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July 17, 2003


Meeting Record

Record No.:
7
Project:
Central Galt Interchange

Re:
IGC Meeting No.1



Meeting Date:
July 16 ,2003
Job No.:
25-3300-08

Location:
City of Galt Police Department Building
File No:
C575PRD007.DOC

Recorded By:
Mike Troyan, MMC Communications
Record Date:
July 16, 2003

Participants:
  (See attached)

CC:
Participants

Handouts:

-Interest Group Committee – Mission and Function

-June 24, 2003 Public Meeting Comments

-PowerPoint presentation

-13 alternate interchange designs

-Agenda

A. Introductions

1. Project Manager Ron Boyle introduced the Project Development Team (PDT) as outlined on the PowerPoint handout
2. The attending Interest Group Committee (IGC) members introduced themselves
3. Ron commented that the PDT hopes to increase participation in the IGC with further outreach. 18 possible members were invited

4. Galt City Public Works Director Doug Gault asked the group to consider the most convenient time (afternoon or evening) for future meetings

B. Mission and Function of the IGC
1. Ron Boyle discussed the mission and function as outlined in the “Mission and Function” handout 

C. Presentation and Project Overview
1. Ron explained the Central Galt Interchange Project as outlined in the PowerPoint handout

Question: Adam asked if the Project Study Report was complete for the Project? 

Answer: Steve Hetland, of Caltrans, replied that it was not.  Only a preliminary study, for the State Route 99 corridor, identifying the Project’s scope and constraints has been done

D. Review of Project Alternatives
1. 
Ron went through the 13 alternative Project designs with the group. Twelve were presented at a City Public Meeting on June 24, 2003; the 13th was recently submitted by Caltrans. The basic design question is whether the new interchange should hook up with A or C Street. There is also the understanding that dual access is necessary for the new interchange’s success. The following comments were noted:

i. Alternate #4 is close to being a good choice, but enhancements need to be made

ii. Alternate #13 should be adjusted for Galt Market traffic

iii. June did not like Alternate #2 because of impact to businesses and the amount of work necessary to accomplish it – more than other alternates

iv. Armondo liked Alternate #2 and #7 because of the benefit for Galt Market traffic concern

v. Teresa liked #7 as well because it keeps a second overpass

2.
Steve mentioned that good pieces from different alternatives could be utilized

3.
Ron mentioned traffic studies will have to be completed before any final choice is made

4. 
IGC members listed the following concerns about developing a final choice among the alternatives 

vi. Can Transit Link’s buses get in and out and do her buildings remain intact

vii. Galt Market traffic is a major concern; where does market traffic come from and how can we enhance existing access?

viii. What is the impact on Camellia St.?

ix. Impact on Galt High School a major concern; students crossing street to supermarket

x. Possible solution is to build wrought iron fence or wall to prevent students from crossing street

E. Future Meetings

1.
 IGC members considered the most convenient time (afternoon or evening) for future meetings

i. Adam preferred afternoons

ii. The others were O.K with afternoons or evenings with advance notice

A. General Discussion and other comments.

Question: Armondo asked if the Fairway onramps might be closed
Answer: No decision yet.  Caltrans has considered closing them
Question: Teresa asked how a road could be placed through Galt Market as one alternative noted
Answer: We could reconfigure the parking lot, has been done before in other shopping centers
1. 
Ron noted that all 13 alternatives can be modified – ultimately the final choice will involve compromise and collaborative input

2. 
Handouts and minutes will be made available to IGC and PDT members

3.
It is anticipated that the next meeting will take place in 3-4 months.  

4.
Armondo noted that the Galt Market is considering adding a third day. He also pointed out that there are legal considerations that prevent moving the market location.

5.
Updates will be posted on the web site: www.centralgaltic.com

The preceding is Omni-Means’ understanding of the discussions and decisions for the above referenced meeting.  Please notify Omni-Means immediately of any discrepancies in the information recorded.

Sincerely,

OMNI-MEANS
Ron Boyle

Attendee
Representing
Phone No.
Fax No.
Email

Adam Brucker
Transportation Planning San Joaquin County
209-468-8568
209-468-2999
abrucker@co.san-joaquin.ca.us

June Gilmore
South County Transit Link
209-745-3198
209-745-3454
cta@softcom.net

Teresa Pearson 
Galt City Planning Commission
209-744-0705



Armondo Solis
Galt City Market
209-366-7165
209-366-7174
asolis@ci.galt.ca.us

Steve Hetland
Caltrans Special Funded Projects  (CT)
916-274-0549
916-274-0549
Steve_hetland@dot.ca.gov

Douglas Gault
City of Galt
209-366-7260
 
dgault@ci.galt.ca.us

Larry Evans
City of Galt (City)
916-745-0575
916-745-0811
Engineer3@ci.galt.ca.us

Pat McAchren
Caltrans Environmental Coord. (CT)
916-274-0561
916-274-0648
Pat_mcachren@dot.ca.gov

Sandra Kiriu
City of Galt (City)
209-366-7230
209-744-1642
skiriu@ci.galt.ca.us

Ron Boyle
Omni-Means, Ltd. (OM)
916-782-8688
916-782-8689
rboyle@omnimeans.com

Marty Inouye
Omni-Means, Ltd (OM)
916-782-8688
916-782-8689
minouye@omnimeans.com

Michele McCormick
MMC Communications
916-567-6309
916-921-5877
michele@mmcpr.com

Mike Troyan
MMC Communications
916-567-6309
916-921-5877
mike@mmcpr.com

Ravi Narayanan
Omni-Means, Ltd (OM)
916 782 8688
916 782 8689
rnaraya@omnimeans.com
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