Suisun Valley Strategic Plan
Stakeholder Meeting — April 20, 2009
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* Meeting 1: Land Use Alternatives
o Discussed each center and three alternatives
o Comment ypes of uses expected at
each center
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* Meeting 2: Zoning and Design Guidelines
o Discuss E sible zoning changes

o Review ral character and possible
design guidelin 5|
o Received o‘nle| tion on priorities for

.

infrastructure



Infrastructure and roadway
improvem EL ased on assumptions

about prefer nd uses and acreage
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Infrastructure

e Typical water demand

o Residential — 250 to 500 gallons per day (gpd)
unit (depend landscaping)

o Commercial — 2,300 to 2,800 gpd per business

(depends o p a\nd visitors)
o Agricultt al‘ 1
o Vme —-i ,%Od) Ilons per acre per year

; l
| |
|
o Tree 1,3 ,d‘O gallons per acre per year

* Fire flow \ a rd‘e and

o Fire Ma aII tér%hmes flow and duration

o California Fir ch

|

3,500 gallons per minute

(gpm) f r?,,l,h u‘;r§

. California térW rks — minimum residual
pressurei ] Ep$
* Fire flow d mérhql determmes water main
P
Size
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Infrastructure o

 Water Supply Options

o Option 1

* Tap into existing 24-
inch main along Suisun
Valle ad with
extensions ]

* Tap into main I%ng

Nort n

o Option 2
* Individ




Infrastructure

 Water connections
o Approx. $2,500 per connection

e \Water main extension
o 12-inch ImF — S77 per linear foot/ $406,56!
permile | | || |
. Cost varie } ipending on size and length o
extensi -
a2 10-inch

|
line — S71, 8-inch line — $63
g

e Individual wells

i

o
o Locate WW #rd) sources of contaminatior

| |
o Typical e!ll development costs (800 to
1,000 gip

) e$wat least $1,000,000
a Consid@rﬁr lo ‘needs
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Infrastructure

e Typical wastewater generation

o Café —open 11:00 to 2:30. 50 guest visits.
< 3 gallons per meal per visit * 50 guest visits = 150
gallons
o Retail spaces — Op nfrom 10:00 to 6:00 pm. 82‘
employ qs} o ! ;‘

|
© 8em I eeE * pO allons per employee = 80 gallo
|

o B&B -t u #t \ro ms, two people per room
20 gues s \

|
L
* 50 g |I n i}er uest * 20 guests = 1,000 gallons

pen romlOOOtoGOOpm 50

|
|

\
. 5ga|lo' p%rv&lt 50 visits = 250 gallons
e Total: 148% §allqn
.

o Art gaII r
visits ’

|

|

Based on information from Was ew‘:te Engineering Treqtment Disposal Reuse by Metcalf & Eddy
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Infrastructure

 \Wastewater Options

o Packag
o Septic jy

reatment plants for ATCs
uig

The exclusive Modulair’ System design

Prewired Control Center with Local
Licensed Distributor Identification

l— Air Supply Line

_[ Metal Grating

IIIII

Air Adjustment Valve

MMMMMMM Adjustable Effluent Weir

Diffuser Bar

Flow Baffle
Surface Skimmer
Spray Pump
Wash Water System
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Infrastructure

e Packaged Treatment Plants
1,500 gpd capacity
Easily expandable with use of modules

Approx. $150,000 to install
Much more rapid treatment than septic system

Smaller: qokprlnt

* Septic
- 1,500 gpd ca
o Not easul% JXE
o Less thanh?(

o Sized fofrln
tank/larg Ie‘ hf

Very spécn‘l‘c I’ang reqmrements
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Roadway Protc

e Considerations:
o Safety 2 Bicycle use

o Cost 2 Flooding
o Locatio



Roadway Prototyp
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Roadway Prototy

e

pedestrian area

Create safer
conditions for auto
bicycle/ pedestrian
interactions

Signal entrance to
I
|
|

|

Provide for drainage

Move utility poles t%‘:
safe distance




Roadway P

e Mankas Corner Approach Prototype

. 7O RW o
| 2' GRAVEL q_
SHOULDER 2' GRAVEL
SHOULDER
\ 6 12 12 g f
NEW STREET = - -
PAVED TRAVEL LANE TRAVEL LANE PAVED NEW STREET
SHOULDER SHOULDER
| w

vd

6" AC CURB(SEE NOTE 1) 6" AC CURB{SEE NOTE 1)
4@ __________ = mzd TS pRramace

Mankas Corner Road . SWALE
NOTE: Approaching Mankas Corner Road oot 2 b e sy

1. Curbs to be provided where driveways
are needed o access parking,

Plavwning for o Sustainable Solano-County
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e Mankas Corner Approach Prototyp




Roadway Pro

e Gomer School Approach Prototype

- 70' RIW _
2' GRAVEL G
SHOULDER 2' GRAVEL
SHOULDER
\ 6 12 124 6 f
NEW STREET - - - —— ——

TREES PAVED TRAVEL LANE TRAVEL LANE PAVED NEW STREET
X SHOULDER SHOULDER ( TREES
N f’? | ¥

el 5154 . 1-." -

—— L
gml:l;GE North and South of Gomer School SWALE

on Abernathy Road *Exlsting utllity poles should be

relocated 2' beyond the edge
of shoulder

mef a Swstainable Solano-County




Roadway Pro

e Gomer School Approach Prototype

Wel
Plavwning for o Sustainable Solano-County




Roadway P

e Morrison Lane Approach Prototype

- 70° RIW . -
2' GRAVEL (i_
SHOULDER 2' GRAVEL
b H LDER
| Eq 121 111 6' /75 C'U
NEW STREET - - -—— — -— - -
TREES PAVED TRAVEL LANE TRAVEL LANE PAVED
SHOULDER SHOULDER

— = —
NAGE—""'H!

AN North and South of Tourist Center
Near Morrison Lane on Suisun *Existing utllty poles should be
*From Sulsun Creek to Morrlson Lane Valley Road relocated 2' beyond the edge

of shoulder




Roadway F

e Morrison Lane Approach Prototype



Roadway Prototy

S ] 4ATC Prototype

| / o Allow for safe turns ’
0 Create safer L il e

& / conditions for auto
. : |
bicycle/ pedestrian
interactions

=0 Provide for drainag
« o Move utility poles t

safe distance




Roadway P

e Mankas Corner ATC Prototype

, 70' RW ,
| |
4 PEDESTRIAN PATHWAY G 4' PEDESTRIAN PATHWAY
(DECOMPOSED GRANITE) ‘\ f (DECOMPOSED GRANITE)
NEW STREET [ S A 2 -l 1z —— 8
TREES PARKING TRAVEL LANE TRAVEL LANE PARKING NEW STREET
| "47
P T —— r _______________ “E R
SWALE Near Clayton Rd/Mankas Corner Rd
Intersection

*Exlsting utllity poles should be
relocated 2' beyond the edge
of shoulder




e Mankas Corner ATC Prototype




Roadway Prc

e Gomer School ATC Prototype

|- 70' RIW _
| 2' GRAVEL q-
SHOULDER —\
NEW STREET - 12 12 12 8 7
TRAVEL LANE TWO-WAY TRAVEL LANE PAVED LANDSCAPE NEW STREET
LEFT TURN LANE SHOULDER
| .
n %
L% o

- - T T e ——————— S e e T T T T TR T e e e e e pue—— - —

DRAINAGE—" Ab thv Road R T DRAINAGE

SWALE ernatny ~oa Exlsting utllty poles should be SWALE

at Gomer School

relocated 2' beyond the edge of

shaulder
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Roadway

* Morrison Lane ATC Prototype

70° RIW _
2' GRAVEL
8 12 12 12' 8' ’ SHOULDER
PAVED TRAVEL LANE TWO WAY TRAVEL LANE PAVED NEW STREET
SHOULDER LEFT TURN LANE SHOULDER
|
-
4|4
EXISTING
- - [T ——— Tt T T T T T e e e —— | N A S N L P PR PSS APET (R o E I U P T wm—\{'_\—-—_ I
At Tourist Center . DRAINAGE
, Exlsting utllity poles should be SWALE
Near Morrison Lane relocated 2' beyond the edge
on Suisun Valley Road of shoulder

mef a Suwstavinable Solano- County




Roadwa

* Morrison Lane ATC Prototype
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Roadway Prototy
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Marketing and

e Strategic Goals

destination.

i
areness of Suisun Valley as a Ioca‘lg

. mT‘, and other related businesses.

Goal 2: E

Goal 1: Positio isﬁn Valley as a viable agritouris

source f

o

i

=

rf
Goal 3: S rL
wineries, an

a
foo
| g

—~+ O

mE

r related businesses to increase

D

profitability.
|

Id s
economifﬁ vel

.
e
! L
Goal 5: Eth Ii$h§t|{we rganizational capacity to sustain
current a{c‘? ities and develop new programs.

W BES

cioperation among growers,

port for agriculture as a vital
;m nt base for Solano County.
|

Goal 4: Bui

|
'

:

| |
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Marketing and

* County Actions |
o Infrastructure/ro dway/ATCmmprovemeT . |
e

plans.

Allow f re flexibility in zoning for off-s
source

FARM dorqh[ft /Agrlc Planner.

o FA \ator is currently prepari
Gra rp osals for funding of local
ma mg act vities.

Link to \*al ey website on County’s
' |
|
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Infrastructure

Transportation funding through the Solano County
Regional Transportation Plan

o Ifincluded in one or more plans such as
bicycle/pede t |an lans or transportation sales tax
expenditur

Grants and IoaTns through the State of California
and the federa ver ment such as:

o USDA Rural Develobmbnt Services

o Economi ge elo e+t Administration

o California De argnen of Housing and Community
Developm i BG W

“Pay as you[ g|

o Property o ri rL share contribution to infrastructu
ciated with development

improve
2 User fees (prslmaﬁll\} to

upgrade infrastructure for

tfate ies l

existing / Sﬁasf l
Assessmen’é anbljbondl g strategies
o Special ais s$ment‘d| tricts
2 Communit sFrwce&;dstnct/area

- |
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Next Steps

e Community Meeting

o June 2
e Draft Stﬂte c Plan

o Preferr i rlbut|on of ATC acreage
a
0 ce

ec#mmendatlons and cost

endations and cost
— the County’s role



