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1.

- Itis proposed to retrofit five bridges located in Fresno (Route 33 and Route
o 899/841), Kings (Route 41 and 43), and Madera (Route 233/152) counties to

- conform to latest seismic design standards. The estimated capital costof the
project is $4,300,000 ($4,825,000 escalated) and is proposed to be funded from

- the District Major capital outlay fund, Seismic Restoraﬁ;wn Program (201.113), in o
the 2015/2016 Fiscal Year. , ‘

INTRODUCTION AND BACKGROUND

Project Limits "OénFreﬁKin, Mad
[Dist., Co., Rte., PM] j , :
Capital Costs: 1 $4,300,000
Right of way Costs; 0 Lo
Funding Source: 12012 SHOPP
Number of Alternatives: | 1, Build
| Recommended Alternative  Build Alternative
i (for programming and ‘ '
-t scheduling); o :
| Type of Facility Conventional
~ (cﬂmemmnal exps essway, |
freeway): : :
i Number of Stmctures 5 ,
Anticipated | Mitigated Negative
| Environmental : Declaration/Categorical |
_ Determination/Document: | Exclusion 6004
Legai ﬁeSCriptian ‘ | Seismic Rétrofit

. REL@MMENDATK@W : :
Itis recommended that this report be appmved for p1 ogrammmg in the 201 2

5HOPP

PURPOSE AND NEED STATEMENT

‘ N eed:
 The facilities above were ldentiﬁcd in the Structural chiacement and
Impz ovement Needs Report (STRAIN) as needing seismic restoration work.

- Purpose:
- This project proposes to upgrade ﬂ}e 1deni1ﬁed Smlctmes t«a current seismic

- standards.

EXISTING FACILITY, DEFICIENCIES AND TRAFFIC DATA




4A.. Roadway Geometric Information

S Facilities:

No Change in Roadway Geometry.

Facility | Minimum Through Traffic Lanes Paved .| Median | Shoulder i Other B‘i(;ycle‘j
Sy ' i) “Shoulder @) is-a. . Bicyele | Route | Adjdcenito
Width Bicyele | Lane | (1) the
€) Lang 1 Width Roadbed -
S (YIN) ey ®&
Location| Curve | Noi: . Lane Type | Left [ Right | Width | Width | Width | (YN} | (Code/Width)
Radivg: - of 1 Width (Flex; : i - :
o d Lanesi 1 Rigid,or 1
L Composite)) i R , S e
Existing: | WA WN/A NA TNA G INA NAINA INA  NA T CINA I NA A
[Proposed | VA [N/A. |N/A [NA |NA WA |NA |NA |[NA  |NA |NA WA
TMin 3R | 4 '
Stds.
Remarks:




4B. Condition of Exastmg E amhty {Repmi info for each Bmm@geneeus

segment):

63! Pedsstrian Facility"Data

(Station, post mile or
other reference point)

Facility Type
and-Location(s)

{Yes or No for each listed
Jocation)

“Meets ADA Standards?

I Fai:ility does not mect
ADA Standards, what

Hfeature(s) are not ADA
1 compliant?
“AList features per 10’”(2!107?}

 Status of Each Noncompliant
Ligeation ‘
{Use the folloving statements, as

: appropnate

Will be-corrected as part of this project:::

& Wiltnovbe corrected because itis -

stechnically infeasible to correct;

‘o This work is outside the scope of this
project, This facility and its location
have been so documented in the Project:
History File and this mformamm was
submitted 1o.the District ADA =
Cogrdingior on (Daje) for inclusion in

| Sidewalks:
(List locations as
appropriaie)

3

the Department's Transition Plan} .

1 Curb Ramps:
{List locations as
appropriaie)

WA

A

1 Crosswalks:
{Li st locations as
auprepriids)

A

| A

Driveways:
A (Listlocations as
appropr iate)

NA

‘Shared bieyele/
pedestrlan path::
{Listlpcations as

: wg{)pwpﬂan}

TNA

W

Others:

(Listlocations as

approprivie)

A

WA

Remarks: '

This is not a pedesirian faciiity s0 no pedestrian facility data available. o

(2) Bxcycle Path Data

Deficiency = - Location

{Station; post mile
Hmils or other
refererice points)

' N/A

NIA

Remarks
No bicycle lane at the project site 5o no- blcycle path data available.

Rk




4C. Structures Information

",Str uctures... . Width Between Curbs Replage | - Vertical Clearance - Work ":Replace Replace' ;
B Bridge | St Identified | Bridge Bridge 7~
Railings: | - e ~foe e FApproach | - Approach

e o [ STRAIN | Rail | ~ Slab

Name/MNo. | Exist 3R Prep | (YorN) L Brist (3R Std | Prop | (YorN) [ '(YorN) [ (YN) | %

o s - ' o : 6 D e

GCID 005 1A N INA L WA [ NA Y Ty N

Main Canal ' ' : i .
| 42-0134 R S ; B . :

$41-899 13707 140D 30T N 17917 0165 179810 1Y N H
“4:Connegtor ' LR ' , ‘ ~

42:0216F 1 - ‘ L Lo i

Kings 4265 7407 TanesTINTTT WA NA TNA Y ™ N

River 4 B , , - : . ,

454047 : i : : , , ' o
(Kings 4003 |40 (4008 N INA WA WA ¥ N N
450064 , = e b ‘

12337152771 40.03 407140030 N 18320 L1657 (15320 1Y H N

Separation : . : e S . ;

41-0059E |

4D. Vehicle Traffic Data

Main Canal (Bridge No. 42-0134, Fre-33-69.1)

Present Year ADT 10,100

Construction Year ADT._ N/A = 10-Year ADT N/A
DHV . 570 o 20-Year ADT___ N/A
D ' , __60% o 7 % Trucks 7%

SR41-899 Cennector Separation (Bridge No. 42-0216F, Fre-41-R21.81)

Present Year ADT 76,000

Construction Year ADT___ N/A__ 10-Year ADT

N/A
DHV_ 7600 20-Year ADT N/A
D 100%  %Trucks 4%
Kings River (Bridge No. 45-007, Kin-41-32.26) | |
Presexﬁ Year ADT 7,900 |

Constrution Year ADT___ N/A 10-Year ADT____ N/A




¥ 4]

DHV 588 . 20-YearADT N/A

D o 60% S % Trucks 16%

Kings River (Bridge No. 45-0064, Kin-43-26.76)

Present Year ADT 11,600

Construction Year ADT __ NIA 10-Year ADT _ N/A
DHY 630 20-YearADT N/A.
D 60%  %Trucks___ 187%

‘Route 233-152 Scparation (Bridge No. 41-0059K, Mad-233-0.01)

Present Year ADT ‘,3,,6(3(3

Construction Year ADT___ N/A__~~ 10-Year ADT____ N/A
DHV_ 228 . 20-YewrADT____ N/A
D 6% . %Tmcks___ 1%

The proposed project is in conformance with the current Transportation
Concept Report (TCR). The proposed rehabilitation strategy would not result in any

 incompatibility to future improvement of the facility.

S ALTERNATIVES

6A. Rehabilitation Strategy: | |
The scope of work for the five bridges is presented below. Assumptions
made in preliminary Advanced Planning Study (APS) could have significant
itapacts on the cost, scope, and schedule of the project. Therefore, these
three elements need to be further refined at the next project development
level. ' '

2.1 Central California Irrigation District (CCID) Main Canal (Bridge
No. 42-0134, Fre-33-69.1)- Slab bridge hinge retrofit, add one 5’ diameter
CIDH pile to the outside right and left of the existing bridge abutments (total
4 CIDH piles); each CIDH pile is connected to the abutment outside the
existing abutment diaphragm. CIDH piles would have minimum vibrations
since there is no pile driving. The hinge retrofit would require work from

Lh




below the bridge on a ﬁoaﬁrﬁg platform The scope of ka for :this 1ocati0h

may ncrease dependmg on re‘;uitg of underwa'tel investigation of existing
1939 piles .

32 Souﬁlbﬁund 41 t{) Sauthbﬁund 99 Connector Swdmtwn (Bridge Ne.
42-0216F, Fre-41-R21.81)-Pipe hinge seat extenders, steel column casing at
all the columns, and catcher blocks at both abutments. Joint seals may need to
be removed and replaced. Work will be done mamiy under the brldge and at
a.buimen‘ts o :

3 3 Kings River (Bridge No. 45-0007, Kin-41-32.26) - Slab bridge hinge
retrofit and adding one pile to the outside right and left of the existing bridge.
Each pile should be connected to the abutment and bent caps at Abutment 1A
and Bents 2, 4, 6, 8, and 10 (total of 12 piles). A more in depth seismic
analysis of the bndge in the next project phase is recommended to better
_ understand the scope of work involved. The hinge retrofits would requxre
work from below the bridges on a ﬁoa’tmg platform S

3.4 Kings Rwer (Bmdﬂe Ne 45 0064, Kin-43-26. 76) S}ab brldge hinge
retmﬁt and adding one pile to the outside right and left of the existing bridge.
Each pile should be connected to the bent caps at Bents 3, 5, 7.9,10 12, 14,
and 16 (total of 16 piles). A more in depth seismic analysxs of the brzdge n
, the next pr oject phase is recommended to better understand the scope of Work
involved. The hinge retrofits woulé require work from below the bridges on a
ﬂoatmg platform. : .

35 Route 233 152 Sepamtmn (Briége N@ 41- 85}5‘9}3 Mad-233 -0.01)- -Steel
column casing would be at all columns to a depth of 18’ below ongmal grade
" Excavation would be needed and shoring would be required. The pavement
“would be cold planned 100" to the east and west of the bridge. There would
also be guardrail work at the bridge approach and at the column in the medlcm
on Route 152.

6B. Bﬁmgn Exceptions: ,
: There are no non~sta11dard features proposed 11 the pro;ect

6C. Environmental Compimnce

Tt is anticipated that this project would requne a Mltaoated Negative

Declaration for CEQA compliance; but would be C]dSblﬁed as Cateﬂoucal
Exclusion 6004 for NEPA comphance See the anuonmenta} Document in
Attachment D.



6D. Hazardous waste disposal site required? If yes, where are sites?
There is no evidence of hazardous waste within the project limits. -

6E. Other Agencies Involved (Per mnts/Approva}s fmm Fash & Game, Cor;;s :
- of Engmeer’s, Coastal C@mmxsswn, ete.): :
The 401 (Regional Water Quahty Control Board), 404 (U.S Corps of

Engineers), 1602 (Depart;mem of th and Gamc), and CC?D permits are |
requlred. for th1s project.

6F.  Materials and or d;spmai %lte needs and avanlablilty"
' Ma‘zenals and/or dlsposai sites may be needed for this project.

66 Hgghway piantmg and nrrlgatmn
‘ Highway piantmg and irrigation Work is not antmpated fer this pro; ect.

6H. Roadside i}emgn and Management :
There is no Mam’ceﬂance Vehlcle Pullouts (MVP) proposed in this pro; ject.-

61 Stormwater Cﬂmgﬂmnm ,

The pro;ect contains construction actzvmes that have potenual o wmnbute
pollutants such as sediments and other construction related materials to storm

_ water discharges. Extreme care should be taken to avoid excavated or
construction related materials from entering surface waters in order for the
Department to remain in comphance with the Permit. Potential impacts to
‘water quality would be addressed in both the design and construction phase
(See Attachment H, “Slgnaiure Cover Sheet of the Sterm Water Data
Report™). ,

6J. Right of way Issues:
There is no additional right of way required for this plO} ect. [However there is
‘an existing high pressure gas line attached to the right bridge railing at Main
 Canal, Fre-33-69.1 (Br. 42-0134). Tt is anticipated that the line would be -
temporarily relocated during the proposed structures work. See Attachment E,
“Right of Way Data Sheet.




oK.

6L

6M.

&N,

60.

6P.

6Q.

TA.

Railread Involvement:

There is no railroad involvement within the project limits.

Salvaging and recyciing of hardware and ether non-renewable
resources:

There isno salva,gmg and recycling of hardware anumpated in this project.

Prolonged temporary ramp closures:
There are no ramp closures for this project.

Recyeled Materials:

Extra concrete needmg for column reiroﬁt Work at the bndge location and
Asphalt Concrete from Route 233/ 152 Separan@n will be recycled at the
recycle site. It is contractor’s responmbﬂﬁy to haul the concrete and Asphalt
Concrete from the project site to the recycle site.

Local and Regional Inpm

Local and 1eg10na1 input is generaﬁy not sought forin '[hlS type of seismic
retrofit project. ~

What are the consequences of not doing this entire pmject"

The identified structures wﬂl remain semmlcally defic;ent and not meet
current Ca}trans standard%

List all a;itemaiives studied, cost; reasons pot recommended, ete.:
N : k ;

. TRANSPGMATI;@NMANAGEMENT'

Tmnsportatmn Managemem PEan

Total estimated cost of Tz ansporiation \/Ianagemem Plan (TMP) s $25 OOO
See Aitachment F, for TMP Data Sheet.




7B. Vehicle Detection Systems

There is 1o vehicie detection system proposed within this project.

8. ENVIRONMENTAL DETERMINATION/DOCUMENT

The anticipated snvironmental dccumerit is a Negative Declaration/
Categorical Exclusion 6004, See Attachment D for more information.

Date Approved: 10/24/2011 :
9. FUNDING/SCHEDULING

9A. Cost Estimate:
Proposed funding $4.300,000 |
STRAIN and other Structural Work (by Structure) | YesNo  *Cost
(A): . BReplace :
(B)  Rehab

a8} Deck’ i ! , .
(b ’Sﬁpers‘;ructure' ; , -
| (c) Su‘nsimcmre : . o,
(d). . Joints o o ,
(¢)  Bearings

B 4§ Other - : o
(©)  Scour Correction ’ g |

(D) . Painting B . R
{E} Widening ~ oy - R TR
(F) - Rail Replacement (without widening) | B
) Strengthen S : QRS i
(H)  SeismicRetrofit - _— - $3.800.000
() Vertical Clearance Adjustment , , S
(f) ' Drainage Rehab , i
&) Other®* o | o
STRUCTURE COSTS SUBTOTALS - 335800,000
District Work k o w
(A) Traffic Control - B §25_,9_0Q
(B)  Pavement (include remove and replace) =~ ~ ol

{C) . Bridge ApproachSlab , e




(D) . Bridge Approach Guardrazi (d{ BrNo 45 OOSQL) ' - 811,800
(E) - Drainage Adjustment and Rehab :
{(F) - Rock Slope Protection

G) Utility Relocation -

(H)  Railroad Agreements - :
48] Righi of Way %0

() Environmental Compliance ; ‘ , $202.900
(K)  Stormwater Compliance 877,000
oy fRoadside Managemennt ' e ; '
Clearing and Grubbing I - 810,000
~Asphalt Con'crgte (at BrNo 41-0059E) - $7.500
Cold Planning (at Br No 41-0059E) - $9.600

Maintenance Vehicle Pull outs
, Resident Engitac;er Office.- ’ i 4 $5.000

Roadside Facilities

(K) ~ Other (i.e., Hazardous Waste Compliance, efc.)** 80
... DISTRICTCOSTSSURTOTALS ... S0
: sm& OF SUBTOTALS i $4,148.800
20% Contlngenay (District Work Only) - $69.760
TOTAL PROJECT COST: - i $4.218 56‘0’

Notes; % dup icated in other items, show cost in parenthcsxs Do not 1nclpde support costs
#%  Add additional lines as necessary. Do not inglude support costs.

10




9B, ng&c& Support:

Cost Breakdown: , ,
~(Capital Cost Estimate prowded by I)w1gn & RIW, Etzppari Cost E&txmate from XP\/I }
‘Project Cost B , , ;, ,
Component , ‘ Flscal Vears. o s Total
123 13441 J4/15 15/16 '
W Capstal g ‘ o | ' s .
| Const. Capital** | 5 4,825 $ 4825
|PAZED* |5 456 : 15 456l
|pseEr 15 1589 18 1589
RWSwport | |s a8l ks 5 18
- | ConstSupport* s 23| s 2w
Tow |5 4s6|8 1e07(8 |8 6978  -|s  -|$ 9,020 |

Al costs X$1000. Support Categories are the same 6s :fzme identified by SB 43.
Construction Copital escolated ai 3%. Right of Wery Capzmz‘ estimate is escalated
Szgzport cost escalated at 3.1 % :

Su{)pmz Cost ratio: 85% [All Szguport Costs (%) dzvzded by the sum of the eaca:’ated Constr zxcaon Ca pu‘(tl
(4 and the escalated RIW Capzzai] , ,

- 9C. Project Schedule:

Milestones Delivery Date
e : “(Month, Day, Year)
| Begin Environmental 10/1/2012
Circulate DED 8/1/2013 =
- PA&ED~ . - 10/1/2013
| Regular Right of way 2/1/2014
Project PS&E ' 47172015
Right of way 117172015
Certification L
| Ready to List 112016 0
Approve Contract . 6/30/2016
Contract Acceptance 12/1/2016
End Project 6/1/2019

11




10. FEDERAL COORDINATION

1.

12

13.

Hmpmm@OmP

This project is eligible for ;féderal@aid funding and is considefed to be STATE-
AUTHORIZED under current FHWA-Caltrans Stewardship Agresments. E

SCOPING TEAM FIELD REVIEW ATTENDANCE ROSTER:

Attachment I , , B Daté "9'/28/ 11

REVIEWS

Project Reviewed by:
District Maintenance, - ' ; ' Date .-

District Safety._Safety Review e _ Date 101911

HQ Division of Design____ : ] o

HQ Program Advisor . Ty -  Date

FHWA____ NA o  Date

Others U N/A ' : . : Date’

A?TACHMENT&

Location Map

APS Transmittal Memo

Preliminary Cost Estimate

Environmental Document

Right of Way Data Sheet

Transportaimn Management Plan Data Sheet
Risk Management Plan

Storm Water Data Report (S1gnaturc Cover Page)
Scoping Team Field Review Attendance Roster

12
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State of California . S | - Busingss, Transportation and H. i
DEPARTMENT OF ’I‘RANSPORT@TION ‘ : I P toushng Ageney

M@m@ranﬁum

Flex your power!

Beenergy gfﬁcienf

To:

Froo:

THANH NGUYEN . | m:’,odobeﬂg’zm :
BRANCH CHIEF, DESIGN I-M st
DISTRICT 06

File: 06»Vauous Counues and :
‘Routes - : :
Dist-06  EA OKBOOK
P1 0612000110 K

, o ‘ T Seispic Restoration
FRITZ HOFFMAN g \@\@ o | o
Bridge Design Branch 06 B , ‘

~ Office of Bridge Design Csntrai

snbgee‘t:

Structure Design
Division of Engineering Semces

Revxsed Advance Pla:fmmg Study Transmlttal
' Attached is the Advanca Plarmmg Study for the ab ove referenced pro;ect

~The foz'ecaﬁt structure - cost, mcludmg tn:ne related overhead mobzhzatmn and
contmgsnmes, is as foilows :

Stmctum Name : '”Bx,. No, Estxma,tad Cost

“Main Caval Bridge | 420134 | 8 741000
Rout3233/152§mparamon ~ | 4100598 | 0§ 258000
KingsRiverBridge | 420007 | § 804,000
_ Kings River Bridge 420064 | $1,037,000
_S41/899 Connector Separatzon oc | 420I6F |- $ 954,000
| TotalCost=]  $3.794000

The foilowmg table summanzes the pmjec;ted total structure cost based on a vanabla
escalation rate. The escalated structure cost is provided for informational pnrposes only
and does not 1ep1ace annual cost updates as reqmred by Eepaﬁtmem policy..

- Years Beyond' = Escaiated Cost
~ Midpoint | i
1 ] $ 3,881,262

2 $ 3,997,700

-3 $ 4,157,608

4 $ 4,315,597
5 $ 4432118

Thls Advaace Plannmg Study and assomated cost asmmam is based on t}*e followmg :




THANH NGUYEN - District {36
~October 19, 2011 '
i?age 2 :

1. Main Canal Bridge retrofit consists of 5 ft. diameter CIDH piles on each side of the
two Abutments. The total scope of work is contingent on undemater mvestlgatzon
fmdmgs of the exzstmg pile extension condman

"’2‘ ' Mam Canal Bndge concrete siab hinge retrofit will need 1o be completed from
under the bmdge If water is present a fiioatmg platform may be needed.

3. The Route 233/152 Separation column retrofit will include fall length steal oasmgs ,
extending approximately 18 feet below ground Jevel. Thls wou}d 1equ;re
: excavatlon bac}{fﬂl and possibly a shcrmg system. o '

4. The ngs River Bmdg@ (Br No, 42-0007) retrofit cumfemly consists of addmg a3
- ft. diameter CIDH pile on both sides of 1 Abutraent and S Bents. The type of piles
could depend on whether there iz water anticipated at the time of construction.
- Consideration for any restriction appiymg to pile driving could also influence the
type of piles used. The actual number of bents and abutmenta retmfﬁted is
it contmgcnt on 2 1ore m—«depm smsxmc analysis. : :

5. The Kings River Bndga (Br. No. 42—0{)64) 1etxof1t cur:s:enﬂy cons1sts of addmg a3
o ft. diameter CIDH pile on each side of 8 Bents. The type of piles will depend on
- whether there is water antlolpated at the time of construction, Consideration for any
restriction apg;lymg to pile driving could also influence the type of pﬁes uged The
actual number of benfs and abutmems 1etrof1‘iteci is: commvent on 4 more m—depih

seismic anaiysm '

6. The 841;’899 Comector Saparat:ion OC retrofit will have full 1ength steel column

- casings at each bent.  Abutments will be retrofitted with abutment seat extenders
and hmges with Ppipe seat extenders. The hmges can be ac:cessed from the dack or
 soffit. : : :

If you havs any questmns or n‘? you need addltlonal information. regardmg ths sindy,
please contact Gloria Rsyes~Gutlenez at (916) 227~ 8080 or Pritz Iloffma.n at (916)
227 8483 -

Attachments '

s PEGGY 1IM , Project Laaason Engmeel
 JOHN STAYTON, Bridge Design Office Chief :
- MIKE DOWNS , Technical Liajson Bngineer .
H. JAVIER CHAVEZ, Branch Chief, Bridge Architectute & Aesthetics
PETE WHITFIELD, Office Chief, Structure Maintenance & Investigations
KEVIN WALL, Program Advisor, Structure Maintenance & Investigations
- JOFN BABCOCK, Structure Construction Assistant Deputy Division Ch:ef
ROY BIBBENS, Gectechnical Services
QIANG HUANG, Geotechnical Sexvices
STEVE NG, Structure Hydraulics & Hydz ology




'PLANNING COST ESTIMATE

Dist-Co-Rie: OBV—VFre, Kin, Mad-33.41,43.233
PM: VAR o
EA: 06-0KBO0K
Program Code: 20.10.201,113

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

Limits:

M’itig‘éte seismic deficiencies at the 5 britlges idehtiiied below. Fre-33:82.1 (Br, Ne‘42m§134),v Fre=41-R21 .81 {Br,
: . No:42:0216F), Kin-41-32.26 (Br. Mo 450007}, Kin=-43-26.76 {Br: o 45-0064), Nad-233:0.01 (8¢ No 41-0059E)
Proposed Improvement:: : , ' R o g ' G

(Scope of Work)

Alternative: |Build Alternative

SUMMARY OF PROJECT COST ES‘?‘QMATE

TOTAL ROADWAY ITEMS . Total of Sections 1 - 10 shownabove = S T 418,560

TOTAL STRUCTURES ITEMS o ; $ 3,800,000
SUBTOTAL CONSTRUCTION CosTS $ 4,218,560 ‘

TOTAL RIGHT OF WAY ITEMS (Not Egcafated)r o , | $ o   01
TOTAL PRoJECT CAPITAL OUTLAY COSTS $ E ',4,218,55074

Reviewed by

District Progiam Managen

B , (Signéturej : “ {Date)

PN L e : SESSH

Approved by Project Manager: ' {%%%%M"Dﬂ D }ZZE i%& ,
e : S;'(,”\f' f:’“’a:{ﬁ QSQ}Q{?UI ggf;jﬁf; 3 . : "{Date) s

Phone Number: co f&%@}ﬁ& e %@”%ZM »

Form tevised 1201708

Page 1 of7




PLANNING COST ESTIMATE

. ROADWAY ITEMS

Section 1.- Earthwork :
Coid Planning (a1 Br. No 41-0058E)
Trnported Material (Shouldef Backing).
Clearing & Grubbing
Deve{op Water Supply
- Top Soil Reapplication
' Stepbed'SlopeS‘and Slope
Rembve Typé E Dike

§g ong xgmegi S;L,gcmrai Secho

PCC Pvmt . Deptnsiab

RPCCPvmts Dept%x
Asphalt Cor‘crete (at Br Ne 41n0059E)
Lean Concrete Base

Cement-Treated Base ‘

Aggregate Base :

" Treated Permeable Base

Aggregate 'Subbase = ’
Pavement Reinforcing Fabric

Edge Drains

RAC {Type Gy

§ect§oh 3 -Dyainage
‘Large Draitiage Facilities
- StormiDrains

Pumping Plants

Project Drainage

Quantm
CoABO0

' Dist-Co-Rte: 06-Fre, Km Mad-33, 41,43 233

PM: VAR
EA; GG—OKBOOK
Pfogram Code: 20.10.201. 113

Unit Price.
s 89580

o

$0

i

0.

- $10,000
: $0

$0-

vy

30

80

Subtotal Earthwork:

Hemn Cost

b

e
Y
jios
oo}
f g
()

IS%?%’.I%’%}

" Section Cost

- %0

rd

$0

%0

30

$0:

30

S50

230

Subtotal Pé\femeni Structural Section::

$0

%

50

B e

30

i

3

18

Subtotal D;‘ainage:

;$0    §*

BBEBEBIEE

* Reféerence: sketch showing typical pavemem structural section slements of the roatway. Includé (i avaliable) T.I, R-Vaiue arid:date when

tests were performed

page 2 of7?




 PLANNING COST ESTIMATE

Dist-Co-Rte: 06-Fre, Kin, Mad-33,41,43,233
. EA: 08-0K800K
Program Code: 20.10.201.113

ialty tems , Quanity Unit  UnitPrice  MemCost  Section Gost
Retaining Walls 0 . o SF : e :

818

Noise Barriers - ST ‘ : e L0 EA : $0
- MBGR (Replacs) (at Br. No.41-0058E) -+ 200 . LF. R 950 $10.000
Remove MBGR {2t Br: No:41-0059E) - - 200 SR T eg i e800

2

Water Pollution Control e R gEnTT - B 77000 $77.000
Hazardous Waste Investigation i 0 s BE- T $0.
andior Mitigation Werk = (BRI : :

Environmental Compliance S , PR IR - (S I T 7.1 | $202,900

Resident Englneer Office Space . 1. Eohme oy s o smom o S5000

s

oo S : ,
Subtotal Specialty liems: - $206,700

Section.5 - ‘Traﬁ__lg ltems
Traffic Monitoring: Station. - CEST : .50
s R

Traffic Delineation Hems
Count Station and TDG Cabinet

lwl Rok Nl ¥ B

BrEEEE

. ‘Overhead Sign Structures T ; EA I $0
Roadside: Signs S g BA S
Traffic Control Sysiems [EERE ' hY LS , [ Siﬁ' ’
Transportation Manaéemenf’?ian o 1 s : -~ $25,000 m 3t
Temporany Detection System : 0 Ls k b (RO 50
Staging ’ w o : Q LS Lo g LB
Constriiction Ared Signs ' g LS o iigh ' e

~ Subfotal Trafficltems:  $25.000

Page 3 of7



TPLANNING COST ESTIMATE T ]

Dist-Co-Rte: 08-Fre; Kin; Mad-33,41,43,233
CPM:VAR :
EA: 06-0K8OOK
Progfam Code: 20.10.201 148

iI. ROADSIDE ITEMS

Section 6 Planfing and Irigation. S Quantity <o Unit Unil Price ftem Cost Section Cost
Highway Planting : S ' s 0 ‘ w“fé”m S 50 $0 .
Replaéement Planting O LS o 50 §_Q
rrigation Modification 0 LS TS 50
Relocate E)éstihg Irrigation ¢ LS : 40 $0
Facilties o R S ] $0
irigation Crossovers 0 A8 $0 ' 80
S B T e
Subtotal Planting and Irigation Section: ~~— ~ s0
Section 7: Roadside Managerent  Quanfity  __ Unit  UnitPrice  lemCost  Section Cost
and Safely Section i o S e ' ' phonna
“ \pgetation Control Treatments. 0 LS o $0 30 .
Gore Area Pavement ' W o LS , : 80 80
~ Pavement béy,ond the gore area. e 9] S : ' - : S ) 30
. Miscellaneous Paving ) ‘ }'  L0 s i 80 §e_Q
 Erosion Control - - _y 0 LS %0 %0
Siope Protection : 0 LS ST 30 %0
s;desmpgszembankménésno‘pes :w.,,,, ‘ 0 LS. o igg 50
: * ‘Maintenance \:/ehi'cie'Puil ouls:
Off-freeway Access (gates,
staliways; eig.)
Rozdside Facilities {Vista ) . . : . N :
Poitits; Transit, Park & Ride, ete) : i 0 LS BHE $0 $0
Relocating roadsice : . L ‘ : ~ - Do
faciiies/features . f : Y REE s - $0 S 0
o ; ; 80
Subtotal Roadside Management and Safety Section: ' 30
TOTAL SECTIONS 1 thru 7 $348,800

NOTE Extra lines are provided for items notlisted; use additionat lines as appropriate. )

pege 4 of7




T PLANNING COSTESTIMATE

 Dist-Co-Rte: 06-Fre, Kin, Mad-33,41,43,233
‘ PM: VAR - ‘
 EA: 06-0K80OK

Prograim Code: 20.10.201.:113

il ROADWAY ADDITIONS

Section 8 - Minor lterms

temCost Section Cost
(Subtotal Sections 1 thru 7) o % x o0 =80
' ' (5t0 10%) R -
i TOTAL Minor ltems:. Ll
Section 9 - Roadway Mobilization ' S e
{Subtotal Sections 1:thru 8) . i 30 X 006 w0 :

e - TOTAL Roadway Mobilization: FEEEEEESSHEE o ES
Section. 10 - Supplemental Work & Gonfingencies R L -
Supplemental Work -

(Subtota!,Secﬁonsj thru 8) , oo %0 X 005 TUUE g0 o
B (510 10%) .
Contingencies AR
(Subtotal Sections 1 thru 8) o 534_8”,390; X 020 = %69760 ‘
et (o) Aot
"Suppiementa! Wofk & Contingencies: S : $69,760
TOTAL ROADWAY ADDITIONS Sections 8 thru 10: . $69,760
TOTAL ROADWAY ITEMS: g $418,560

(Subtotal Sections 1 thru 10}

Estimate Prepared by: - Shakila Hanif 5 ,  Phone: 559-243-3811 i Ao

: 5 T (Print or Type Name) o - ' :  (Date)

Estimate Checked by: - Amiit Nifhawan s N’ 4 /LW o ~ Phone: 6592433811 ot
fitiinere : “Prntor TypeName) :  (Date)

Page 5 0E7




 PLANNING COST ESTIMATE

. STRUCTURE ITEMS

Bridge Name
Structure Type
~ Width (out to out) - (ft).
Span Length - ()
Total Area - ¢
Fooling Type (pilefepread) . -
Cost per ft* , .
{inck 10 % mobilization.
and 20°% contingency)
Total Costfor Structure ’

Railroad Related Costs {(Not incl. in R/W Est)

' Dist-Go-Rte: 06-Fre, Kin, Mad-33,41,43,233

- PM: VAR
' EA0B-OKBOOK
Program Code: 20:10:201.113

COMMENTS:

Fstimate Prepared by: Shakila Hanif

if approgriate,yaﬁach sdditional pages as backup) '

{Print or Type Name)

STRUCTURE -
= Ne.t CNe.2 o N3
0 0 o
<0 N 0
0 “o 0
o < —
S0 g iiiiiiiag
SUBTOTAL STRUCTURES ITEMS §3,800,000
© (Sumof Total Cost for Structures) [
30
e
SUBTOTAL RAILROAD ITEMS S0
TOTAL STRUCTURES ITEMS 935800000
(Sum of Struciures ilems pius Railroad fiems): HEERES
Phone: 569-243-3811 10/07411

rage 6 0f7

{Date) -




~ PLANNING COST ESTIMATE

Dist-Co-Rte: 06-Fre, Kin, Mad-33, 41 43,233
PM: VAR
EA: 06-0K800K
Program Code: 20.10.201.113

Il RIGHT OF WAY ITEMS

No. of years for Escalation = ,
L ' Current Valugs - Rate Escalation ~ Escalated

: (%) - Factor . Values
A, Acquxs:t:on including excess lands, damages to . : e T S
remainder(s) and Goodwil : o o B 00 s 50

. Utility Relocation (State Share) - L s S R o B 100 o0
. Relocation Assistance , 8050 100 ' T
Clearanice/Demalition: ' : ' : T 7.0 100 , SHEEH

. Title and Escrow Fees B : o ) S0 40 100 L s

‘ SHHE ' CPOTAL RBHT OF W AY?™ IEM S= , : o i S i

' . - {Escalated Value)

' Antlcvpated Dale of Right of Way Certtf cation? 0,'0}00

: (Date 1o wmch Value% are Escalated)

. Constructmn Contract Work
Brlef Descnptgon of Work

Right of Way Branch Cost Estimate for Work

*This dollar amount is to be inluded in the Roadway andior
Si,ri;c,tures fteis of Work; as appropriate. Do not ih;lude in
Right of Way ltems S

COMMENTS: :

Estimate Prepared by:  Shakila Hanif |  Prione:559-243:3811 10007111
- ' (Prmt or Type Name) T . e (Date) :

(If appropriate; attach addmonal pages and backup including Rxght of Way Data Sheet and Env;ronmental Mitzgatlon and Comp!sance Cost
Estimate Sheet): . . :
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% |PIDESTIMATE

Heviied - Angost 30,2011

RCVDBY: RWP CINEST:  9p6/01).
' . i ‘ - DUTEST: 10/7/2001

BRIDGE: ﬁteZﬁZ?iSQSmmﬁm : Lo B Mo ALD0508 g , ms’mzcr» . D6:
TYPL: , i f Lo RIE: 152
e i : L SRR €03 Mad
TEAr OK800K o G : e PMy 620 o
E LENGTH: 20767 WIDTH: . 4700 T ARWA {smfw 12580
DESIGNSECTION: cops , o ' ' '

#om‘rnucwmsmmomcx‘ 05 CRSTING L

PRECESBY , NG COSTINDEX: 297

R - R DATR:
GWG DATE: &fzmm‘_ '

CWWPE | UNIT | QUANIIIY | PRICE AMOUNT
G cY A b 813000 $4A0D00 |
cY 31 81000 1 34340.00
CY ! i S e
COLE
; 3
CUUEA
A
BA
e ¢
—&
oY
TR
1B
CLE
LF
R
i Y
m} iB
e

o T LF
O“CGREQOﬂcRETE e e b EE e
3  IDRILANDBOND = ' 24 B
55 [COLUMNCASING . ' i oo B - ORN ETTCT

TE150958
315008
818450
184,508
o siaon
83093 ¢

T ROUTING -
1, DES SECTION S
7. OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESION -NORTH
3 OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESIGN S CENTRAL
4. OFFICH OF BRIDBEDESIGR:- SOUTH
5 OFF,CEOFSR&DGEDES’JG\! WEST’ :
&, OFFICE OF BPRICGE DESIGN soumsm« CALIFORNIA.

‘ | i | TTEEG |
RUDGETBSTIMATEASOF W0 “msman|

COMMENTS:




IPID ESTIMATE

Rw;scd -« Agust 36, 2011

RCYDBY:  REWp I EST: 9126/2011
OUT EST: ~ 10/7/201]
3%3}{12“3(3%*' Séiié’;% i?wmciﬂrﬁepammn 0 AR Nor o ABL6R DISTRICT: 06
TVPE:  RCBox Single Coluinn Bant : . . RYEy 9
ous 06 . G0 PRE
Bar KS00K. L e o ‘ PM: 1960 v
, LENGTH: _ 665.00 WIDTH: 3000 . ARDA GB= 25,935
L DESIGN SECTION: 08 ,
E #OFSTRTJC’I‘URESIN PR{)JECT 05 . - ERT.ND. 1
PRICESBY: CLING S COST INDEX: 297
,FRKCES CHECZ{{ED BY: Lo : - DATE: -
Qﬁm’i‘i‘?m&m’» ) ‘ CRWs DAY 9122172011 , ~
’ CONTRACTITEMS' TTYPE 1 UM o 2 LCUPRICE | AMOUNT
e 1 §3,00000 | 88100000
P i e camie—
cY
1B - i 1
LB 4050 g -$10,125.00 | -
i | T L OSN0nn. | $a840000
ETYRE L 1B 3,630, $6.00 $21,780.00 F
: s 5 e B
LE s $600.00 | $27,000.00
LR 1214 $4000 | 8856000 |
36 ' LB 0,271 $6.00 $3@1 62600 |
gt YDZAPHRAGMBOLSTER CEA 1Y S ganhony %M,awoe
19
25
21
S
23
24
28
27
23
S 30 ERTI T
$887.401 |
, 355749
ROUTING 868,138
1. DES SECTION. BB81378
7. OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESION - NORTH , BRI SSL |
3, BFFICE OF BRIDGE DESIGN - CENTRAL 'BR!DGBTOTAL CO8T - : 3 _‘539:53,929 .
4. OSFICE OF BRIDGE DESION < SOUTH COSTPERS EDOT $36.78
'5, OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESIGN - WEST. BRIDGE REMOVAL (CONTINGENCIES INCL. 7
'S, OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESIGH SOUTHERN CAUIFORNIA WORK BY RAILROAD ORU'I‘ILFI”YI*:ORCES iind
, L GRAND TOTAL - 3933870
COMMENTS: SUDGET BSTIMATE AS OF a7 $954,000 |




[ X |PID BSTIMATE

Revised - August 30, 2611

BRIDOGE:

Maln Candl Bridge

RCYDRY:

RWP

BB N

420134

THPR

o006

Bas o - OKBOOX

DESIGN SECTION:

TENGTH:
o

2608

WIDTH:

4400

INEST:

96011

107772011

OUTBST:

DISTRICT:

06

33.00

'QO:

FRE

69.10

# OF STRUCTURES IN ?RO&}LC’Y ;

B8

ES’? WO

TARGA (SF)M, 3w

1

PRICESBY:

T CORT TNDER:

297

PRICES CHECKEﬁ BY ¢

DATE:

QUANTI’I’IES BY:

“owe

BATE:

912272011

CONTRACTTTONS

TYPE

PRICE

TAMOUNT

STRUCTURE E«X‘SAVATXON BRIDGE)-

o

QUANTITY |

$13000

$10,400/00°

g

5

514000 ‘

"$3,22000

00

$18,000.00

s

TUEIO0000

 $171,000,00

Tea

RS

S AT

$923160 00

Ae08

550000

e

zsa,s,i}ee.w e
5240000

40,00

MB00000]

B oL

ROUTING

I, BES SECTION :

2. QFFICEOF BRIDCGE DESIGHN ~NORTH

3, OFFICE OF BRIDGE m?sléN S OENTRAL
4 OEFICE OF BRIGOE DERIGN -SOUTE
5. OFFICEOF BRIDGE DRESION - WEST

“ISUBTOTAL

MGBILIZATION (@10%)

TIME RECATED OVERHEAD

343,373

952,951

211,603

B

$529,507 |

5 $741,310

$}33 Tt

BRIDGE REMOVAL (COINGBNC}ES INCL)

WORK BY RAH.ROAD OR UTILITY FORCBS

&, OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESIGN SGU"HERNCAUFORMA b L
: , 5741,310
S741,000 ;

CRANDTOTAL -
BUDGET ESTWATE AS OF

COMMENTS:

. 3{)??'112




SIS T

" COMMENTS:

[X 7 pIp BSTIMATE

“Revised - Aisgist 10, 2011

BEIX)GE« %w%‘mr%n&g&

- RCYDRBY:

RWP

BR. Mot

‘ 425007

FYPE:

£ G{i

EA OKB00K.

DESIGN SECTION:

EENGTE:,___ 248

WIDTH: __

43,00

INEST:

9/26/2011

-OUT EST:

DISERICT:

1077011

06

RIE:
e

A0

PV

32,20

AREA BT 1064

06

¥ OF STRUCTURES TN PROJECT -

05

EST.NO.

1

CPRICESBY
PBJCES CHECKED BY

Lioloolajenjun] i fuwito e

. UAT'«TI’I‘IE BY:

e

__COSTINDEX:

257

DATE;

GWG

AT

Sl

CONTRACT ITE\'IS

TIVEE

ORI

PRICE

TAmount |

[ QUANTEY

%

TR14000

9

“R150.00

Fl

5135000 |

720

850,00

T $36,000.00

CRA

ST

$3,000.00

gt

17700000

UUasoT

%50

SIOLBE |

. 592,160.00

T

U0

e

$300.00

US500.00

pof el

T

T mi000

CUERA60.00 k

pe et Ren)

SA0.00

TTSLAGDA0 |

o ZTREPLACEBEA iG?A}tas

=

13600000 |

$43,000.00.

ROULING

1.
4
PR
4,
5

: %

DES SEFT)ON
‘OFPICEOF BRIDGE DESiCN SHORTH
OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESIGN - CENTRAL

. GFFICE BF BRIDGE DESTON »SOUTH
. OFFICE OF PRIDGE DESIGN - WEST

OFFICEOF BRIDGE DESIGN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

SUBTOTAL

TR0

’I‘IME RELATED OVER}IBAD

smm ,

851458 |

TR

929813 |
804,347 |
.S’?S;ﬁ& ‘: :

3804841 |

: ,gUDG?'r ESTIMATE AS op

1o

" sEa000




]
i

EReHii

[ X PIDESTIMATE

Renfsed < Augit 33,2011

BRIDGT

Kings River Ew

ROVD BY:

WP

AZ0064

THEE:

s

6

GK&G{)K .

TA:

DESIGN SECTION:

CEENGTH:

i

ANEST:

912612011

107772011

OUT EST:

DISTRICT:

06

Rl

-~ 43.00

L
P

S KM

2350

AREA @

06

HOPSTRUCTURES T PROM,T

QUA\ITITIES BY:

L

- EST.NO.

PRICHSBY ¢

NG

COSTINDRX:

257

PRICES CHECKED BY : -

DATE:

WG

COWWS

T3

DA FE*__ :

_ Sanoii

PRICE

AMOUNT |

36"(311)}1 CONCRE’I‘E PILING

salonien sl

i

‘ i’: 5;‘9‘;.”

v FURNI&H PILING

960

§50.00

 $48.000.00

I EA

66

|

1$198,006.00

58000 -

B

T$127.600.00

TR

" SIAE 4000

: LF

i $00.00

15000

384

5,360.00

: 1“ CORECON RETE

T

$40.~0& ;

TS5 A0000 |

12

i KF?LACE BEABJN{; PADS

96,00000

$72,000.00

ROUTING

1. DES SECTION

2, OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESIGN - NORTE

3. OFFICE DE BRIDGE DESIGN - CERTRAL -
4, OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESION - SQUTH

5. OFFICE OF BRIDGE DESIGN - WEST -+

6. ORFICE OF BRIDGE DESIGN SOUTHERN CALIFORNIA

COMMENTS; :

i SUBTOTAL
{TIME. RELATED OVERHEAD

§6{}$ 2501

860,305 ;

S’M 061

51,035,348

?BUDGET FSTIMATE AS OF

Tori

S1,037,000°




October 18, 2011

Preliminary Environmental Analysis Report

}’m;eet Information

District 6 County Vauous Route Various  Post Mile Various BA 06:0K800K
Project ID#; T
onﬂ;ecth’de Fresm i&mvs and Mader‘; B zﬁgﬁs Beismic Rﬁsitmmn ‘ :
Project Manager: Suzie Holdridge Lol . Phone #: (559)243-3432
Design Manager:  ThanhNguyep ~  Phone#: (599)243-3813

- Design Engineer: _Amit Nithawan o ' ~ Phone# (559)243-3811
Environmental = Kelly:Hobbs - ) e Phone #:  (559) 455-5286
Manager: - - 4 R : ; , e
Environmental Planner: 'Mohammad Amini 7 Phone#: (559)455-5321

PSR Summaw Sta.temem

- The anticipated enwronmema! document for the proposed pro;ect is a Mitigated Ne gauvc Dcclaratlon/
Section 6004 Categorical Exclusion. This document level has been selected based on potential impacts to
Giant garter snake habitat which is anhclpﬂed to be mitigated below the threshold of significance as
- defined by CEQA. The California Department of Transportation would act as the lead agency in the -
preparation of a joint NEPA/CEQA (National Environmental Policy Act/California Environmental
- Quality Act) envir onmental document. Caltrans will serve as the NEPA lead agency under its assumpuon o

- of responsibility pursuant to 23 U.S. Code 327. The estimated time to obtain environmental approval is 12
months from ‘the start of enwronmerﬂa studtes Assummg a start date: for e1w1romnema1 studles of
muitzple envzronmemal studles and reports wxi} be requned fer this. pr OJGGt moludmg (but not hmited for
Initial Site Assessment, Namral Environmental Study, Blologlca Assessment and Section 7 consultation
withithe U, S Tish and Wlidhie Seivme (USEWS).

szect i)escmgtmn

The California Depar’[mcmt of Transportatxon (Caltr am) propose 10 seismically rotroﬁi five bridges
located in Fresno, Kings and Madera Counties to-conform to the latest seismic deSIgn standards.on State .
Routes 33, 41, 43 and 233. The bridges are: CCID Main Canal (42-0134), SR 41-99 Connector (42-
021 6F), Kmus River (45- 0007), Kings River (45 0064) and SR 233-152 (/onnectoz" {41~ 0059}3)

Purpose and Need

The purpose of this pm;ec’r is to seismically retrofit f.we bridges; CCID Main Canal (42-0134), SR 41-99
Connector (42-0216F), Kings River (45- -0007), Kings River (45- 0064) and SR 233-152. Connector (41-
0059E) on State Routes 33, 41,43, and 233 in Fresno, Kings and Madera Counties, Cai;fcrlaxa,

Deserintion of Work

FRE 33 PM 69.1. CCID Main Cana Bridge ( Bridge No: 41-0134)- Install pipe hinge seat extenders, add
5<foot diameter piles to the outside right and left of the existing br idge abu‘tmvnts( total of 4 pxles) *md
connect each CIDH pile to the: abufmcm‘; oufside to the existing abutment dlaf




October 18,201 1’

FRE 41 and FRE 99 Connector Separation Overcrossing (Br;dge No. 42-0216F)- Install pipe hmge seaf
extenders, steel casings around all the columns, and Catoher biouks at both abutments

KIN41 PM32.26 }\mgs River Bndga (Br;dga No. 45-007) Tnstall a slab brldae hinge retroﬁt add piles
to the ontside right and left of the existing bridge, connect each pxie to ihe abuiment and bem capsat -
abutment A and bents 2,4,6,8, and 10 (iotal of 12 piles).

KIN 43-PM 26.76 Kings River Bridge {Bndge No. 45 -0064)- Install a slab bridge hinge retrofit, add piie‘i .
to the outside right and left of the existing brid ge, ¢ connect each pxle 10 the bent caps at Bent 3,5.7.9,20,
23, 14, and 16 (total 16 piles) :

MAD 233 and MAD 152 bcpamtxon {Bridge 41 003913) Install siee casing around all colurnns to 2
depth of 18 feet. ,

Alterpatives

There are two alternatives bemg considered for th15 project. Alternative 1 is proposed to mitigate seismic '
deficiencies. Alternative 2 is the “No-Build Alternative.”
Funding

[XState Eﬂﬁedeml

This project is included in the 2014 State nghway Opex ation and Protection Program (SHOPP) and
under the 201.113 Bridge Seismic Restotation Program. A Project Scope Summary Report is needed to
make the project a oandldate for SHOPP funding. :

Anticigated Environmental Approval

CEQA i "NEPA
DCaiegarami Excmptmnfsmmmry leempﬂon , 'Laiegﬂmc&i Exclusion (.6604ID6005)
.Neg‘ltwe Deelamtnonmmgdted ND(. Apgendzx ) .E:]Fmdmg of Mo Sﬁgmficant Empact

Uanmnmexr{ai Im’pa@t Report i DEnvironmemtai Impact Statement

Anticipated Environmental Schedule

Total Time for,Eﬁvironmental Approval 12 months
StariDate | October 15,2012

| Begin Environmental o October 15,2012
Draft Environmental Document | May 30,2013
Final ‘Environmeﬂtal Document . October 25,2013
PAGED* | | Ootober 30, 2013

*PA&ED is genei alix 7 month foilowmg the FED dﬁe
Assumm;ons and Risks -~

Assumptions:
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#  Contractor would conduct bridge survey and &rzal deposited lead survey if new pilﬁa are to be
drilled for bridges.

»  No cultural resources or paleomologmai resources wouid be cncountered

* No ngbt—af«way acquisition is antlcxpamd

©  There would be no changes to cost, scope, and schedule.

e An Oppoﬂumiy for Public Hearing would be requ:red

“Risk Prdbabiii
5 ; %
T 40-59%
3 20-39% -
2 10-19%
1 L 126%

Risks on project scope, cost, and/or schedule:

Time 1 Iosignificant™” Deiivery Plan = 0 L y Delivery Plan | Delivery Plan:

- ‘ 1 Schedule Milestone Delay milestone delay | milestone dﬁiay niilestone delay
s Slippage within quarter of one quarter | of morethan T | outside fiscal

oo Cost 4 Insignificant <5% Cost $175:10% Cost ' 110~20%_Cost; G1>20% Cost

z‘ i CostIncrease Increase - lacrease . Ingrease ‘Increase

i Scope | Scopedeoreaseis | Changesin | Changesin | Sponsordoes | Scope does nof
ey 1-barely noticeable | project limits:or: | project:limits or 1 not agres that meel purpose

, o features with features with 5= Scope meets and need

o <5% Cost L110% Cost the purpose and :

increase Iner eaqe 1 need

Penem‘age of cost increase is caicu!az‘ed based On increase of the component, not toml cost of fhe
project,

# If Caltrans is not able to obtain a *“Not I;keiy to adversely affect” on GGS and On SIKF from
USFWS, it would add to a 6-8 month delay to the project schedule and additional project cost.
: Probab;ht‘, of occurrence is 3, the 1mpact to the schedule wounld be hxgh-and the impact to cost
would be moderatc :

Mitigation
Mitigation for potcntial hazardous waste contamination involves remediation of Asbestos Containing
Material (ACM) in bridge struciures, lead based paint systems, and Aerially Deposit Lead (ADL)
Biclogical mitigation for Giant Garter Snake and avoidance measures for swallow and bat exclusion
would be required. Further studies may reveal the need for additional mitigation, which would be added
to the cost of the project and included in an updated Mitigation Cost Compliance Estimate Form.

Fafd




Right of Way Cag}ita} 0503

October 18, 2011

e "Cahfomla Depaximeni of Fish and Game document review fee: $2,044 (2011 dollars). ,
»  Regional Water Quality Control Board Permit 401 would cost $5,000, (depends oun acres of

impact of dredge and fill into the waterways)

e The prehmmary esumated cost for mitigation for the Giant: Garter snake would be $45 000 per

acre.

B umsdmiionai wmerway perm:t 1602 would

d cost $840.25.

v Please nc’co cost may vary dvpfondmg on acreage evaluated from biological studxes

Censi:ructg on »Caggﬂai ﬁng

o Swallow exclusion would cost approxxmaic v $50, 000 for al i five bridges.

e Batexclusion $50 000 for all five Br;does

Disclaimer

This report is not an environmental document. Preliminary analysis, determinations, and estimates of
mitigation costs are based on the project description provided in this report. The estimates and
conclusions provided are approximate and are based on cursory analysis of probable effects. This report is
to provide a preliminary level of environmental analysis to supplement the Project Initiation Document.
delﬁ}ffﬁs in projest scope, alternatives, or environmental laws will require a reevaluation of this report.

Revxevs and Angroval

I conﬁrm that envir onmentai cost; scope, and schedu}e have been satisfactorily completed and that the
PEAR meets all Caltrans requirements, Also, if the project is scoped as a routine EA, complex EA or
EIS, I verify that the HQ DEA. Coordmdtor has concurred in the Class of Action.

Approved by:

e

B ;w zz{fcm muﬁ Al ahager

el

i '3 Office Chieft_
W ey
Prq] ect Mana ger

Date: _ /D 2 25:;{/

Date: f;.f;//%?&}- ! f f

&/2?“/({

Date:

4 nfk
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Environmental Technical Reports or Studies Reﬁwired'

Reguired-reguires analysis inchuding o field sur vey.), database searches, report; or memo to file and brief explanation in the
environmental doctiment.

Not Required=Issue is not applicabls 1o the pr opmeri pz O_]eC! '

Possible Critical Path-Mjor issue that has the potential to drive the schedule and dmrm'm’ the iengm of time to reach PA&ED
(can be more thari one major issie).

Reguired ' Clearange - Mot o Possible
Memo. Required Critiaal
Received CoPath
Bmleg\ : !
Endangered Species (Federal) X [
Endangered Spscies (State) 1 M
Species of Concern (CNPS, USFS; BLM, S, ) X O
Wetland Delineation - X N
* . Natural Environment Study X ]
“Riological A%sesgmem (USFWS, NM%‘: State) X o
Cult rai Resources ' 0
ASR
HRER |
HPSR/HRCR n
Screening Memo X Ll
SHPO Concurrence =
Native American Coordination X
-Finding of Effect Document
Treatment Plan:& MOA X
Hazardous Waste i "
ISA X
P8I =
ADL
Editing ssp/nssp -
Air Quality Analysis X
“Hot Spot Analysis :
"MSAT
MNolse Study X
Water Quality ?Zi

Community Impact Assessment
Environmental Tustice:
Growth Related Tmpacts-

Cumulative Empacts

Farmland.

Visnal Resourees
Soenic Resouree Evaluation
Visual Iropact Assessment

Floodplain Evaluation

Paleontology

- Bection 4(f) Evaluation

Wild and Scenic Rner Consastf:ncy

Geology

Topology

Soils

Greenhouse Emissions

o o e < 1

REERRERRER HXRN HERER
11 O Y i S

Suf8




 Permits Anticipated for Construction

October2, 2011

Reguired | Mot Required |
401 Permlt Coozdmanon (dlscharce into navigable W’ltei @) ba : Ko
404 Permit Coordmatlon (dxschal ge into waters of the US mcludmg wet ands) B B

X - Nationwide

CT- Todividual

1660 Permit (Bueambed Alteration).

1 City/County Coastal Permit Coordination

+ State Coastal Permit Coordination

NPDES Coordination

U8 Coast Guard (Sestion 10)

‘ Sia ¢ 2081 Permxt (State only mudentdl take of threatened or endangued 5pecnes)‘

HJoroox

OXOX RO
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Discussion of Technical Review

Biology

Botanical surveys and studies for the Giant garter snake would be required. Special Provisions for
migratory birds, swallows, and bats, and Environmentally Sensitive Area would be necessary. Swallow
and bat exclusion would be necessary. A wetland study within the project limits would be required. A
Natural Environmental Study and BA would need to be oompleted for an informal Section 7

Consultation. Mlttgatlon will be rcquu ed for 1mpacts to h’lbztat of the Gmm Gartar Snake and San ] oaqum': &
Kit Fox :

Cultural Resous ()

The subject. br 1dgea are listed in the Cahforma sttonc Brxdge Inventory as Category 5 (Ineligible for the
National Register.) A search of relevant sources found that no cultural resources were in the project areas.
- Based on the project type and proposed construction activities the bridges were evaluated in accordance
with the Caltrans Seismic Retrofit Programmatic Agreement, A Seismic Retrofit Historic Property Survey
- Report has been prepared documammg a determination of "No cultural resources present”. No further

cultural studies are required unless proj ec:t bcope changes to mclude activities not consider sd in projsot
initiation documentq ,

Hdzarc ous Wa&te

DRI e

The potential to encounter any hazardous waste or materials is considered minimal and no biudles will be
requ;rbd Ac mrancc Memo was rcwwed on October 12, 2011

Air Quali‘t&-’ Analvsis
No further analysis is needed per air quality memo dated October, 11 2011.

Noise Study

No further auaiysm is required per noise memo dated October 11, 2011.

Water ¢ zugl;gg

Tim project has the potential to contaminate the surrounding watex If adequate precaution is taken during

construction, the impact will be less than. 51gmﬁcant No tfurthex aﬂab/sis is needed per water qua 1ty
memo dated October 1} 2011, :

Cominunity Immct Assessment

No 1mpac‘m 1o the commumty dnmlpated No s*i;udv is needed.

Cumulative Immasts
There are no cumulative impacts anticipated. No study 15 needed
Farmland

No farmiland impacts anticipated. No smdv is needed

Tuf B
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Visual Resources

The proposed broject would not impact visual resources. No study is needed.

Paleontology

Based on the provided pr oject description no 1mpact9 to paitzontoioglcal IESOUTees are amlcapawd dﬂd no.
further studies are necassary o

Section 4(f) Evaluation

There would be no 4(f) impacts anticipated. No study is needed.

Gemogy

.....

thc vi cmzty of the pm]ect area. No study is needed

Togoiog ,

The proposed project would not smpac’r the exzstmg condztmns with respect to topology in the
vicinity of the project area. No s‘rudv is needed.

Soils

* The proposed project would not alter the existing conditions with respect to soils in the vicinity
of the project area. The project would address existing seismic deficiencies. No study is needed
Greenhouse Emissions

The project is ﬁot considered to be a major project” for the consumption of energy during
construction. 1t is expc—;cuzd to have me 1o potontaai for climate change impacts. No study is nccacd

Permxte

e 401,404, 160] Coordiﬁatioﬁ and NPDES permiis are required.

List of Preparers

Hazardous Waste by Clem Goewert , SRR 107122011
Biological by Primavera Parker L o 10721201
Cultural by John whitehouse e ' 1 10/12/2011

| Air quality by Abdul Rahim Chafi , - . 10/1172011
Noise by Abdul Rahim Chafi L CIOMA200

| Water guality by Abdul Rahim Chafi R ‘ 1071172011
Paleontology by Juergen Vespermann e : 110/12/2011
Preliminary brwuonme 1ta1 Anaiys,ls Report by MO 1ammad , 11071272011

& ()ff‘?




State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency

Memorandum
o AMIT NIJHAWAN Date: 10/18/2011
File: CD 06 EA 0KB0OK AlE revl
Attn ey i ;
Co IFRE RTE 41
DESCRIFTION:
- SEISMIC RESTORATION

From: Departnent of Transportation
Division of Right of Way Central Region

Subject: RIGHT OF WAY DATA SHEET

We have completed an estimaté of the right of way ccsts for the
above~-referenced project based on the Right of Way Data Sheet
Request Form dated 10/12/2011 :

The followimg'aﬁgumgtimns gnd‘iimitinm ponditions were ddentified:

Appraiéal

Utility

According to the Right of Way Data Sheet Request Form from Amit Wiihawan, Project
Engineer, there is a utility conflict on BR 42-0134. The high pressure gas line was
discovered upon field review of the project by Design on 9/27/1%. Potholing is not
being requested and a utility permit search was mnot completed at the time of the ,
reguest.. Tt is alsc agsumed thig 1is coaventional highway and the gas company has a
permit so if there are any costs; the gas company is liable.’ If Design determines
there is & physical conflict, there will be an 8 month lead time in order to-relocate
the line. ' :

Right of Way Lead Time will require a minimum of 1 months after we receive Certified
Appraisal Maps and/or Utility Conflict Plans, obtained necessary envirommental
clearance and applicable freeway agreements have been approved.

N A

LWM ,.;-%f,iwmﬁ

NICEOLAS G DUMAS gi _
Assistant Region Divisid Chief, Right of Way
(5581 445~6195

Page 1 0f3
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EA 06-0KBOOK

COIRTEMM-PM (Ris 1 and Rte 2): FREMAR2LS- & I~
ALT: revi i

RequestDate:  10M2/2011
Revised Date: “10M8/2011

Right Of Way Cost Estimate Current Year | Contingency Rate |  Right of Way Escalated Year
i 2012 e , Escalation Rate 2017
Acquisition: $0 5% 5% 30
Mitigation: $0 1 25% . 5% $o'
| State Share of Utilities: o 30 25% 8% $0
Expart Withess: , 80 26% 5% $0
Relocation Assistance: o g 50 25% ; 5% [ 4, 0
Demolition and Clearance: -~ ' ‘ 50 | o 25% " 5% g
Tithe and Escrow: 30 k 25% 5% 50
Ad Signs: $0 5% | 8% , $0
Total Current Value: v $0 ' ‘ )
If RW Cost Est fields are blank; Costs = §0
Estimated Genstruction Gontract Work {COW): RIW LEAD TIMEMo. 1
Cost Break Dav;'n‘ e BR Eﬂvciwmgm
Pot Hole | ‘Rallroad Facilties or Right-of Way
: Affected?
Mitigation . : e “
Land : ) Const/Maint Agreement:.
Bank Senvice Gontract:
Permit Fee e
: Right of Entry:
; Parcel:Data Clauses:
#of Parcel Typa X : e
R ” Estimated Lead-time
# of Parcel Type A S ,
less than $1D,000 non-complex o Utilities
# of Parcel Type B: Ud-T: , :
rore thai $15,000 non-complex ‘Owner Experse
PO U4-2: ,
# of Pareel Type-C: N .
complex, special valuation State Expense, Conventional no Fed Aid
: : Us-3:
: E d:
#ol Parcei Type D: ) # of Duals Neede : Siate Expense, Freeway mo-Fed Ald
most coreplex and fime consuming : ’ ; € o
. : ' : ' " W4
- Tofalst 40 Totais: 0 Stale Expense, bolhvith Fed Ald
# of Bxoess Parcels: us7- - S
: . o Uity verification, no relotationfpotholing
, Misc RIW Work : : :
R O o k U5-8:
# of RAP Displacements: o Utility verification, w/ some relocation/potholing
# of Clearance/Damos: L5-9: G o
: s ity verifications; jon/potholing required.
# of Const Permits: Utiiity vetifications, relocation/potho mg reguired.
# of Condemnations:

Page20f3




EA: 06-DKBOOK ALT: revi

Parcel Area

Total RIW Raquyired:

Total Excess Area:

Generlal Deseription of RIW and ?xcegs Lancis Reqmred {zcnmg, use, ma;or mpmvemenis critical or sensitive
parcels, ste.):

General Description of Utility Invoilvement:

Thlds prgject proposes.to mitigate sejsmic deﬂcnenc:es at six bridges:in Fresno Kangs and Madera Countses on State Routes 33, 41 198, 43
and 23

lathers a significant effect on assessed va‘luaﬁon‘ Mo ’
Were any prewously unldentlﬁed sites with hazardous waste or: ma:enal found: b No
Ae RAP displacements required: -~ wi:;ow% ‘ :
#of single §amily: o # of muliti-family: rj # of businesvs’lhonproﬁt: _’_g # of farms: [:l
Sufficient replacement housing wil ,be available without last résonr housing: [ 1
Are material borrow or disposal sites raqu%réd: : WWN" 3
Are there po%eniial re‘linqﬁshmeh’ts or abandonmeriﬁst 4 G g:mNo i
Are thére any-existing or polential airs;éaée sites: No
Are-environmental miiig’éﬁon payceis required: g ‘ "“';qo””ié
Data for evaluation provided by T
Estimator ‘
Rallrsad Lisison Agent:
Utiltly Relacation Coordinator: Stephame Rendon- Fuentes 1011472011

I have personally reviewed this R}ghf of Way Shestand all suppon‘mg mformatzon i find this Daz‘a Sheet
‘complete and current, subjeai to the Jimiling cor*dn‘zons setforth,

@&%ﬁm&, /ikf” iﬁ}’@ﬁ

Date NICHOLAS G DUMAS |
ENTERED PMCS 1071812011 Assistant Region Division Chief, nght of Way
8Y: HYANG
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Department of Transportation
District 6

, SéiSmicRestomfiou
PROJECT NUMBER: 0K80CK
Septernber 19, 2011

Prepared For; THANH NGUYEN, Design Senior
' Office of Design I, Branch M.

" ProparedBy:  FLORENCIA ALLENGER

Concurred By: , Approved By:

This Transportation Mmagement Plan (IMP) data sheet is prepared in response to a request
from Office of Design I, Branch M dated Septernber 15, 2011. o

Attached is the TMP Data Sheet for the above referenced project. Per Deputy Directive 60,
TMP must be considered at the early stage of all projects and activities performed on the
State Highway System. he following items shall be included jn the project initiation
document (PID): ’ ' ' el B

1) The TMP Data Sheet shall be attached o the project initiation documment (PID).

2) Any‘ costs associated with the traffic impact mitigation measures listed in the TMP Data
~ Sheet shall be included in the PID estimate. '

3) The following statements shall be inchuded in the body of the PID:
“Preﬁnﬁnary traffic inpacts and mitigation for this project have been outlined in the
attached Transportation Management Plan Data Sheet (TMP Data Sheet). Costs
 associated with the traffic impact mitigation measures listed in the TMP Data Sheet have
been included in this documents sstimate.” :

ATTACHMENT F




THMP Date Sheet Praject No. 0KS00K C{y/RtefPM Fre,KinMad Var-PM Var
Design Senior:  Thanh Nguyen , Oﬁice of Design I, Branch M '
Duate: ,Sep*ember 18,2011 Poge2 of 2

“A T\/ﬂ? for this project is required and should be requested when the design is complete
‘enough to determine specific traffic fmpacts, but yst early ﬁnough to make des;gu
chdnge:s/addmons requncd for traffic mitigation.”

“_ane closure charts and detaﬂed TMP will be prowded dunng PS &E stage
“Daytime work outside peak hcmrs is anumpated for this pxogec’t Alternate one-way |

(reversing) traffic control wﬂl be anlememed in routeg with two~lan€ cenvenmonal
highway eegments :

If you have any questions, please contact me at 559-445-6169.

Attachments:
— -+ TMP Data Sheet




DISTRICT 6 - TRANSPORTATION MANAGEMENT PLAN

DATA SHEET
{ T MP Elements amf Costs)
COIRTEIPM FRE, KON, MAD | VAR | i | VA | FRorno. | okene
PROJECT NAME Saismlc Rustorauon D i
’ PROJECT Lt }nPresho, Kings’anﬂ MadgraCgun"cfiestat-various locations
PROJECT DESCRIPTION Mitigate seismic deficiencios at six bridges ©

A) . The project includes the fa!lawzng
| Check ali that applicable type of facility clasures )

B :nghway or Fresway Lanes:

- 5 reeway Off-ramps
: EE . “Highway or Freeway Sboulders

reeway On-ramps

R 1 I Freeway Connecmrs : Local Streets
B} Arje there any constmciwn stmiegzes that can restore exxsng number of laneﬁ
Lol Ne [] Yes (Check all applicable strazegws § I

- Tam?omfy Roadway Widening
Stvomrs lnvolvement?
Lane Restriping (Temporaty narrow lane wxdths)
Roadway Realignment (Detour ¢ around work area)
Median and/or Right Shoulder Utilization
Use of HOV lane as Temporary | Wixed Flow Lane
Stagmg Alternatives (Expiam Below)

N6 {If yes; notify Project Manager)

Cy Caloulated Delay o
(To be performed if construction strategies in e B do pot mitigate congestion resulting from ftem A
oron all pro;ects along Tnterstate 5 and Route 99) ' '

1. Eshmt&d Maximum Indwzdual delay ,
2. Existing or Asceptable Individual Vehicle Delay - ; S
3. Estimated Individual Vehicle Delay Requiring Mitigation - - L - minmes
4, Eaumat& Delay Cost (Most Applicable) , D

13 Bxtended Weekend Closure

L1 Weeldy (7 days) E , S =
8, Esnmatad Duration of Project Related Dela.ys : . T rof Days
6 Costof Construction Related delays : o 1

TMP Estimates based on X-Number of Working Days -
Tequiring LaneiShoulderiRamp/Freeway/Iﬁghway Closures: 60 Working Days




TMP DATASHEET

PAGE20F 2
Dates September 19, 2011 4
Desien Senior: Thank Ngwyen Cnty/Rter — FRE, KIN, MAD VAR
Branch: 0 Offive of Designs £ PM= VAR
‘ ‘ v Profect No: OKBU0K
D) Preliminary TMP Elements und cost: (Identify all elements and estimated costs that will be used to

mitigate congestion resulting from the proposed construction activities.)

Brochures & Mailers
Press Release/Media Alerts
_Paid Advertisements - i
“Public Information Center/Kiosks
Telephone Hotline :
Planned Lane Closure Website
~ Project Website .
. Pubic Meetings
- Fretgnt Travel Information

Motorist Information Strategies
Traffic Radio Announcements
S Pixed CMS :

- Portable CMS BEES 128650

- Ground Mounted Signs (Detour)
Dynamic Speed Message Sign.
Hipghway Advisory Radio.

CT Hwy Infom: Network (CHIN)

o

EUONCEOE > DOOROOCE0 -

- Incident Mapagement

- “Transportation Management Center
Traffic Management Teapn (TMT).

- Tntelligent Transportation Systems
Traff, Surveilianice (Loop & CCLV) -
Helicopier Burveillance .
Tow/Freewny
COZETP BEES 066062

<

~ COroCs

| Flements Identified on Hem B)
Lane Requitement Chart -
SConstructon Staging

- Traffic Handling Plans

*Full Facility Closies

“Lotel Road Closures

.~ Lane Modifications

 One-Way Reversing Operation

caamaln

' Public Information - Bees # 066063 .

“Temporary Motorist Information Signs

Construction Sirategies dn Aﬂdition fo

4. Construction Strategies (In Addition te
. Blements Identified on Item B)
[0 Two-way TrafficOnOne8ide £
" Reversible Lanes : -
|} ‘Ramp/Connector Closure
; ‘3 Night Werk , .

Soib s Extended Weekend Work
Ped/Bicycle Access Tniprovements
Waintain Business Access
+BBidding
frnovative Const. Technigues
Coordination wlAd). Const, Site
‘Speed LimitReduction

Traffic Screens

Demand Mansagement

OV Lans/Ranps

ariable Work Howrs

Tewcommuing ,
ruckfteavy Vebicle Rostdetions

eshare Promotions e

amp Metering

‘ransit Incentives

e Services

desharing/Carpooling Trcentives.

ark & Ride Promotion

- _Alfernative Route Strategies

| Off-site Detours/Use of Alt. Rtes
ignal Timing/Coord. Improvements
Temporary Traffic Signals
{Bignal Retiming -
Steeet/lotersection Inaprovemenls
Tum Restrictions '
Parking Resuletions

Other Considerations ;
“Aeplication of Mow Technclogies
Cither ' ,

1. Current dollar values used. Inflation was not factored into the estimate.
2. There fré fio noise resttictions 7 moratofiuzms for night work. g ‘

3, Traffic Control/Mainain Traffic costs was not provided. Plesse consult with the OE or constraction office: for this estimate,

4. Portable CMS specified for this project by this estinete i designed for congestion yelief 4s outlingd by DI-60. Portable CMS3
:equized for other parposes should beinclnded under other specifications. - : :

5, COZEEP specified for this project by this estimate 18 designated for congestion relief 45 cuttined by DD-60.
COZEEP required for other purposes should be inclnded under other specifications. . N

%. The TMP is a living docuroent that is subject to change if marerial changes take place in the final version of the project phase or
if chaniges are required during constrietion torespond to excessive levelsof congestion. .

PREDARED BY: — T y , B
Floeneia Allenges OFFICE OF TRAFFIC MANAGEMENT Septesber 19,2011




Project Risk

Profact Name: Sesnils Rebtoration Various : ) ] Préj cliﬁanaggr: ) . Suezly QQ%M@ : fiate Created: Last Updated:

DIST-EA ©  08-0K800

Co e P VARVARVAR Tetephone: ez

{550y RaRAR

 Date Risk
TS

thiwatf
Jopsesiity

D Lategoiy

. Risk Diseription Rogt Savges

HEM

Stwtus Dabe dpd Review
CUANRNEE.

Pros & Cons

Peimery Objective | { | Oymraii Risk Reding. : B N Stratagy Respones Actions w/ o

Kesin Redoie

559 243-3510 e o 270 CONSTRUCTION
A ol ot don Rkt L ENGINEERING AND

i " ERERAL CONTRATY
eoskate optiana ADMINISTRATION

Possivle design impacts | Snourwersens bafore project
e aLoly delivered

GQUALITY

Kevin Relsz

{550y 2433390 Anetgza WD schedila 270 CONSTRUCTION

Uraie f GGA date fork Tt comiplite by SCA prir e delivany o peojens ENGINEERING AND
2 05-0KB03-0% CON 102 o aes datss and maet with sarbaci: GENERAL CONTRACT.
. 0. distoss work schadils ADMINISTRATION

. Kenghouss

; 165 PERFORM
BED) 4458286 it FHMRDIMENTAL
sy Spacies found of ergangsted Hitigate asedrdingly for STUDIES AND
L schathile as needed PREPARE DRAFT
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‘Short Form - Storm Water Data Report

Dist-County-Route: O8-FRE, K;&,MAQ VAR
Post Mile Lsmits VAR .

Project Type: w@g,;smlc Retrofit
- Project ID {or EA); 0612000110 fOKSOOK)
Program Identification: 201,143 (HA21)

Phase: 5 PID
7 PAED
M PS&E
Regional Water Quality Control Board(s): G trgi Va ey gg&gn gs:%
1. Isthe project required to consider incorporating Treatment BMPs? Yes [ No
2. Does the prOJeci disturb b or more acres of soii? ' Yes I No
3. Does the project disturb more than 1. acre of soil and not qualn‘y for
the Rainfall Erosivity Wai ver? ~ Yes [7] No
Does the project potentially create permanen‘c water quai;ty
A, impacts? Yes 3 No
5. Does the project require a not:flcatson of ADL reuse Yes tj} No

If the answer fo any of the p{ecedmg guestions is "Yes” prepare a Long Form -~ Storm Water Data Report.

Estimate Construction Start Datet June. 14,2045 o Construction Cample‘tlon Date June i 2016
Separata Dewatering Permit (if yes, permit number) fgs Permit #. S ' ,No
Erosivity Waiver \SS Date: . » .. No ¥

This Short Form — Storm Water Daia Report has been prepar@d under the direction. of the following
Licensed Person. The: Licensed Person aftests to:the technical mformatmn contained herein and the data
upon: which recommendations, conclusions, and decisions are based. meesssanai Engmear or

Landscape Architect stamp required at PS&E.
T\E x@;f},ééwif

%ﬁ Nyhawan Res zsiersf:i Project Engineer | Date
| have revigwed(y e stormwater quality design ;ssues aﬁd find this
report to he compiete current and accurate:

oo D\ wli o

[3tamp Required for PS&E only) Maf:ssa Nishikawa, District/Regional SW Coordinator ' Date

Caltrans Storm Water Quality Handbooks
Project Planning and Design Guide
July 20610




EA 06-0K800K |
Date: 09/28/11
Time: 9:30AM ~ 3;:00PM
Location: Project Site
Fre, Kin, Mad-Var-Var |

PE: Amit Nijhawan
DM: Thanh Nguyen
PM | Suzie Hoidndge

,ﬁ%&g‘gw | 1d Revies tix

DEPT. |  PHONE | _EMAIL
| Thanh Nguyen | CT -Design | 559-243-3813 ’Ihanh nguyen@dot ca. gov
Amit Nijhawan | CT-Design |559-243-3811 | Amit nijhawan@dot.ca.gov

| Shelila Hanif (3 v I}CT —»De&gn ':3'5':59"24343811‘ « t‘Shakﬂahamedot e
| Mgak’e{% \!cmm '

NAME

j » 1, ,,,,,

f?pfz n | S81- L93-3R1] | fveraom :}@ﬁﬁéﬁ* L Lol
| 1—%‘5*6’13@7 |t dinvidd ﬁ/ |

m 1233483 (S

S

ATTACHMENT | -

e jg’ﬁ 27 848 Qaﬁgwé’é’;’!%»«fﬁ*?ﬁi %ﬁﬁ?ﬂﬁa”f,f@'



