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Which Way, San Joaquin County?

In March, April, and May 2011 San Joaquin County
hosted the third series of community workshops on
the General Plan Update. The series, which was
focused on alternative scenarios for future growth,
included 14 workshops at various locations
throughout the County. This report gives an overvie
of the community workshops and summarizes the
input received from workshop participants as well as
input from a community survey that residents mailec




Mis#) San Joaquin County

Alternatives Report Overview

San Joaquin County is in the process of comprehensivelgrowth and preservation within

updating its General Plan. The General Plan guides futurghe county.

land use, economic, transportation, infrastructure,

agricultural, resource, and environmental decisions. It is

intended to provide for orderly growth based on the
community's values and vision for the future.

The County has prepared several milestone reports duringsummarizes the report, can als
the General Plan Update. The most recent milestone reportbe downloaded
released was the Alternatives Report, published in Marchwebsite.

2011. The Report describes and analyzes four alternatives

for future growth within the county over the next 25 years.

The purpose of the alternatives process is to stimulate a
discussion concerning future growth options and help the

The Report can be downloade
from the General Plan Update
website (www.sjcgpu.com).
copy of the newsletter, whic

from the

Alternatives Report

St L3000

Planning Commission and Board of Supervisors determine

the philosophy and course of action for guiding future

How to Stay Informed and Get Involved!

We are looking for your input! Ways you can contribute to
the General Plan Update include:

General Plan Update Website

The General Plan Update websitis
contains upto-date information
on the General Plan, including
information about the upcoming
workshop. You can also comme
on the alternatives through the : - :

. . The project website is available at:
General Plan Update website. Visit = www.sjcgpu.com
the website and click on the
GO2y il OGée Ayl G2

Newsletters

The County periodically publishes newsletters to inform
the community of the progress of the General Plan Update
and announce upcoming meetings and publication of
milestone reports.

Email Updates

The County has built a database of email addresses
collected from various sources (e.g., General Plan Update
website, stakeholder interviews, community workshops,

and other sources) and sends out emails to the entire
contact list at key points in the process. Visit the website
to sign up to receive email updates on the project.

Board of Supervisors and Planning Commission
Study Sessions

The Board of Supervisors and Planning Commission will
meet several times during the General Plan Update
process to review milestone products and provide
feedback to County staff and the General Plan Consultants.
Dates and locations will be posted on the project website

LINE OA RS ¥ gng @Hbf_isw q;n future newsletters once they are

scheduled.
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Community Workshop Overview

Throughout the months of March , April, and May 2011, San Joaquin County held a series of 14 workshops at various
locations in the County. About 175 residents and community leaders attended the workshops and provided vital
feedback on how they would like the County to grow in the future. Other residents who were not able to attend the
workshops completed and mailed in a community survey that was included in the Alternatives Newsletter. The survey
contained the same questions asked in the first workshop exercise.

The workshop began with a presentation by the General Plan consultants, Mintier Harnish, who provided an overview
of the General Plan update process and described and compared the four growth alternatives that were released for
public review in March 2011. Following the presentation, workshop attendees participated in interactive exercises
designed to solicit feedback on the growth alternatives.

Workshop participants first completed an individual preference survey (see page 49). The survey asked individuals to
identify which alternative best describes the following: 1) creates the type of community where | would want to live
and/or raise a family, 2) builds the kind of housing options that | need or want in my community, 3) creates the types of
employment opportunities that | want in the County, 4) provides my family and me with the range of transportation
options that we need, add 5) results in a future for San Joaquin County that | am excited

about and would help support. The survey also asked: which alternative do you like the b
overall?; why?; and what would you change or add from another alternative? The last part meemsmereeesey
the survey contained questions designed to gather individual preferences on the types ... =" "¢ ‘move
housing people would want to live in, the places where people would want to work, and tt = S ’
transportation investments that are important to them. Once participants had completed th ===
surveys, the consultants facilitated a group discussion and tallied the results of the survey.

In the final exercise participants were asked to identify what they liked, disliked, and wot

change about the alternatives. Participants were given three different coloredif®sbtes

and were asked to write what they liked about an alternative on green-i®stotes, what

they disliked on blue Podtt® notes, and what they would change on yellow Ri®&tnotes.

Participants then placed the Pa$® notes on a poster under the corresponding alternative Exercise 1 Worksheet:
Participants were limited to four Poi® notes of each color, but could place them on the!ndividual Preference Survey
alternative of their

choosing. In other

WordS, they were & San Joaquin County General Plan Update: Alternatives Report | Community Workshop Serles #3 i e "-:-_ 1

not required to place Base Case it " || Alternative A T/ =EIRTRENETS || Alternative B S llTTUTT || Alternative € Sminmnas
one Postit® note
per alternative.

Exercise 2 Worksheet: Likes/Dislikes
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Mis#) San Joaquin County

Part 1. Individual Preference Survey 6 Summary of Results

There was also significant support for the employment
opportunities under Alternative C, which would encourage
e s oo more industrial/manufacturing jobs at key interchanges in

(= A8 € Whichway the unincorporated County.
- San Joaquin

o Connty Ganeral Man Update | Community Workshop #3 - ‘

San Jowguin C
Part 1: Individual Preference Survey

County?

This section summarizes the results of the first exercise in
which individual workshop participants were asked to
identify their preferences for how the county should
grow. These results represent the views of the 175
people who attended the workshop as well as the 48
people who mailed in surveys.

—

Overall, the results show strong support for Alternative B, J\
which is an interpretation of the San Joaquin Council of
Governments Regional Blueprint Strategy. About -two
thirds of respondents favored Alternative B overall and
preferred the types of community, housing options, and
transportation choices Alternative B would create.
Alternative B directs new growth to existing city limits
and would plan for highedensity and mixedise
development. It would preserve the most farmland and
the existing character of rural areas and unincorporated
communities. Alternative B would also create the most
opportunities for public transit, walking, and bicycling,
which respondents favored.

About half of the participants favored Alternative B for
the type of employment opportunities it would create.
Alternative B directs most new employment to city
downtowns and major urban corridors within cities.

v/
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General Plan Update

1. Creates the type of community where | would
want to live and raise a family

Alternative
C
15%

Base Case
Alternative 4%
B
66%
Alternative
A
15%

2. Builds the kind of housing options that | need or
want in my community

Alternative Base Case
C 4%

13% Alternative

A
16%

Alternative
B
67%

3. Creates the types of employment opportunities
that | want in the County

Base Case

Alternative 5%
C

Alternative
A
13%

Alternative
B
54%

May 2011

4. Provides my family and me with the range of
transportation options we need

Alternative Base Case
C 5% .
Alternative
13%

A
12%

Alternative
B
70%

5. Results in a future for San Joaquin County that |
am excited about and would help support

Alternative Base Case
C 4%
16%

Alternative
A
13%

Alternative
B
67%

6. Which alternative do you like the best overall?

) Base Case
Alternative 3%
C Alternative
17% A

15%

Alternative
B
66%
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San Joaquin County

Base Case Alternative A
Why? Why?
+ Allows some growth in the County s Continues to grow urban communities and reverses
= Does not force a development pattern that is not downward trends
o supported by the market = Allows for the most opportunities in communities
> L - "
= Maintains existing communities = Recognizes that growth is needed in communities in
- o = Focuses growth in cities where infrastructure is order to provide services and infrastructure
< G>) located = Maintains community character
= ‘é What would you change or add ? What would you change or add ?
; o = Maintain focus around the Stockton Airport « Encourage agrtoursim
et}
- © « Focus job growth or205 and I-580 « Add more job growth, like in Alternative C
S
— O + Add city growth from Alternative B « Decrease the number of homes proposed in Farmir|g-
@®© B ton
c
. © « Add city growth from Alternative B
= . . . . .
<5 Reduce investment in public transit
— S
©
©
_ @®
| —
o ©
()
¢ >
- . .
~ 8 |Alternative B Alternative C
S
52
o _g Why? Why?
= Qo = Concentrates growth near the urban cities and = Provides much needed opportunities to create jobs
o % results in more infill development « Increases County tax base
S S * Leads to more °°“.’pa°t Qeyelqr)_ment, denser housing| Expands industrial/manufacturing jobs
- and creates more jobs within cities
) ;
9 - Has the least number of impacts What would you change or add ?
£ 5 « Consumes the least amount of open space/ag « Remove employment growth areas away from areas
; o) that contain prime ag land
o = Preserves unincorporated communities .
. ®© = Focus more job growth of2D5 and I-580
© o = Gives young people the types of places they want {0 ) .
c O live in « Keep separation between communities
o C
= @©
*g;'; S What would you change or add ?
= e = Encourage employment/job growth in
o g unincorporated areas, like in Alternative C
©
- o = Expand some suburban retail and office at the
< 8 edges of cities
= E » Decrease investments in transit
E ®
>S5 C
w=
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Summary of Questions 7 -9

The last three questions on the individual preferenc What type of housing would you most

survey asked respondents to identify their persone want to live in?
preferences for the type of housing they want to live in « 82
the types of jobs they want available in the County, an *
70
the types of transportation improvements that are im- 54
portant to them. 50
40 36
While the responses to the previous questions showe = 20
overwhelming support for the compact, highdensity = * .
10
development patterns shown in Alternative B, mos | ‘ ‘ ‘
people who attended the workshops preferred to live Rural Ranchette New Single family ~ Existing Singlefamily ~ City Downtown

Subdivision Neighborhood Apartment or Condo

in lower-density, rural communities. About 67 percen
of respondents preferred housing to be higkdensity

and built in the cities, but 46 percent said they wantes
to live in rural ranchettes. Only 14 percent of respon

52
dents wanted to live in highedensity housing down- ? -

town. This suggests that residents living in the unincg *

porated County like their rural lifestyle and believe i = 29

should be maintained by directing new growth to the ,, = =

cities. o . .

The responses show support for industrial and mant o ; : : o —

What types of jobs do you want available?
60

. . . . . Suburban Retail/l  Community "Main  City Downtown Industrial Park/ Farming
faCtunng JObS In the UnlnCOrpOFated COU”W- Gﬂmfd Office Street" Building Manufacturing Operation
Development Complex

(33 percent) of respondents wanted farming jobs an
31 percent wanted industrial jobs. While more than half
of respondents identified that Alternative B created the What kind of transportation improvements are
types of jobs they wanted (i.e., downtown employ: important to you?

ment), the individual preference responses show mor
support for jobs in the unincorporated County, a them

70

60

50

58
47 48

that was heard throughout the workshops. 0 "

The responses for the types of transportation option : I I E

that are important were consistent with the support for 11

more public transit, walking, and bicycling opportuni ‘ - ‘ ‘ ‘

tieS_ Widen Existing ~ Build New Roads Improve/Expand  Improve/Expand Improve
Roads Bus System Passenger Rail Bike/Pedestrian
System Paths

Part 2: Likes and Dislikes

The following pages 8 through 15 summarize the results of the second workshop exercise in which workshop particip:
were asked to identify what they like, dislike, and what they would change about the alternatives. q
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San Joaquin County

Base Case

aS NBLINBaSyida
(adopted in 1992), and the seven city general plans.

¢KS . Las /1

Res:%ennal and
employment growth Lathrop
is separated.

Mountain
[\ House

Chriama N

jties continue to
expand outward,

I 02y dAydd uxzﬁomzm#“'% K S

Llnden

Peters

o

4 Farmington

Employment growth
at the airport brings
new jobs.

Escalon

N

Stoneridge

®
New Jerusalen”
N
3

\
Vsrnalle

Legend
.« New Residential Growth

..° New Job Growth
D City Limits

Sphere of Influence
D Urban Community
D Rural Community

Net New Population

20102030
Urban
City SOls Communities Rural
ura
16%\ /12%

/ Communities
<1%

\ Balance of

Unincorporated
County
2%

Key Features:

/| 2dzy (@&
Activity focuses within and

around city downtowns and
suburban centers

A Reinforces existing
unincorporated community
character and identity

>

New development expands
significantly into agricultural
and open space areas

Housing

A Some new singldamily homes
are built in unincorporated
communities

>

Greatly expands suburban
residential subdivisions,
including singlefamily homes
and moderatedensity
apartments, around cities

Jobs

A Most new jobs are located in
retail, office, and industrial
parks within and around cities

A Provides limited employment
growth in unincorporated
areas

Transportation

A People rely more on cars to get
to most daily destinations

A Few options are available to
travel by bike, foot, or transit
A The majority of transportation

funds go to building and
widening roads

Net New Employment

20102030
Urban
City SOls Communities
16% 11% Rural_ )
N 4 - Communities

<1%

\ Balance of

Unincorporated
County
5%
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General Plan Update

B C The Base Case represents a continuation of the County’ existing 2010 General Plan KEY
a s e a s e (adopted in 1992), and the seven city general plans. .
Like
Likes .
Dislike
Provide more  Changes
pedestrian/bike
options Change
\mprove
e)('\St.\ng
roads
More jobs and
econom|C
growth
|mprove
connections
through

industrial areas

Dislikes

May 2011 Page9



Alternative A
Alternative A distributes population growth among the urban unincorporated communiti€smmunity
of French Camp, Linden, Lockeford, Morada, Mountain House, Thornton, and Woodbrigdge activity focuses on

Collierville

Clements

Aca"x’" Coopers Corner o

Woodbridge 12
<

Victor Lockeford

More population growth
is directed to the urban

Linden
P

Noble Acres

There is an outward
‘ ‘expnnsron of cities,
but less than the
base case.

Mountain

unincorporated communities.

Peters

Fapmington l

New population and
employment growth
transforms Farmington
into an urban community.

Escalon

Lathrop A
Manteca
“'f‘. e
‘ Ripon

Banta

Sconeridge

o

New Jerusalem

*Farmington is counted as a rural community,
but would become an urban community by 2030.

= Net New Population
Z
Vernalis ¥ 20102030
Legend Cogrr:S:ities |
D City SOls Rural
New Residential Growth 15%. _ 14% Communities*
% New Job Growth _— 2%
i 2~ Balance of
D City Limits Unincorporated
Sphere of Influence Ccitg/nty
City Limits °
I:l Urban Community
D Rural Community

Key Features

>

unincorporated urban
communities, city downtowns,
and suburban centers

Could results in the greatest
change to unincorporated
community identity and character

New development expands into
agricultural and open space areas

Housing

Focuses new singkgamily
housing choices in
unincorporated communities

Expands suburban residential
neighborhoods, including single
family homes and moderate
density apartments, around cities

Jobs

A

New jobs occur within and around
cities
Provides some new services and

employment uses along urban
community main streets

Expands suburban retail and office
employment in and around cities

Transportation

A

People rely on cars with improved
options to travel by bike, foot, or
transit

Unincorporated communities
expand public transit service and
walking and bicycle options

The majority of transportation
funds go to expanding roads and
increasing public transit to
unincorporated communities

Net New Employment

20102030
Urban
City SOls Communities Rural
20%\ ,11% Communities*

1%

\ Balance of

Unincorporated
County

0,
City Limits 3%

Pagel0
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General Plan Update

Alternative A distributes population growth among the urban unincorporated KEY

@
A I te r n at I ve A communities of French Camp, Linden, Lockeford, Morada, Mountain House,

Thornton, and Woodbridge. .

Like
Changes Dislike
Create cluster
zoning between
g. . . m‘t u(ban
cities L\ .
communf'ﬂy_ Change
growth 1 infil
Add more
unincorporateq
Job growth

Dislikes

May 2011 Pagell
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ml&

%
LIED

Aliernative B

San Joaquin County

Key Features:

Alternative B is an interpretation of the San Joaquin Council of Governments Community
Blueprint. Alternative B focuses growth in cities and assumes a more A Activity focuses on city downtowns
m td lobment pattern and existing city neighborhood
compact development pattern. centers
A Employment and residential
development integrated within cities.
A Limited investment in
unincorporated communities
A Agricultural and open space areas are
maintained
Housing
A Little new housing is built outside of
cities
A New housing choices within cities
include singlefamily homes,
townhomes, and highdensity condos
and apartments
Jobs
A New jobs concentrated in city

There is some ’

limited outward
expansion of cities.

Employment growth occurs
mostly within the cities.

There are a variety of
new housing choices,
including more multi-
family housing.*

The floodplain remains
mostly undeveloped
during the time frame
of the General Plan.*

Mountain

°

\

Chrlsma ~

Pagel2

Lathrop

Stoneridge

Growth in the cities
is more compact.*

New Jerusalem

33

y
Vernalis ¥

Legend
~ » New Residential Growth

..‘ New Job Growth
D City Limits
Sphere of Influence
[:] Urban Community
[:J Rural Community

4 Farmington -

7

*Alternative B includes several policy
assumptions over which the County has
limited or no control. Implementation of
Alternative B would require regional
cooperation.

Net New Population

20102030
i Urban
City SOIs
gO/ Communities Rural -
> ‘ / Communities
<1%
Balance of
Unincorporated
County

1%

downtowns along major urban
corridors

Little employment growth occurs in
unincorporated areas

A Expands retail and office employment
Employment growth within cities
at the airport brings .
new jobs. Transportation
A Extensive transit services are available
Residential and L -,
sinloiient arowth Wlthln and bet.we(_en cities and
is integrated in mixed- regions resulting in the least amount
gise neighborhoods. of traffic congestion
Escalon A People in unincorporated areas rely
A
"‘f on cars to move around
- . . .
\ A People in cities rely less on cars with

expanded options to walk, bike, and
ride transit

The majority of transportation funds
go to increasing public transit to
unincorporated communities and
maintaining existing roads

Net New Employment

20102030
Urban

City SOIs Comm‘ljmmes Rural

17%\ /11 % Communities
<1%
Balance of
Unincorporated
County

2%

Community Workshop #3 Summary



General Plan Update

Alternative B is an interpretation of the San Joaquin Council of Governments KEY

°
A I t e r n at I ve Blueprint. Alternative B focuses growth in cities and assumes a more compact

development pattern. .

Like

Dislike

Change

. Ploym
pand ioP Changes uses aloﬁ"‘
growth 20Ut urban majn
cities Streets
More job growth
in rural areas
More rural Allow some
transit unincorporated
growth

May 2011 Pagel3
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EpR

Alternative C

Alternative C focuses new employment growth and some population
growth in specific locations along Interstate 5 and State Route 9

Employment
growth occurs

at key intersections

in the unincorporated
County.

San Joaquin County

Key Features:

Community

A Activity focuses within and
around city downtowns and
suburban centers and at key
interchanges in unincorporated
areas

A Could result in change to identity
and character of some
unincorporated communities

A New development expands into
agricultural and open space areas

Housing

There is some
outward expansion

of cities, but less than
the base case.

A Focuses new singkamily
housing choices in some
unincorporated communities

A Expands suburban residential
neighborhoods, including single
family homes and moderate
density apartments, around cities

Jobs

A New jobs occur at new
unincorporated employment
centers and within and around

Farmington cities

A Expands industrial parks and

Additional employment growth manufacturin gan d goo ds

at the airport brings jobs to the

'.o:'

:o... e County and increases the tax base. movement facilities in the
unincorporated areas
@ .
® A Expands suburban retail and
office employment in and around
Mountain cities
A\ House Escalon :
& Transportation
: 5$ A People rely on cars with some
2, s, Ripon options to travel by bike, foot, or
*Nele o transit
» e .. .
Employment growth {b v I A Truck traffic increases in
occurs at key intersections 4 s unincorporated areas
in the unincorporated . .
® County. A The majority of transportation
ow Suasalon dollars go to expanding and
= building roads
® 33 ) .
N e lis
Legend Urban
Expansion of mining R e City SOIs Urban ) Communities
activities brings new - o New Residential Growth 5% Communities . Rural't' CﬂlYgoS/oO'S 11% c Rural-t_
jobs and residential oo \ ommunities ) ___— Communities
development to nearby o" NewJob Growth — 1% 1%
communities. D City Limits Balance of Balance of
Uni ted i
Sphere of Influence ”'“chlrfr’]‘t’;a e Unlngglrjztt);ated
D Urban Community 1% 5%
[:] Rural Community

Pagel4d
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General Plan Update

A It t e Alternative C focuses new employment growth and some population growth in KEY
e r n a I ve specific locations along Interstate 5 and State Route 99. .
Like
Likes
. Dislike
Dislikes
Change

0
Addjobstothe  SR-99 sou:‘\“
I-580 corridors stocklo

Allow
additiong)
rur al grOWth

May 2011 —



w San Joaquin County

Thorntol Collierville
’ Clements

A“‘"‘J’o Coopers Corner

Employment Woodbridge =

growth occurs

at key interchanges Victor Lockeford

N Lodi :
AQ— Unincorporated communities

see some infill growth and
Cities growtlfinward  reinvestment in “Main Street”

Productive farmland {
rather than putward* commercial and services

and open space are
maintained in the Morada
unincorporated areas

S
©
o —
® )
C Linden
— ’
G) fhere is some i
) limited outward < Peters
< expansion of cities O ﬂ
Noble Acres
q) Farmington
| -
E There are a variety of Employment growth
o new housing choices, at the airport brings
(D) including more multi- new jobs
o family housing* French
D_ Camp Residential and
- employment growth
D— is integrated in mixed-
O Mountain Lathrop use neighborhoods*
c flowes o Escalon
m Employment growth Manteca 3
: : added to I-205 \
— l Ripon
O E
Stoneridge Growth in the cities
; Tra is more compact*
=
- Jerusalem
E Employment growth
added to I-580
E Chri rnalis
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Community Workshop Preferred Alternative Features

Employment growth is planned at key interchanges in the unincorporated County

New industrial employment would be
planned for key interchanges in the
unincorporated County. Potential
development could bring new
manufacturing jobs to the County and
increase tax revenues.

Most new employment is directed to city downtowns and along major urban corridors.

Most new employment would be
directed to city downtowns and along
major urban corridors, locating jobs close
to existing population centers. This could
decrease commute times and bring
people downtown during business hours.

Farmland and open space are preserved
in the unincorporated county.

Some growth is planned for
unincorporated communities and the
existing small town character is
preserved.

Development in unincorporated
communities is limited to infill and
services that reinvest in community
“Main Streefs.”

Most development occurs in and
immediately adjacent to cities and is
higher density, requiring less land to
accommodate new population and
employment growth.

More housing and jobs are integrated
within the neighborhoods to reduce
commute times and create more active
places to live and work.

Some new development occurs in the
city fringe areas as cities annex the land
within their spheres of influence.

May 2011 Pagel7



]-u ) San Joaquin County

Description of the Community Workshop Preferred Alternative Diagram

The Community Workshop Preferred Alternative diagram
shows commonly agreed upon features of the alternatives
that emerged from the feedback received at the 14
community workshops. Overall, there was significant
support for the compact growth patterns shown in
Alternative B. Workshop attendees felt that most new
growth should be directed to cities, away from productive
farmland and open space. However, many residents felt that
some new infill growth and reinvestment is needed in the
| 2dzy e Qa dzyAyO2NLIR2 NI GSR 0O2)Y
communities while protecting their small town character.

Participants also wanted to see more employment
opportunities at major interchanges orbland SF9 in the
unincorporated County. Several residents commented that
additional employment should be directed 205 and 4580
interchanges near Tracy as well.

Escalon

There were a couple of issues that arose from the
community workshop feedback. One of the biggest issues
was the lack of control that the County has to influence the
growth patterns described in Alternative B. While the
majority of workshop participants supported directing new
growth to cities in the form of compact, highdensity, and
mixeduse development, participants also noted that this
type of growth will require the cities to adopt policies and
make decisions to grow in this way. The County has little
O2y iNRf 2@0SNJ OAGAS&EQ RSOAaAz2ya (2 |yySE FyR RS@St2L)
the city fringe.

Another issue that arose at the workshops was a lack of
consensus on how much growth, if any, should be allowed in
Farmington. The majority of residents opposed the proposed
amount of growth in Alternative A, but many agreed that
some limited growth should be allowed in the community.

Pagel8 Community Workshop #3 Summary



T

vidual Community Workshop Summaries

The following section is a summary of the input from ea
community workshop. Each summary includes the results of

individual preference surveys and the Likes/Dislikes -R@®st
exercise.




Location:East Stockton/Delta
Date:March 29, 2011
Number of Participants5

Individual Preference Survey Results

1. Creates the type of community
where Iwould want to live and
raise afamily

2. Builds the kind of housing
options that | need or want in my
community

Question 7:What type of housing would you most want to

3. Creates the types of ) .
live in?

employment opportunities that |
want in the County

Rural ranchette

4. Provides my family and me with
the range of transportation
options we need

New single -family subdivision
Existing single-family neighborhood

City downtown apartment or condo

5. Results in a future for San
Joaquin County that | am excited
about and would help support

LN

Question 8: What types of jobs do you want available?

6. Which alternative do you like Suburban retail/office

the best, overall? Community "Main Street"

City downtown

Industrial park
1 2 3 4 5 6
EBC EA EB EC Farming operation

Number of Respondents

o

0 1 2 3

Summary of Question 6: Question 9: What kind of transportation investments are

Everyone who participated in the workshop selected important to you?

Alternative B as theifavorite alternative overall. The main Widen existing roads

reasons for preferring Alternative B were the compact BLild new roads ‘
growth patterns and the lesser impact on farmland. Improve bus system

Improve rail system

When askedvhat they would changeparticipants indicated
they would like to see more employment opportunities in
the unincorporated county (as shown in Alternative C) and
higher density housing.

Improve bike/pedestrian paths ‘

Page20 Community Workshop #3 Summary



General Plan Update

G s G Alrernative A distributes population growth among the urban unincorporated
Base Case m’.ﬁiﬂ;uwmqyﬂ;ﬁ S L Alternatlve A myﬁmaqm-,mw Mowtain FHoase, KEY

Like

Dislike

Change

Alrernative B it an imterpretation of the San Joaguin Council of Governments

Alternative B : ALl rwtotn b Rl O ol e vt Alternative C ommco s mplymm g od am e got s

specific locarions along Interstate 5 and State Raute 99.

I would like to
See job growth
in Linden ang Moreem
Farmington employm
areas and housing
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Location:French Camp/South Stockton
Date:March 31, 2011

Number of Participants4

Individual Preference Survey Results

1. Creates the type of community
where | would want to live and
raise a family

2. Builds the kind of housing
options that | need or want in my
community

3. Creates the types of
employment opportunities that |
want in the County

4. Provides my family and me with
the range of transportation
options we need

5. Results in a future for San
Joaquin County that | am excited
about and would help support

6. Which alternative do you like
the best, overall?

NETRIE

o

1 2 3 4
Number of Respondents

EBC EA mB EC

Summary of Question 6:

Question 7:What type of housing would you most want to
live in?

Rural ranchette
New single -family subdivision
Existing single-family neighborhood

City downtown apartment or condo

Question 8:What types of jobs do you want available?

Suburban retail/office
Community "Main Street"
City downtown

Industrial park

Farming operation

0 1 2 3 4

Question 9:What kind of transportation investments are

Workshop participants were split between Alternatives B important to you?

and C as theifavorite alternative overall. The main reasons
for preferring Alternative B were the infill development, the
preservation of open space, and the diversity of housing
options. The main reason for preferring Alternative C was

the jobs it would create.

When askedvhat they would change participants indicated

they would like to see more employment opportunities
along existing transportation corridors in the Preferred

Alternative, as shown in Alternative C.

Widen existing roads
Build new roads
Improve bus system
Improve rail system

Improve bike/pedestrian paths
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General Plan Update

Thhe Base Case represents a comtonation of the Countys exsstmg 2070 General Plan
Base Case (i oo

Does not show
the Union
pacific/Centel
point jobs 1N
northwest
Manteca

Alrernative A distributes population growth among tbe urban unincorporated

Alternative A ‘mmvgmmwmwbﬁmw,.WMHu, KEY

Thornton, and

Does not show
the Union
Pacific/Center
Point jobs i
Northwest
Manteca

Like

Dislike

Change

Alrernative B it an imterpretation of the San Joaguin Council of Governments

Alternative B 'Elupnﬂ Abhernanive B focuses grouth im cies and azsumes a more compact
developmen pattern.

Does not spy,
the Union
PaCifiC/Center
Point jobs i
northwegt
Mantecq

Alternative C (S ntynm e

ore focus 00
M |-5/SR-99
corridor
petween
Manteca and
Stockton

May 2011
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San Joaquin County

Location:Manteca/Lathrop
Date: April 4, 2011

Number of Participants8

Individual Preference Survey Results

1. Creates the type of community -
where | would want to live and
raise afamily

2. Builds the kind of housing m
options that | need or want in my
community

3. Creates the types of m Question 7:What type of housing would you most want to
employment opportunities that | live in?
wantin the County

4. Provides my family and me with
the range of transportation
options we need

5. Results in a future for San
Joaquin County that | am excited
about and would help support

Question 8:What types of jobs do you want available?

6. Which alternative doyoulike [l
the best, overall?

01 2 3 456 7 89
Number of Respondents

EBC EA B EC

Summary of Question 6: Question 9:What kind of transportation investments are

The majority of workshop participants selected Alternative B important to you?
as their favorite alternative overall; one person selected

Alternative A. The main reasons for preferring Alternative B

were the preservation of farmland, improvements in

alternative transportation modes, and the reduced water

demand. The person who selected Alternative A liked the

growth in unincorporated communities.

When askedvhat they would changeparticipants indicated
they would like to see more attention to alternative modes
2F GNI yaLRNIFGA2Y FYR Y2NB a3 FTNASYyRf&¢é INRggOUK LI GGSN
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