁespbhdérs ;
Reception Shaft - "y
p ; b B,
i szl E = DT -
Surge Basin” Pumping Electrical He $Eorne,
Plant : Switchyard - -
o i _ Bethany
Il s > A duct
Compy i X queducts
- oy A ; : ' Delta
\ —— ) - ' Mendota
_ = Crossing Tunnel Canal
Pumping Plant Complex R \6 & Portal Area
@' Construction Area: 219 acres - ‘\\i -
. Final Project Area: 169 acres CLSM Batc Plant >
Bethany Aqueducts L F :
®' Construction Area: 136 acres P = Conservation Easement
Final Project Area: 54 acres _ i Crossing Tunnel Portal & Tunnels
Bethany Reservoir Discharge Structure | : California
@' Construction Area: 14 acres a _ e Aqueduct

__ Final Project Area: 12 acres - Staging
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5A. BETHANY COMPLEX

Bethany Pumping Plant

W
— !

A

® Construction Area:
219 acres

Final Project Area:
169 acres

.

Contractor. Yards

. 3
L L

Excavation Stockpiles

-I' IJ.-

t
|Ie »

Disclaimer: These pages are for Stakeholder Engagement Committee discussion purposes only. They do not represent a decision by the DCA or DWR.
Final decisions about the project will be made by DWR and will NOT be made until the concluding stages of the CEQA process.

Batch Plant

KEY
Construction area
=== Final footprint

Access Rd

Temp First Responders

Mountain House Rd
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5A. BETHANY COMPLEX

Disclaimer: These pages are for Stakeholder Engagement Committee discussion purposes only. They do not represent a decision by the DCA or DWR.
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5A. BETHANY COMPLEX

Bethany Aqueducts

pY 8SNOH UIBIUNOIA

) Construction Area:
136’ acres

FinallProject Area:
54/ acres

Werse pAEN NESY Rl

Disclaimer: These pages are for Stakeholder Engagement Committee discussion purposes only. They do not represent a decision by the DCA or DWR.
Final decisions about the project will be made by DWR and will NOT be made until the concluding stages of the CEQA process.
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5A. BETHANY COMPLEX

Bethany Reservoir Dischar

ge Structure

T
-~

Silt Curtain

Construction Area:
14'acres

. Final Project Area:
12:acres

Disclaimer: These pages are for Stakeholder Engagement Committee discussion purposes only. They do not represent a decision by the DCA or DWR.

Final decisions about the project will be made by DWR and will NOT be made until the concluding stages of the CEQA process.

Construction area
=== Final footprint
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5A. BETHANY COMPLEX

Construction Schedule for Bethany Complex

ery 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13
Ea rly Wo rks I :-:h:ny complex North Access

- Kelso Road Access

- Bethany Complex South Access
- Bethany Reservoir Access
Site Preparation - Surge Shaft

Re ce pt i on S h aft I surge Shaft Construction Surge Shaft - Remove T8M I

- Site Preparation
N Pumping Plant & Wet Well Construction
P u m pi ng P I a nt Pumps and Motors Construction _
surge Tanks [NE——
_ Electrical, Generator & Equip. Structures
° _ Surge Basin Clearing & Preparation _ Final Site Work
S u rge Ba SI n _ Surge Basin Diaphragm Wall Construction

I s 525i Excavation & Siab Constructon

Surge Basin - Construct Bridge and Gantry Crane
_ Site Clearing and Preparation -

P Access Bridges
Aq u ed u Cts - Jones Penstock Tunnel Construction - -
_ Conservation Area Tunnel Construction
_ Tunnel Pipe Fitting and Backfill
_ Cut and Cover Pipeline Construction
- Permanent Patrol Road

Site Restoration - Aqueduct Pipeline

- Outlet Site Clearing & Preparation
- Reservoir Outlet Cofferdam

_ Outlet Excavation & Shafts Construction

I shaft Pipe Fitting & Backfill
D i sc h a rge St r u ct u re _ Reservoir Outlet Structure Construction

- Reservoir Outlet Backfill & Site Restoration
- Road/ Bridge Construction
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Iltem 5Db.

Bethany Alternative Traffic
Analysis ————

R e

Disclaimer: These pages are for Stakeholder Engagement Committee discussion purposes only. They do not represent a decision by the DCA or DWR.
Final decisions about the project will be made by DWR and will NOT be made until the concluding stages of the CEQA process.
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5B. BETHANY ALTERNATIVE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

Agenda

e Description of Methodology

e Analysis of the Bethany Alternative

Note

This is NOT a CEQA analysis but helps the engineering team to identify our
recommended logistics measures. Ultimately, the CEQA process will be the final
arbiter of recommended logistics improvements to manage traffic impacts.

Disclaimer: These pages are for Stakeholder Engagement Committee discussion purposes only. They do not represent a decision by the DCA or DWR.

DECEMBER 9, 2020

Final decisions about the project will be made by DWR and will NOT be made until the concluding stages of the CEQA process.



5B. BETHANY ALTERNATIVE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

Disclaimer: These pages are for Stakeholder Engagement Committee discussion purposes only. They do not represent a decision by the DCA or DWR.
Final decisions about the project will be made by DWR and will NOT be made until the concluding stages of the CEQA process.
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5B. BETHANY ALTERNATIVE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

What Is Level of Service (LOS)?

FREE FLOW

Low volumes and no delays.

STABLE FLOW

Speeds restricted by travel
conditions, minor delays.

STABLE FLOW

Speeds and maneuverability closely
controlled because of higher volumes.

Common on urban roads

Levels D through F

Increasing levels of restriction
from other traffic

Levels A through C

Allow traffic to move at posted
speed limit

STABLE FLOW LOS
Speeds considerably affected by change in D

operation conditions. High density traffic
restricts maneuverability; volume near capacity.

UNSTABLE FLOW

Low speeds; considerable delay; volume

at or slightly over capacity. E

FORCED FLOW LOS

Very low speeds; volumes exceed capacity;
long delays with stop-and-go traffic.

Disclaimer: These pages are for Stakeholder Engagement Committee discussion purposes only. They do not represent a decision by the DCA or DWR.

Final decisions about the project will be made by DWR and will NOT be made until the concluding stages of the CEQA process.




4B. BETHANY ALERNATVE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

Existing LOS

Figure 10: San Joaquin County RCMP 2018 Two-Lane Highway Segment LOS — PM Peak Figure 11: San Joaquin County RCMP 2018 Urban Street Segment LOS

Figure B: San Joaguin County RCMP 2018 Basic Freeway Segment LOS PM

Basic Freeway
Segments - PM
—LSA, BT

u sD
— DS E
— LOS F

I:] County Houndary

Source: San Joaquin County Regional Congestion Management Program 2019 Monitoring and Performance Report

DECEMBER 9, 2020
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5B. BETHANY ALTERNATIVE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

Delta Conveyance: Thresholds for Remedial Action

1. The construction traffic creates a LOS worse than the target LOS and the
project’s traffic is 10% or more of the total traffic volume.

2. The target LOS is:

= L OS C for local roads

= LOS D for major commute routes (SR-4, SR-12, Byron Hwy)
= LOS D for any new roads built for the project

Note: This is similar to the LOS goals in San Joaquin and Sacramento Counties but

with consideration of the project’s traffic in relation to existing traffic (10% threshold)

Disclaimer: These pages are for Stakeholder Engagement Committee discussion purposes only. They do not represent a decision by the DCA or DWR.

Final decisions about the project will be made by DWR and will NOT be made until the concluding stages of the CEQA p IS AR ATl



5B. BETHANY ALTERNATIVE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

Analysis of the
Bethany Alternative e —

Disclaimer: These pages are for Stakeholder Engagement Committee discussion purposes only. They do not represent a decision by the DCA or DWR.
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5B. BETHANY ALTERNATIVE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

Sites Involved

1
!

/ Lower RobertsIsland | -
Launch/ Recepti

BETHANY
ALIGNMENT

,;;. Upper}o es Tract
/  Mainténance Shaft

Union Island
Maintenance Shaft

ethany Reservoir Pumping Plant, Surge Basin
. d Reception Shaft
—‘j % &~y

--/ﬁpeﬁne Route. ™

Bethany j'R'eiéx;j{air

Disclaimer: These pages are for Stakeholder Engagement Committee discussion purposes only. They do not represent a decision by the DCA or DWR.
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5B. BETHANY ALTERNATIVE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

SR-4

Major Impacts are
from Lower
Roberts Island &
Upper Jones Tract

Construction impact area

R,0.B.E RS S
BACON ISLAND

ISLAND

&)

VICTORIA
ISLAND

UNION
ISLAND

Disclaimer: These pages are for Stakeholder Engagement Committee discussion purposes only. They do not represent a decision by the DCA or DWR.
Final decisions about the project will be made by DWR and will NOT be made until the concluding stages of the CEQA process.
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5B. BETHANY ALTERNATIVE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

Peak Month for Lower Roberts & Upper Jones
Affecting: SR-4

4,000
B Timber

3,500 ‘\\ W Steel Pipe

The peak month would be January Slurry Wall Bentonite

Early Works at B Riprap Rock Slope Protection
3,000 Lower Roberts of Year 2027 Rebar
(|:jal| cheSS) & Pre-Cast Segment Grout
er jones
2,500 PP Pre Cast Segment 36' ID x 6' Wide

M Pitrun Gravel 3 Inch Minus
B General Materials

B Flyash

Trucks per Month
\N
o
S
S

1,500 M Fill From Jobsite
B Equipment delivery
1,000 W Concrete Sand
W Concrete CLSM
B Concrete Aggregate
500 ggreg
B Concrete Cement
I | =cemen
0 Al . i LR EEE R e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e i ag g vaiennn . )
c >0 c >0cC >0c >0c >0€c >0c>0c>ac>0c>0c>ac >ac »a BaseRockDelvered
ot ©® & o ® O o © v ®m O O o O o © O o o © O ®m O o © O 0 o ©O© O © © 0 o O 0 © © @
TSV OCTSVODTSVND,SANDTSVNDSNTSANDSANDS VDSOS S oS EBallast
2026 2027 = 2028 | 2029 = 2030 & 2031 2032 2033 2034 2035 2036 2037 2038 ™WAsphalt, Hot Mix Delivered
Year
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5B. BETHANY ALTERNATIVE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

Traffic Conditions: SR-4 west of I-5 (2-lane bridge)

SR 4 - Port of Stockton Expressway to I-5 Two-Way Volumes SR 4 - Port of Stockton Expressway to I-5 Two-Way Volumes
2000 (PCEs) 2000 (PCEs)
1800 ------------------------------------ 1800 ------------------------------------
1600 LOSE 1600 LOSE
1400 1400
5 5
[=} [=}
21200 21200
$1000 $1000
§ 800 § 800
600 600
400 LOS A-C 400 LOS A-C
200 200
0 0
6:00 7:00 8:00 9:00 10:00 11:00 NOON 13:00 14:00 15:00 16:00 17:00 6:00 7:00 8:00 9:00 10:00 11:00 NOON 13:00 14:00 15:00 16:00 17:00
B No Project  ® Trucks Workers (Car or Shuttle) B No Project  ® Trucks Workers (Car or Shuttle)

Worker trips are all taking shuttle (10 people/shuttle).

Worker trips are all drive-alone.

LOS “F” in the AM & PM peak. LOS “E” in the evening without project trips.
Project would temporarily add 6% (Truck & Worker), which is

Project would temporarily add 16%.
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5B. BETHANY ALTERNATIVE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

Traffic Conditions: SR-4 west of Bacon Island Road

SR 4 - Tracy Blvd to Bacon Island Rd Two-Way Volumes (PCEs)
2500
LOS would be “D” or
better even with the B Y e Yy
addition of project LOSE
traffic. 5
©1500
-
o
[ [} n
Project traffic would 1000
be minor in relation to e - e - - - - -
background traffic
& 500 LOS A-C
0
6:00 7:00 8:00 9:00 10:00 11:00 NOON 13:00 14:00 15:00 16:00 17:00
B No Project m Trucks Workers (Car or Shuttle)
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5B. BETHANY ALTERNATIVE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

Traffic Conditions: Tracy Blvd between SR-4 and Clifton Court
Road

Tracy Blvd - SR-4 to Clifton Two-Way Volumes (PCEs)
LOS would be “C” or 2000
better even with the 1800 — e e—ee e
addition of project 1600 LOSE
traffic. _ 1400
31200
I
. i 01000
Project traffic would S
i . . W 800
be minor in relation to e ——————
background traffic 600
400 LOS A-C
200 I I I
N EEEEEEREE
6:00 7:00 8:00 9:00 10:00 11:00 NOON 13:00 14:00 15:00 16:00 17:00
® No Project  ® Trucks Workers (Car or Shuttle)
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5B. BETHANY ALTERNATIVE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

Tracy Blvd

Major Impacts
are from
Lower Roberts
Island, Upper
Jones Tract,
and union
Island

Construction impact area

R,0.B.E RT S
BACON ISLAND

ISLAND

VICTORIA
ISLAND

UNION
ISLAND
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5B. BETHANY ALTERNATIVE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

Peak Month for Lower Roberts, Upper Jones, and Union Island
Affecting: Tracy Blvd

4,000
B Timber
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Riprap Rock Slope Protection
3,000 - The peak month would be January Rebar
\ of Year 2027 Pre-Cast Segment Grout
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1,000 B Concrete Sand
W Concrete CLSM
M Concrete Aggregate
500 BBreg
M Concrete Cement
I
0 . .. | CLEL AR TR b b H . )
c >0 c >aac >0 >0c >0c >0c >0c¢c >0c >0¢c >0¢c >0a0c >0c >a Base Rock Delivered
T o o ® ¥ w ©® o @ © 0 @w ©® v w ©® o w ® o w ®© o m ©® 0 @ ® 0 w T v w ©® v o O O
TSSO SUVOoSSVOL,SVOSVNSSVNDSANOTSVOSVODSON S VoS Vo S v EBallast
2026 2027 2028 = 2029 2030 2031 2032 2033 2034 2035 2036 2037 2038 'Asphalt HotMixDelivered

Year

Disclaimer: These pages are for Stakeholder Engagement Committee discussion purposes only. They do not represent a decision by the DCA or DWR. DECEMBER 9, 2020

Final decisions about the project will be made by DWR and will NOT be made until the concluding stages of the CEQA process.



5B. BETHANY ALTERNATIVE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

Traffic Conditions: Tracy Blvd between 1-205 and Clifton Court

Road

Project traffic would
be significant in
relation to background
traffic, but LOS would
be “C” or better even
with the addition of
project traffic.

Disclaimer: These pages are for Stakeholder Engagement Committee discussion purposes only. They do not represent a decision by the DCA or DWR.

Final decisions about the project will be made by DWR and will NOT be made until the concluding stages of the CEQA process.
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Tracy Blvd - Clifton to I-205 Two-Way Volumes (PCEs)

LOSE
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B No Project M Trucks Workers (Car or Shuttle)
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5B. BETHANY ALTERNATIVE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

Byron Hwy, Mountain House Pkwy, Mountain House Rd, W Grant Line Rd

Major Impacts are from Bethany Complex, Bethany Complex Batch Plant, Bethany Aqueduct,
Bethany Reservoir_

)

Construction impact area
- ]
g A G A
. Mountain House Shafi

2 -'?ﬂ 4 r“‘:{'}r i

.
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5B.

BETHANY ALTERNATIVE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

Peak Month for Bethany Complex, Bethany Complex Batch Plant,

Bethany Agueduct, Bethany Reservoir
Affecting: Byron Hwy, Mountain House Pkwy, Mountain House Rd, W Grant Line Rd

7,000
6,000 \
Early Works
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5B. BETHANY ALTERNATIVE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

Lindemann
Interchange
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5B. BETHANY ALTERNATIVE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

West Grant Line
Road Roundabout

Project inbound traffic

Normal Mountain House /
West Grant Line Rd traffic
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5B. BETHANY ALTERNATIVE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

Bypassing Mountain House
School

Construction impact area

Mountain House
School

Bethany.,
Reservoir
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5B. BETHANY ALTERNATIVE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

Traffic Conditions: Byron Hwy between Lindemann Road and
Mountain House Parkway

Byron Hwy - Great Valley Pkwy to Mountain House Pkwy Two-

Byron Hwy - Great Valley Pkwy to Mountain House Pkwy Two-
Way Volumes (PCEs)
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LOS is “F” during peak periods and LOS is “C” or better at all times of

“E” midday the day
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5B. BETHANY ALTERNATIVE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

Traffic Conditions: Mountain House Parkway between 1-205
and West Grant Line Road

Mountain House Pkwy - W Grant Line Rd to 1-205 Two-
4000 Way Volumes (PCEs)
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5B. BETHANY ALTERNATIVE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

Traffic Conditions: Mountain House Parkway between Byron
Hwy and Arnaudo Blvd

Mountain House Pkwy - Byron Hwy to Arnaudo Blvd
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5B. BETHANY ALTERNATIVE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

Traffic Conditions: West Grant Line Rd between Mountain House
Parkway and Mountain House Road

W Grant Line Rd - Mountain House Pkwy to Roundabout Two-
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5B. BETHANY ALTERNATIVE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

Traffic Conditions: West Grant Line Rd between I-580 and
Mountain House Road

W Grant Line Rd - Roundabout to I-580 Two-Way
Project traffic would 2000 Volumes (PCEs)
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relation to background 1600 LOSE
traffic, but LOS would 1400
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5B. BETHANY ALTERNATIVE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

Traffic Conditions: Mountain House Rd between Bethany
Reservoir and West Grant Line Road

Mountain House Road - Bethany Reservoir to Roundabout Two-
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4B. BETHANY ALTERNATIVE TRAFFIC ANALYSIS

Traffic Conclusions for the Bethany Alternative

* Project traffic would worsen traffic operations to an unacceptable level at two locations:

= SR-4 is near capacity at the Swing Bridge; project traffic would push it to LOS “F”

= Capturing worker trips with a park-n-ride lot in Stockton would eliminate this problem

= Byron Highway is already heavily congested, and project traffic to the Bethany Reservoir site
would exacerbate the problem if no improvements are made to the road

= Extending the current widening work to the proposed Lindemann Interchange would
enable project traffic to use this section while maintaining a good LOS

= The Plus Project LOS on the other roads serving the Bethany Reservoir would meet the
LOS target without capacity improvements

Disclaimer: These pages are for Stakeholder Engagement Committee discussion purposes only. They do not represent a decision by the DCA or DWR.

DECEMBER 9, 2020

Final decisions about the project will be made by DWR and will NOT be made until the concluding stages of the CEQA process.



Final deusions

about

the pro,

ject will be made by

SEC Questions or Comments on
November 5, 2020 Presentatl r

Key Agenda Items:  Deferred SEC Questlon e
Bethany Reservoir Alternative Update
DWR Update ———

b ) ¥
ses only. They do not represent a decision by the DCA or DWR
DWR and will NOT be made until the concluding stages of the CEQA process

DECEMBER 9, 2020




Iltem 5d.

Public Comment on Item 5
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