


04-SCl1-85, 9.3/R28.7(5.8/R17.8)

This Capital Preventive Maintenance Project Report has been prepared under the direction of the
following registered civil engineer. The registered civil engineer attests to the technical
information contained herein and the engineering data upon which recommendations,
conclusions, and decisions are based.

[y /s

REGISTERET) CIVIEENGINEER DATE

2 05/2005






The roadway geometric information for Route 85 within the project limits are:

04-SCI1-85, 9.3/R28.7(5.8/R17.8)

: : BRIDGE
FACILITY THROUGH TRAFFIC AC PAVED APPROACH
04-SCI1-85 LANES (ALL PCC) SHOULDER WIDTH SLAB WORK
NO.
RURDER “LrgfrEH LEFT* | RIGHT* | MEDIAN OF
LANES (M) (M) (M) WIDTH** (M) SLAB
KP {Y/N) )
9.3 4 3.66 2.44 3.05 21.34
9.3/9.6 3 3.66 2.44 3.05 21,34
9.7
Almaden Expwy UC 3 3.66 NA NA NA N NA
37-053R :
0.6/12.9 3 3.66 2.44-4.27 | 2.44-3.05 15.24-21.34
13.0
Camden UC 3 3.66 NA NA NA N NA
37-0481R
13.0/13.5. 3 3.66 2.44 3.05 21.34-15.24
13.5114.7 4 3.66 2.44 3.05-2.44 1524
14.7/15.4 3 3.66 2.44.427 | 2.44-3.05 14.63-21.34
15.4/16.3 4 3.66 4,27-2.44 3.05 14.63-19.51
16.3/16.3 5 3.66 2.44 3.05 19.31
16.3/17.2 3 3.66 2.44 3.05 19.51-15.24
17.2
Oka Read UC 3 3.66 NA NA NA N NA
37-0537R
17.2/17.5 3 3.66 2.44 3.05 15.24
17.5
Los Gatos Creek 3 3.66 NA NA NA N NA
37-0491R
17.3/17.7 3-4 3.66 2,44-3.05 | 3.05-2.44 15.24-14.02
17.7/18.7 4 3.66 3.05 2.44-3.05 14.02
18.7/19.2 3-4 3.66 3.05 3.05 14.02
19.2
Pollard Road UC 3 3.66 NA NA NA N NA
37-0520R
19.2/20.2 3 3.66 3.05 3.05 14.02
203
San Tomas Aquino 3 3.66 NA NA NA N NA
Creek 37-0524R
20.3/21.9 3 3.66 3.05-4.27 | 3.05 14.02
220
Saratoga Ave UC 3 3.66 NA NA NA N NA
37 0499R
22.0/22.2 3 3.66 3.05 3.05 i4.02
223 :
Saratoga Creek 3 3.66 NA NA NA N NA
37-0300R
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22.2/23.8 3.66 3.05 3.05 14.02
223/24.6 3 3.66 3.05 3.05 14.02
24.6
Calabazas Creek 3 3.66 NA NA NA N NA
37-0527R
24.6/27.3 3-4 3.66 3.05-4.27 3.05 7.92-10.97
27.3728.1 4 3.66 3.05 3.05 10.97-7.92
28.1/28.7 3 . 3.66 3.05 3.05 7.92-6.7
BRIDGE
FACILITY THROUGH TRAFFIC ACPAVED APPROACH
04-SC1-85 LANES (ALL PCC) SHOULDER WIDTH SLAB WOREK
NUMBER | LANE 1 yppre | RIGHT* | MEDIAN
OF WIDTH M) (M) WIDTH** (M) NO. OF
KP LANES (M) (Y/N) | SLABS
9.3/9.7 3-4 3.66 2.44 3.05 21.34
9.7
37-053L .
9.8/12.9 3 3.66 2.44-4.27 3.05 21.34-15.24
13.0
Camden UC 3 3.66 NA NA NA N NA
37-0481L1
13.0/13.5 3-4 3.66 2.44 2.44-3.05 15.24
13.5/15.3 3 3.66 2.44-4.27 | 3.05-2.44 15.24-21.34
15.3/16.1 4 3.66 4.27-3.05 | 2.44-3.05 14.63-15.24
15.9/17.2 3 3.66 1.52-2.44 3.05 14.63-19.51
17.2 ‘
Oka Road UC 3 3.66 NA NA NA N NA
37-0537L
17.2/17.5 3 3.66 2.44 3.05 15.24-16.46
17.5 .
Los Gatos Creek 3 3.66 NA NA NA N NA
37-0491L
17.5/17.6 3 3.66 2.44 3.05 15.24
17.6/18.3 4 3.66 2.44-3.05 3.05 15.24-14.02
18.3/19.2 3.4 3.66 3.05 3.05 14.02
19.2
Pollard Road UC 3 3.66 NA NA NA N NA
37-0520L
19.2/20.2 3 3.66 3.05 3.05 14.02
20.3
San Tomas Aquine 3 3.66 NA NA NA N NA
CLeck 37-0524L
20322.0 3 3.66 3.05-427 | 3.05-2.44 14.02
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04-SCl1-85, 9.3/R28.7(5.8/R17.8)

220 ‘

Saratoga Ave UC 3 3.66 NA NA _ NA N NA
37 04991,

22.0/22.3 3 3.66 3.05 3.05 14,02

223

Saratoga Creek 3 3.66 NA NA NA N ‘NA
37-0500L

22.3/24.6 3 3.66 3.05 2.44-3.05 14.02

24.6 :

Calabazas CLeck 3 3.66 NA NA NA N NA
37-0527L

24.6/27.0 3-4 3.66 3.05-4.27 3.05 14.02-10.97

27.0/28.7 4 3.66 3.05 3.05-2.44 10.97-6.7

* Distance from inside edge of traveled way to toe of barrier.
** “Median Width” is as defined in Topic 305 of the HDM, “the dimension between the inside
edges of traveled way, including the inside shoulder.”

0. Condition of Existing Facility:

This project is not a conventional preventive maintenance project with a goal of prolonging
pavement life or bringing the roadway to a maintainable condition. The roadway inside the
project limits is in its eleventh year of an expected 40 year life and is in generally good and
maintainable condition already. The traveled way in the project area is entirely PCC.

PMS Category (1-29): 10 Priority Classification: 0.63

Ride Score: IRI ranges from 56 to 138

PCC Pavement:
(From latest Pavement Condition Inventory Survey Data; see Attachment G)

3rd Stage Cracking % : negligible
Faulting : none
Joint Spalls : none identified
Pumping : none identified
Comer Breaks % : negligible
Location(s} of subsurface or ponded surface-water problem: none identified

7. Deflection Study Data (Findings and Recommendation for AC pavement):
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8.

Cost Estimate Breakdown:

Pavement Structural Section Work

Total Lane-Kilometers of CAPM work

Digouts

AC Overlay of AC Pavement

Hot Recycled AC

Cold Recycled AC

AC Overlay of PCC Pavement

PCC Pavement Work — textured grinding

Ramps

OC/UC and Bridge Approaches

Other — Fog seal conform-ground AC shoulder
COSTS SUBTOTAL

Non-Pavement Structural Section Work

Daes the Project Include:

Railroad Agreements
Traffic Control
Traffic Stripes and Pavement Markings

Paint
Thermoplastic
Pavement Markers (Remove and Replace)
Mobilization
Other:
Progress Schedule
Prepare and implement Water Pollution
Control Plan
Develop Water Supply
COSTS SUBTOTAL
SUM OF SUBTOTALS
20% Contingency
TOTAL PROJECT COST

Notes:  *Cost is shown in parenthesis if duplicated in other items.

Other Agencies Involved:

Lane-Kilometers

125

—
OO&OOOOO

2z
=

Yes/No™

K o KKK Z Kz

A deflection study 1s not required for this project. Textured grinding is to take place on the
PCC traveled way and only the first one foot of AC shoulder, adjacent to the low PCC edge,
will be ground.

Cost

$4,417,600

$4,400,000
$  17.600
$4,417.600

Cost

($ 310,000)
S 87,500

(5 87,500)
$ 198,310
$ 490,000

$ 60,000

7]

30,000
50,000

&5

§ 915,810

$5,333,410
$1,066,682
$6,400,092

The Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority (VTA) is involved as this project is
funded by the sales tax approved as Measure B in 1996. The VTA is performing all
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10.

04-5CI-85, 9.3/R28.7(5.8/R17.8)

environmental and design phase work with Caltrans performing quality assurance as
described in Cooperative Agreement 4-1794-C.

This Project Report serves as the authorizing document to develop a cooperative
agreement with the VTA to cover construction activities. The VTA will perform all

construction activities and Caltrans will provide Quality Assurance.

Disposal of the grindings may involve the Regional Water Quality Control Board and the -
California State Water Resources Control Board.

Other Considerations:

Hazardous waste disposal site required? If ves, where are sites?

There will be no hazardous waste generated.

Materials and or disposal site needs and availability?

The contractor will be offered use of a designated area at the Caltrans maintenance
facility on Bubb Road in Cupertino for use in mstalling and using a separation plant for
the duration of the project. Water from this operation will be recycled during the project,
and any discharge will conform to the Storm Water Pollution Prevention Plan, The
Water Pollution Control Program Preparation Manual and the Construction Site Best
Management Practices Manual, as well as applicable federal, state and local regulations.
Solid waste that cannot be recycled will be disposed of at a site qualified to receive it
outside of state right of way and will be the contractor’s responsibility.

The contractor may choose to pond-dry the residue, recycle the water from the drying
operation and transport the solids to a site qualified to receive it, outside of state right of
way.

In the event the Contractor chooses not to use a separation plant or drying operation, he
or she will be required to dispose of the wet grinding residue at a site that has a current
permit to accept conerete grindings, a list of which will be included in the project
specifications.

Utility and Railroad Involvement:

The scope of work of this project is not expected to involve utilities or railroads.

Consistency with other planning;

‘This project does not conflict with any planning on Route 85. Cities along the project

length will be kept informed of the project’s status and construction staging,

Salvaging and recycling of AC and other non-renewable resources:

Residue from AC grinding will be disposed of together with the PCC residue from
grinding and grooving operations.

Prolonged temporary ramp closures:
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11a.

11b.

13.

Textured-grinding will take place at night, and no prolonged lane closures are
anticipated.

Effects on hicycle traffic:

There will be no effect on bicycle traffic, as no bicycles are allowed on Route 85.

Has the project been field reviewed by:

The scope of the project was determined by Caltrans, the VTA and adjacent cities after
Caltrans completed noise abatement testing in January 1998 and the VTA examined
additional abatement alternatives in 1998 and 2003. Funding for texture grinding along
this portion of Route 85 was approved by the Santa Clara County Board of Supervisors
m June 1999,

District:

Ron Moriguchi March 3, 2005
Robert Camargo March 3, 2005
Moji Nasab March 3, 2005
Project Reviewed by:

District Mamtenance

Robert Camargo Date

Headquarters Concrete Lab - METS:

Karl Smith, Doran Glanz Date
HQ DLLP:

Date
HQ Maintenance Program:
Brian Weber Date
(HA22 Program Advisor)

Type of federal Involvement: Exempt

Others Date

Proposed Fundine :

This project is entirely funded by Santa Clara County’s Measure B, approved in 1996.
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04-SC1-85, 9.3/R28.7(5.8/R17.8)

Project Support:

Support hours shown are for Caltrans quality assurance only.

Proposed District Engineering Service Center PY'S FY Other
Program PY’S METS and Others Structures Office Total Costs
FY Design R/'W Constr Design Constr Design Constr Engr PY’S ()
04/05 6 .1 1 1 0 0 0 0 0.9
05/06 0.1 0 0.65 0 0.1 0 0 0 0.85
TOTAL ESTIMATED PROJECT PY’S AND OTHER SUPPORT COQSTS: PY’S 5
* Note: Dollar value of estimated specialty contracts, etc. to be shown only when applicable.

15.

Remarks

Caltrans used an independent noise consultant, Acentech, to analyze the noise reduction
options for two segments of Route 85 in Saratoga and Cupertino, a length of 3.5 miles.
The study was completed in January 1998. The primary noise mitigation measures
recommended in the report were:

(1) reducing the highway speed limit by 10 mph
(2) highway resurfacing treatments

(3) soundwall geometric modifications

(4) soundwall absorption methods

Mitigation measure (1) was considered unfeasible due to enforcement issues and
mitigation measure (4) was deemed too costly ($8.2 million). The analysis showed that
mitigation measures (1) and (4) projected a noise reduction of 3 dBA. Measure (3),
although cost-feasible (§1 million}), could cause reflective noise problems in currently
unaffected areas and the projected noise reduction was also 3 dBA. Mitigation measure
(2), resurfacing the highway with an open graded asphalt concrete (OGAC) material, was
considered cost-feasible (§1 million initially, surface replacement required every 10
years) and was projected to provide an initial noise reduction of 4 dBA.

Because of the increased maintenance required for OGAC over PCC and the uncertainty
of how the noise reduction would degrade over time, resurfacing was never
implemented.

The VTA (the responsible agency for itnplementation of the Measure B program) made a
decision to investigate the 1998 Acentech Report to determine whether the reported cost
estimates for the recommended mitigation measures were accurate and to determine if all
viable mitigation measures were explored. The VTA was specifically interested in
collecting test data to determine the viability of PCC grinding as a noise mitigation
measure. The VTA’s investigation resulted in their hiring of Parsons Transportation
Group Inc. to prepare a supplemental noise mitigation study of the efficacy of textured

grinding.

Although Parsons’ 2003 noise evaluation of a .7 mi test section of Route 85 (KP 23.7 to
24.8) showed little overall noise reduction as measured in decibels, the shift in dominant
frequency from 1250 hertz to 1000 hertz is perceived as less objectionable by residents.

Attachment B is a letter of support for this project, dated April 2003, from the West
Valley Mayors and Managers’ Association.
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List of Attachments:

Vicinity Map

Letter from West Valley Mayors and Managers
Typical Section(s)

Pavement Condition Survey Inventory Data

Right of Way Certification

Scoping Team Field Review Attendance Roster

O EY 0w

Categorical Exemption

i1
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04-SC1-85, 9.3/R28.7(5.8/R17.8)

ATTACHMENT A

Vicinity Map
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ATTACHMENT B

Letter from West Valley Mayors and Managers
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CITy OF CaMPubL:
Daniel E. Furtado
Mayar
Bernie Strojny
City Manager

CITY OF CUPERTING
Michael Chang
Mayor
David Knapp
City Manager

Towx oF Los GaTos
Sandy Decker
Mayoar
Debra Figone
Town Manager

ITY OF MONTE SERENG
[David Baxter
Mayor
Brian Loventhal
City Manager

CITY OF SARATOGA
Nick Strett
Mayar
Dave Andersan
Ciry Manager

CITY OF SanN JOsE
Linda J. LeZate
Council Member

Del Borgsdor!
Ciry Manager

Town oF Los Gartos

Crvic Cener

110 E. Maoy STREET
PO. Box 949

Los Gatos, CA 95031

WEST VALLEY MAYORS & MANAGERS' ASSOCIATION
April 23,2003

Board of Supervisors
Santa Clara County

70 West Hedding Street
10" Floor, East Wing

San Jose, California 95110

Subject: Route 85 Noise Mitigation Project
Dear Chairperson and Board Members:

The Cities of Cupertino, Saratoga, Campbell, Los Gatos and San Jose abut
Highway 85 and have been supporters of the inclusion of the Route 85 Noise
Mitigation project as part of the 1996 Measure B Transportation [mprovement
Program {MBTIP). We understand the financiai situation that resulted in the
County Board of Supervisor's September 2002 action to defer any additional
funding for construction of a solution to reduce freeway noise along the corridor.
We are appreciative that the County’s action kept in place adequate funding for
'VTA to continue its efforts to identify a potential solution. - This letter requests the
'VTA Board of Directors recommend and the County Board of Supervisors approve
keeping the Route 85 Noise Mitigation Project as part of the 1996 MBTIP, with
construction funding deferred, in the hopes that an economic recovery could
provide additional funding for this project to proceed to construction.

In April 2003, VTA completed a test project where they performed “textured-
grinding” on all lanes of Route 85 for approximately three-fourths of a mile on
leither side of Prospect Avenue in the Cities of San Jose and Saratoga. - VTA
conducted “hefore and after” noise readings on both sides of the freeway to
ascertain the changes to noise resulting from the altered pavement surface. While
VTA identified that there was little overall noise reduction due to the ground
surtace. they did observe noise reductions in frequencies that are above 1.230 hentz
land a shift of the dominant noise frequency from 1,250 hertz down to 1,000 hertz.
VTA concludes that this is potentially perceived as a significant improvement as
the human ear hears more efficiently in the frequency region between {,250 hertz

glnd 5,000 hertz.

3

IncorPORATED Aucust 10, 1887



Page 2

Board of Supervisors - Santa Clara County
Subject: Route 85 Noise Mitgation Project
Apnl 23,2003

On March 26. 2003. the West Vailey Mayors and City Managers were presented a report from
VTA staff with the test project’s results. Our citizens in the area of the test project have
acknowledged they perceive an improvement has been accomplished. With this information,
we unanimously agreed that the project should remain as part of the 1996 MBTIP. Consistent
with other deferred projects. we would request that the $7.9 million remaining in the project
budget be used for a texture-grinding project on Route 85 between Route 87 and [-280 when

funding becomes available.

We believe that VTA has identified an implementable solution that our communities believe
could produce improvement for noise mitigation for this stretch of Route 85. Thank you for

considering the needs of our cities in that regard.

Sincefely, \
& \V“ ! -J- ‘,‘\r\c .\"‘ [

st
/SAN _ DA.NI.EL RTADG®
Mayor Town of Los Gatos Mayor - Cny of Campbell

MICHAEL CHANG DAYID BAXTE .
o .

Mayor - City of Cupertin Mayor - City of Montz Sereno

@ Ll ’

N IC K S'I‘RE]['I'E
Mayor - City of Saratoga

DJF:pe
NAMG R\Admin WorkFilesiWest Valiey Mayor Manager BRODOFSU P.RTSSMITIGATION.LTR. wpd

Debra J. Figone. Town Manager - Town of Los Gatos

Bernie Strojny. City Manager - City of Campbell

David Knapp. City Manager - City of Cupertino

Brian Loventhal. City Manager - City of Monte Sereno

Dave Anderson. City Manager - City of Saratoga

Mike Evanhoe, Director - Santa Clara County Transportation Agency

cc
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ATTACHMENT C

Typical Sections
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REVISED BY

DATE REVISEO

DATE]

CALCULATED/
DESIGNED BY

CHECKED BY

DESIGN OVERSIGHT

m\ey

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

STATE OF CALIFORNIA

& Gftrans

FOR COMPLETE RIGHT OF WAY AND
ACCURATE ACCESS DATA, SEE RIGHT OF
WAY RECORD MAPS AT DISTRICT OFFICE.

GENERAL NOTES:

1. EXISTING STRUCTURAL SECTIONS AS OBTAINED FROM AS—BUILTS.

2. FOR ABEBREVIATIONS NOT SHOWN, SEE STANDARD PLANS.

3. GRIND AND GROOVE iS TO BE APPLIED TO CONCRETE PAVEMENT ONLY.

4. AC PAVEMENT SHALL 8E GROUND ONLY FOR CONFORM PURPCSES. SEE CONFORM DETAILS ON SHEETS C—1 THRU C—11.
5. AC PAVEMENT ON AND OFF—-RAMPS, APPROACH SLABS, AND STRUCTURES ARE TO BE OMITTED FRDM GRIND AND GROOVE OPERATION.
6. DETAILS ON SHEETS C—1 THRU C—B ARE INTENDED TO ADDRESS ON/OFF—RAMP CONFIGURATIONS.

SEE NOTE 9 SEE NOTE §

KILOMETER POST |SHEET| TOTAL
DIST} COUNTY ROUTE TOTAL PROJECT | No |SHEETS

52

04 /852|/7 a5

.
REG l%ﬁﬂ) CIvVIL ENETNEHR”

$2/5 5

PLANS APPROVAL DATE

SANTA CLARA VALLEY
TRANSPORTATION AUTHORITY
3331 N. FIRST STREET
SAN JOSE, CA 95134

NOLTE ASSOCIATES, INC.
1731 NORTH FIRST STREET, SUITE A
SAN JOSE, CA 95112

The State of Californio or its officers or agenls shall
nat be responsible for the occuracy or compfeteness

ES ET ETW ES ES ETW ™ ES of electronic copies of this plan sheet.
2.44 VAR 10.97 TO 14.83 3.05 3.96 , 396 3.05 VAR 10.97 TO 14.63 2.44 |
& VAR & VAR |
CONFORM DETAIL A EJ GRIND AND GROOVE
WITH FOG SEAL %I{\TNQTNEDP?AF;CE)?A\-&%T CONCRETE PAVEMENT
SEE SHEET C-11 | CONFDRM DETAIL A
CONFORM DETAIL B CONFORM DETAIL B WTH FOG SEAL
5% SEE. SHEET C—11 2% 5% 57 2% SEE SHEET C~11 SEE SHEET C—11
- & VAR ! 2% & VARI \ | & VAR & VAR | | i2% & vaR 5%
TTego==os A ———— == FE==== A -
E:;ff:':__:::::::::: —————————————
Exist 229 mm PCC Exist 91 mm AC )
Exist 76 mm ATPB Exist 213mm CL 3 AB Exist 229 mm PCC Exist 91 mm AC (BTYPE A)
Exist 107 mm CL 4 AS Exist 107 mm CL 4 AS Exist 786 mm ATPH Exist VAR CL 3 A
Exist 204 mm PM (BLANKET) Exist 204 mm PM (BLANKET) Exist 107 mm CL 4 A3 Exist 107 mm CL 4 AS
Exist 91 mm AC _ Exist 204 mm PM (BLANKET} | Exist 204 mm PM (BLANKET)
Exist VAR CL 3 AB Exist 91 _mm AC
Exist 107 mm CL 4 AS E*f‘st f&;mm Céf 4"‘*58
Exist 20 PM (B xis mrm
xist 204 mm PM (BLANKET) Exist 204 mm PM (BLANKET)
SOUTHBOUND NORTHBOUND
TYPICAL GRINDING SECTION
ROUTE 85
KP 9.3 (PM 5.8)
TO
KP R28.7 (PM R17.8)
SEE NOTE 8 SEE NDIE 10 _ SEE NOTE 8
SEE NOTE 1 / AN SEE NOTE 10
ES ETW ETW ES ES ETW ETW ES
2.44 3.66 3.66 3.66 3.66 3.05 3.96 . 3.96 305 | 366 3.66 3.66 366 | 244
SEE NOTE 7 SEE NOTE 7
TEXTURE TEXTURE
GRIND PCC . GRIND PCC
57 2% 5% 5% 2%
& VAR 2% & VAR & VAR & VAR & VAR & VAR 2% & VAR )

NORTHBOUND

SOUTHBOUND
TYPICAL PAVEMENT DELINEATION SECTION
ROUTE 85

KP 9.3 (PM 5.8)
10
KP R28.7 (PM R17.8)

PAVEMENT DELINEATION NOTES:

7. REPLACE IN—KIND HOV DIAMOND SYMBOL REMOVED BY GRINDING (150 m INTERVALS).
8. REPLACE IN—KIND LANELINES (DETAIL 13 & 14) RFMOVED BY GRINDING.

$. REMOVE ALL PAVEMENT MARKERS BEFORE GRINDING.

10, REPLACE IN-KIND EDGELINES (DETAIL 25 & 27B} REMOVED BY GRINDING.

1. SEE GRIND AND GROCOVE TABLE ON SHEETS Qi AND Q2 FOR WORK STATION LOCATIONS.

12. SEE PAVEMENT DELINEATION DETAILS ON SHEETS PD-1 THRU PD-11. ALL DIMENSIONS ARE IN METERS

UNLESS OTHERWISE SHOWN.

TYPICAL CROSS SECTIONS

NO SCALE

X-1

LAST REVISION




ATTACHMENT D

Pavement Condition Survey Inventory Data
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04-SCI-85, 9.3/R28.7(5.8/R17.8)

ATTACHMENT E

Right of Way Certification

16 05/2005



Sent By: CALTRANS RIGHT OF WAY; _ 510 288 5368; Mar-29-05 13:31; Page 3/4

STATE OF CALIPORNIA » DEFARTMENT OF TRANSPURTATION EXHIRIT
RIGHT OF WAY CERTIFICATION 17-EX-18 (612002)
(Farm #)
Date: ‘ March 21, 2005
Dist.-Co.-Rie.-KF/FM: _ 04-5C1-83,
KPR28.7 PMRITitoKP
9.3 PM 5.8
EA (Design Phase No.): EA 436201
Const. Fed-Aid No.: Noene
COUNTY OF Santa Clara Right of Way Fed-Aid No.: None

From:  Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority

Subject: Right of Way Cerification No. 3 for the project Route 85 T'extured Grinding, The pro_;ect lel erind 11 miles of'
Portland cement pavement on Route 85 from Route 280 to Route 87.

1. STATUS OF REQUIRED RIGHT OF WAY: The acquisition of right of way was not raqu::ed
All work propased is within existing right of way acqum:d fur a previons cms?rucﬂon Pproject.

A. Construction Permits, etc., required

Location Owner Type Document Effective Date Expiration Date
Route. 85 Caltrans Construction Access Pending

2. STATUS OF AFFECTED RAILROAD OPERATING FACILITIES:
: None aflected.

3. MATERIAL/DISPOSAL SITE(S):
None required.

4. STATUS OF REQUIRED UTILITY RELOCATIONS;
Nome required,

5. RIGHT OF WAY CLEARANCE:
There are no improvements or obstructions located within the limits of this project.

6. AIRSPACE AGREEMENTS:
There arc no airspuce lease properdes within the lipits of this project.

7. COMPLIANCE WITH RELOCATION ASSISTANCE PROGRAM REQUIREMENTS:
Compliance was not required as there were no displacements for this project,

8. COOPERATIVE AGREEMENTS:
Agency Agreement: Pending

9, ENVIRONMENTAL MITIGATION:
No environmental mitigation parcels are required for this project.

10. The Santa Clara County Transportation Authority (VTA) agrecs w indemnify, defend, and hold
harmless the Department of Transportation (Caltrans) from any and all liability which may result in
the cvent the righl of wuy for this project is not clear as certificd. The VTA shall pay, from its own
nonmatching funds, any costs which arise out of delays to the construction of the project because
utility lacilities have not been removed or relocated, or because rights of way have not been made
available to VTA for the orderly performance of the project work,




"Sent By: CALTRANS RIGHT OF WAY; 510 288 5366; Mar-28-05 13:31; Page -f-lfd,.

| EXHIBIT
RIGHT OF WAY CERTIFICATION (Cont.) 17-EX-18 (6/2002)
_ (Farm #) Page 2 of 2 '

11. CERTIFICATION
1 hercby ceriily the ight of way on this project as conforming 10 23 CFR 625.309(C)(2). The project
may be advertised at any time. The project will be certified as conlormming to Paragraph (C)(1) by Fune
1, 2005.

Certification is subject to issuance of State Encroachmenr Permit

SANTA CLARA VALLEY TRANSPORTATION AUTIORITY

Date: 173/29’%35’

By . -
Carolyn Ggnot '
Chief Devglopment Officer

Recommend for Approval:

ay: g%%;ﬁ 3-2%9
: ImfRistow .
Depfuty Director.
grummiing and Highway Administration

Tiy: %Wykﬁ?%m/ ' jj/g%/ﬂj: .

Karch Stagner
Right of Way Manager
VTA Highway Programs

The Undersigned Caltrans Official has revicwed this Right of Way Certification as 1o form and content, Based on the

review of the documents submitted, the Cerificate is accepted on hehalf of the local public agency. It remaing thesole :
responsibility of the local public ageney to ensure compliance with the Federal Uniform Act and this Certificate is gccepted
on their behalf, . :

Reviewed: : K

o Y & bl 3!38] o5

Kristin L. Schober
Branch Cliefl
LPA Services, B




Sent By: CALTRANS RIGHT OF WAY; 510 286 5368; Mar-29-05 13:30; Page 2/4

State of California

Buslness, Transportation and Housing Agéircy -

Memorandum

To;

From: DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION-—District 4

Subject: REVIEW OF CERTIFICATION - Project invol_ving the State Hiphway System.

Ms, Allison Paich Date:  March 28, 2005 o .Z':.",'.
District Branch Chicf . * ‘

R/W Planning & Management : _ File:  04.5CI-85 KP R28.7%5,3

Attention: Associate R/'W Agent -- Certifications EA. 436201 T,
Texture Grinding from §R 280"
to SR §7 S T

R/W Local Public Agency Services “D”

The Project has not been reviewed by Local Public Agencies. *Ihis Pro ject has been approved by Caltrans and the nghmfwaym i

acquired in accordance with Caltrans' practices and procedures (Volume 9, Chapter 906.00.00 of the Right of Way Brocetural -
Handbouk). ‘ - S

I verity the certification of this Project as confarming to the Tequiremnents of 23 CFR 635.300;

(€ (1) All necessary rights-of-way, including contral of access rights when pestitient, hiave been acquired inétuding ;- - -
legal and physical possession. Trial or appeal of cases may be pending in court but legal possession has beén £
ohtained. There may be some Improvements remaining on the right-of-way but aif occupants have vacated the Jatids
sad improvements and the (Project Sponsor) has physical possession and the right to remove, salvage, or demoligh 2.
these improvements and enter on all land. : e d

(C) (2) Although ali necessary rights—of way have not been fully acquired, the right to otcupy and to use allrigh
way required for the proper execution of the project has been acquired. Trial or appeal af some parcels maj:i?e ]
pending in court and on other parcels full legal possession has nnt been obtained but right of entry has been obtained;: .’
the occupants of all lands and improvements have vacated and the (Project Sponsor) has physical possessioni-and-
right to remove, salvage, or demolish these jmprovements. _ 1

X__ (€) (3) The sequisition or right of occupancy and use of a few remaining parcels is not corplete, but all oecupiits of the'” .~

residences on such parccls have had replacement housing made aveilsble to them in-accordance with 49 CFR 24204 .

The VTA may request zuthorization on this basis only in very unusug! circumstances, This exception must never: AR
become the tule. Under these circumstances, advertisement for bids or force-accownt work may be anthorized FFHEWA @
(or STATE when applicable) finds that it wil! be in the public interest, The physical comstrisction may then also proceed, " -
but the VTA shall cnsure that occupants of residences, businesses, farms or non-profit organizations who havenotyalt
moved from the right-of-way are protected against urmecessary incomvenience and disproportionate injury or any action
coercive in nature. When the VTA requests authorizatinn to advertise for bids and to-proceed with physical consiruction
where acquisition or right of occupancy and use of a few parcels has not been obtziticd, ful] explanation and redsons:i.
thercfor including identification of each such parcel will be gct forth in the VTA’s request along with a realistic date - §
when physical occupancy and use is anticipated as well as substantiation that such date is realistic, Appropriats . L L
notification shall be provided in the bid proposals identifying a4 locations where right of occupency and use hesnot ! "
been obtaincd. Profect will be upgraded to a ()] upon issuance of 2 Caltrans encroachment perm :

No additional right of way required. ' o

Ll f ke, Bl s

KRISTIN L. SCIIOBER RA.MACPHERSON
District Branch Chief Depury District Director
Local Public Agency Services “D" Right of Wuy



ATTACHMENT F

Scoping Team Field Review Attendance Roster

17 05/2005
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04-SCI-85, 9.3/R28.7(5.8/R17.8)

ATTACHMENT G

Categorical Exemption

18 05/2005



CATEGORICAL EXEMPTION
CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION/PROGRAMMATIC CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION
DETERMINATION FORM

?D (f 2&‘ ‘ Revised 11/2003

KP 24.8/PM 15.4 to

04-5CE-85 KP 7.5/PM 4.7
Dist.-Co.-Rte. {or Locat Agency) K.P/K.P.(P.MP.M.) E.A. (State project) Proj. No. {Local project)

(Fed.Prog. PrefixProj. Neo., Agr. No.}
PROJECT DESCRIPTION (Briefly describe pro;ect purpose, location, limits, ight-of- -way requirements, and activilies
invoived.)

Enter project description in this text box. Use Conlfinualion Sheel, if necessary
Texiure grind 12.5 miles of Route 85 between Interstate 280 and Route 87. Work would include six lanes of existing concrete
pavemnent between the edges of the traveled way and would require the dlsposal of grinding residue outside the State right-of-

way

CEQA COMPLIANCE (for Stafe Projects oniy)

Based on an examination of this propesal, supporing information, and the following statements (See 14 CCR 15300 et seq.):
If this project falls within exempt class 3, 4, 5, 6 or 11, it does not impact an environmental resource of hazardous or
critical concem where designated, prec:lsely mapped and offidally adopted pursuant to law.

»  There will not be a significant cumulative effect by this project and suocessave projects of the same type in the same

_ place, over time.
«  There is not a reasonable possibility that the project will have a significant effect on the environment due to unusuat

circumstances.
+  This project does not damage a scenic resource within an ofﬁcuaily des:gnated state scenic highway.
«  This project is not located on a site Included on any list compiled pursuant to Govt. Code § 65962.5 (“Cortese List").

+  This project does not cause a substantial adverse change In the significance of a historical resource.

CALTRANS CEQA DETERMINATION

[] Exempt by Statute (PRC 21080)
Based on an examination of this proposal, supporting information, and the above statements, the prolec! is:

. Categorically Exempt. Class 1__, or  General Rule exemption (This project does not all within an exefn'pt class, but it
can be seen with ceﬁal at there is no possibility that thea v g

=55 ) Talller—%

Signature: Enwrénmental Office Chief lgna »:

B

NEPA COMPLIANCE (23 CFR771.117) : : .

Based on an examination of lhls proposal, supporting information, and the following statements,
=  This project does not have a significant impact on the environment as defined by the NEPA,
»  This project does not involve substantial controversy on environmental grounds. :
= This project does not involve significant impacts on properties protected by Section 4(f) of the DOT Actor Section 1 DG of

the National Historic Preservation Act.
« in non-attainment or maintenance areas for Federal air quality standards: this project comes from a currently conforming
: pian and Transportation improvement Program or is exempt from regional conformity.
»  This project is consistent with all Federal, State, & Ior:a! Iaws requirements or admfnlslratwe determinations relating to
the environmental aspects of this action. )

CALTRANS NEPA DETERMINATION N Af

Based on an examination of this pruposal supporting information, and the statemenis above under "NEPA Compl:ance itis
determined that the project is a:

D PROGRAMMATIC CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION (PCE): Based on the evaluation of this project and supporting
documentation in the project files, ail the conditions of the November 18, 2003 Programmatic Categorical Exclusion
Agreerment have been mel

D CATEGORICAL EXCLUSION {CE): For actions that do not individually or cumuiatively have 3 significant envrronmental

eflect and are excluded from the requirement to prepare an Environmental Assessment (EA) or Environmental Impact
Statement (EIS). Require FHWA determination. o

- Signature: Environmental Office Chief Date Signature: Project Manager/DLA Engineer Date

FHWA DETERMINATION

Based on the evaluation of this project and the statements abgve, ilvis determined that the project meéts the criferia of andis
properly classified as a Categorical Exclusion (CE). .

Signature: FHWA Project Development Engineer Date

Additional information attached or referenced, as appropriate (e.g. Mitigation cormmitments for NEPA only ; Air Quality studies or
documentation of exermption from regional conformity or use of CO Protocol, §106 commitments; §4(f) or Programmatic §4(f); date of COE
nationwide permit; § 7 species survey resuits; Wetlands Finding; Floodpiain Finding; additional studies; design conditions. Rev, 11/2003



