ESTIMATED TIMED AGENDA

CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
http://www.catc.ca.gov

April 25-26, 2012
Irvine, California

Wedn April 25. 2012

9:30 a.m Commissioners’ Tour
Irvine City Hall
1 Civic Center Plaza
Irvine, CA

1:00 p.m. Commission Meeting
Irvine City Hall
1 Civic Center Plaza
City Council Chambers
Irvine, CA

5:30 p.m. Reception
Hosted by: Orange County Business Council's OCMoves, Mobility 21,
Women'’s Transportation Seminar — Orange County, and Orange County
Transportation Authority
Please RSVP to: http://ctcOrangeCounty.eventbrite.com
Irvine City Hall Lobby
1 Civic Center Plaza

Irvine, CA
Thursday. April 26, 2012
9:00 a.m. Commission Meeting
Irvine City Hall

1 Civic Center Plaza
City Council Chambers
Irvine, CA

NOTICE: Times identified on the following agenda are estimates only. The Commission has the discretion to take up agenda items out
of sequence and on either day of the two-day Commission meeting, except for those agenda items bearing the notation “TIMED ITEM.”
TIMED ITEMS may not be heard prior to the Time scheduled but may be heard at, or anytime after, the Time scheduled. The Commis-
sion may adjourn earlier than estimated on either day.

A copy of this meeting notice and agenda will be posted 10 days prior to the meeting and related book items will be posted 5 days prior to the meet-
ing on the California Transportation Commission Website: www.catc.ca.gov

Questions or inquiries about this meeting may be directed to the Commission staff at (916) 654-4245, 1120 N Street (MS-52), Sacramento, CA
95814. If any special accommodations are needed for persons with disabilities, please contact Sarah Skallet at (916) 654-4245. Requests for spe-
cial accommodations should be made as soon as possible but at least five days prior to the scheduled meeting.

Persons attending the meeting who wish to address the California Transportation Commission on a subject to be considered at this meeting are
asked to complete a Speaker Request Card and give it to the Executive Assistant prior to the discussion of the item. If you would like to present
handouts/written material to the California Transportation Commission at the meeting, please provide a minimum of 25 copies labeled with the
agenda item number.

NEXT REGULARLY SCHEDULED CTC MEETING (Subject to Change):
CTC Meeting — May 23-24, 2012 in Sacramento, CA



http://www.catc.ca.gov/

CTC MEETING ESTIMATED TIMED AGENDA April 25-26, 2012

Tab #/
Time

Iltem Description Ref. # Presenter Status*

* “A" denotes an “Action” item; “I" denotes an “Information” item; “B” denotes a Business, Transportation and Housing
(BTH) Agency item; “C” denotes a “Commission” item; “D” denotes a “Department” item; and “R” denotes a Regional
Agency item.

FREQUENTLY USED TERMS: California Transportation Commission (Commission or CTC), California Department of
Transportation (Department or Caltrans), Regional Improvement Program (RIP), Interregional Improvement Program (lIP),
State Transportation Improvement Program (STIP), State Highway Operation and Protection Program (SHOPP), Traffic
Congestion Relief Program (TCRP), Public Transportation Account (PTA), Clean Air and Transportation Improvement Act
of 1990 (Proposition 116), High Speed Passenger Train Bond Program (Proposition 1A), Highway Safety, Traffic Reduc-
tion, Air Quality, and Port Security Bond Act of 2006 (Proposition 1B), Corridor Mobility Improvement Account (CMIA),
State Route 99 Bond Program (RTE or SR 99), Local Bridge Seismic Retrofit Account (LBSRA), Trade Corridors Im-
provement Fund (TCIF), Highway-Railroad Crossing Safety Account (HRCSA), State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP),
Traffic Light Synchronization Program (TLSP), Letter of No Prejudice (LONP), Environmental Phase (PA&ED), Design
Phase (PS&E), Right of Way (R/W), Fiscal Year (FY)

Wedn April 25. 2012

1:00 p.m. Commission Meeting
Irvine City Hall
1 Civic Center Plaza
City Council Chambers

Irvine, CA
1:00 pm | GENERAL BUSINESS
1 Roll Call |11 | Joseph Tavaglione [I [C
Resolutions of Necessity
2 Resolution of Necessity — Appearance 2.4a.(4) | Stephen Maller A D
-- Capricorn Realty, Inc., a California Corporation, et al. Mike Miles
8 Ayes El Pollo Loco, Inc. (Lessee)
07-LA-5-PM 3.6
Resolution C-20781
3 Resolution of Necessity — Appearance 2.4a.(5) | Stephen Maller A D
--Chevron U.S.A. Inc., a Pennsylvania Corporation Cindy Quon
8 Ayes | 12-Ora-5/74-PM 9.7/0.1
Resolution C-20799
4 Resolution of Necessity — Appearance 2.4a.(6) | Stephen Maller A D
--Chevron U.S.A. Inc., a Pennsylvania Corporation Cindy Quon
8 Ayes | 12-Ora-5/74-PM 9.7/0.0
Resolution C-20801
5 Resolution of Necessity — Appearance 2.4a.(1) | Stephen Maller A D
--Norwalk United Methodist Church Mike Miles
8 Ayes | 07-LA-5-PM 4.4
Resolution C-20817
6 Resolution of Necessity — Appearance 2.4a.3) | Stephen Maller A D
--Gregory S. Jones, Trustee of the Gregory S. Jones Mike Miles
8 Ayes | Revocable Trust, dated October 11, 2001
07-LA-5-PM 3.6
Resolution C-20816
7 Resolution of Necessity — Appearance 2.4a.(2) | Stephen Maller A D
--Northridge Properties, LLC, a California limited liability Mike Miles
8 Ayes | company
07-LA-5-PM 29.4
Resolution C-20815
General Business
8 Approval of Minutes for March 28-29, 2012 12 | Joseph Tavaglione |A [ C
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CTC MEETING ESTIMATED TIMED AGENDA April 25-26, 2012
M Item Description Ref. # | Presenter Status*
Time S
9 Executive Director’s Report 13 Bimla Rhinehart A C
10 Commission Reports 1.4 Joseph Tavaglione | A C
11 Commissioners’ Meetings for Compensation 15 Joseph Tavaglione | A C
12 Welcome to the Region 112 Paul Glaab I R
BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION & HOUSING AGENCY REPORT
13 Report by Agency Secretary and/or Deputy Secretary | 16 | Brian Kelly 1 |B
CALTRANS REPORT
14 Report by Caltrans’ Director and/or Deputy Director | 17 | Malcolm Dougherty [I [ D
LOCAL REPORTS
15 Report by Regional Agencies Moderator 18 Jose Nuncio I R
16 Report by Rural Counties Task Force Chair 19 Lisa Davey-Bates I R
17 Report by Self-Help Counties Coalition Chair 1.10 Andy Chesley I R
FEDERAL HIGHWAY ADMINISTRATION (FHWA) REPORT
18 Report by FHWA Division Administrator | 111 | VincentMammano [I [R
POLICY MATTERS
19 State and Federal Legislative Matters 4.1 Annette Gilbertson | A C
20 Budget and Allocation Capacity Update 4.2 Mitchell Weiss I D
Steven Keck
21 Proposition 1A Updated Guidelines 4.10 Laurel Janssen I C
22 Technical Adjustment to the 2012 State Transportation Im- 4.9 Mitchell Weiss I C
provement Program (STIP)
Resolution G-12-06, Amending Resolution G-12-05
23 Adoption of Policy for the Programming of Corridor Mobility 4.15 Maura Twomey A C
Improvement Account Project Cost Savings
Resolution CMIA-P-1112-16
24 Adoption of Amendment to the Corridor Mobility Improvement | 4.4 Maura Twomey A C
Account Program
Resolution CMIA-P-1112-13
25 Corridor Mobility Improvement Account Project Baseline 4.5 Maura Twomey A C
Agreements
Resolution CMIA-P-1112-14B
26 Corridor Mobility Improvement Account Project Baseline 4.6 Maura Twomey A C
Agreement Amendments
Resolution CMIA-P-1112-15B
27 Adoption of an Amendment to the Trade Corridors 4.7 Maura Twomey A C
Improvement Fund Program
Resolution TCIF-P-1112-028
28 Trade Corridors Improvement Fund Project Baseline 4.8 Maura Twomey A C
Agreements
1. Baldwin Grade Separation Project
2. Solano 80/680/12 Connector Project
Resolution TCIF-P-1112-029B
Environmental Matters — Approval of Projects for Future Consideration of Funding, Route Adoption
or New Public Road Connection (Final Negative Declaration or EIR)
29 Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding: 2.2c.(4) | Kandra Hester-Del | A C
03 — Sacramento County Bianco
Construct multi-modal improvements at US Highway 50 and
Watt Avenue interchange in the County of Sacramento.
(FEIR) (SLPP) (STIP) (PPNO 0127A)
Resolution E-12-15
(Related Items under Tabs 72 & 83.)
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ESTIMATED TIMED AGENDA

April 25-26, 2012

Tab #/
Time

Iltem Description

Ref. #

Presenter

Status*

INFORMATION CALENDAR

Stephen Maller

30

Informational Reports on Allocations Under Delegated
Authority
-- Emergency G-11 Allocations (2.5t.(1)): $900,000 for one
project.
-- SHOPP Safety G-03-10 Allocations (2.5¢. (3)): $1,217,000
for one project.
-- Minor G-05-05 Allocations (2.5f.(4)): $10,915,000 for 14
District minor projects.

2.5f.

31

Monthly Report on Projects Amended into the SHOPP by De-
partment Action

3.1

32

Monthly Status of Construction Contract Award for State
Highway Projects, per Resolution G-06-08

3.2a.

33

Monthly Status of Construction Contract Award for Local As-
sistance STIP Projects, Resolution G-06-08

3.2b.

34

Update on Implementation of the Recovery Act of 2009

3.3

35

Review of Rate for State Matching of Federal Airport Im-
provement Program (AIP) Grants

4.12

CONSENT CALENDAR

Stephen Maller

36

Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding:

03 — El Dorado County

Signalize and improve the intersection of Pleasant Valley Road
(SR 49) and Patterson Drive in El Dorado County.

(MND) (SLPP) (SHOPP)

Resolution E-12-18
(Related Item under Tab 82.)

2.2¢.(1)

37

Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding:
12 — Orange County

Moulton Parkway Super Street Project - Moulton Parkway
Smart Street Segment 3 Phase |l Project. (FEIR) (SLPP)
Resolution E-12-19

2.2¢.(2)

38

Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding:

12 — Orange County

Construct a u-channel section under the Pacific Coast Highway
Bridge in the City of Dana Point. (MND) (PPNO 2134) (STIP)

Resolution E-12-20
(Related Item under Tab 89.)

2.2¢.(3)

39

Approval of Project for Future Consideration of a New Public
Road Connection and Future Consideration of Funding:

03 — El Dorado County

Modify and improve eastbound and westbound U.S. Highway
50 ramps at Forni Road and Placerville Drive, add ramps at
Ray Lawyer Drive Overcrossing and improve Forni Road, Fair
Lane, Placerville Drive and Ray Lawyer Drive in the City of
Placerville. (FEIR) (STIP) (PPNO 3256)

Resolution E-12-16

2.2¢.(5)
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Tab #/
Time
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Ref. #

Presenter

Status*

40

Approval of Three Projects for Future Consideration of Funding:

06-Ker-14, PM 45.9/62.3
Freeman Gulch Four-Lane Project
(MND) (PPNO 8042) (STIP)

Resolution E-12-21
(Related Item under Tab 43.)

08-Riv-60, PM 17.9/19.8

State Route 60/ Moreno Beach Drive Interchange and Nason
Street Overcrossing Improvements Project.

(MND) (PPNO 1143) (SLPP)

Resolution E-12-22

10-SJ-26, PM 18.5/19.0

Sandstone Creek Curve Correction Project.
(MND) (PPNO 0264) (SHOPP)

Resolution E-12-23

2.2c.(6)

A D

41

Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding:
11-SD-76, PM 12.1/17.7, 11-SD-15, PM 46.1/47.3

State Route 76 South Mission Road to Interstate 15 Highway
Improvement Project.

(FEIR) (EA 25711) (Federal/Local)

Resolution E-12-17

2.2¢.(7)

42

Approval of Project for Future Consideration of Funding:

02 — Shasta County

Construct a new off-ramp from Interstate 5 to Deschutes Road
and a roundabout at the intersection of Deschutes Road and
Locust Road in Shasta County.

(MND) (SLPP) (SHOPP) (STIP) (PPNO 3488)

Resolution E-12-24
(Related Item under Tab 82.)

2.2¢.(8)

43

One Route Adoption as a controlled access highway at

-- 06-Ker-14 PM 57.8/62.0

Route 14 from 0.1 mile north of Route 178 West junction to
1.4 miles north of Route 178 East junction, in Kern County.

Resolution HRA 12-04
(Related Items under Tabs 40 & 73.)

2.3a.(1)
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Ref. #

Presenter

Status*

44

Four Relinquishment Resolutions

- 10-SJ-99-PM 14.7

Right of way along Route 99 on 99 Frontage Road (Kingsley
Road), north of Arch Road, in the city of Stockton.
Resolution R-3834

-- 10-Sta-99-PM R11.8/R12.2

Right of way along Route 99 near the Whitmore Avenue
Overcrossing, in the city of Ceres.

Resolution R-3835

-- 10-Cal-4-PM R21.56

Right of way along Route 4 at Easy Street (formerly First and
A Streets), in the city of Angels.

Resolution R-3836

-- 06-Fre-180-PM 63.90/66.06

Right of way on and along Route 180 between S. Clovis
Avenue and Locan Avenue, in the county of Fresno.
Resolution R-3837

2.3c.

A D

45

8 Ayes

70 Resolutions of Necessity

--Resolutions C-20766, C-20767, C-20769 through C-20775,
C-20779, C-20780, C-20782 through C-20792, C-20794
through C-20796, C-20800, C-20802 through C-20807, C-
20809 through C-20814, and C-20818, C-20819, C-20821
through C-20850

2.4b.

46

Director’'s Deeds

--ltems 1 through 17

Excess Lands — Return to State: $ 1,590,886
Return to Others: $0

2.4d.

47

Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original CMIA
allocation for Construction by $37,007,000, from
$136,600,000 to $99,953,000, from the HOV Lane Gap
Closure project (PPNO 0092A) in Riverside County to reflect
contract award savings.

Resolution CMIA-AA-1112-027,

Amending Resolution CMIA-A-1112-009

2.5¢.(1))

48

Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original CMIA
allocation for Construction by $4,726,000, from $7,776,000 to
$3,050,000, from the Plaza Drive Interchange/Auxiliary Lanes
project (PPNO 0105) in Tulare County and allocate
$3,617,000 in CMIA for construction support.

Resolution CMIA-AA-1112-028,

Amending Resolution CMIA-A-1112-004

Resolution STIP1B-AA-1112-006,

Amending Resolution STIP1B-A-1112-001

2.5g.(1l)

49

Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original CMIA
allocation for Construction by $5,107,000, from $16,190,000
to $11,083,000, from the Highway 1 Soquel to Morrissey Aux-
iliary Lanes project (PPNO 6500) in Santa Cruz County, and
allocate $2,700,000 in CMIA for construction support.
Resolution CMIA-AA-1112-029,

Amending Resolution CMIA-A-1112-008

Resolution STIP1B-AA-1112-007,

Amending Resolution STIP1B-A-1112-003

2.5g.(Am)
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Ref. #

Presenter
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50

Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original SR 99
Corridor Bond Program allocation for Construction by
$13,356,000, from $45,000,000 to $31,644,000, from the
SR99 Widening in Manteca and San Joaquin project (PPNO
7634A) in San Joaquin County.

Resolution R99-AA-1112-005,

Amending Resolution R99-A-1112-003

2.5g.(2b)

A D

51

Financial Allocation: $1,067,000 of FY 11-12 California Aid to
Airports Program (CAAP) program funds for 11 projects from
the 2010 Aeronautics Program.

Resolution FDOA-2011-05

2.7

52

Technical Correction for Resolution CMIA-PA-1112-023,
originally approved on January 25, 2012, which amended the
CMIA baseline agreement for Segment 1 and Segment 2 of
the 1-580 Westbound HOV Lane Project in Alameda County. A
technical correction is needed to correct the Resolution
number on page three of the book item.

2.9a.

53

Technical Correction for Resolution GS1B-A-1112-002,
originally approved on February 23, 2012, which allocated
$3,738,367 for the HRCSA Broadway-Brazil Grade Crossing
project in Los Angeles County. A technical correction is
needed to correct the Resolution number on the book item
attachment.

2.9b.

PROGRAM STATUS

54

Status Update on Corridor Mobility Improvement Account
(CMIA) Projects

3.5

Maura Twomey
Kurt Scherzinger

A D/R

55

Status Update on State Route 99 (SR 99) Projects

3.6

Maura Twomey
Kurt Scherzinger

A D/R

POLICY MATTERS

56

Update on I-5 Carpool Lane and Widening Projects - Orange
County Line to 1-605 Project and I-5 Carpool Lane from Route
134 to Route 170 Project

4.3

Mike Miles

Financial Allocation Amendments for Proposition 1B CMIA

Projects

57

Financial Allocation Amendment: Reduce the original CMIA
allocation for Construction by $20,308,000, from $65,555,000
to $45,247,000, from the I-5 Carpool Lane - Orange CL to |-
605 (Segment 1) project (PPNO 4153) in Los Angeles County
to reflect contract award savings.

Resolution CMIA-AA-1112-030,

Amending Resolution CMIA-A-1011-005
(Related Items under Tabs 58 & 59.)

2.5g.(1K)

Maura Twomey
Kurt Scherzinger

Proposition 1B CMIA Project Amendments for Action

58

The Department and the Los Angeles County Metropolitan
Transportation Authority propose to amend the CMIA baseline
agreement for the 1-5 Carpool Lane — Orange CL to 1-605
(Segment 4) project (PPNO 4155) to transfer $20,308,000 in
CMIA award savings from the I-5 Carpool Lane — Orange CL
to 1-605 (Segment 1) project (PPNO 4153) to construction;
and, to add $69,571,000 in local funds to cover a cost increase
in Right of Way (R/W).

Resolution CMIA-PA-1112-032,

Amending Resolution CMIA-PA-1011-015
(Related Items under Tabs 57 & 59.)

2.1c.(1c)

Maura Twomey
Kurt Scherzinger
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Tab #/
Time

Item Description

Ref. #

Presenter

Status*

Financial Allocations for Proposition 1B CMIA Projects

59

Financial Allocation: $335,017,000 for the state administered
CMIA Segment 3 (PPNO 4154) and Segment 4 (PPNO 4155)
I-5 Carpool Lane — Orange County Line to I-605 projects on
the State Highway System. Contributions from other sources:
$150,520,000.

Resolution CMIA-A-1112-030
(Related Items under Tabs 57 & 58.)

2.5g.(1d)

Maura Twomey
Kurt Scherzinger

Proposition 1B CMIA Project Amendments for Action

60

The Department, the San Bernardino Associated
Governments and the Riverside County Transportation
Commission propose to amend the CMIA baseline agreement
for the 1-215 HOV Bi-County HOV Gap Closure project (PPNO
0041G) to update the project funding plan and the delivery
schedule.

Resolution CMIA-PA-1112-033,

Amending Resolution CMIA-PA-1011-021
(Related Item under Tab 94.)

2.1c.(1a)

Maura Twomey
Kurt Scherzinger

61

The Department and the City of Chico propose to amend the
CMIA baseline agreement for the State Route 32 Widen
Phase 1 project (PPNO 2107) in Butte County to revise the
project schedule.

Resolution CMIA-PA-1112-034,

Amending Resolution CMIA-PA-1011-027

2.1c.(1b)

Maura Twomey
Kurt Scherzinger

62

The Department and the Orange County Transportation
Commission propose to amend the CMIA baseline agreement
for the I-5/Route 74 Interchange Improvement project (PPNO
4102) to revise the project schedule and funding plan.
Resolution CMIA-PA-1112-035,

Amending Resolution CMIA-P-1112-07B
(Related Items under Tab 89.)

2.1c.(1d)

Maura Twomey
Kurt Scherzinger

Proposition 1B Route 99 Project Amendments for Action

63

The Department proposes to amend the State Route 99 Cor-
ridor baseline agreement for the Island Park 6-Lane project
(PPNO 6274) to revise the project funding plan and increase
the project limits.

Resolution R99-PA-1112-007
(Related Items under Tab 93.)

2.1c.(2a)

Maura Twomey
Kurt Scherzinger

64

The Department proposes to amend the Goshen to Kingsburg
Landscape Project (PPNO 6480Y) in Tulare and Fresno
Counties to revise the project limits and funding plan.
Resolution R99-PA-1112-008

2.1c.(2b)

Maura Twomey
Kurt Scherzinger

Proposition 1B TCIF Project Amendments for Action

65

The Port of Stockton proposes to amend the TCIF baseline
agreement for Project 11 (San Francisco Bay to Stockton Ship
Channel Deepening [PPNO TC11]) to down-scope the project
due to a loss of federal funding; and to revise the delivery
schedule, cost, and funding plan.

Resolution TCIF-P-1112-30, Amending Resolutions

TCIF-P-1011-19 and TCIF-P-0809-01B
(Related Item under Tab 96.)

2.1c.(5a)

Maura Twomey
Ryan Chamberlain
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66

The Orange County Transportation Authority proposes to
amend the TCIF baseline agreement for Project 35 (State
College Boulevard Grade Separation [PPNO TC35]) to update
the project delivery schedule, cost, and funding plan.
Resolution TCIF-P-1112-31, Amending Resolutions

TCIF-P-1011-25 and TCIF-P-0809-04B
(Related Item under Tab 27.)

2.1c.(5b)

Maura Twomey
Ryan Chamberlain

A

D

67

The Orange County Transportation Authority proposes to
amend the TCIF baseline agreement for Project 36 (Placentia
Avenue Undercrossing [PPNO TC36]) to update the project
cost and funding plan.

Resolution TCIF-P-1112-32, Amending Resolutions
TCIF-P-1011-21, TCIF-P-1011-08, and TCIF-P-0809-04B

2.1c.(5¢)

Maura Twomey
Ryan Chamberlain

68

The Orange County Transportation Authority proposes to
amend the TCIF baseline agreement for Project 37
(Orangethorpe Avenue Grade Separation [PPNO TC37]) to
update the project delivery schedule, cost, and funding plan.
Resolution TCIF-P-1112-33, Amending Resolutions

TCIF-P-1011-26 and TCIF-P-0809-04B
(Related Items under Tabs 27 & 96.)

2.1c.(5d)

Maura Twomey
Ryan Chamberlain

69

The Orange County Transportation Authority proposes to
amend the TCIF baseline agreement for Project 40 (Lakeview
Avenue Overcrossing [PPNO TC40]) to update the project
delivery schedule, cost, and funding plan.

Resolution TCIF-P-1112-34, Amending Resolutions
TCIF-P-1011-26 and TCIF-P-0809-04B

2.1c.(5e)

Maura Twomey
Ryan Chamberlain

70

The Orange County Transportation Authority proposes to
amend the TCIF baseline agreement for Project 41 (Tustin
Avenue / Rose Drive Overcrossing [PPNO TC41]) to update
the project delivery schedule, cost, and funding plan.
Resolution TCIF-P-1112-35, Amending Resolutions

TCIF-P-1011-26 and TCIF-P-0809-04B
(Related Item under Tab 27.)

2.1c.(5f)

Maura Twomey
Ryan Chamberlain

71

The Riverside County Transportation Commission and the
City of Riverside propose to amend the TCIF baseline agree-
ment for Project 45 (lowa Avenue Grade Separation [PPNO])
to update the project delivery schedule.

Resolution TCIF-P-1112-36, Amending Resolutions
TCIF-P-1112-11 and TCIF-P-0809-04B

2.1c.(59)

Maura Twomey
Ryan Chamberlain

Amendments for Action - TCRP

72

The Department and the Sacramento Area Council of
Governments propose to amend TCRP Project 126 — Watt
Avenue Overcrossing at Route 50 Interchange Improvements
project (PPNO 0127A) to program $6,280,000 to the
construction phase in FY 2011-2012.

Resolution TAA-11-07, Amending Resolution TA-01-09
(Related Items under Tabs 29 & 83.)

2.1a.

Juan Guzman
Kurt Scherzinger

5:00 pm

Adjourn

Page 9




CTC MEETING ESTIMATED TIMED AGENDA April 25-26, 2012
M Iltem Description Ref. # Presenter Status*
Time
Thur April 26, 2012
9:00 a.m. Commission Meeting
Irvine City Hall
1 Civic Center Plaza
City Council Chambers
Irvine, CA
9:00am | GENERAL BUSINESS
Roll Call | 11 | Joseph Tavaglione |I [C
POLICY MATTERS
73 Approval of Route 108 State Highway Alternative Project in 4.11 Stephen Maller A D
Stanislaus County Carrie Bowen
(Related Item under Tab 74.)
Route Adoptions
74 One Notice of Intention 2.3a.(2) | Stephen Maller A D
-- Notice of Intention to Consider Rescinding Freeway Adop- Terry Abbott
tion in the county of Stanislaus.
10-STA-120 PM 3.0/R13.3
Resolution NIU 12-01
(Related Item under Tab 73.)
Vacation Resolutions
75 One Vacation Resolution 2.3d. Stephen Maller A D
--11-SD-76-PM 17.9/18.7 Terry Abbott
Right of way along Route 76, between Pankey Road and
0.8 mile easterly thereof, in the county of San Diego.
Resolution A888
Financial Allocations for SHOPP Projects
76 Financial Allocation: $52,011,000 for 14 SHOPP projects, as | 25b.(1) | Juan Guzman A D
follows: Kurt Scherzinger
--$22,500,000 for six SHOPP projects.
--$29,511,000 for eight projects amended into the SHOPP by
Departmental action.
Resolution FP-11-48
Financial Allocations for STIP Projects
77 Financial Allocation: $1,000,000 for the locally administered 2.5c.(2a) | Mitchell Weiss A D
I-10 HOV Lane Extension from Haven Avenue to Ford Street Kurt Scherzinger
(PPNO 0134K) STIP project in San Bernardino County on the
State Highway System. Contributions from other sources:
$10,560,000.
Resolution FP-11-49
78 Advance Financial Allocation: $373,000 for the state 2.5¢.(2b) | Mitchell Weiss A D
administered Castella Vista Point (PPNO 3369) STIP TE Kurt Scherzinger
project in Shasta county, programmed in FY 2012-13, on the
State Highway System.
Resolution FP-11-52
79 Financial Allocations: $2,801,000 for eight locally administered | 2.5¢.(3) | Mitchell Weiss A D
STIP projects off the State Highway, as follows: Kurt Scherzinger
--$254,000 for one STIP project.
--$2,053,000 for five STIP Transportation Enhancement projects.
-- $494,000 for two STIP Planning, Programming, and Monitoring
projects.
Contributions from other sources: $518,000.
Resolution FP-11-50
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80

Advance Financial Allocation: $2,362,000 for three locally
administered STIP TE projects off the State Highway System
programmed in FY 2012-13 and 2014-15.

Contributions from other sources: $359,000.

Resolution FP-11-51

2.5¢.(4)

Mitchell Weiss
Kurt Scherzinger

A

D

Financial Allocations for Proposition 1B CMIA Projects

81

Financial Allocation: $3,700,000 for the locally administered
San Mateo Smart Corridors (PPNO 2140V) CMIA project off
the State Highway System.

Resolution CMIA-A-1112-027
(Related Item under Tab 25.)

2.5¢9.(1a)

Maura Twomey
Kurt Scherzinger

82

Financial Allocation: $31,500,000 for three locally adminis-
tered CMIA projects on the State Highway System. Contribu-
tions from other sources: $27,943,000.

Resolution CMIA-A-1112-028
(Related Items under Tabs 25, 36 & 42.)

2.59.(1b)

Maura Twomey
Kurt Scherzinger

83

Financial Allocation: $25,886,000 for the locally administered
CMIA/SLPP Watt Avenue at Route 50 Interchange
Improvements (PPNO 0127A) project on the State Highway
System. Contributions from other sources: $16,188,000.
Resolution CMIA-A-1112-031

Resolution SLP1B-A-1112-17
(Related Items under Tabs 25, 29, 72 & 83.)

2.59.(1e)

Maura Twomey
Kurt Scherzinger

84

Financial Allocation: $44,012,000 for three state administered
CMIA projects on the State Highway System.
Contributions from other sources: $6,098,000.

Resolution CMIA-A-1112-38
(Related Item under Tab 25.)

2.59.(1n)

Maura Twomey
Kurt Scherzinger

85

Financial Allocation: $30,825,000 for the state administered
CMIA/STIP San Juan Road Interchange (PPNO 0058E)
project in Monterey County on the State Highway System.
Contributions from other sources: $17,875,000.

Resolution CMIA-A-1112-39

Resolution STIP1B-A-1112-011
(Related Item under Tab 25.)

2.5¢9.(10)

Maura Twomey
Kurt Scherzinger

86

Financial Allocation: $33,740,000 for the state administered
CMIA/STIP Reconstruct I-5/SR 74 Interchange (PPNO 4102)
project in Orange County on the State Highway System.
Contributions from other sources: $4,074,000.

Resolution CMIA-A-1112-40

Resolution STIP1B-A-1112-012
(Related Item under Tab 91.)

2.59.(1p)

Maura Twomey
Kurt Scherzinger

87

Financial Allocation: $147,242,000 for five state administered
CMIA projects on the State Highway System.

Contributions from other sources: $15,860,000.

Resolution CMIA-A-1112-029

2.5¢9.(1c)

Maura Twomey
Kurt Scherzinger

88

Financial Allocation: $24,108,000 for the state administered
CMIA/SLPP North B —Sonoma Highway 101 Airport
Interchange (PPNO 0749D) project on the State Highway
System. Contributions from other sources: $10,392,000.
Resolution CMIA-A-1112-032

Resolution SLP1B-A-1112-18

2.5g.(1f)

Maura Twomey
Kurt Scherzinger
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89

Financial Allocation: $29,664,000 for the state administered
CMIA/STIP Route 101 Marin-Sonoma Narrows — Southerly
Interchange at Redwood Landfill Road (Contract B1) (PPNO
0360J) project on the State Highway System.

Resolution CMIA-A-1112-033

Resolution STIP1B-A-1112-006

2.5¢.(19)

Maura Twomey
Kurt Scherzinger

A

D

90

Financial Allocation: $81,977,000 for the state administered
multi-funded CMIA/STIP/SLPP Route 101 Marin Sonoma
Narrows — Petaluma Boulevard South Interchange and
Petaluma River Bridge Replacement (Contract B2) (PPNO
0360H) project on the State Highway System. Contributions
from other sources: $6,065,000.

Resolution CMIA-A-1112-034

Resolution STIP1B-A-1112-007

Resolution SLP1B-A-1112-19

2.59.(1h)

Maura Twomey
Kurt Scherzinger

91

Financial Allocation: $33,740,000 for the state administered
CMIA/STIP Reconstruct I-5/SR 74 Interchange (PPNO 4102)
project in Orange County on the State Highway System.
Contributions from other sources: $4,074,000.

Resolution CMIA-A-1112-37

Resolution STIP1B-A-1112-010
(Related Item under Tab 86.)

2.5¢.(1q)

Maura Twomey
Kurt Scherzinger

Financial Allocation Amendments for Proposition 1B CMIA

Projects

92

The Department proposes to amend the CMIA baseline
agreement for the State Route 24 Caldecott Tunnel Fourth
Bore project (PPNO 0057A) in Alameda and Contra Costa
Counties to revise the funding plan and to allocate
$11,034,000 in CMIA funds from the project contingency
reserve.

Resolution CMIA-PA-1112-036,

Amending Resolution CMIA-PA-0809-009

Resolution CMIA-A-1112-035

2.1c.(le)/
2.5g.(1i)

Maura Twomey
Kurt Scherzinger

Financial Allocations for Proposition 1B RTE 99 Projects

93

Financial Allocation: $58,100,000 for state administered
Island Park 6-Lane (PPNO 6274) State Route 99 project in
Fresno and Madera Counties on the State Highway System.

Resolution R99-A-1112-008
(Related Items under Tab 63.)

2.5g.(2a)

Maura Twomey
Kurt Scherzinger

Financial Allocations for Proposition 1B STIP Projects

94

Financial Allocation: $81,941,000 for the state administered
STIP/CMIA 1-215 HOV Bi County HOV Gap Closure (PPNO
0041G) project in Riverside and San Bernardino Counties.
Contributions from other sources: $68,345,000.

Resolution STIP1B-A-1112-008

Resolution CMIA-A-1112-036

(Related Item under Tab 60.)

2.5g.(3a)

Mitchell Weiss
Kurt Scherzinger

95

Financial Allocation: $21,226,000 for the state administered
19" Avenue Interchange (PPNO 4330) STIP project in Kings
County on the State Highway System.

Resolution STIP1B-A-1112-009

2.59.(3b)

Mitchell Weiss
Kurt Scherzinger

Financial Allocations for Proposition 1B TCIF Projects

96

Financial Allocation: $55,220,000 for two locally administered
TCIF Projects. Contributions from other sources: $74,163,000.

Resolution TCIF-A-1112-10
(Related Item under Tabs 65 & 68.)

2.59.(5)

Maura Twomey
Kurt Scherzinger
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Financial Allocations for Proposition 1B SHOPP Projects

97

Financial Allocation: $53,892,000 for the Route 80 Roadway
SHOPP project in Solano County.
Resolution SHOP1B-A-1112-003

2.59.(6)

Juan Guzman
Kurt Scherzinger

Financial Allocations for Proposition 1B HRCSA Projects

98

Financial Allocation: $25,600,000 for the locally administered
Nogales Street Grade Separation HRCSA project in Los
Angeles County. Contributions from other sources:
$68,336,000.

Resolution GS1B-A-1112-004

2.59.(9)

Teresa Favila
Bill Bronte

Financial Allocations for Proposition 1B SLPP Projects

99

Financial Allocation: $3,800,000 for the locally administered
I-5/French Camp Interchange (PPNO 7239) SLPP project in
San Joaquin County.

Resolution SLP1B-A-1112-21

2.5g.(10b)

Laurel Janssen
Denix Anbiah

Letters of No Prejudice (LONP) for Proposition 1B Projects

100

Proposition 1B Letter of No Prejudice for the BART Vehicles
project in Santa Clara County. (SLPP)
Resolution LONP1B-A-1112-14

2.1c.(10)

Laurel Janssen
Jane Perez

Financial Allocations for STIP Projects

101

Financial Allocation: $18,540,000 for the locally administered
Capitol LRT Extension to Eastridge Transit Center and Bus
Improvements (PPNO 2174B) STIP Transit Project.
Resolution MFP-11-10

2.6a.(1)

Juan Guzman
Bill Bronte

102

Financial Allocation: $28,520,000 for four state administered
STIP Rail Projects. Contributions from other sources:
$87,632,000

Resolution MFP-11-11

2.6a.(2)

Juan Guzman
Bill Bronte

Request to Extend the Period of Project Allocation

103

Request to extend the period of project allocation for the
locally- administered Golden Gate Moveable Median Barrier
STIP project in San Francisco County, per STIP Guidelines.
Waiver 12-13

2.8a.

Juan Guzman
Kurt Scherzinger

Request to Extend the Period of Contract Award

104

Request to extend the period of contract award for the
Bullard/Locan project in City of Clovis for $315,000, per SLPP
Guidelines.

Waiver 12-15

2.80.(1)

Juan Guzman
Denix Anbiah

105

Request to extend the period of contract award for the Tustin
Ave and La Palma Avenue project for $1,000,000 in City of
Anaheim, per SLPP Guidelines.

Waiver 12-16

2.80.(2)

Juan Guzman
Denix Anbiah

106

Request to extend the period of contract award for the locally
administered SR-104/Prospect Drive Realignment SLPP
project in the City of Sutter Creek for $885,000, per SLPP
Guidelines.

Waiver-12-17

2.80.(3)

Juan Guzman
Kurt Scherzinger

Request to Extend the Project Development Expenditures

107

Request to extend the period of project development
expenditures for the locally-administered 1-880 Landscape
Enhancements project in Alameda County, per STIP
Guidelines.

Waiver 12-14

2.8d.

Juan Guzman
Kurt Scherzinger
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Request to Extend the Project Reimbursement Period

108

Request to extend the period of project reimbursement for the | 2.8f. Juan Guzman
Glendale Grade Separation project in Los Angeles County, Jane Perez
per Resolution G-99-25 Guidelines for Allocating, Monitoring
and Auditing of Funds for Local Assistance Projects.
Waiver-12-18

OTHER MATTERS /PUBLIC COMMENT

12:00 pm

Adjourn

Highway Financial Matters

$ 52,011,000 Total SHOPP/Minor Requested for Allocation

$ 6,163,000 Total STIP Requested for Allocation
$1,160,322,000 Total Proposition 1B Bond Requested for Allocation
$1,218,496,000 Sub-Total Project Funds Requested for Allocation

$ 13,032,000 Delegated Allocations
$1,231,528,000 Sub-Total, Highway Project Allocations

$ 776,848,000 Contributions from Other Sources
$2,008,376,000 Total Value

Total Jobs Created: 36,151 (Includes Direct, Indirect, and Induced)

($ 60,831,500) Total Proposition 1B Bond De-Allocations Requested.

Mass Transportation Financial Matters

$ 47,060,000 Total STIP Requested for Allocation
$ 47,060,000 Total State Allocations

Total Jobs Created: 847 (Includes Direct, Indirect, and Induced)
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2.5 Highway Financial Matters

PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
County Project ID ltem #
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5b.(1) SHOPP Projects Resolution FP-11-48
1
$8,000,000 Near Cupertino from Route 280 to Route 101. 04-0440E 2011-12
Outcome/Output: Install ramp metering and Intelligent SHOPP/11-12 302-0042 $160,000
Santa Clara Transportation System (ITS) at various locations to enhance $7,000,000 SHA
Rolgg%_z?g safety, maximize the efficient use of the highway system and 04000420481 30|2:'_|(_J§90 $7,840,000
gggf;/e travel times. (FCO only to CMIA project, PPNO 154204 2020 201315
2
$588,000 In Los Angeles County through various cities, from Coyote 07-3661 2011-12
Creek Bridge to Peck Road. Outcome/Outputs: Construct SHOPP/11-12 302-0042 $12,000
Los Angeles 11,500 feet of metal beam guardrail, and 2,000 feet of concrete $3,966,000 SHA
07-LA-605 barrier at locations of high embankments, trees, and fixed 0700000445 302-0890 $576,000
R0.1/R16.6 objects. The project will improve safety by reducing the 4 FTF
severity of run-off-the road collisions. 250504 20.20.201.015
Additional contributions: $1,200,000 — Office of Traffic Safety
(OTS) federal grant.
3
$12,258,000 In and near the city of Riverside, from Columbia Avenue to the 08-0252T 2011-12
San Bernardino County line; also in Colton and Grand Terrace SHOPP/11-12 302-0042 $245,000
Riverside from the county line to south of the Route 10 interchange . $15,392,000 SHA
08-Riv-215 Outcome/Outputs: Rehabilitate 32.7 roadway lane miles to 0800000249 302-0890 $12,013,000
43.9/45.3 extend pavement service life and improve ride quality. Project 4 FTF
will grind pavement and overlay with rubberized asphalt. 0H3304 20.20.201.121
(For construction purposes, this contact will be combined with
CMIA projects 08-0M940 and 08-0P510 under EA 08-0M94U)
4
$365,000 In Needles, from Safari Drive to east of Route 40. 08-0238M 2011-12
] Outcome/Output: Construct 2,500 linear feet of sidewalk, curb, ~SHOPP/11-12 302-0042 $365,000
San Bernardino  and gutter with 18 curb ramps that comply with Americans with $835,000 SHA
08-SBd-95 Disabilities Act (ADA) standards. 0800000493 20.20.201.378
57.0/57.3 4
0M6904
5
$271,000 In the cities of Moreno Valley, Riverside and San Bernardino, 08-0044K 2011-12
o on Routes 60, 91 and 215 at various locations. SHOPP/11-12 302-0042 $271,000
Riverside Outcome/Outputs: Construct new curb ramps, replace existing $673,000 SHA
08-Riv-60 curb ramps, and upgrade pedestrian signal buttons at 29 0800000474 20.20.201.361
Var. locations to comply with Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) 4
0M3104
standards.
6
$1,018,000 Near Panamint Springs, from 8.0 miles east of Panamint Valley 09-0388 2011-12
Road to 10 miles west of Wildrose Road. Outcome/Output: SHOPP/11-12 302-0042 $20,000
Inyo Realign roadway to allow the construction of a shoulder $1,018,000 SHA
09-INY-190 catchment area for falling rocks and minimize the potential of 0900000045 302-0890 $998,000
R65.9/R66.5 traffic collisions. 4 FTF
287504 20.20.201.015
Additional contributions: $3,500,000 — Office of Traffic Safety
(OTS) federal grant.
PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Prgm’d Amount
County Project ID Budget Year
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Iltem # Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Fund Type Fund Type
2.5b.(1) Projects Amended into the SHOPP by Department Action Resolution FP-11-48
7
$5,097,000 Near Blue Lake at 1.8 miles east of Buckley Road and 01-2347 2011-12
0.1 mile west of Old Three Creeks Road. SHOPP/11-12 302-0042 $585,000
Humboldt Outcome/Output: Repair slide damaged roadway and $5,000,000 SHA
01-Hum-299 upgrade drainage at two locations. 0112000162 302-0890 $4,512,000
R8.5 4 FTF
474414 20.20.201.131
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PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Prgm’d Amount
County Project ID Budget Year
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Item # Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Fund Type Fund Type
2.5b.(1) Projects Amended into the SHOPP by Department Action Resolution FP-11-48
8
$1,434,000 On Route 92, from Clawiter Road to Hesperian Boulevard; 04-0024E 2011-12
also on Route 880 at Decoto Road on-ramps. SHOPP/11-12 302-0042 $29,000
Alameda Outcome/Output: Install ramp metering and Intelligent $2,000,000 SHA
04-Ala-92 Transportation System (ITS) at various locations to enhance 0400020302 302-0890 $1,405,000
4.1/6.0 safety, maximize the efficient use of the highway system and 4 FTF
improve travel times. (FCO only to CMIA project, PPNO 153004 20.20.201.315
0024.)
9
$525,000 In Fremont, from 0.5 mile north of Fremont Boulevard 04-0025 2011-12
Overcrossing to 0.3 mile north of Auto Mall Parkway SHOPP/11-12 302-0890 $525,000
Alameda Overcrossing. OQutcome/Output: Resurface the northbound $735,000 FTF
04-Ala-880 and southbound off-ramps for skid resistance to reduce 0400002017 20.20.201.010
4.5/4.9 vehicle collisions. 4
1G2004
10
$13,000,000 Near Livermore, from 0.1 mile west of Greenville Road to 04-0106B 2011-12
0.2 mile west of San Ramon-Foothill Road. SHOPP/11-12 302-0042 $260,000
Alameda Outcome/Output: Rehabilitate 38.5 lane miles of pavement to 13,000,000 SHA
04-Ala-580 improve ride quality, prevent further deterioration of the road 0400020601 302-0890 $12.740.000
R14.6/R21.6 surface, minimize the costly roadway repairs, and extend the 4 ETE T
pavement life. (FCO only to CMIA project , PPNO 0112F.) 0G1004 20.20.201.120
11
$1,785,000 Near the City of Santa Cruz, from San Lorenzo River Bridge 05-1963 2011-12
to Laguna Road. Outcome/Output: Extend and reconstruct SHOPP/11-12 302-0890 $1,785,000
Santa Cruz metal beam guard rail (MBGR), and upgrade MBGR end $2,769,000 FTF
05-SCr-1 treatments, crash cushions, and drainage features to reduce 0500000203 20.20.201.015
17.4/26.0 the number and severity of traffic collisions at 39 locations. 4
0M9704
12
$4,000,000 Near Scotts Valley, north of Glenwood Drive. 05-2332 2011-12
Outcome/Output: Construct retaining wall to stabilize SHOPP/11-12 302-0042 $459,000
Santa Cruz roadway embankment and reconstruct northbound Number 2 $3,980,000 SHA
05-SCr-17 lane at one location. 0512000010 302-0890 $3,541,000
11.0 4 FTF
1A7104 20.20.201.131
13
$2,995,000 In Los Angeles County, at various locations on Routes 1, 5, 07-4384 2011-12
90 and 405. SHOPP/11-12 302-0042 $60,000
Los Angeles Outcome/Output: Repair bridge decks, replace joint seals, $3,170,000 SHA
07-LA-1 repair vehicle hits, paint minor spot locations and minor 0700001094 302-0890 $2,935,000
7.1/56.1 repairs to railing on 28 bridges to extend the service life of the 4 FTF
structures. 4Y1504 20.20.201.119
14
$675,000 Near Corona, from 1.4 miles north of Temescal Canyon Road 08-0022H 2011-12
o to south of Weirick Road. Outcome/Output: Construct a SHOPP/11-12 302-0042 $13,000
Riverside barrier on southbound outside shoulder to improve safety by $681,000 SHA
08-Riv-15 reducing collisions with parallel frontage road traffic. 0800000518 302-0890 $662,000
34.9/35.5 4 FTF
0N2604 20.20.201.010
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2.5 Highway Financial Matters
Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year
Recipient Phase
RTPA/CTC Project Title Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
County Location Project ID Iltem #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Support Expenditures EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5c.(2) Locally Administered STIP Projects on the State Highway System Resolution FP-11-49
1
$1,000,000 1-10 HOV Lane Extension from Haven Avenue to Ford Street. 08-0134K 2011-12
In Ontario and Redlands, on Route 10 from Haven Avenue to RIP /11-12 301-0042 $1,000,000
San Bernardino Ford Street. Add a carpool lane. PA&ED SHA
Associated $1,000,000 20.20.075.600
Governments (San Bernardino Associated Governments is requesting to PS&E
SANBAG reprogram and allocate $1,000,000 to PA&ED. Savings of $7.314.600
San Bernardino $6,314,000 RIP will go to San Bernardino County’s shares.) $0
08S-SBd-10 0800000040
8.2/33.4 (Contributions from other sources: $10,560,000.) 4PSEL
0C2504
Outcome/Output: To complete PA&ED activities.
Project # PPNO
AIIocatlo_n Amount Program/Year
Recipient Phase
RTPA/CTC Project Title Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
County Location Project ID ltem #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Support Expenditures EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5c.(2b) State Administered STIP Transportation Enhancement Projects Resolution FP-11-52
on the State Highway System (ADVANCEMENT)
1
$373,000 Castella Vista Point. Near Castella, at the Castella Vista Point. 02-3369 2011-12
Construct viewing area. IIP TE/12-13 301-0042 $7,000
Department of CONST ENG SHA
Transportation Final Project Development $7,000 301-0890 $366,000
Shasta RTPA Support Estimate: $241,000 CONST FTF
Shasta Programmed Amount: $140,000 $370,000 20.20.025.700
02N-Sha-5 Adjustment: 101,000 (Debit) $366,000
62.3 0200020142
Final Right of Way 4
Right of Way Estimate: $ 6,000 0E4004
Programmed Amount: $ 6,000
Adjustment: $ 0
(CEQA - CE, 08/11/2010.)
(NEPA - CE, 08/11/2010.)
Outcome/Output: Construct vista point.
Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #

RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5¢.(3) Locally Administered STIP Projects off the State Highway System Resolution FP-11-50

1
$254,000 Central Ave Shoulder Widening. In McKinleyville, on Central 01-2099 2011-12
Avenue between US 101 and Bartow Road. Widen Shoulder. RIP /11-12 101-0042 $254,000
Humboldt County CONST SHA
HCAOG Outcome/Output: This project will construct 5-foot wide $254,000 20.30.600.620
01-Humboldt shoulders along a 1,200 foot long section of Central Avenue. 0100000031

This will enhance vehicular and pedestrian safety along this
heavily traveled arterial road.
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Outcome/Output: This project will install streetlights and
bollards, enhance crosswalks, upgrade sidewalks, and retrofit
curb ramps.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5c.(3) Locally Administered STIP Transportation Enhancement Projects
off the State Highway System Resolution FP-11-50
2
$25,000 Sidewalk Construction at Redway School. In Redway on 01-2291 2010-11
Empire, Humboldt and Whitmore Avenues and on Briceland RIP TE/11-12 101-0890 $25,000
Humboldt County  Road at the Redway School. Construct sidewalks and PS&E FTF
HCAOG pedestrian improvements. $25,000 20.30.600.731
01-Humboldt 0112000099
Outcome/Output: This project will improve pedestrian safety
because pedestrians will not have to walk between moving
and/or parked vehicles and pedestrians will have enhanced
sight visibility at intersections.
3
$977,000 Improvements to Moeser and Ashbury Pedestrian. In El 04-2025F 2010-11
Cerrito, along Moeser Lane and Ashbury Avenue. Construct RIP TE /10-11 101-0890 $977,000
City of El Cerrito  new sidewalks including closing sidewalk gaps, striping CONST FTF
MTC bicycle lanes, and construction traffic calming devices. $977,000 20.30.600.731
04-Contra Costa 0412000442
(A 10-month time extension was approved at the May 2011
CTC meeting and expires on April 30, 2012.)
(Contributions from other sources: $168,000.)
Outcome/Output: Pedestrian and bicycle improvements to
improve access.
4
$282,000 Sycamore Avenue Improvement Project. In the city of Mill 04-2127R 2011-12
Valley, construct a five-foot wide pedestrian sidewalk, a Class RIP TE/11-12 101-0042 $32,346
City of Mill Valley | bike path, signage, markings, and landscaping along CONST SHA
MTC Sycamore Avenue, between Camino Alto and Bay Front Park. $282,000 101-0890 $249,654
04-Marin 0400020928 FTF
(Contributions from other sources: $57,000.) 20.30.600.731
Outcome/Output: This project will provide 1,320 linear feet of
pathway to provide enhanced usability and safety in all
weather conditions. By connecting with another multi-use
pathway (Mill Valley/Sausalito), it will encourage reduction of
automobile usage by parents and students, promoting
pedestrian and bicycle activity and reduce traffic congestion.
5
$408,000 Point Lobos Streetscape Improvements. In the city of San 04-9098H 2011-12
Francisco, from 42nd Avenue to Great Highway. Construct RIP TE/11-12 101-0042 $46,798
San Francisco sidewalk and streetscape enhancements along with various CONST SHA
Department of traffic calming measures on Point Lobos Avenue. $408,000 101-0890 $361,202
Public Works 0400020252 FTF
MTC Outcome/Output: This project will be completed in conjunction 20.30.600.731
04-San Francisco  with a paving project and coordinated with a bicycle project to
give residents and visitors a complete street enhancement.
The completed project will give the area a sense of place and
aesthetic improvements for pedestrians and motorists.
Furthermore, the streetscape improvements will provide traffic
calming and aesthetic improvements to enhance the
transportation experience.
6
$361,000 Tehachapi Boulevard Enhancements Phase IV. In Tehachapi, 06-6561 2010-11
on Tehachapi Boulevard from Hayes Street to Robinson RIP TE/11-12 101-0890 $361,000
City of Tehachapi  Street. Streetscape improvements. CONST FTF
KCOG $361,000 20.30.600.731
09-Kern (Contributions from other sources: $293,000.) 0912000058
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Outcome/Output: Provide 0.8 mile of landscaping
enhancements.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPA/CTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5c.(3) Local STIP Planning, Programming and Monitoring Projects Resolution FP-11-50
7
$130,000 Planning, Programming and Monitoring 02-2051 2011-12
RIP/11-12 101-0042 $130,000
Modoc County CONST SHA
Transportation $130,000 20.30.600.670
Commission 0212000103
Modoc CTC
02-Modoc
8
$364,000 Planning, Programming and Monitoring 02-2368 2011-12
RIP/11-12 101-0042 $364,000
Shasta County CONST SHA
Regional $364,000 20.30.600.670
Transportation 0212000109
Planning Agency
Shasta RTPA
02-Shasta
Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Item #
RTPAICTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.5c.(4) Locally Administered STIP Transportation Enhancement Projects
off the State Highway System (ADVANCEMENT) Resolution FP-11-51
1
$1,455,000 UC Davis Hutchison Corridor Project. At UC Davis campus, 03-3193 2011-12
along Hutchison Drive between California Avenue and A RIP TE/14-15 101-0042 $166,889
University of Street. Construct landscaping, pedestrian enhancements, and CONST SHA
California, Davis  bike parking. $1,455,000 101-0890 $1,288,111
SACOG 0300020750 FTF
03-Yolo (Contributions from other sources: $168,000.) 20.30.600.731
Outcome/Output: Improve traffic operations and pedestrian
safety. Install landscape/streetscape improvements to
revitalize the corridor.
2
$489,000 Broadway Gateway Beautification. From Acacia/Cliff Drive to 12-2135X 2010-11
Forest Avenue. Landscaping, RIP TE/12-13 101-0890 $489,000
City of Laguna CONST FTF
Beach (Contributions from other sources: $66,000.) $489,000 20.30.600.731
OCTA 1212000026
12-Orange (Allocation funded from 2012-13 TE Reserve PPNO 2134.)
Outcome/Output: Provide 0.1 mile of landscaping and
pedestrian enhancements.
3
$418,000 Marguerite Parkway Median Island/Civic Center. From 12-2135Y 2010-11
Pacific Place to Via Florecer. Landscaping. RIP TE/12-13 101-0890 $418,000
City of Mission CONST FTF
Viejo (Contributions from other sources: $125,000.) $418,000 20.30.600.731
OCTA 1212000134
12-Orange (Allocation funded from 2012-13 TE Reserve PPNO 2134.)
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guardrail and reconstruct curb ramp
and driveways to comply with American
With Disabilities Act.

Project# PPNO
Amount Program/Year Budget Year
County Location Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv. Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Allocation History EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5f. Informational Report — Emergency G-11 Allocations (2.5f.(1))
1
$900,000 In the city of Los Angeles, from First Street to Temple Avenue. 07-4514 2010-11
Heavy rain in late 2011 and early 2012 washed out the roadway =~ SHOPP/11-12 302-0042 $900,000
Los Angeles support slope at this location. This project is to reconstruct the 0712000291 SHA
07-LA-110 roadway embankment and replace damaged pavement, 4 20.20.201.130
23.3/23.6 drainage system, guardrail, and right of way fencing. Additional 3X7404
berms will be added behind the guardrail to prevent recurrence
of similar damage. Emergency
Initial G-11 Allocation 02/15/12: $ 900,000
(Additional $30,000 was allocated for right of way purposes).
PPNO
Project # Program/Year Budget Year
Amount Prgm’d Amount Item #
County Location Project ID Fund Type
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv. Phase Program Amount by
Postmile Allocation History EA Codes Fund Type
Informational Report — SHOPP Safety-Resolution G-03-10 Delegated Allocations (2.5f.(3))
1
$1,217,000 Near Hanford, from 0.78 mile north of Elder Avenue to 0.77 06-6367 2010-11
mile south of Dover Avenue. SHOPP/11-12 302-0042 $24,000
Kings Outcome/Outputs: Signalize intersection and lengthen left turn $1,900,000 SHA
06-Kin-43 lane at one location to reduce the number and severity of 0600000157 302-0890 $1,193,000
24.2/24.7 collisions. 4 FTF
0J0504 20.20.201.010
Allocation date: 03/01/2012
Original
Program Est.
# Dist County Route Postmiles Location/Description EA Code FM-10-05 Allocation
2.5f. Informational Report — Minor Construction Program — Resolution G-05-05 Delegated Allocations (2.5f.(4))
1 03 Pla L5727 8.9 Replace sand storage building, install 2F2804 201.352 $550,000  $650,000
new double walled brine tank and
repair existing pavement at the Tahoe
City Maintenance Station.
2 04 Ala/SCI Var Var Replace damaged overhead signs and 2G5904 201.170  $1,000,000 $998,000
metal beam guardrails at various
locations.
3 06 Fre 5 44.9  Asphalt concrete pavement, replace ONO0104 201.120 $750,000 $883,000
existing bridge approach slabs and
upgrade bridge approach guardrails
and crash cushions to current
standards.
4 06 Kin 43 17.9/18.6 Install traffic signals at three 0M9004 201.310 $935,000 $970,000
intersections and left-turn lanes and
pedestrian crosswalks at one
intersection.
5 08 Riv 10 71.8/72.3 Upgrade waste water treatment system  0L9004 201.250 $850,000 $967,000
in Cactus City Safety Roadside Rest
Area by installing one septic tank,
replacing all existing sewage lines and
valves and installing a new lift station.
6 08 Riv 10 Var. Install changeable message signs and ON9804 201.315 $950,000 $787,000
highway advisory radio and
environmental sensor at various
locations.
7 08 SBd 18 T7.8/T8.1 Upgrade sidewalk, remove metal beam  0M8304 201.378 $835,000 $311,000
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Original
Program Est.
# Dist County Route Postmiles Location/Description EA Code FM-10-05 Allocation
2.5f. Informational Report — Minor Construction Program — Resolution G-05-05 Delegated Allocations (2.5f.(4))

8 09 Mno 6 4.0/5.5 Widen shoulder from 4 feet to 8 feet 352604 201.310 $935,000 $1,000,000
and install rumble strips.

9 09 Mno 203 7.1 Install changeable message sign to 352704 201.315 $350,000 $324,000
provide real time information.

10 10 SJ 99 Var Install one changeable message sign 0S7604 201.315 $990,000 $539,000
and four traffic management system
elements at various locations.

11 10 Tuo 120 8.1/8.5 Construct acceleration lane with 0P1604 201.310 $780,000 $831,000
shoulder.

12 11 SD 8 Var Overlay and cold plane connector 407304 201.120  $1,000,000  $964,000
ramps at various locations.

13 11 SD 94 Var Overlay and cold plane ramps and 407204 201.120  $1,000,000 $741,000
replace dikes, metal beam guardrail
and loop detectors at various locations.

14 12 Ora 405 6.4/7.4 Install irrigation system and plant new 0F5504 201.210 $950,000 $950,000
vegetation to prevent soil erosion.
The City of Irvine is contributing
$100,000 to this project.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Project Title Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Location Phase Item #
RTPAICTC Project Description Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Funding Project ID Program Code Fund Type

2.59.(1a) Proposition 1B — Locally Administered CMIA Project off the State Highway System

Resolution CMIA-A-1112-027

1

$3,700,000

San Mateo Smart Corridors. Between US 101 and SR 82,
from the Santa Clara County Line (Menlo Park) to 1-380 (San

San Mateo County Bruno). Install traffic signal improvements, closed circuit

Association of
Governments

04-San Mateo

MTC

television (CCTV) cameras, trailblazer signs and vehicle
detection systems.

(Project scope is consistent with concurrent CMIA baseline
proposed for approval under Resolution CMIA-P-1112-014B;
April 2012.)

(CEQA — CE; 03/29/1012.)
(NEPA — N/A)

Outcome/Outputs: When constructed, the overall San Mateo
Smart Corridor project will result in daily vehicle hours of delay
savings of about 2,940 hours.

04-2140V
CMIA/11-12
CONST ENG

$300,000

CONST
$3,400,000
0412000443

004-6055 $300,000
CMIA

2010-11

104-6055 $3,400,000
CMIA

20.30.210.100
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PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Phase
Recipient Project Title Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
RTPAICTC Location Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Funding EA Program Code Fund Type

2.59.(1b) Proposition 1B — Locally Administered CMIA Projects on the State Highway System Resolution CMIA-A-1112-028
1
$6,000,000 I-5/Deschutes Road Interchange. In Anderson at the Factory 02-3488 2011-12
Outlets Drive to Deschutes Road Interchange. Modify CMIA/11-12 304-6055 $900,000
City of Anderson  Interchange. CON ENG CMIA
Shasta RTPA $900,000 20.20.721.000
02-Sha-5 Final Project Development: N/A CONST
R4.0/R4.9 $5,100,000 304-6055 $5.100.000
Final Right of Way: N/A 0200000251 CMIA e
4CELO 20.20.721.000
(CEQA — ND 09/15/2010) 4CONL
(NEPA — CE 09/15/2010) 347604
(Project scope is consistent with concurrent CMIA baseline
proposed for approval under Resolution CMIA-P-1112-014B;
April 2012.)
(Concurrent Consideration of Funding under Resolution
E-12-24; April 2012.)
Outcome/Output: When completed, the project will result in
daily vehicle hours of delay savings of about 630 hours.
2
$15,500,000 US Route 50 HOV Lanes Phase 0. In El Dorado Hills at the 03-3270L 2011-12
El Dorado Hills/Latrobe Boulevard interchange. Interchange CMIA/11-12 304-6055 $1,160,000
El Dorado County improvements. Construct new westbound off ramp CON ENG CMIA
EDCTC undercrossing, improves westbound on/off ramps with dedicated $1,160,000 20.20.721.000
03-ED-50 HOV ramp metering. CONST
0.2/1.4 $14,340,000
Final Project Development: N/A 0312000163 304-6055 $14,340,000
4CELO CMIA
Final Right of Way: N/A 4CONL 20.20.721.000
2E5104
(Project scope is consistent with concurrent CMIA baseline
proposed for approval under Resolution CMIA-P-1112-014B;
April 2012.)
(Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-08-13,
September, 2008)
Outcome/Output: Reconstruct two ramps and add HOV bypass
lane metering. Daily Peak hours of delay saved is 947 hours
and Daily Peak duration Person minutes saved is 22,728.
3
$10,000,000 I-10/Tippecanoe Interchange Improvements-Phase 1. 08-0154F 2011-12
In the cities of Loma Linda and San Bernardino, from 1 mile CMIA/11-12 304-6055 $10,000,000
San Bernardino west of Tippecanoe Avenue to Tippecanoe Avenue. Construct CONST CMIA
Association of eastbound auxiliary lane, eastbound off ramp, retaining walls, $10,000,000 20.20.721.000
Governments reinforced concrete box culvert, and widen San Timoteo Bridge. 0800020451
SANBAG 4CONL
08-SBd-10 Final Project Development: N/A 448114
25.3/26.3
Final Right of Way: N/A

(Project scope is consistent with concurrent CMIA baseline
proposed for approval under Resolution CMIA-P-1112-014B;
April 2012.)

(Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-11-32, May,
2011)

(Contributions from local sources: $27,943,000)
(All CMIA funding will be used for Construction Capital only.)
Outcome/Output: When completed, the I-10/Tippecanoe

Interchange Improvements — Phase 1 project will result in daily
vehicle hours of delay savings of about 14,571 hours.
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PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Phase
Recipient Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
RTPAICTC Project Title Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Funding EA Program Code Fund Type

2.5g9.(1c) Proposition 1B — State Administered CMIA Project on the State Highway System

Resolution CMIA-A-1112-029

(CEQA — CE 07/29/2011)
(NEPA — CE 07/29/2011)

(Project Scope is consistent with the baseline amendment
approved under Resolution CMIA-PA-1112-025 in January
2012.)

The overall project scope will be delivered with five construction
contracts:

Contract CMIA Funding for Construction
#1 04-15300 | $828,000 (Support) $3,852,000 (Capital)
#2 04-15420 | $1,097,000 (Support) $1,532,000 (Capital)
#3 04-15113 | $1,546,000 (Support) $2,375,000 (Capital)
#4 04-15320 | $1,964,000 (Support) $6,245,000 (Capital)
#5 04-15350 | $2,518,000 (Support) $21,000,000 (Capital)
Total $6,953,000 (Support) $35,004,000 (Capital)

The current allocation request is for Contract #1. There is a
concurrent request to allocate $2,000,000 SHOPP funds to this
contract.

(There is also a concurrent allocation request for Contract #2.)
Outcome/Outputs: When completed, the overall Freeway

Performance Initiative project will result in daily vehicle-hours of
delay savings of about 4,000 hours.

1
$28,969,000 I-80 ICM Active Traffic Management. 04-0062E 004-6055 $3,675,000
In Alameda and Contra Costa Counties. This project will CMIA/11-12 CMIA
Department of construct various system management components, including CON ENG
Transportation dynamic message signs, closed-circuit television cameras, $3,675,000 2011-12
MTC variable advisory speed signs, and other sign structures. CONST 304-6055 $25,294,000
04-Ala-80 $25,294,000 CMIA
1.99/13.49 Final Project Development: N/A 0400002044 20.20.721.000
4
Final Right of Way: N/A 3A77744
(Project Scope is consistent with the baseline amendment
approved under Resolution CMIA-PA-1112-026 in January
2012.)
(Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-11-69;
October 2011.)
Outcome/Outputs: When combined with other contracts
(PPNO’s 0062J, 00621, 0062G, and 0062H), the overall
Interstate 80 Integrated Corridor Mobility project will result in
daily vehicle-hours of delay savings of about 5,800 hours.
2
$4,680,000 Freeway Performance Initiative - TOS and Ramp Metering. 04-0024 004-6055 $828,000
At various locations in Alameda, Santa Clara, and Solano CMIA/11-12 CMIA
Department of Counties. Install ramp metering and traffic operations system CON ENG
Transportation (TOS) elements along various routes. $828,000 2011-12
MTC CONST 304-6055 $3,852,000
04-Ala-92/880 Final Project Development: N/A $3,852,000 CMIA
4.1/6.0 0400020302 20.20.721.000
10.0/33.9 Final Right of Way: N/A 4
153004
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PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Phase
Recipient Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
RTPA/CTC Project Title Project ID ltem #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Funding EA Program Code Fund Type

2.59.(1c) Proposition 1B — State Administered CMIA Project on the State Highway System

Resolution CMIA-A-1112-029

3
$52,364,000 I-580 Westbound HOV Lane (Segment 2) - Isabel to Foothill. 04-0112F 004-6055 $6,750,000
In Alameda County on westbound 580. Construct a westbound CMIA/11-12 CMIA
Department of HOV lane from Isabel Avenue to Foothill Road. The project CON ENG
Transportation scope also includes SHOPP funded roadway rehabilitation work $6,750,000 2011-12
MTC (TCRP 31). CONST 304-6055 $45,614,000
04-Ala-580 $45,614,000 CMIA
R14.6/R21.6 Final Project Development: N/A 0400020211 20.20.721.000
4
Final Right of Way: N/A 2908E4
(Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-10-18, April,
2010)
(Project Scope is consistent with the baseline amendment
approved under Resolution CMIA-PA-1112-023 in January
2012.)
(Contribution from other sources: $13,000,000 (SHOPP) and
$2,486,000 TCRP funds (previously allocated to the corridor).
Outcome/Qutputs: When combined with Segment 1 (PPNO
0112B), the overall I-580 Westbound HOV Lane project will
result in daily vehicle-hours of delay savings of about 3,341
hours.
4
$58,600,000 1-880 Southbound HOV Lane Extension- South Segment 04-0036F 004-6055 $6,900,000
(Marina to Davis). In Oakland and San Leandro, from Marina CMIA/11-12 CMIA
Department of Boulevard to Davis Street. Extend the existing southbound CON ENG
Transportation HOV lane. The added scope includes improvements at the $6,900,000 2011-12
MTC Davis Street Interchange. CONST 304-6055 $51,700,000
04-Ala-880 $51,700,000 CMIA
22.6/24 Final Project Development: N/A 0412000339 20.20.721.000
4
Final Right of Way: N/A 3A9214

(Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-11-03,
January, 2011)

(Project Scope is consistent with the baseline amendment
approved under Resolution CMIA-PA-1112-024 in January
2012))

Outcome/Outputs: When combined with North Segment (PPNO

0036J), the overall 1-880 Southbound HOV Lane Extension

project will result in daily vehicle-hours of delay savings of about

3,161 hours.
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PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Phase
Recipient Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
RTPA/CTC Project Title Project ID ltem #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Funding EA Program Code Fund Type

2.59.(1c) Proposition 1B — State Administered CMIA Project on the State Highway System

Resolution CMIA-A-1112-029

5
$2,629,000 Freeway Performance Initiative - TOS and Ramp Metering. 04-0024
At various locations in Alameda, Santa Clara, and Solano CMIA/11-12
Department of Counties. Install ramp metering and traffic operations system CON ENG
Transportation (TOS) elements along various routes. $1,097,000
MTC CONST
04-SCI-85 Final Project Development: N/A $1,532,000
R18.0/R23.9 04000020481
Final Right of Way: N/A 4
154204

(CEQA — CE 07/29/2011)
(NEPA — CE 07/29/2011)

(Project Scope is consistent with the baseline amendment
approved under Resolution CMIA-PA-1112-025 in January

2012.)
The overall project scope will be delivered with five construction
contracts:
Contract CMIA Funding for Construction
#1 04-15300 | $828,000 (Support) $3,852,000 (Capital)
#2 04-15420 | $1,097,000 (Support) $1,532,000 (Capital)
#3 04-15113 | $1,546,000 (Support) $2,375,000 (Capital)
#4 04-15320 | $1,964,000 (Support) $6,245,000 (Capital)
#5 04-15350 | $2,518,000 (Support) $21,000,000 (Capital)
Total $6,953,000 (Support) $35,004,000 (Capital)

The current allocation request is for Contract #2. There is a
concurrent request to allocate $8,000,000 SHOPP funds to this
contract.

(There is also a concurrent allocation request for Contract #1.)
Outcome/Outputs: When completed, the overall Freeway

Performance Initiative project will result in daily vehicle-hours of
delay savings of about 4,000 hours.

004-6055 $1,097,000
CMIA

2010-11

304-6055 $1,532,000
CMIA

20.20.721.000
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PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Phase
Recipient Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
RTPAICTC Project Title Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Funding EA Program Code Fund Type

2.59.(1d) Proposition 1B — State Administered CMIA Project on the State Highway System

Resolution CMIA-A-1112-030

1
$146,997,000 I-5 Carpool Lane - Orange County Line to I-605 (Segment 3). 07-4154 004-6055 $15,261,000
In Norwalk from Shoemaker Avenue to Silverbow Avenue, add CMIA/11-12 CMIA
Department of HOV and mixed flow lane in each direction. CON ENG
Transportation $15,261,000 2011-12
LACMTA Final Project Development (IIP) CONST 304-6055 $131,736,000
07-LA-5 Support Estimate: $3,089,000 $131,736,000 CMIA
2.4/4.2 Programmed Amount: $3,089,000 0700001833 20.20.721.000
Adjustment: $ 0 4
215934
Final Right of Way (RIP)
Right of Way Estimate: ~ $10,697,000
Programmed Amount: $10,697,000
Adjustment: $ 0
(Project scope is consistent with amended baseline agreement
approved under Resolution CMIA-PA-1011-015 in November
2010.)
(Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-08-09, August
2008).
(Contributions from other sources: $49,330,000)
Outcome/Qutputs: Realign and reconstruct all lanes with one
additional mixed flow lane in each direction.
2
$188,020,000 I-5 Carpool Lane - Orange County Line to I-605 (Segment 4). 07-4155 004-6055 $16,693,000
In Norwalk from Silverbow Avenue to Orr and Day Road CMIA/11-12 CMIA
Department of Overhead. Widening I-5 with HOV and mixed flow lanes. CON ENG
Transportation $16,693,000 2011-12
LACMTA Final Project Development (I1P) CONST 304-6055 $171,327,000
07-LA-5 Support Estimate: $2,498,000 $171,327,000 CMIA
4.0/5.9 Programmed Amount: $2,498,000 0700001834 20.20.721.000
Adjustment: $ 0 4
215944
Final Right of Way (RIP)
Right of Way Estimate: $85,485,000
Programmed Amount: $85,485,000
Adjustment: $ 0

(Related CMIA de-allocation from 07-4153 under Resolution
CMIA-AA-1112-030 and CMIA Baseline Agreement amendment
under Resolution CMIA-PA-1112-032; April 2012.)

(Future consideration of funding — Resolution E-08-09, August
2008).

(Contributions from other sources: $101,190,000)

Outcome/Qutputs: Realign and reconstruct all lanes with one
additional mixed flow lane and one HOV lane in each direction.
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PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Phase
Recipient Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
RTPAICTC Project Title Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Funding EA Program Code Fund Type
2.59.(1e) Proposition 1B — Locally Administered Multi-Funded CMIA/SLPP Project Resolution CMIA-A-1112-031
on the State Highway System Resolution SLP1B-A-1112-17
1
$25,886,000 Watt Ave @ Route 50 Interchange Improvements. In the city 03-0127A
of Sacramento, on Route 50 at Watt Avenue from La Riviera TCRP/11-12
Sacramento Drive to Kiefer Boulevard. Modify the interchange, widen Watt CONST
County Avenue, and add bike/pedestrian and public transit facilities. $6,280,000
SACOG
03-Sac-50 Final Project Development: N/A RIP /13-14
5.0/5.6 CONST
Final Right of Way: N/A $17:300;000
$0
(Project scope is consistent with concurrent CMIA baseline
proposed for approval under Resolution CMIA-P-1112-014B; CMIA/11-12
April 2012.) CONST 2011-12
$17,300,000 304-6055 $17,300,000
(Contributions from other sources: $16,188,000 with CMIA
$6,280,000 to replace TCRP funding.) 20.20.721.000
SLPP/11-12
(The remaining RIP programming of $17,300,000 to return to CONST 2011-12
Sacramento County regional share balance.) $8,586,000 304-6060 $8,586,000
0300000425 SLPP
(Concurrent Consideration of Funding under Resolution 4CONL 20.20.724.000
E-12-15; April 2012) 371204
Outcome/Qutput: Construction of new Overcrossing, ramps and
bicycle/pedestrian pathway.
PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Phase Budget Year
Recipient Prgm’d Amount Item #
RTPAICTC Project Title Project ID Fund Type
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Program Amount by
Postmile Project Funding EA Code Fund Type
2.59.(1f) Proposition 1B — State-Administered Multi-Funded CMIA/SLPP Project Resolution CMIA-A-1112-032
on the State Highway System Resolution SLP1B-A-1112-18
1
$24,108,000 North B - Sonoma Highway 101 Airport Interchange. In 04-0749D 004-6055 $4,500,000
Windsor, between Fulton Road and Windsor River Road. CMIA/11-12 CMIA
Department of Replace the existing Airport Boulevard Overcrossing. Construct CONST ENG
Transportation sound walls in Windsor. $4,500,000 2011-12
MTC CONST 304-6055 $17,742,000
Sonoma Final Project Development: N/A $17,742,000 CMIA
04-Son-101 20.20.721.000
25.6/29.2 Final Right of Way: N/A
SLPP/11-12 2011-12
(Future consideration of funding — Resolution E-08-24, CON 304-6060 $1,866,000
December, 2008.) $1,866,000 SLPP
0400020945 20.20.724.000
(Project Scope is consistent with the baseline amendment 4
approved under Resolution CMIA-PA-1112-028 in January 3A23U4

2012.)
(Contributions from local sources: $10,392,000)
Outcome/Output: When completed, the North B - Sonoma

Highway 101 Airport Interchange project will result in daily
vehicle-hours of delay savings of about 1,711 hours.
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Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year
Recipient Phase Budget Year
RTPAICTC Prgm’d Amount Item #
County Project Title Project ID Fund Type
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Program Amount by
Postmile Project Funding EA Code Fund Type
2.59.(1g) Proposition 1B — State-Administered Multi-Funded STIP/CMIA Project Resolution CMIA-A-1112-033
on the State Highway System Resolution STIP1B-A-1112-006
1
$29,664,000 Route 101 Marin Sonoma Narrows - Southerly Interchange 04-0360J 2010-11
at Redwood Landfill Road (Contract B1). Near Petaluma, at RIP /10-11 304-6058 $11,114,000
Department of intersection of Redwood Landfill Road and Route 101. Construct CON ENG TFA
Transportation new interchange and frontage roads for San Antonio Road. $700,000 20.20.075.600
MTC CONST
Marin Final Project Development (lIP) $11,114,000
04N-Mrn-101 Support Estimate: $7,600,000
23.3/27.6 Programmed Amount: $7,600,000 1IP/10-11
Adjustment: $ 0 CON ENG
$4,150,000
Final Project Development (RIP)
Support Estimate: $3,543,000
Programmed Amount: $3,543,000 CMIA/11-12 2011-12
Adjustment: $ 0 CONST 304-6055 $18,550,000
$18,550,000 CMIA
Final Right of Way(RIP) 0400000733 20.20.721.000
Right of Way Estimate:  $20,849,000 4
Programmed Amount: $10,849,000 264074
Adjustment: $ 9,650,000 (Debit)

(Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-09-70,
September 2009.)

(Project Scope is consistent with the baseline agreement
approved under Resolution CMIA-P-1112-05B in October 2011.)

(A 12-month time extension for CON was approved at the
August 2011 CTC meeting and expires on June 30, 2012.)

(Contributions from other sources: $0)
Outcome/Output: When combined with other segments (PPNO

0360F and 0360H), the Marin Sonoma Narrows project will result
in daily vehicle-hours of delay savings of 10,368 hours.
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Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year
Recipient Phase Budget Year
RTPAICTC Prgm’d Amount Iltem #
County Project Title Project ID Fund Type
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Program Amount by
Postmile Project Funding EA Code Fund Type

2.59.(1h) Proposition 1B — State-Administered Multi-Funded CMIA/STIP/SLPP Project

on the State Highway System

Resolution CMIA-A-1112-034
Resolution STIP1B-A-1112-007
Resolution SLP1B-A-1112-19

1
$81,977,000 Route 101 Marin Sonoma Narrows - Petaluma Boulevard
South Interchange and Petaluma River Bridge Replacement,
Department of (Contract B2). Near Petaluma, at Petaluma Boulevard South
Transportation and Route 101. Construct new interchange, frontage roads, and

MTC equipment for ramp metering. Also construct a new bridge
Sonoma structure over the Petaluma River Bridge (TCRP 18)
04-Son-101
0.9/3.6 Final Project Development (lIP)
Support Estimate: $4,500,000
Programmed Amount:  $4,500,000
Adjustment: $ 0

Final Right of Way (RIP)
Right of Way Estimate: $10,810,000
Programmed Amount:  $10,810,000
Adjustment: $ 0

(Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-09-70,
September 2009.)

(Project Scope is consistent with the baseline agreement
approved under Resolution CMIA-P-1112-05B in October 2011.)

(A 12-month time extension for RIP funds for CON was approved
at the August 2011 CTC meeting and expires on June 30, 2012.)

(Contributions from other sources: $6,065,000.)
Outcome/Output: When combined with other segments (PPNO

0360F and 0360J), the Marin Sonoma Narrows project will result
in daily vehicle-hours of delay savings of about 10,368 hours.

04-0360H
RIP/10-11
CONST
$7,395,000

CMIA/11-12
CON ENG
$11,042,000
CONST
$61,675,000

SLPP/11-12
CONST
$1,865,000
0412000195
4
2640U4

2010-11
304-6058 $7,395,000
TFA
20.20.075.600

004-6055 $11,042,000
CMIA

2011-12

304-6055 $61,675,000
CMIA

20.20.721.000

2011-12
304-6060 $1,865,000
SLPP
20.20.724.000
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allocation is being requested against that reserve.

As a result of differing geological conditions
encountered during tunneling, $27,000,000 in
additional funds are needed to complete the
project. This total shortfall of $27,000,000 will be
covered with $11,043,000 in CMIA (Current
Request), $3,000,000 in Regional Recovery Act
savings from construction support that will be
transferred to construction capital, and
$12,957,000 in local funds.

Outcome/Outputs: When combined with other
segments (PPNO 0057G and 0057I), the overall
Route 24/Caldecott Tunnel Fourth Bore project will
result in daily vehicle hours of delay savings of
about 10,368 hours.

Project #
Allocation
Amount PPNO State State State
Recipient Budget Year Federal Federal Federal
RTPA/CTC Project Title Fund Type Current Additional Revised
Dist-Co-Rte Location Program Codes Amount by Amount by Amount by
Postmile Project Description Project ID Fund Type Fund Type Fund Type
2.59.(1i) Financial Allocation Amendment for a Multi Funded CMIA/ARRA Project - Resolution CMIA-A-1112-035
Supplemental Funds
1
$11,043,000 State Route 24 Caldecott Tunnel Fourth Bore. 04-0057A
Near Oakland, on Route 24 from Route 13 to 2008-09
Department of ~ Wilder Road (former Gateway Boulevard) in 804-0890 $73,439,000 $73,439,000
Transportation ~ Alameda and Contra Costa Counties. Construct 2- ARRA
MTC lane fourth bore for the Caldecott Tunnel, north of 20.20.721.000
04-Ala/CC-24  existing third bore (TCRP #15)
5.3/10.0
0/1.3 (At the time of original allocation in May 2009, a
project contingency reserve consisting of 2011-12
$11,043,000 in CMIA and $6,557,000 in Measure 304-6055 $11,043,000  $11,043,000
J funds was established to deal with unforeseen CMIA
cost increases during construction. This CMIA 20.20.721.000
0300000206
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Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year
Recipient Phase Budget Year
RTPAICTC Prgm’d Amount Item #
County Project Title Project ID Fund Type
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Program Amount by
Postmile Project Funding EA Code Fund Type
2.59.(1j) Proposition 1B — Allocation Amendment - State-Administered CMIA Project Resolution CMIA-AA-1112-027
on the State Highway System Amending Resolution CMIA-A-1112-009
1
$157.198.000 HOV Land Gap Closure
$120,191,000 In the city of Riverside, on State Route 91 from Adams Street to 08-0092A
60/91/215 interchange. Construct one HOV lane in each CMIA/10-11 004-6055 $20,598,000
Department of direction. CONST ENG CMIA
Transportation $20,598,000
RCTC Final Project Development:  N/A CONST 2010-11
Riverside $136,600,000 304-6055 $136,600,000
08S-Riv-91 Final Right of Way: N/A $99,593,000 CMIA $99,593,000
15.6/21.6 0800000712 20.20.721.000
(Project scope is consistent with the amended baseline 4
agreement approved under Resolution CMIA-PA-0910-025 in 448404

June 2010.)

(Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-07-24,
December 2007.)

(Contributions from local sources: $34;546;000, $25,194,000.)

Outcome/Output: When completed, this project will result in
daily vehicle hours of delay savings of about 6,770 hours.

Amend Resolution CMIA-A-1112-009 to de-allocate
$37,007,000 CMIA CONST to reflect award savings.
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Project #

Allocation Amount

Recipient
RTPA/CTC
Dist-Co-Rte

Postmile

Project Title
Project Description
Project Funding

PPNO
Program/Year
Phase
Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
Project ID Item #
Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by Fund
EA Program Code Type

2.59.(1k) Proposition 1B — Allocation Amendment - State Administered CMIA Project
on the State Highway System

Resolution CMIA-AA-1112-030
Amending Resolution CMIA-A-1112-005

1
$65;555:000
$45,247,000

Department of
Transportation
LACMTA
Los Angeles
07S-LA-5
1.2/2.1

I-5 Carpool Lane-Orange CL to I-605 Segment 1

In Santa Fe Springs, from North Fork Coyote Creek
Overcrossing to Marquardt Avenue. Reconstruct Alondra
Avenue bridges, widen Interstate 5 freeway by adding two
lanes in each direction (one mixed flow and one HOV), and
reconstruct frontage roads.

Final Project Development (IIP)
Support Estimate: $ 2,260,000
Programmed Amount: $ 1,027,000

Adjustment: $1,233,000 (Debit)
Final Project Development (RIP)
Support Estimate: $ 83,000

Programmed Amount: $ 83,000
Adjustment: $ 0

Final Right of Way (RIP)
Right of Way Estimate: $3,348,000
Programmed Amount: $3,348,000
Adjustment: $ 0

(Construction savings of $611,000 to be transferred to
Construction Engineering.)

(Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-08-09,
August 2008)

(August 2011- Baseline Amendment approved to revise the
project schedule under Resolution CMIA-PA-1112-003.)

(August 2011 - Letter of No Prejudice request approved
under Resolution LONP1B-A-1112-005.)

(Contributions from other sources: $39,695,000.)

Outcome/Output: Two additional lanes in each direction
(one mixed flow lane and one HOV lane).

Amend Resolution CMIA-A-1112-005 to de-allocate
$20,308,000 CMIA CONST to reflect award savings.

07-4153
CMIA/10-11
CONST
$65,555.000
$45,247,000
0700001831
4
215914

2010-11
304-6055
CMIA

$65,555:000
20.20.721.000 $45,247,000
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CMIA/STIP Project on the State Highway System

PPNO
Program/Year
Project # Phase
Allocation Amount Prgm'd
Recipient Amount Budget Year
RTPAICTC Project Title Project ID Iltem #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by Fund
Postmile Project Funding EA Program Code Type
2.5g.(11) Proposition 1B — Allocation Amendment - Locally Administered Resolution CMIA-AA-1112-028

Amending Resolution CMIA-A-1112-004

Resolution STIP1B-AA-1112-006
Amending Resolution STIP1B-A-1112-001

1
$22.296.000
$21,187,000

City of Visalia
TCAG
Tulare

06N-Tul-198

R4.1/R5.0

Plaza Drive Interchange/Auxillary Lanes

In Visalia, on Route 198 from Route 99 to Plaza Drive, and
on Plaza Drive from Airport Drive to Goshen Avenue.
Construct auxiliary lanes (Route 198) and widen roadway
(Plaza Drive).

Final Project Development: N/A

Final Right of Way: N/A

(August 2011 - CMIA Baseline Amendment approved under
Resolution CMIA-PA-1112-003, will split off a follow-up

landscaping project (PPNO 0105Y) funded from RIP as
follows:

Component FY Amount
PS&E 11-12 $ 80,000
CONST 13-14 $1,420,000)

(Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-10-39,
April 2010.)

Outcome/Output: Daily vehicle-hours of delay savings of
about 2,794,740 hours.

Amend Resolution CMIA-A-1112-004 to de-allocate
$1,109,000 CMIA CONST to reflect award savings, and
change $3,050,000 CMIA CONST to CMIA CONST ENG.

06-0105
CMIA/11-12
CONST ENG
$0
$3,617,000

CONST

$7.776,000
$3,050,000

RIP/11-12
CONST
$14,520,000
0600000417
4CONL
423704

2011-12
304-6055
CMIA
20.20.721.000

2011-12
304-6055
CMIA
20.20.721.000

2010-11
304-6058
TFA
20.20.075.600

$3,617,000

$7.776:000
$3,050,000

$14,520,000
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CMIA/STIP Project on the State Highway System

PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Phase
Recipient Prgm’d Amount  Budget Year
RTPA/CTC Location Project ID Iltem #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by Fund
Postmile Project Funding EA Program Code Type
2.5g9.(Im) Proposition 1B — Allocation Amendment - Locally Administered Resolution CMIA-AA-1112-029,

Amending Resolution CMIA-A-1112-008

Resolution STIP1B-AA-1112-007

Amending Resolution STIP1B-A-1112-003

1
$18,340,000 In Santa Cruz, on Route 1 from Soquel Avenue to
$15,933,000 Morrissey Boulevard. Construct northbound and

southbound auxiliary lanes and modify the La Fonda

Santa Cruz County Avenue Overcrossing.

Regional
Transportation Final Project Development Adjustment: N/A
Commission
SCCRTC Final Right of Way (RIP):
Santa Cruz Right of Way Estimate: $ 50,000
O5N-SCr-1 Programmed Amount: $ 112,000
14.9/15.9 Adjustment: $ 62,000 (credit)

(Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-09-78,
October 2009.)

(June 2011- CMIA program amendment approved under
Resolution CMIA-PA-1011-034.)

savings of about 796 hours.

Amend Resolution CMIA-A-1112-008 to de-allocate
$2,407,000 in CMIA CONST, to reflect contract award
savings and change $2,700,000 from CMIA CONST to

Outcome/Output: Will result in daily vehicle-hours of delay

CMIA CONST ENG.

05-6500
CMIA/09-10
CONST ENG
$0
$2,700,000
CONST

$16-196;000
$11,083,000

RIP/10-11
CONST
$2,150,000
0500000048
4CELO
4CONL
0F6504

2010-11
304-6055
CMIA
20.20.721.000

$2,700,000

2010-11
304-6055
CMIA
20.20.721.000

$46-190;000
$11,083,000

2010-11
304-6058
TFA
20.20.075.600

$2,150,000
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PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Phase
Recipient Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
RTPA/CTC Project Title Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Funding EA Program Code Fund Type

2.59.(1n) Proposition 1B — State Administered CMIA Project on the State Highway System

Resolution CMIA-A-1112-038

1
$6,098,000 Union Valley Parkway Interchange. In Santa Maria at Union 05-4638
Valley Parkway. Construct interchange. RIP/11-12
Department of CON ENG
Transportation Final Project Development $1.800,600
SBCAG Support Estimate: $5,004,000 $1,900,000
Santa Barbara Programmed Amount:  $4,932,000 CONST
05S-SB-101 Adjustment: $ 0 (<20%) $3.949.000 2011-12
83.1/83.9 $0 ’
Final Right of Way 304-6055 $6,098,000
Right of Way Estimate: $1,528,000 CMIA
Programmed Amount: ~ $1,552,000 CMIA/11-12 20.20.721.000
Adjustment: $ 0 (<20%) CONST
$6,098,000
The Union Valley Parkway Interchange Landscaping project 0500000550
(PPNO 4638Y) will be split off as follows, funded from Santa 4
Barbara County regional shares: 463804
PS&E $ 305,000 FY 2011-12
R/W Support $ 5,000 FY 2011-12
Const Support $ 400,000 FY 2013-14
Const $ 650,000 FY 2013-14
Total $1,360,000
(CONST savings of $2,589,000 to be returned to Santa Barbara
County regional shares. The additional $100,000 of CON ENG
to come from Santa Barbara County regional shares.)
(Future Consideration of Funding under Resolution E-12-12;
March 2012.)
(Contributions from other sources: $6,098,000.)
(Project scope is consistent with concurrent CMIA baseline
proposed for approval under Resolution CMIA-P-1112-014B;
April 2012.)
Outcome/Qutput: Daily travel time savings: 935 hours. Peak
period time savings: 5,610 minutes.
2
$3,088,000 1-215 Newport Avenue Bridge Replacement Project. Inthe 08-0243E
City of Grand Terrace at the Newport Avenue Overcrossing CMIA/11-12 2010-11
Department of bridge. Remove and replace the existing OC structure at CONST 304-6055 $3,088,000
Transportation Newport Avenue in the City of Grand Terrace. $3,088,000 CMIA
SANBAG 0800020109 20.20.721.000
08-SBd-215 Final Project Development: N/A 4
1.78 0P5104
Final Right of Way: N/A

(Project scope is consistent with concurrent CMIA baseline
proposed for approval under Resolution CMIA-P-1112-014B;
April 2012.)

(CEQA — CE 10/27/2011)
(NEPA — CE 10/27/2011)

(Contributions from local sources: $0)

(For construction purposes, this contact will be combined with
08-0M940 and 08-0H330 under EA 08-0M94U).

Outcome/Qutputs: When completed, the 1-215 Newport Avenue

Bridge Replacement project will result in daily vehicle-hours of
delay savings of about 4,000 hours.
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PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Phase
Recipient Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
RTPA/CTC Project Title Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Funding EA Program Code Fund Type

2.59.(1n) Proposition 1B — State Administered CMIA Project on the State Highway System

Resolution CMIA-A-1112-038

3
$34,826,000 SR76/1-15 Interchange Improvement. Near Bonsall and 11-0760A 2011-12
Fallbrook on Route 15 from 0.4 mile south to 0.8 mile north of CMIA/11-12 304-6055 $4,826,000
Department of Route 76/15 separation and on Route 76 from 0.5 mile west to CON ENG CMIA
Transportation 0.5 mile east of 76/15 separation. Modify interchange and $4,826,000 20.20.721.000
SANDAG widen bridge over I-5 to six lanes. CONST
11-SD-76 $30,000,000
R16.7/R46.1 Final Project Development: N/A 1100020469 2011-12
4 304-6055 $30,000,000
Final Right of Way: N/A 257144 CMIA
20.20.721.000
(Project scope is consistent with concurrent CMIA baseline
agreement proposed for approval under Resolution CMIA-P-
1112-014B; April 2012.)
(Concurrent Consideration of Funding under Resolution
E-12-17; April 2012.)
Outcome/Outputs: Widen existing 3-lane bridge to 6 lanes.
This project will result in daily vehicle hours of delay savings of
about 1,132 hours.
Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year
Recipient Phase Budget Year
RTPA/CTC Prgm’d Amount Item #
County Project Title Project ID Fund Type
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Program Amount by
Postmile Project Funding EA Code Fund Type
2.5g.(1o) Proposition 1B — State-Administered Multi-Funded STIP/CMIA Project Resolution CMIA-A-1112-039
on the State Highway System Resolution STIP1B-A-1112-011
1
$30,825,000 San Juan Road Interchange. Near Prunedale, at San Juan 05-0058E 2010-11
Road. Convert to freeway and construct new interchange. IIP/12-13 304-6058 $2,500,000
Department of CON ENG TFA
Transportation Final Project Development (RIP): $5.800,600 20.20.075.600
TAMC Support Estimate: $6,700,000 $8,000,000
Monterey Programmed Amount: ~ $5,000,000
05N-Mon-101 Adjustment: $1,700,000 (Debit) RIP/12-13
100.0/101.3 CONST
(160.9/163.0) Final Project Development (IIP): $14,060,000
Support Estimate: $4,750,000 $2,500,000
Programmed Amount:  $4,700,000
Adjustment: $ 0 (< 20%) CMIA/11-12 2011-12
CONST 304-6055 $28,325,000
Final Right of Way (IIP): $28,325,000 CMIA
Estimate: $12,550,000 0500000495 20.20.721.000
Programmed Amount: ~ $18,450,000 4
Adjustment: $ 5,900,000 (Credit) 315804

(Future Consideration of Funding under Resolution E-10-79;
September 2010.)

(Contributions from other sources: $17,875,000.)

(The additional $2,200,000 of CON ENG to come from
interregional shares. CON savings of $11,500,000 to be
returned to Monterey County regional shares.)

(Project scope is consistent with concurrent CMIA baseline
proposed for approval under Resolution CMIA-P-1112-014B;
April 2012.)

Outcome/Output: Daily travel time savings: 884 hours. Peak
period time savings: 6,424 minutes. The project will convert 1.4
miles of expressway to freeway by constructing one interchange
and removing three at-grade intersections.
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PS&E $ 210,000 FY 2012-13
CON ENG $ 210,000 FY 2014-15
CON $ 1,000,000 FY 2014-15

(The remaining RIP programming of $14,580,000 to return to
Orange County regional share balance.)

(Contributions from other sources: $4,074,000.)

(Concurrent CMIA Baseline Agreement amendment under
Resolution CMIA-PA-1112-035; April 2012.)

(Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-10-62, June,
2010)

Outcome/Outputs: This project will facilitate traffic flows and
alleviate congestion along Ortega Highway and I-5 freeway
on/off ramps.

Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year
Recipient Phase Budget Year
RTPA/CTC Prgm’d Amount Item #
County Project Title Project ID Fund Type
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Program Amount by
Postmile Project Funding EA Code Fund Type
2.59.(1p) Proposition 1B — State-Administered Multi-Funded STIP/CMIA Project Resolution CMIA-A-1112-40
on the State Highway System Resolution STIP1B-A-1112-012
1
$33,740,000 Reconstruct I-5/ SR-74 Interchange. In San Juan Capistrano, 12-4102
on Route 74 from Route 5 to east of the city limit. Reconstruct RIP /12-13
Department of the Route 74 and Route 5 interchange. CON ENG
Transportation $6.574.600
OCTA Final Project Development $6,364,000
12-Ora-74 Support Estimate: $4,978,000
0.0/0.2 Programmed Amount:  $4,873,000 CONST 2011-12
Adjustment: $ 0 (<20%) $18.814.000 304-6058 $2,814,000
$2,814,000 20.20.075.600
Final Right of Way
Right of Way Estimate:  $31,753,000 CMIA 2011-12
Programmed Amount: ~ $31,753,000 CONST 304-6055 $30,926,000
Adjustment: $ 0 $30,926,000 CMIA
1200000102 20.20.721.000
This allocation splits off $1,420,000 RIP for a follow-up 4
landscape project (PPNO 4102A) as follows: OE3104
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Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year
Recipient Phase Budget Year
RTPA/CTC Prgm’d Amount Item #
County Project Title Project ID Fund Type
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Program Amount by
Postmile Project Funding EA Code Fund Type
2.59.(1q) Proposition 1B — State-Administered Multi-Funded STIP/CMIA Project Resolution CMIA-A-1112-037
on the State Highway System Resolution STIP1B-A-1112-010
1
$33,740,000 Reconstruct I-5/ SR-74 Interchange. In San Juan Capistrano, 12-4102
on Route 74 from Route 5 to east of the city limit. Reconstruct RIP /12-13
Department of the Route 74 and Route 5 interchange. CON ENG
Transportation $6,574,000
OCTA Final Project Development $6,364,000
12-Ora-74 Support Estimate: $4,978,000
0.0/0.2 Programmed Amount:  $4,873,000 RIP /12-13
Adjustment: $ 0 (<20%) CONST 2011-12
$18,814,000 304-6058 $17,814,000
Final Right of Way $17,814,000 20.20.075.600
Right of Way Estimate: $31,753,000
Programmed Amount:  $31,753,000 CMIA 2011-12
Adjustment: $ 0 CONST 304-6055 $15,926,000
$15,926,000 CMIA
This allocation splits off $1,420,000 RIP for a follow-up 1200000102 20.20.721.000
landscape project (PPNO 4102A) as follows: 4
PS&E $ 210,000 FY 2012-13 0E3104
CON ENG $ 210,000 FY 2014-15
CON $ 1,000,000 FY 2014-15
(The remaining RIP programming of $14,580,000 to return to
Orange County regional share balance.)
(Contributions from other sources: $4,074,000.)
(Project scope is consistent with baseline agreement approved
on 1/25/2012 under Resolution CMIA-P-1112-07B.)
(Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-10-62, June,
2010)
Outcome/Outputs: This project will facilitate traffic flows and
alleviate congestion along Ortega Highway and I-5 freeway
on/off ramps.
Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year
Recipient Phase
RTPA/CTC Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
County Project Title Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5g.(2a) Proposition 1B —State Administered Route 99 Project Resolution R99-A-1112-008
on the State Highway System
1
$58,100,000 Island Park 6-Lane. In and near the city of Fresno, from 06-6274 004-6072 $7,500,000
Ashlan Avenue to 0.6 mile north of Avenue 7. Widen 4-lane  SR-99/11-12 SR-99
Department of freeway to 6-lane freeway. CON ENG
Transportation $4,100,000 2011-12
COFCG (CEQA — ND, 04/27/2010.) $7,500,000 304-6072 $50.600,000
Fresno, Madera (NEPA — FONSI, 05/28/2010.) CONST SR-99 A
06N-Fre, Mad-99 $54,000,000
26.7/31.6, 0.0/1.6 (Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-10-69, 50,600,000 20.20.722.000
August 2010.) 06000400972

(Concurrent State Route 99 Corridor program amendment 442624

under Resolution R99-PA-1112-007; April 2012.)

Outcome/Output: This project proposes to construct 5.8
new lane miles. This improvement will save 1,795 daily
vehicle hours of delay.
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PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Phase
Recipient Prgm’d Amount
RTPAICTC Project Title Project ID
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Iltem # Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Fund Type Fund Type
2.5g.(2b) Proposition 1B — Allocation Amendment - State Administered Route 99 Projects Resolution R99-AA-1112-005
on the State Highway System Amending Resolution R99-A-1112-003
1
$50,000.060 State Route 99 Widening in Manteca and San Joaquin 10-7634A
$36,644,000 Phase 1. In Manteca, from 0.9 mile south of Route 120 west SR 99/11-12 004-6072
to 0.4 mile south of Arch Road. Widen highway from 4 to 6 CONST ENG SR99 $5,000,000
Department of lanes, and construct auxiliary lanes. $5,000,000
Transportation 2010-11
SJCOG (Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-10-60, July 304-6072
San Joaquin 2010.) CONST SR99 $45.000,000
10N-SJ-99 $45:000-600 20.20.722.000  $31,644,000
4.9/14.2 Outcome/Output: Widen 8.3 miles of SR 99 from 4 to 6 lanes $31,644,000
(16.6 lane miles). 1000020440
4
Amend Resolution R99-A-1112-003 to de-allocate 0E6114

$13,356,000 SR 99 Corridor Bond Program CONST to
reflect award savings.

Page 25 of 32



CTC Financial Vote List

April 25-26, 2012

2.5 Highway Financial Matters
Project #
Allocation Amount
Recipient Pro';E)al\:n?Year
RTPA/CTC Project Title Prgm'd Amount  Budget Year
County Location Project ID ltem #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Support Expenditures EA Program Code Fund Type
2.59.(3a) Proposition 1B — State-Administered Multi-Funded STIP/CMIA Project Resolution STIP1B-A-1112-008
on the State Highway System Resolution CMIA-A-1112-036
1
$81,941,000 1-215 HOV Bi County HOV Gap Closure. In Riverside and San 08-0041G 2010-11
Bernardino Counties, from 91/60/215 interchange to south of RIP (Riv) / 11-12 304-6058 $61,520,000
Department of 215/Orange Show Road interchange. Construct one HOV lane in CON ENG TFA
Transportation each direction. $2,261,000 20.20.075.600
SANBAG $1,764,000
San Bernardino/  Final Project Development (RIP): CONST 2010-11
Riverside Support Estimate: $2,185,000 $17,659,000 304-6058 $4,961,000
08S-SBd-215 Programmed Amount: $2,185,000 $10,117,000 TFA
0.0/5.1 Adjustment: $ 0 20.20.025.700
43.2/45.3 RIP (SBd) / 11-12
Final Right of Way Share Adjustment:  N/A CONST
$45.089:0600
(Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-11-50, June $51,403,000
2011.)
IIP/11-12
(Project Scope is consistent with the baseline amendment CONST
approved under Resolution CMIA-PA-1112-033; April 2012.) $4,961,000
(Contributions from other sources: $68,345,000.)
(RCTC contribution to Construction has been reduced by CMIA/11-12
$8,309,000.) CON ENG 004-6055 $11,223,000
$11,223,000 CMIA
(SANBAG contribution to Construction has been increased by CONST
$6,314,000.) $4,237,000 2010-11
B 0800000506 304-6055 $4,237,000
. . ) . . 4 CMIA
(For construction purposes, this contact will be combined with 0M9404 20.20.721.000

08-0P510 and 08-0H330 under EA 08-0M94U).

Outcome/Output: When completed, the 1-215 HOV Bi County
HQOV Gap Closure project will result in daily vehicle-hours of delay
savings of about 14,571 hours.
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Project #
AIIocsggir;)iénmtount PPNO
Program/Year
RTPA/CTC Project Title Prgm'd Amount Budget Year
County Location Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Project Description Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Support Expenditures EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5¢9.(3b) Proposition 1B — State Administered STIP Project on the State Highway System Resolution STIP1B-A-1112-009
1
$21,226,000 19th Avenue Interchange. In Lemoore, on Route 198 at 19th 06-4330
Avenue. Construct interchange. RIP/11-12 2010-11
Department of CON ENG 304-6058 $21,226,000
Transportation Final Project Development $2,770,000 TFA
KCAG Support Estimate: $6,027,000 CONST 20.20.075.600
Kings Programmed Amount:  $3,101,000 $26,300,060
06N-Kin-198 Adjustment: $2,926,000 (Debit) $21,226,000
8.6/9.7 0600000367
Final Right of Way 4
Right of Way Estimate:  $6,923,000 325504
Programmed Amount: $6,255,000
Adjustment: $ 0 (<20%)
The 19" Avenue Interchange Landscaping project (PPNO
4330Y) will be split off as follows, funded from Kings County
regional shares:
Const Support $ 102,000 FY 2013-14
Const $1,022,000 FY 2013-14
Total $1,124,000
(Construction savings of $3,950,000 to be returned to Kings
County regional shares after accounting for the landscaping
project described above.)
(Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-05-18,
September 2005.)
Outcome/Output: Project will provide access to and link
developing areas currently split by SR 198, and improve safety.
Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase ltem #

RTPAICTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.59.(5) Proposition 1B — Locally Administered TCIF Projects off the State Highway System Resolution TCIF-A-1112-10

1
$7,200,000 San Francisco Bay to Stockton Channel Deepening. 10-TC11 2010-11
Between San Francisco Bay and the Port of Stockton. Deepen TCIF/11-12 104-6056 $7,200,000
Port of Stockton  the ship channel from 35 feet to 45 feet from Pinole Shoal to CONST TCIF
SJCOG New York Slough, and from 35 feet to 40 feet from New York $17.500,000 20.30.210.300
10-San Joaquin Slough to the Port of Stockton. (TCIF Project 11) $7,200,000
1000020283

(CEQA — NE, 03/02/2012.)

(Concurrent TCIF program amendment under Resolution
TCIF-P-1112-29; April 2012.)

(Contributions from other sources: $7,200,000.)

Outcome/Output: A savings in waterborne transportation costs,
improved vessel time reliability, reduced highway congestion and
annual truck/miles travels on freeways due to a shift in mode of
commercial transportation from road to waterway, reduced truck
emissions, and increase in highway safety due to reduced truck
traffic.
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Project # PPNO
Allocation Amount Program/Year Budget Year
Recipient Project Title Phase Iltem #

RTPAICTC Location Prgm’d Amount Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description Project ID Program Code Fund Type
2.59.(5) Proposition 1B — Locally Administered TCIF Projects off the State Highway System Resolution TCIF-A-1112-10

2
$48,020,000 Orangethorpe Avenue Grade Separation. In Placentia, at the 12-TC37 2010-11
Orangethorpe Avenue at-grade crossing. Construct roadway TCIF/11-12 104-6056 $48,020,000
Orange County overpass, including structures at Chapman Avenue and Miller CONST TCIF
Transportation Street. TCIF #37 $41,666,060 20.30.210.300
Authority $48,020,000
OCTA (Concurrent TCIF program amendment under Resolution 1200020231
12-Orange TCIF-P-1112-32; April 2012.)
(Future Consideration of Funding under Resolution E-10-74,
August 2010.)
(Contributions from other sources: $66,963,000.)
Outcome/Output: Decrease in traffic congestion and travel time.
The elimination of collision points will provide greater driver
safety.
PPNO
Project # Program/Year
Allocation Amount Prgm’d Amount Budget Year
County Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.5g9.(6) Proposition 1B — SHOPP Project Allocations Resolution SHOP1B-A-1112-003
1
$53,892,000 In Solano County from 0.1 mile east of Leisure Town 04-8378B
Overcrossing to 1.0 mile west of Pedrick Road Overcrossing. SHOPP/12-13 2011-12
Solano Outcome/Outputs: Rehabilitate 48.6 lane miles of pavement to $50,000,000 304-6064 $53,892,000
04-Sol-80 improve ride quality, prevent further deterioration of the road 0400001101 HSRPA
30.6/38.7 surface, minimize the costly roadway repairs, and extend the 4 20.20.201.120
pavement life. 4A0104
(CEQA - CE, 12/15/2009)
(NEPA — CE, 12/15/2009)
ALLOCATION IS CONTINGENT UPON APPROVAL OF A
BUDGET REVISION BY THE DEPARTMENT OF FINANCE.
PPNO
Program/Year
Project # Phase Budget Year
Allocation Amount Prgm’d Amount Item #
Recipient Project Title Project ID Fund Type
RTPA/CTC Location Adv Phase Program Amount by
District-County Project Description EA Code Fund Type

2.59.(9) Proposition 1B — Locally Administered Highway-Rail Crossing Safety Account Resolution GS1B-A-1112-004

(HRCSA) Projects

1
$25,600,000

Nogales Street Grade Separation. Construct a six-lane 75-Rail 2010-11
roadway beneath the UPRR right-of-way and include the HRCSA/10-11 104-6063 $25,600,000
Alameda Corridor-  widening of a 1.7-mile segment of Gale Avenue-Walnut Drive N. CON ENG HRCSA
East Construction $5,480,000 20.30.010.400
Authority (Original programming resolution GS1B-P-1011-01.) CONST
LACMTA $20,120,000
07-Los Angeles (Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-09-97, 0012000234
December 2009.) S
HO022BA

(Contributions from other sources: $68,336,000.)

Outcome/Output: This project will eliminate potential collisions
between trains, vehicles and pedestrians; improve emergency
vehicle response time; reduce emissions and noise.
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2.5 Highway Financial Matters

Project #
Allocation Amount progg,’}'ﬁem
Recipient Phase
RTPA/CTC Prgm’'d Amount  Budget Year
County Project Title Project ID Item #
Dist-Co-Rte Location Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
Postmile Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type

2.5g9.(10b) Proposition 1B — Locally Administered State-Local Partnership Program (SLPP)

Projects on the State Highway System

Resolution SLP1B-A-1112-21

1
$3,800,000 I-5/French Camp Interchange. In Stockton, from 0.4 mile
south of French Camp Road to Downing Avenue. Reconstruct
City of Stockton the French Camp Interchange and add northbound auxiliary
SJCOG lanes.
San Joaquin
10-SJ-5 (Future Consideration of Funding — Resolution E-09-60, July

R22.0/R23.6 2009.)

(SLPP Programming Amendment under Resolution
SLP1B-P-1112-08; March 2012.)

Outcome/Output: Improve operational efficiency on Interstate 5
by constructing two miles of auxiliary lanes, increasing the

capacity of the existing interchange and installing ramp

metering.

10-7239 2011-12
SLPP/11-12 304-6060 $156,000
CON ENG SLPP
$156,000 20.20.724.000
CONST
$3,644,000
1091%0;8824 2011-12
4CONL 304-6060 $3,644,000
0E4904 SLPP

20.20.724.000
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Santa Barbara.
(Contributions from SBCAG: $250,000.)

Outcome/Output: Design improvements and prepare
environmental documentation for the proposed Sea Cliff Siding
project, construction of which will result in improved operating
efficiencies and will remove a capacity constraint to future
passenger rail service on the Los Angeles-San Diego-San Luis
Obispo rail corridor used by the Pacific Surfliner.

2.6  Mass Transportation Financial Matters
Dist-PPNO
Program / Year
Programmed:
Project # Phase Budget Year
Allocation Amount Prgm’d Amount Item #
Recipient Project ID Fund Type
RTPA/CTC Project Title Adv Phase Program Amount by
District-County Project Description EA Code Fund Type
2.6a.(1) Locally Administered STIP Transit Projects Resolution MFP-11-10
1
$18,540,000 Capitol LRT Extension to Eastridge Transit Center & Bus 04-2174B
Improvement. RIP/11-12 2010-11
Santa Clara Improvements to transit center that include, expansion of facility, CONST 101-0046 $18,540,000
County Valley enhanced passenger amenities and modifications to bicycle $18,540,000 PTA
Transportation parking areas. 0412000444 30.10.070.625
Authority S
MTC Outcome/Output: Improve transit connections and pedestrian R264TB
04-Santa Clara access to the transit center.
Dist-PPNO
Program / Year
Programmed:
Project # Phase
Allocation Amount Prgm’d Amount  Budget Year
Recipient Project ID ltem #
RTPAICTC Project Title Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.6a.(2) State Administered Rail Projects (Federal Transportation Funds) Resolution MFP-11-11
1
$950,000 Pacific Surfliner - PE NEPA Ortega - Track 1B 75-Rail 2010-11
Perform preliminary design, conduct environmental reviews and HSIPR/10-11 301-0890 $950,000
Department of prepare NEPA environmental documentation for the proposed PA&ED FTF
Transportation 12,510-foot long Ortega Siding project in Santa Barbara County, $950,000 30.20.725.000
SBCAG located on the Union Pacific Santa Barbara subdivision between 0012000145
05-Santa Barbara  milepost (MP) 373.6 and MP 375.9, approximately 7 miles south S
of the City of Santa Barbara. RAO5CA
(Contributions from Santa Barbara County Association of
Governments (SBCAG): $250,000.)
Outcome/Output: Design improvements and prepare
environmental documentation for the proposed Ortega Siding
project, construction of which will result in improved operating
efficiencies and will remove a capacity constraint to future
passenger rail service on the Los Angeles-San Diego-San Luis
Obispo rail corridor used by the Pacific Surfliner.
2
$950,000 Pacific Surfliner—Sea Cliff Siding and Track Realignment 75-Rail 2011-12
Complete preliminary design and environmental review to HSIPR/11-12 301-0890 $950,000
Department of support final design and construction of a track realignment and PA&ED FTF
Transportation  sjding extension project in Ventura County, located on the Union $950,000 30.20.725.000
O7V ?/”OUS Pacific Santa Barbara subdivision between milepost (MP) 383.6 00120500146
-Ventura and MP 386.4, approximately 17 miles south of the City of RAO4CA
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2.6  Mass Transportation Financial Matters
Dist-PPNO
Program / Year
Programmed:
Project # Phase
Allocation Amount Prgm’d Amount  Budget Year
Recipient Project ID ltem #
RTPAICTC Project Title Adv Phase Fund Type Amount by
District-County Project Description EA Program Code Fund Type
2.6a.(2) State Administered Rail Projects (Federal Transportation Funds) Resolution MFP-11-11
3
$24,900,000 Positive Train Control San Onofre to San Diego 75-Rail 2011-12
Denartment of Install Positive Train Control (PTC) in San Diego County. HSCI:PORI\/llsl'I:H 30|1:—_:_)|§90 $24,900,000
epartment o
Transportation - . $24,900,000 30.20.725.000
SANDAG (Contributions from other sources: $87,132,000.) 0012000081
11-San Diego Outcome/Output: PTC is an advanced technology collision RQQSSCA
avoidance system designed to improve the safe operation of
passenger and freight railroads. Implementation of PTC is
currently mandated by December 31, 2015 under federal law.
4
$1,720,000 Pacific Surfliner — MOW Spurs — Track 1a 75-Rall 2010-11
Build two 1,000 foot long Maintenance of Way (MOW) spur HSIPR/10-11 301-0890 $1,720,000
Department of 505 in Orange County located at milepost (MP) 165.9 within CONST FTF
Transportation the city of Anahei d at MP 192.5 within the Gity of L $1,720,000 30.20.725.000
OCTA e city of Anaheim and at .5 within the City of Laguna 0000020921
12-Orange Niguel. S
R994CA

Outcome/Output: The construction of these MOW spurs will
extend the hours of intercity passenger rail service on the

Orange Subdivision by allowing roadbed and track maintenance

equipment to be stored at and staged from multiple locations,
minimizing the mobilization time for track maintenance.
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2.7

Aeronautics Financial Matters

Project #
Allocation Amount Location Budget Year
Recipient Project Description Item # State
County Project Number Program Code Allocation
2.7 Aeronautics Allocations Resolution FDOA-2011-05
1
$113,000 Ward Field Airport 2011-12
County of Del Norte  Obstruction Removal (Trees) 2660-0041 $113,000
Del Norte DN-2-11-1 10.10.020.200
2 . .
$72,000 Adin Airport 2011-12
County of Modoc Crack Seal, slurry Seal and Restripe Runway 2660-0041 $72,000
Modoc Mod-5-11-1 10.10.020.200
3
$29,000 Fort Bidwell Airport 2011-12
County of Modoc Grade and Roll Runway and Install Fencing 2660-0041 $29,000
Modoc Mod-6-11-1 10.10.020.200
4 .
$77,000 Herlong Airport 2011-12
County of Lassen ~ Overlay runway, taxiway and apron 2660-0041 $77,000
Lassen Las-5-11-1 10.10.020.200
5
$99,000 Ravendale Airport ] 2011-12
County of Lassen ~ Overlay Runway and Tiedown Area 2660-0041 $99,000
Lassen Las-4-11-1 10.10.020.200
6
$23,000 Elk Hills-Buttonwillow Airport 2011-12
County of Kern Relocate Segmented Circle and Windsock 2660-0041 $23,000
Kern Ker-32-11-1 10.10.020.200
7
$180,000 Elk Hills-Buttonwillow Airport 2011-12
County of Kern Security Fencing 2660-0041 $180,000
Kern Ker-32-11-2 10.10.020.200
8
$135,000 Elk Hills-Buttonwillow Airport 2011-12
County of Kern Overlay Parking Apron and Restripe Pavement 2660-0041 $135,000
Kern Ker-32-11-3 10.10.020.200
9 .
$23,000 Poso Airport 2011-12
County of Kern Relocate Segmented Circle and Windsock 2660-0041 $23,000
Kern Ker-16-11-1 10.10.020.200
10 )
$68,000 Poso Airport 2011-12
County of Kern Crack and Slurry Seal Runway and Restripe Pavement 2660-0041 $68,000
Kern Ker-16-11-2 10.10.020.200
11 _
$248,000 Taft Airport 2011-12
County of Kern Slurry Seal Runway and Restripe, Renovate Runway Lighting 2660-0041 $248,000
Kern Ker-2-11-1 10.10.020.200
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To:

From:

Subject:

State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS cTC Meeting: April 25-26, 2012
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.43..(4)

Action ltem
NORMA ORTEGA prepared by: Brent Green
Chief Financial Officer Chief

Division of Right of Way and
Land Surveys

RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY - APPEARANCE

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) adopt Resolution of Necessity (Resolution) C-20781
summarized on the following page. This Resolution is for widening the Interstate 5 Freeway in
District 7 in the city of Norwalk, county of Los Angeles.

ISSUE:

Prior to initiating Eminent Domain proceedings to acquire needed right of way for a programmed
project, the Commission must first adopt a Resolution, stipulating specific findings identified under
Section 1245.230 of the Code of Civil Procedure, which are:

1. The public interest and necessity require the proposed project.

2. The proposed project is planned and located in a manner that will be most
compatible with the greatest public good and the least private injury.

3. This property is necessary for the proposed project.

4. An offer to acquire the property in compliance with Government Code Section
7267.2 has been made to the owner of record.

In this case, the lessee is contesting the Resolution and has requested a written appearance before the
Commission. At the request of the lessee, objections to the Resolution have been submitted in
writing to be made part of the official record of the Commission meeting, in lieu of a personal
appearance before the Commission. The lessee’s objections are included as Attachment A. The
Department’s responses to the lessee’s objections are contained in Attachment B.

BACKGROUND:

Discussions have taken place with the lessee, who has been offered the full amount of the
Department's appraisal and, where applicable, advised of any relocation assistance benefits to which
the lessee may subsequently be entitled. Adoption of the Resolution will not interrupt the
Department’s efforts to secure an equitable settlement. In accordance with statutory requirements,
the lessee has been advised that the Department is requesting the Resolution at the Commission’s

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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April 25-26, 2012 meeting. Adoption will assist the Department in the continuation of the orderly
sequence of events required to meet construction schedules.

C-20781 - Capricorn Realty, Inc., a California Corporation, et al.; El Pollo Loco, Inc. (Lessee)
07-LA-5-PM 3.6 - Parcel 79048-1, 2, 01-01 - EA 215939.

Right of Way Certification Date: 03/09/12; Ready to List Date: 03/23/12. Freeway - widen
Interstate 5 to add high occupancy vehicle and mixed-flow lanes. Authorizes condemnation of land
in fee for a State highway, a temporary easement for construction purposes, and land in fee which is
a remnant and would be of little market value. Located in the city of Norwalk at

12551 Rosecrans Avenue. Assessor’s Parcel Numbers 8056-011-016, -017.

Attachments:
Attachment A - Lessees Written Objections dated March 13, 2012
Attachment B - Department Response dated March 15, 2012
Attachment C - Fact Sheet
Exhibits A and B - Maps
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 Via U.S. Express Mail
Express Mail Label No. EO 910 257 558 US

March 13, 2012

Executive Director

California Transportation Commission
P.0O. Box 942873

Mail Station 52

Sacramento, CA 94273-0001

Re: California Transportation Commission Meeting March 28-29, 2012, San
Francisco; Project #0700001833; Parcel 79048-1, 2, 01-01;5
Proposed acquisition of 12551 Rosecrans Avenue, Norwalk, California

Honorable Commissioners: ... .

We represent El Pollo Loco, Inc. (“El Pollo Loco”), owner of the El Pollo Loco restaurant
located on the property the State of California Department of Transportation (“State™) proposes
to acquire at 12551 Rosecrans Avenue in Norwalk, California (the “Premises”). We request this
letter be made a part of the record and noted as an objection to the proposed acquisition and right
to take. We do not intend to appear at the hearing.

El Pollo Loco is a lessee at the Premises pursuant to a written lease. El Pollo Loco is
entitled to an apportionment interest in the value of the Premises pursuant to its lease. El Pollo
Loco is also the owner of certain furniture, fixtures and equipment located on and in the
Premises.

El Pollo Loco objects to the proposed acquisition on the basis that a proper offer was not
made. Specifically: the offer dated January 19, 2012 (“Offer”) does not reflect any offer for
furniture, fixtures or equipment, whether moveable or immoveable; the Offer is vague and
ambiguous as to its amount; and the Offer is deficient for including a substantial environmental
offset without attribution to onsite sources and without regard to impact of same upon fair market
value given the highest and best use of the property.

(1)  The Offer is deficient for not reflecting any offer for furniture, fixtures or
equipment, whether moveable or immoveable.

Attachment

A
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Executive Director,
California Transportation Commission
March 13, 2012
Page 2 of 2

(2)  The State of California offers to pay “the sum of One Million Three Hundred
Seventy Five Dollars ($1,375.000.00) . . .” minus the $915,238.00 environmental offset
discussed below. The Offer thus appears to be $459,762.00, based on the $1,375,000.00 minus
$915,238.00. However, the Offer is vague and ambiguous as to whether the base amount, before
environmental offset, is $1,000,375 or $1,375,000. As such, this is an offer that has no possibility
of being accepted.

(3)  The Offer includes the withholding of $915,238.00 from the amount to be paid, to
be used for costs of cleaning up allegedly contaminated soil and/or groundwater, and requires the
condemnee(s) to pay for cleanup costs beyond that amount, without attributing the alleged
contamination to any source located on the Premises, or to any release by the condemnee(s).
Cleanup of such contamination would not be considered absent the State’s project. Furthermore,
the sale price of the Premises would not be reduced by the full amount of cleanup costs, if at all,
in any market transaction meeting the definition of Fair Market Value found at Code of Civil
Procedure §1263.320.

Based on the foregoing, El Pollo Loco objects to the adoption of a Resolution of
Necessity for the Premises and objects t acquisition of the Premises.

ryr@m’/

oseph A. Schwar
For/Peterson Law Group, P.C.

JAS:
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STATE OF CALIFORNILA - BUSINESS. TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
DIVISION OF RIGHT OF WAY

100 SOUTH MAIN STREET

P. 0. BOX 942873

LOS ANGELES, CA 90012-3606

PHONE (213) 897-1901

FAX (213) 897-8902

VIA U.S. MAIL AND ELECTRONIC MAIL

March 15, 2012

Mr. Joseph A. Schwar WRITTEN APPEARANCE RESPONSE
PETERSON LAW GROUP, PC File: 07 —-LA-5-PM 3.6

19800 MacArthur Boulevard, Ste 290 E.A.: 215939 / Project ID: 0700001833
Irvine, CA 92612 Parcel: 79048 -1, -2 , -01-01

Grantor: Capricorn Realty, Inc., et al.
Lessee: El Pollo Loco, Inc.

Dear Mr. Schwar:

This letter is in response to your letter dated March 13, 2012 addressed to the Executive Director of the
California Transportation Commission (the “Commission™) for property located at 12551 Rosecrans
Avenue, in the city of Norwalk (the “Property”).

Your letter, addressed specific concerns and objections to the Commission’s proposed action on several
grounds regarding the above referenced parcel and as requested your letter will be submitted to the
Commission in lieu of a personal appearance and will be part of the official record presented to the
Commission at its March 28-29, 2012 meeting to be held in Orinda, California.

The following is the Department’s response to the concerns and objections set forth in your letter to the
Commission:

1. The offer is deficient for not reflecting any offer for furniture, fixtures or equipment, whether

moveable or immoveable.

The appraised value estimate includes items pertaining to the realty. The purchase price for this type of
property is for land and improvements, including the fast food restaurant, miscellaneous site improvements,
and items pertaining to the realty. As stipulated by the California Code of Civil Procedures, Section

1263.205:

(a) As used in this article, "Improvements pertaining to the realty" include any machinery or
equipment installed for use on property taken by eminent domain, or on the remainder if such
property is part of the larger parcel, that cannot be removed without a substantial economic loss or
without substantial damage to the property in which it is installed, regardless of the method of

installation.
(b) In determining whether particular properly can be removed "without a substantial economic

loss” within the meaning of this section, the value of the property in place considered as a part of
the realty should be compared with its value if it were removed and sold.

“Calirans improves mobility across California”

Attachment B


s131600
Typewritten Text
Attachment B


Mr. Joseph A. Schwar
March 15, 2012
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However, it should be noted that the lease between the grantor and the lessee states, “It is mutually agreed
that the trade fixtures and equipment, including without limitation, interior and exterior signs, which may be
installed in the leased premises prior to or during the term hereof, at the cost of Lessee or any sublessee,
shall remain personal property and shall not be deemed to become part of the leased premises, no matter
how affixed. Lessee shall have the right to remove said trade fixtures and equipment on the leased
premised on or before the expiration of this Lease or any extensions or renewals thereof.”

This was confirmed by the Real Estate Asset Manager of El Pollo Loco who stated that, "typically we take
everything and everything allowed. Some items might not be worth taking if they are really old and we have
newer, more efficient equipment". Therefore, based on this extraordinarily assumption, all trademark logo
signage, furniture, fixtures, and equipment was not be included when valuing this property.

2. The State of California offers to pay “the sum of One Million Three Hundred Seventy Five
Dollars ($1.375.000.00)...” minus the $915.238.00 environmental offset discussed below. The
ffer thus a rs to be $459.762.00 based on the $1.375.000.00 minus $915. . However the
offer is vague and ambiguous as to whether the base amount, before environmental offset is
$1.000.375.00 or $1.375.000.00. As such, this is an offer that has no possibility of being accepted.

The objection is noted. The written sum of One Million Three Hundred Seventy Five Dollars
($1,000,375.00) was a typographical error and One Million Three Hundred Seventy Five Thousand
Dollars ($1,375,000.00) is the correct amount. As presented at the meeting between the right of way agent
and the lessee’s attorney, the sum of $1,375,000.00 was provided verbally as well as in written appraisal

form.

3. The offer includes the withholding of $9 .00 from the unt to be paid. to for costs
of cleaning up allegedly co inated soil and/or groundwater and uires the condemnee(s) to

pay for cleanup costs bevond that amount, without attributing the alleged contamination to any
source located on the Premises. or to any release by the condemnee(s). Cleanup of such
contamination would not be considered absent the State’s project. Furthermore, the sale price of
the Premises would not be reduced by the full amount of cleanup costs, if at all, in any market
transaction meeting the definition of Fair Market Value found at Code of Civil Procedure

1263.320.

The Fair Market Value of contaminated property may be impacted by the presence of contamination even
when the contamination was generated off site, and even where it was not caused by the property owner.

An appraisal which takes the cost of clean up into consideration and deducts it, dollar for dollar, from the
'clean’ Fair Market Value is the only approach accepted in the published cases thus far. (See Redevelopment
Agency vs. Thrifty Oil Co. at 4 Cal.App. 4th 469, 1992). The Department applied this appraisal
methodology and arrived at the offer. As you know eminent domain law provides that under these
circumstances the parties may employ any 'reasonable appraisal methodology’ (Code Civil Procedure
section 1263.320) and that the reasonableness of the applied methodology is not an issue at the application
for a Resolution of Necessity. (CCP section 1245.230) The amount of compensation to be paid is solely for
the jury to determine based on opinion testimony at time of trial. (Ev. Code section 813).

"Calirans improves mobility across California”
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Furthermore, it is Caltrans policy to have potentially responsible parties accept responsibility for
remediation, and seek reimbursement from potentially responsible parties when remediation and/or
monitoring must be conducted. All properties, including those acquired by an implementing agency, shall
be investigated for contamination before being considered for incorporation into the State right of way.
Property containing or potentially containing contamination shall only be acquired or accepted if the
benefits and risks are documented, available risk reduction mechanisms are employed, and a policy
exception is approved by Department management using criteria established by the Department’s Chief

Engineer.

As stated previously, your written response objecting to the Resolution of Necessity will be submitted to the
Commission at its March 28-29, 2012 meeting to be held in Orinda, California.

ANDREW P. NIERENBERG .
Deputy District Director =

Division of Right of Way
Department of Transportation
Caltrans — District 7

cc: via email:
Mark A. Zgombic, HQ Right of Way

“Caltrans improves mobility across Califomia”
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Reference No.: 2.4a.(4)
April 25-26, 2012
Attachment C

Resolution of Necessity Appearance Fact Sheet

PROJECT DATA

Location:

Limits:

Contract Limits:

Cost:

Funding Source:

Number of Lanes:

Proposed
Major Features:

Traffic:

PARCEL DATA

Property Owner:

Lessee:

Parcel Location:

Present Use:

Area of Property:

Area Required:

07-LA-5-PM 2.4/4.0
Expenditure Authorization 215939

Interstate 5 (1-5) in Los Angeles County in the cities of Santa Fe Springs
and Norwalk

Between the Orange County Line limit to 0.7 miles north of the 605
Freeway

Between 0.1 miles north of Carmenita Road Overcrossing to 0.1 miles
north of Silverbow Avenue Pedestrian Overcrossing

Programmed construction cost: $120,000,000.00
Current right of way cost estimate: $98,000,000.00

Corridor Mobility Improvement Account, Traffic Congestion Relief
Program, State Transportation Improvement Program, State-Local
Transportation Partnership Program, Transportation Equity Act for the
21% Century, and Local Proposition C

Existing: three mixed-flow lanes in each direction
Proposed: four mixed-flow lanes plus one high occupancy vehicle lane in
each direction

Reconfigure interchange at Rosecrans Avenue to Tight Diamond type;
replace Shoemaker Avenue Overcrossing and Silverbow Avenue
Pedestrian Overcrossing; replace Rosecrans Avenue Undercrossing;
construct new Undercrossing at Bloomfield Avenue; re-align Bloomfield
Avenue and Firestone Boulevard; and reconstruct local streets and
frontage roads

Existing 1-5 (year 2005): 171,000 Annual Daily Traffic (ADT)
Proposed I-5 (year 2030): 281,000 ADT

Capricorn Realty, Inc., a California Corporation, et al.
El Pollo Loco, Inc.

12551 Rosecrans Avenue, Norwalk
Assessor’s Parcel Numbers 8056-011-016, -017

Fast Food Restaurant — Zoned NOC3 (General Commercial Zone)
18,304 Square Feet (SF)

Parcel 79048-1 - 7,200 SF - Fee
Parcel 79048-2 - 11,104 SF - Temporary Construction Easement
Parcel 79048-01-01 - 11,104 SF - Excess Land
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CITY OF NORWALK
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

SUBJECT PARCEL

PARCEL 79048

NORWALK

SANTA FE SPRINGS

NOTE: The State of California or its officers or agents

shall not be responsible for the accuracy or completeness
of digital images of this map.

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

RIGHT OF WAY
RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY

EXHIBIT A
NOT TO SCALE

DISTRICT | COUNTY|ROUTE| SHEET PM [SHEET NOJTOTAL SHEETS|
7 LA 5 3.6 1 1
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CITY OF NORWALK
COUNTY OF LOS ANGELES

Parcel Map No. 24969

282-1/5

Parcel 1

eb.

NOTE: The State of California or its officers or agents
shall not be responsible for the accuracy or completeness
of digital images of this map.

SEC.; TWP. & REE
AS PER PAT. BOOK |-493-494
AND O0.R.M 7425-20-2]

STATE OF CALIFORNIA
BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

RIGHT OF WAY
RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY

EXHIBIT B
NOT TO SCALE

DISTRICT | COUNTY|ROUTE| SHEET PM |SHEET NOJTOTAL SHEETS|

7 LA 5 3.6 1 1
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To:

From:

Subject:

State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS cTC Meeting: April 25-26, 2012
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.4&.(5)

Action Item
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Brent Green
Chief Financial Officer Chief

Division of Right of Way and
Land Surveys

RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY - APPEARANCE

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) adopt Resolution of Necessity (Resolution) C-20799
summarized on the following page. This Resolution is for reconstructing the interchange at the
Interstate 5 Freeway and State Route 74 in District 12 in the city of San Juan Capistrano,
county of Orange.

ISSUE:

Prior to initiating Eminent Domain proceedings to acquire needed right of way for a programmed
project, the Commission must first adopt a Resolution, stipulating specific findings identified under
Section 1245.230 of the Code of Civil Procedure, which are:

1. The public interest and necessity require the proposed project.

2. The proposed project is planned and located in a manner that will be most
compatible with the greatest public good and the least private injury.

3. This property is necessary for the proposed project.

4. An offer to acquire the property in compliance with Government Code Section
7267.2 has been made to the owner of record.

In this case, the property owner is contesting the Resolution and has requested a written appearance
before the Commission. At the request of the property owner, objections to the Resolution have been
submitted in writing to be made part of the official record of the Commission meeting, in lieu of a
personal appearance before the Commission. The owner’s objections are included as Attachment A.
The Department’s responses to the owner’s objections are contained in Attachment B.

BACKGROUND:

Discussions have taken place with the owner, who has been offered the full amount of the
Department's appraisal and, where applicable, advised of any relocation assistance benefits to which
the owner may subsequently be entitled. Adoption of the Resolution will not interrupt the

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”



CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 2.4a.(5)
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORATION COMMISSION April 25-26, 2012
Page 2 of 2

Department’s efforts to secure an equitable settlement. In accordance with statutory requirements,
the owner has been advised that the Department is requesting the Resolution at the Commission’s
April 25-26, 2012 meeting. Adoption will assist the Department in the continuation of the orderly
sequence of events required to meet construction schedules.

C-20799 - Chevron U.S.A. Inc., a Pennsylvania Corporation

12-Ora-5/74-PM 9.7/0.1 - Parcel 102492-1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 01-01 - EA OE31009.

Right of Way Certification Date: 05/15/12; Ready to List Date: 06/01/12. Freeway - reconstruct
interchange at Interstate 5 and State Route 74. Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State
highway, extinguishment of abutter’s rights of access, a permanent easement for wall footing
purposes, a temporary easement for construction purposes, a permanent easement for ingress, egress
and underground pipeline purposes to be conveyed to the City of San Juan Capistrano, and land in
fee which is a remnant and would be of little market value. Located in the city of

San Juan Capistrano at 27112 and 27142 Ortega Highway. APNs 666-131-03, -04.

Attachments:
Attachment A - Owners Written Objections dated March 23, 2012
Attachment B - Department Response dated March 26, 2012
Attachment C - Fact Sheet
Exhibits A and B - Maps

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”



714.424.2846 direct
soconnor@sheppardmullin.com

March 23, 2012

File Number: ONAS-156983

VIA FACSIMILE AND U.S. MAIL
Facsimile Number: (916) 653-2134
Executive Director

California Transportation Commission
1120 "N" Street, MS-52

Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Obiection to Proposed Adoption of Resolution of Necessity for Acquisition of a Portion of
Certain Real Property ldentified As Parcel 102492-1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 01-01, For Interstate
5/State Route 74 ("15/SR74") Project

Dear Executive Director:

We have received notice of the California Transportation Commission's ("CTC") intent to
adopt a resolution of necessity authorizing the taking of certain portions of the subject property
by condemnation for the Interstate 5/State Route 74 ("I5/SR74") project. Based upon this
notice, the CTC's hearing is scheduled for March 28 and 29, 2012, in Sacramento, California.
No time was specified in the notice.

The purpose of this letter is to provide written objection on behalf of Chevron U.S.A. Inc.
("Chevron") to the adoption of the resolution of necessity in lieu of personally appearing at the
hearing. Accordingly, while we do not plan to appear at the hearing, we request that this letter
be included as part of the formal record on that agenda item.

Chevron objects to the adoption of the resolution of necessity on each of the following
specific grounds:

1. The State Failed To Extend A Legitimate Precondemnation Offer Pursuant To
Government Code Section 7267.2.

Government Code section 7267.2 requires that the State make a legitimate offer of just
compensation based upon an approved appraisal prior to initiating condemnation proceedings.
A written statement and summary basis for the offer must include sufficient details to indicate
clearly the basis for the offer. (Gov. Code, § 7267.2, subd. (b).)

The State's precondemnation offer is invalid insofar as it inappropriately deducted

$3,000,000 from compensation based on the purported cost to remediate hazardous waste
even though there was no evidence of any need to remediate any hazardous waste.

Attachment
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Executive Director
March 23, 2012
Page 2

2. The State Failed To Negotiate In Good Faith Pursuant To Government Code Section
7267.1.

Government Code section 7267.1 imposes an affirmative obligation on a public entity
seeking to condemn property to seek to acquire that property first by negotiation. (Johnston v.
Sonoma County Agricultural Preservation & Open Space Dist. (2002) 100 Cal. App.4th 973.)
"The public entity shall make every reasonable effort to acquire expeditiously real property by
negotiation." (Gov. Code, § 7267.1, subd. (a).) The duty to negotiate is designed to avoid
litigation. "In order to encourage and expedite the acquisition of real property by agreements
with owners, to avoid litigation and relieve congestion in the courts, to assure consistent
treatment for owners in the public programs, and to promote public confidence in public land
acquisition practices, public entities shall, to the greatest extent practicable, make every
reasonable effort to acquire property by negotiation.” (8 Witkin, Summary of Cal. Law (9th ed.
2004) Const. Law, § 972.)

As noted above, the State's recent offer was based on an inappropriate deduction of
$3,000,000 for hazardous material remediation cost. Chevron objected to this approach and
brought the issue to the State's attention, but the State has failed to make a revised and proper
offer. This is an example of the State's refusal to engage in good faith negotiations with
Chevron.

Further, to the extent that the State's offer was predicated upon an appraisal that
inappropriately deducted $3,000,000 for the purported cost to remediate hazardous waste, as
partially described above, that offer was inadequate as a matter of law and would not constitute
an effort to acquire the property interests "expeditiously and by negotiation" as required by
California Government Code section 7267.1. (Gov. Code, § 7267.1.)

3. The State's Proposed Project Is Not Planned Or Located In The Manner That Will Be
Most Compatible With The Greatest Public Good and The Least Private Injury.

One of the necessity components that must be analyzed when considering the adoption
of a resolution to authorize the taking of private property is whether the proposed project for
which the property is sought to be taken is planned or located in a manner that is most
compatible with the greatest public good and causes the least private injury. (Code Civ. Proc., §
1240.030, subd. (b).) In the absence of substantial evidence supporting the CTC's
determination as to the planning and location of the proposed project, the Resolution of
Necessity is invalid.

In this case, the 1-5/SR74 project as proposed takes all of the subject property when not

all of the subject property was needed, and therefore violates the "least private injury”
requirement.

Attachment A
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4, The State's Attempt to "Piece Meal" the Project Violates the California Environmental
Quality Act.

There should be no debate that the State's taking of the subject property for the 1-
5/SR74 freeway expansion constitutes- "project” within the meaning of CEQA. (Pub. Res.
Code, § 21065.) Yet, it appears that the State is attempting to circumvent its duties and
obligations under CEQA by "piece mealing" this massive freeway expansion project into small
segments. The State's conduct violates the precepts under CEQA and ignores the multitude of
potentially significant environmental, impacts that might result from the project, including, but not
limited to, traffic impacts, air quality, land use planning, ground stability, and noise. As of
today's, date, the State cannot have completed a proper CEQA analysis since it has not
considered the environmental impacts stemming from the entire I-5/SR74 freeway expansion
project, as a whole.

Based upon the foregoing objections, Chevron respectfully requests that the CTC not
adopt the resolution or, at a minimum, continue the hearing on this agenda item until such time
as the objections are addressed. If the CTC has any questions or comments concerning the
content of this letter, it should contact the undersigned at the number listed above.

Very truly-yours,

ff fj o
NN
ean"R.0'Connor
for SHEPPARD, MULLIN, RICHTER & HAMPTON LLP

cc: Evangelina Washington (via email)
Ricky Rodriguez (via facsimile)

WO02-WEST:NS0\04876979.1
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN JR. Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
LEGAL DIVISION — MS 130

4050 TAYLOR STREET ol
SAN DIEGO, CA 92110 Flex your power!
TEL: (619) 688-2531 Be energy efficient!

FAX : (619) 688-6905

March 26, 2012
Sent by Facsimile (714-513-5130) & U.S. Mail

Sean P. O’Connor, Esq.

Sheppard Mullin Richter & Hampton, LLP
650 Town Center Drive, 4™ Floor

Costa Mesa, CA 92626-1993

RE: Chevron U.S.A.’s Objection to the Proposed Adoption of a Resolution of Necessity for
Parcel 102492

Dear Mr. O’Connor:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) has received and reviewed your letter
dated March 23, 2012, in which you raise certain objections to the proposed adoption of a
resolution of necessity by the California Transportation Commission (Commission). The
proposed resolution would affect property owned by your client, Chevron U.S.A., and is
identified as parcel 102492.

This letter represents the Department’s response to the objections you have raised. For
convenience, each of your objections will be addressed in the order in which you originally raised

them.

No. 1 - Objection to Precondemnation Offer.

You have objected to the Department’s precondemnation offer of just compensation because the
amount offered reflects a deduction from fair market value taken for the estimated cost of
remediating hazardous waste on the property. You state that this is improper. The Department
respectfully disagrees with your objection.

This parcel has been operated as a gasoline station for several years. During that time, it has
been the subject of regulatory action by the State Regional Water Quality Control Board due to
the release of hazardous materials. Under California law, it is proper to deduct the cost to
remediate contamination on a property from the parcel’s otherwise “clean” fair market value in
order to arrive at a value representing just compensation. (Redevelopment Agency v. Thrifty Oil
Co. (1992) 4 Cal. App. 4th 469, 473-474.)

Here, the Department retained a well-respected outside consultant, Ninyo & Moore Geotechnical
and Environmental Sciences Consultants, to investigate the parcel and to provide an estimate for
remediating any contamination on the property. The consultant estimated that it would cost

Attachment B
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Sean P. O’Connor, Esq.
Sheppard Mullin Richter & Hampton, LLP
March 26, 2012

Page 2

$3,000,000 to remediate contamination on the parcel. Consistent with the Thrifty Qil decision,
the Department’s real estate appraiser then deducted that amount from the parcel’s “clean” fair
market value.

We recognize that there will be debate in the eminent domain litigation about the extent and cost
of remediating contamination on the parcel. However, that debate is best reserved for the court
system, not this proceeding before the Commission. This is especially true given your client’s
right to seek to increase the deposit of probable compensation under Code of Civil Procedure
section 1255.030 once the case is filed.

In conclusion, the deduction taken for the cost to remediate was not done arbitrarily, and it is
consistent with California law.

No. 2 - Objection over Good Faith Negotiations.

Your second objection is based on the assertion that the Department did not meet its obligation to
negotiate in good faith with Chevron U.S.A. We respectfully disagree with this objection.

As an initial matter, this objection is largely based on the same set of circumstances as your first
objection: i.e., the contention that it was improper for the Department to take a deduction
reflecting the estimated cost to remediate the parcel. As we have already noted, however, the
deduction was lawful and based on an expert’s opinion. More to the point, Department
representatives have been in contact with you over the last several months to attempt to negotiate
a resolution of this matter in order to forestall the eminent domain process. To this point
however, I believe that we are still waiting for Chevron to make any type of counteroffer for the
Department to consider.

In sum, the Department has negotiated in good faith, and will continue to do so in order to
attempt to reach an equitable resolution to this matter.

No. 3 - Objection to Project based on Plan and Location.

Your third objection is based on the assertion that the Department did not meet its obligation to
plan and locate the project in a manner that is most compatible with the greatest public good and
least private injury. We respectfully disagree with this objection.

This interchange project is being undertaken to improve traffic flow and to address safety and
congestion issues in south Orange County. The Department’s engineers have designed this
interchange project in the most efficient manner possible. Your client’s parcel will be the
location of the new northbound off-ramp connecting Interstate 5 to State Route 74. This is the
very heart of the interchange project and requires a significant amount of land to construct and
operate. The Department does acknowledge that it is acquiring a piece of your property that
would otherwise be considered a “remnant” under Code of Civil Procedure section 1240.410, on
the basis that the parcel would be “left in such size, shape, or condition as to be of little market

Attachment B
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Sheppard Mullin Richter & Hampton, LLP
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value.” However, the rationale for this decision is discussed in the appraisal you were previously
provided, and compensation for the acquisition of this remnant parcel was included in the offer
made to your client. More importantly, if this is actually the basis for your objection, there is a
statutory remedy available to your client to challenge the acquisition of this particular parcel in
the context of the eminent domain litigation.

In conclusion, the Department has planned and located the project in a manner that is most
compatible with the greatest public good and least private injury.

No. 4 - Objection to Project based on California Environmental Quality Act.

Your final objection is based on the assertion that the Department did not meet its obligations
under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) because it has piecemealed or
segmented the project. We respectfully disagree with this objection.

A full Environmental Impact Report for this project was completed in April 2009. That report
addresses each of the issues identified in your letter (i.e., traffic, air quality, etc.), nothing was left
out. More importantly, the scope of the environmental document—i.e., the “project” for which
the report was done—is the entire Interstate 5/State Route 74 interchange as a whole, not
“pieces” or “segments” of the same. All four quadrants of the interchange were analyzed; all
four quadrants will be improved with this regionally important transportation project.

Accordingly, your objection that the Department has not met its obligations under CEQA is not
accurate. The Department has met its obligations.

nt Chief Counsel

e Ms. Bimla Rhinehart, California Transportation Commission
Mr. Andre Boutros, California Transportation Commission
Mr. Stephen Maller, California Transportation Commission
Mr. Brent Green, Caltrans
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PROJECT DATA

Location:

Limits:

Contract Limits:

Cost:

Funding Source:

Number of Lanes:

Proposed
Major Features:

Traffic:

PARCEL DATA
Property Owner:

Parcel Location:

Present Use:

Area of Property:

Area Required:

Reference No.: 2.4a.(5)
April 25-26, 2012
Attachment C

Resolution of Necessity Appearance Fact Sheet

12-Ora-5/74-PM 9.3-10.0/0.0-0.2
Expenditure Authorization 0E3109

Interstate 5 (1-5) and State Route 74 (SR 74) in the city of San Juan
Capistrano in Orange County

I-5and SR 74

I-5: from Post Mile 9.3 to 10.0
SR 74: from Post Mile 0.0 t0 0.2

Programmed Construction cost: $37,805.000.00
Current Right of Way cost estimate: $28,753,000.00

Corridor Mobility Improvement Account, State Transportation
Improvement Program, Regional Improvement Program, and Local funds
(Measure M, County Community Facilities District, and City funds)

Existing: four mixed flow and one high occupancy vehicle (HOV)
lane in each direction
Proposed: four mixed flow and one HOV lane in each direction

Bridge replacement (SR 74); realign intersection at Del Obispo Street and
SR74; construct new northbound (NB) loop onramp; realign NB offramp;
widen and upgrade north and southbound (SB) on/off ramps and upgrade
to current standards.

Existing (2006): Annual Daily Traffic (ADT)
SR 74, eastbound (EB): 46,000 ADT, westbound (WB): 40,400 ADT
I-5, NB: 253,000 ADT, I-5, SB: 234,000 ADT

Proposed (2030): ADT
SR 74, EB: 53,000 ADT, WB: 43,000 ADT
I1-5, NB: 310,000 ADT, I-5, SB: 283,000 ADT

Chevron U.S.A. Inc., a Pennsylvania Corporation

27112 and 27142 Ortega Highway, San Juan Capistrano
Assessor’s Parcel Numbers 666-131-03, -04

Gas Station and Denny’s Restaurant - Zoned CG (General Commercial)
65,258 Square Feet (SF)

Parcel 102492-1 - 58,793 SF - Fee

Parcel 102492-2 - 274 SF - Footing Easement (FE)

Parcel 102492-3 - 1,707 SF - FE

Parcel 102492-4 - 205 SF - Temporary Construction Easement (TCE)
Parcel 102492-5 - 660 SF - TCE

Parcel 102492-01-01 - 6,465 SF - Excess Land



gl

2'0-0°0/8'6-9'6

vl/G |JINVHO

IOTYISTAd

! !
SLAAHS 'ON
TVIOL LATHS

ATIN LSOd arnoy AINNOD

HTVOS OL LON

XHAANI
dVIW ALISSAIDAN
A0 NOILLNTOSAH

ONTHAANTIONT M/¥ - 71 LOTYISIA - NOILVINOdSNVIL 40 INAWIHVITA

ADNTIV ONISAOH UNV NOILVIHOJSNVHL ‘SSANISAY
VINYOAITIVD A0 ALVLS

Vo LISIHXH

10-10-°S-‘b-‘€-‘CT-‘I-T6¥Z0I STADAVd

ONVHLSTdVI NVNr NVS
40 ALTSO

(133Y1S 41191
AMH V931450

A

Exhibit



s131600
Typewritten Text
Exhibit A


14 1 1'0/2°6 vl/G |JINVHO gl
Spaans | N ATIN ISOd 4I00¥ | AINAOD |.IOTHISIA
ATVOS OL LON

(HOLIVA AANIGWOI/AIYD = ANNOHI) 91.56666°0 ‘HOLIVA AANIAWOD
SAINVISIA ‘SONIIVAL ‘STLVNIAIOO0D ‘9 ANOZ £85I ‘WHALSAS ALVNIAHOOD
INAWISALAV HOATANAS ALNNOD TINVYHO SE€ 1661 HOOdT £8AVN ‘WALVA

dVIW ALISSAIDAN
A0 NOILNTOSAH

ONTHAANIINT M/¥ - 71 LOTYISIA - NOILVIYNOISNVIL 40 INAWINVITA
ADNTIV ONISQOH UNV NOILVIMOJSNVHL ‘SSANISAY

VINYOAI'IVD A0 ALVLS

4, LIGIHXA

TVINAA SSHAIIV
487691 F.l1 .95 0208 2687
A4 Fu8 1 .43 0L8S 1687
.05 "00¢ F48G ¥E odON 1287
Sy F,48 1 .43 L85 9181
.66 ¢ Ful .95 o30S 1871
28 81 F.51.£006 IN 941
b6 '8t Full . 19.9EN St
W3S F.3t £t SES riv
,00°S F 46t ,80£5S £
.82 6§ Ml ] .1G9ES glrl
.92 "/ F.81 .43 /85 01t1
v3 'G6 Mull.1G09ES 90¢% 17
.25 99 F.51.£006 IN Sor
,8Y '8¢ Full . 1G9EN vOor1
15701 3,90 .80 G0N £0¢7
.08 '8¢ Full . 19.9EN cor
01°¢1 3.8 1.3 0L8S 10¥71
89 ¢t Full ., 1G9EN 00%1
629 MuCt £t oGEN 6657
.89 9t Mull.1G.9ES 86£7
.60 /2 Full .95 o20S S6£7
£1°06 M.G | .£0061S 28€7
21602 Ful 1,95 0208 98¢
,6F 681 3420 .9t 069N 8221

AN IN [YV3E

:379v1 3INIT

10-10-°S-‘-‘€-‘T-‘I-C6#20T STADHV.

s \\\\ A% 7
e \\\\ ~
10-10-26520D) 7 _Z< Y
334 $S30x3 - \\\W\ a9 Mg L/\
b1/10/11 "dX3 \\\ 2 03504044 w\
¥-26+20/ < 7
304 V .. O 4
INIT ALY TSOYd ’
2 133HS NO : %s, ¥
9, V130 335 “ 555 J
"3sv3 <
INIT ALY TSOYd Zc-26v20| !
p1/10/11 "dX T INIL0OOH 1TV M Lq\
G-26+20/ Q /
301 N Ne) 7
\2 ([ 3sv3 / 408 M/Y F1vLS
) 1L£-¢6r20! < J/N/l@elmt@
/ '%)% INITIId IS 5
/A \»\ 56, X< INIT IVINTQ 51 v
!/ %, $$300% 7
/) 5
y S y
\\\ \\ 5 X
/1 Y \
/) ~(1-26%201 oA
/ ; 734 IS
R
/) /w NOILJIYOS3a FNIT y -
// S 90 Q) SN
72
/@ﬁrx /\
[ /
: ]
o E65T ; v
X J y -
N 50)
>Mm J = llc
x_ S 7 9N ~
S ~ g > c =
RIS ~ ) 1
S / ]
~Mm b f
™ Y |
O y
3

A09 Ms49 F1VIS
INILSIXT

v/, 31N04 FIVIS
AMH V93140

B

Exhibit


s131600
Typewritten Text
Exhibit B


14 14 1'0/2°6 vl/G |JINVHO gl
Spaans | N ATIN ISOd 4I00¥ | AINAOD |.IOTHISIA
ATVOS OL LON

(HOLIVA AANIGWOI/AIYD = ANNOHI) 91.56666°0 ‘HOLIVA AANIAWOD
SAINVISIA ‘SONIIVAL ‘STLVNIAIOO0D 9 ANOZ £85I ‘WHALSAS ALVNIAHOOD
INAWISALAV HOATANAS ALNNOD TINVYHO SE€ 1661 HOOdT €8AVN ‘WALVA

dVIW ALISSAIDIAN
A0 NOILNTOSAH

ONTHAANIINT M/¥ - Z1 LIOTYISIA - NOILVINOISNVIL 40 INAWINVITA
ADNTIV ONISQOH ANV NOILVIHOJSNVHL ‘SSANISAY

VINYOAIIVD A0 ALVLS

4, LIGIHXA

TVINAA SSAIIOV
b6 8t Full.1G.9EN St
R4 ERAYETIN vib
,00°G F.6% .80.£59S £t
/82 6§ Mull,1G.9ES 2lt
.8Y '8¢ Full . 199N 4%
1S 701 3490 .20 «d0N £0r1
.08 '8¢ Full . 199EN 1%
.89 gt Fall.19.9EN 0ot
6279 M.Ct St oGEN 66£7
/85 "9t Mull,1G.9ES 86517
1S 10 IN 14V 34
:378v.L 3INIT

S LN
AN ELC)

vI/10/11

dXT

( 6-26+20!

FI1

vI/10/11

ISV

£-06r20l
INITISIS

e o

(#-26+201/

F01

HSV S

2-26+201 )
INTLOOH TIVM

A0 m/Y

g74s0d404d e e
SN

B

Exhibit


s131600
Typewritten Text
Exhibit B


To:

From:

Subject:

State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS cTC Meeting: April 25-26, 2012
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.43..(6)

Action ltem
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Brent Green
Chief Financial Officer Chief

Division of Right of Way and
Land Surveys

RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY - APPEARANCE

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) adopt Resolution of Necessity (Resolution) C-20801
summarized on the following page. This Resolution is for reconstructing the interchange at the
Interstate 5 Freeway and State Route 74 in District 12 in the city of San Juan Capistrano,
county of Orange.

ISSUE:

Prior to initiating Eminent Domain proceedings to acquire needed right of way for a programmed
project, the Commission must first adopt a Resolution, stipulating specific findings identified under
Section 1245.230 of the Code of Civil Procedure, which are:

1. The public interest and necessity require the proposed project.

2. The proposed project is planned and located in a manner that will be most
compatible with the greatest public good and the least private injury.

3. This property is necessary for the proposed project.

4. An offer to acquire the property in compliance with Government Code Section
7267.2 has been made to the owner of record.

In this case, the property owner is contesting the Resolution and has requested a written appearance
before the Commission. At the request of the property owner, objections to the Resolution have been
submitted in writing to be made part of the official record of the Commission meeting, in lieu of a
personal appearance before the Commission. The owner’s objections are included as Attachment A.
The Department’s responses to the owner’s objections are contained in Attachment B.

BACKGROUND:

Discussions have taken place with the owner, who has been offered the full amount of the
Department's appraisal and, where applicable, advised of any relocation assistance benefits to which
the owner may subsequently be entitled. Adoption of the Resolution will not interrupt the

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”



CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS Reference No.: 2.4a.(6)
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORATION COMMISSION April 25-26, 2012
Page 2 of 2

Department’s efforts to secure an equitable settlement. In accordance with statutory requirements,
the owner has been advised that the Department is requesting the Resolution at the Commission’s
April 25-26, 2012 meeting. Adoption will assist the Department in the continuation of the orderly
sequence of events required to meet construction schedules.

C-20801 - Chevron U.S.A. Inc., a Pennsylvania Corporation

12-Ora-5/74-PM 9.7/0.0 - Parcel 102499-1 - EA OE3109.

Right of Way Certification Date: 05/15/12; Ready to List Date: 06/01/12. Freeway - reconstruct
interchange at Interstate 5 and State Route 74. Authorizes condemnation of land in fee for a State
highway. Located in the city of San Juan Capistrano at 26988 Ortega Highway.

APNs 668-241-02, -03

Attachments:
Attachment A - Owners Written Objections dated March 23, 2012
Attachment B - Department Response dated March 26, 2012
Attachment C - Fact Sheet
Exhibits A and B - Maps

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”



r & Hampton LLP

714.424.2846 direct
soconnor@sheppardmullin.com

March 23, 2012

File Number: ONAS-157111

VIA FACSIMILE AND U.S. MAIL
Facsimile Number: (916) 653-2134
Executive Director

California Transportation Commission
1120 "N" Street, MS-52

Sacramento, CA 95814

Re: Obijection to Proposed Adoption of Resolution of Necessity for Acquisition of a Portion of
Certain Real Property ldentified As Parcel 102499-1, For Interstate 5/State Route 74
("15/SR74") Project

Dear Executive Director:

We have received notice of the California Transportation Commission's ("CTC") intent to
adopt a resolution of necessity authorizing the taking of certain portions of the subject property
by condemnation for the Interstate 5/State Route 74 ("I5/SR74") project. Based upon this
notice, the CTC's hearing is scheduled for March 28 and 29, 2012, in Sacramento, California.
No time was specified in the notice.

The purpose of this letter is to provide written objection on behalf of Chevron U.S.A. Inc.
("Chevron") to the adoption of the resolution of necessity in lieu of personally appearing at the
hearing. Accordingly, while we do not plan to appear at the hearing, we request that this letter
be included as part of the formal record on that agenda item.

Chevron objects to the adoption of the resolution of necessity on each of the following
specific grounds:

1. The State Failed To Extend A Legitimate Precondemnation Offer Pursuant To
Government Code Section 7267.2.

Government Code section 7267.2 requires that the State make a legitimate offer of just
compensation based upon an approved appraisal prior to initiating condemnation proceedings.
A written statement and summary basis for the offer must include sufficient details to indicate
clearly the basis for the offer. (Gov. Code, § 7267.2, subd. (b).)

The State's precondemnation offer is invalid insofar as it inappropriately deducted
$2,480,000 from compensation based on the purported cost to remediate hazardous waste
even though Chevron is entirely responsible for remediating any hazardous waste, at no cost to
the State.

Attachment
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Executive Director
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2. The State Failed To Negotiate In Good Faith Pursuant To Government Code Section
7267.1.

Government Code section 7267.1 imposes an affirmative obligation on a public entity
seeking to condemn property to seek to acquire that property first by negotiation. (Johnston v.
Sonoma County Agricultural Preservation & Open Space Dist. (2002) 100 Cal.App.4th 973.)
"The public entity shall make every reasonable effort to acquire expeditiously real property by
negotiation." (Gov. Code, § 7267.1, subd. (a).) The duty to negotiate is designed to avoid
litigation. "In order to encourage and expedite the acquisition of real property by agreements
with owners, to avoid litigation and relieve congestion in the courts, to assure consistent
treatment for owners in the public programs, and to promote public confidence in public land
acquisition practices, public entities shall, to the greatest extent practicable, make every
reasonable effort to acquire property by negotiation." (8 Witkin, Summary of Cal. Law (9th ed.
2004) Const. Law, § 972))

As noted above, the State's recent offer was based on an inappropriate deduction of
$2,480,000 for hazardous material remediation cost. Chevron objected to this approach and
brought the issue to the State's attention, but the State has failed to make a revised and proper
offer. This is an example of the State's refusal to engage in good faith negotiations with
Chevron.

Further, to the extent that the State's offer was predicated upon an appraisal that
inappropriately deducted $2,480,000 for the purported cost to remediate hazardous waste, as
partially described above, that offer was inadequate as a matter of law and would not constitute
an effort to acquire the property interests "expeditiously and by negotiation" as required by
California Government Code section 7267.1. (Gov. Code, § 7267.1.)

3. The State's Proposed Project Is Not Planned Or Located In The Manner That Will Be
Most Compatible With The Greatest Public Good and The Least Private Injury.

One of the necessity components that must be analyzed when considering the adoption
of a resolution to authorize the taking of private property is whether the proposed project for
which the property is sought to be taken is planned or located in a manner that is most
compatible with the greatest public good and causes the least private injury. (Code Civ. Proc., §
1240.030, subd. (b).) In the absence of substantial evidence supporting the CTC's
determination as to the planning and location of the proposed project, the Resolution of
Necessity is invalid.

In this case, the |-5/SR74 project as proposed takes all of the subject property when not
all of the subject property was needed. Further, the I-5/SR74 project could have been designed
in a manner that would not have required a full acquisition of the subject property. This project
therefore violates the "least private injury” requirement.

Attachment
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4. The State's Attempt to "Piece Meal" the Project Violates the California Environmental
Quality Act.

There should be no debate that the State's taking of the subject property for the 1-
5/SR74 freeway expansion constitutes- "project” within the meaning of CEQA. (Pub. Res.
Code, § 21065.) Yet, it appears that the State is attempting to circumvent its duties and
obligations under CEQA by "piece mealing" this massive freeway expansion project into small
segments. The State's conduct violates the precepts under CEQA and ignores the multitude of
potentially significant environmental, impacts that might result from the project, including, but not
limited to, traffic impacts, air quality, land use planning, ground stability, and noise. As of
today's, date, the State cannot have completed a proper CEQA analysis since it has not
considered the environmental impacts stemming from the entire |-5/SR74 freeway expansion
project, as a whole.

Based upon the foregoing objections, Chevron respectfully requests that the CTC not
adopt the resolution or, at a minimum, continue the hearing on this agenda item until such time
as the objections are addressed. If the CTC has any questions or comments concerning the
content of this letter, it should contact the undersigned at the number listed above.

Very truly yours,
o
NS /;/?gf ~
A P-OConhor

Se
for SHEPPARD, MULLIN, RICHTER & HAMPTON LLP

cc: Erika Erizarry (via email)

Ricky Rodriguez (via facsimile)

WO2-WEST:NSO\04878256.1
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA—BUSINESS. TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY EDMUND G. BROWN JR. Governor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
LEGAL DIVISION — MS 130

4050 TAYLOR STREET
SAN DIEGO, CA 92110 Flex your power!
TEL: (619) 688-2531 Be energy efficient!

FAX : (619) 688-6905

March 26, 2012
Sent by Facsimile (714-513-5130) & U.S. Mail

Sean P. O’Connor, Esq.

Sheppard Mullin Richter & Hampton, LLP
650 Town Center Drive, 4™ Floor

Costa Mesa, CA 92626-1993

RE: Chevron U.S.A.’s Objection to the Proposed Adoption of a Resolution of Necessity for
Parcel 102499

Dear Mr. O’Connor:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) has received and reviewed your letter
dated March 23, 2012, in which you raise certain objections to the proposed adoption of a
resolution of necessity by the California Transportation Commission (Commission). The
proposed resolution would affect property owned by your client, Chevron U.S.A., and is
identified as parcel 102499.

This letter represents the Department’s response to the objections you have raised. For
convenience, each of your objections will be addressed in the order in which you originally raised

them.

No. 1 - Objection to Precondemnation Offer.

You have objected to the Department’s precondemnation offer of just compensation because the
amount offered reflects a deduction from fair market value taken for the estimated cost of
remediating hazardous waste on the property. You state that this is improper. The Department
respectfully disagrees with your objection.

This parcel has been operated as a gasoline station for several years. It is currently subject to a
cleanup and abatement order issued by the State Regional Water Quality Control Board due to
the release of hazardous materials. Under California law, it is proper to deduct the cost to
remediate contamination on a property from the parcel’s otherwise “clean” fair market value in
order to arrive at a value representing just compensation. (Redevelopment Agency v. Thrifty Oil
Co. (1992) 4 Cal. App. 4th 469, 473-474.)

Attachment B

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”


s131600
Typewritten Text
Attachment B


Sean P. O’Connor, Esq.

Sheppard Mullin Richter & Hampton, LLP
March 26, 2012

Page 2

Here, the Department retained a well-respected outside consultant, Ninyo & Moore Geotechnical
and Environmental Sciences Consultants, to investigate the parcel and to provide an estimate for
remediating any contamination on the property. The consultant estimated that it would cost
$2.,480,000 to remediate contamination on the parcel. Consistent with the Thrifty Oil decision,
the Department’s real estate appraiser then deducted that amount from the parcel’s “clean” fair
market value.

We recognize that there will be debate in the eminent domain litigation about the extent and cost
of remediating contamination on the parcel. However, that debate is best reserved for the court
system, not this proceeding before the Commission. This is especially true given your client’s
right to seek to increase the deposit of probable compensation under Code of Civil Procedure
section 1255.030 once the case is filed.

In conclusion, the deduction taken for the cost to remediate was not done arbitrarily, and it is
consistent with California law.

No. 2 - Objection over Good Faith Negotiations.

Your second objection is based on the assertion that the Department did not meet its obligation to
negotiate in good faith with Chevron U.S.A. We respectfully disagree with this objection.

As an initial matter, this objection is largely based on the same set of circumstances as your first
objection: i.e., the contention that it was improper for the Department to take a deduction
reflecting the estimated cost to remediate the parcel. As we have already noted, however, the
deduction was lawful and based on an expert’s opinion. More to the point, Department
representatives have been in contact with you over the last several months to attempt to negotiate
a resolution of this matter in order to forestall the eminent domain process. To this point
however, I believe that we are still waiting for Chevron to make any type of counteroffer on this
parcel for the Department to consider.

In sum, the Department has negotiated in good faith, and will continue to do so in order to
attempt to reach an equitable resolution to this matter.

No. 3 - Objection to Project based on Plan and Location.

Your third objection is based on the assertion that the Department did not meet its obligation to
plan and locate the project in a manner that is most compatible with the greatest public good and
least private injury. We respectfully disagree with this objection.

Your client’s property is necessary to complete the Interstate 5/State Route 74 interchange
project. As part of the overall interchange project, a local street (Del Obispo) on the west side of
the freeway is also being realigned for operational and safety concerns. As a result, the whole of
your client’s property must be acquired for the project because it is located between the freeway

Attachment B
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Sean P. O’Connor, Esq.

Sheppard Mullin Richter & Hampton, LLP
March 26, 2012

Page 3

onramp that will be widened, and the local street that will be realigned as part of the overall
project.

In conclusion, the Department has planned and located the project in a manner that is most
compatible with the greatest public good and least private injury.

No. 4 - Objection to Project based on California Environmental Quality Act.

Your final objection is based on the assertion that the Department did not meet its obligations
under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) because it has piecemealed or
segmented the project. We respectfully disagree with this objection.

A full Environmental Impact Report for this project was completed in April 2009. That report
addresses each of the issues identified in your letter (i.e., traffic, air quality, etc.), nothing was left
out. More importantly, the scope of the environmental document—i.e., the “project” for which
the report was done—is the entire Interstate 5/State Route 74 interchange as a whole, not
“pieces” or “segments” of the same. All four quadrants of the interchange were analyzed; all

four quadrants will be improved with this regionally important transportation project.

Accordingly, your objection that the Department has not met its obligations under CEQA is not
accurate. The Department has met its obligations.

A copy of this letter will be transmitted to the Commission to be included in the record.

JOHN FREDERICK SMITH
Assistant Chief Counsel

ol Ms. Bimla Rhinehart, California Transportation Commission
Mr. Andre Boutros, California Transportation Commission
Mr. Stephen Maller, California Transportation Commission
Mr. Brent Green, Caltrans

Attachment
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Reference No.: 2.4a.(6)
April 25-26, 2012
Attachment C

Resolution of Necessity Appearance Fact Sheet

PROJECT DATA

Location:

Limits:

Contract Limits:

Cost:

Funding Source:

Number of Lanes:

Proposed
Major Features:

Traffic:

PARCEL DATA

Property Owner:

Parcel Location:

Present Use:

Area of Property:

Area Required:

12-Ora-5/74-PM 9.3-10.0/0.0-0.2
Expenditure Authorization 0E3109

Interstate 5 (1-5) and State Route 74 (SR 74) in the city of San Juan
Capistrano in Orange County

I-5 and SR 74

I-5: from Post Mile 9.3 to 10.0
SR 74: from Post Mile 0.0 to 0.2

Programmed Construction cost: $37,805.000.00
Current Right of Way cost estimate: $28,753,000.00

Corridor Mobility Improvement Account, State Transportation
Improvement Program, Regional Improvement Program, and Local funds
(Measure M, County Community Facilities District, and City funds)

Existing: four mixed flow and one high occupancy vehicle (HOV)
lane in each direction
Proposed: four mixed flow and one HOV lane in each direction

Bridge replacement (SR 74); realign intersection at Del Obispo Street and
SR74; construct new northbound (NB) loop onramp; realign NB offramp;
widen and upgrade north and southbound (SB) on/off ramps and upgrade
to current standards.

Existing (2006): Annual Daily Traffic (ADT)
SR 74, eastbound (EB): 46,000 ADT, westbound (WB): 40,400 ADT
I-5, NB: 253,000 ADT, I-5, SB: 234,000 ADT

Proposed (2030): ADT
SR 74, EB: 53,000 ADT, WB: 43,000 ADT
I-5, NB: 310,000 ADT, I-5, SB: 283,000 ADT

Chevron U.S.A. Inc., a Pennsylvania Corporation

26988 Ortega Highway, San Juan Capistrano

Assessor’s Parcel Numbers 666-241-02, -03

Retail Service / Gas Station - Zoned CG (General Commercial)
20,911 Square Feet (SF)

Parcel 102499-1 - 20,911 SF - Fee
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To:

From:

Subject:

State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS cTC Meeting: April 25-26, 2012
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.43..(1)

Action ltem
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Brent Green
Chief Financial Officer Chief

Division of Right of Way and
Land Surveys

RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY — APPEARANCE

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) adopt Resolution of Necessity (Resolution)
C-20817 summarized on the following page. This Resolution is for a transportation project on
Interstate 5 in District 7, in Los Angeles County.

ISSUE:

Prior to initiating Eminent Domain proceedings to acquire needed right of way for a programmed
project, the Commission must first adopt a Resolution, stipulating specific findings identified under
Section 1245.230 of the Code of Civil Procedure, which are:

1. The public interest and necessity require the proposed project.

2. The proposed project is planned or located in the manner that will be most compatible
with the greatest public good and the least private injury.

3. This property is necessary for the proposed project.

4. An offer to acquire the property in compliance with Government Code Section 7267.2
has been made to the owner of record.

In this case, the property owner is contesting the Resolution and has requested an appearance before
the Commission. The primary concern and objection expressed by the property owner is that the
proposed project is not planned or located in the manner that will be most compatible with the
greatest public good and the least private injury. Specifically, owner believes that certain property
interests sought to be acquired are unnecessary and feels that vibrations from construction activities
and noise from construction equipment would be disruptive to church services. The Department has
modified its design to reduce the amount of right-of-way required from the owner and reduce
vibrations and noise from construction activities. The owner’s objections and the Department’s
responses are contained in Attachment B.

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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CALIFORNIA TRANSPORATION COMMISSION April 25-26, 2012
Page 2 of 2

BACKGROUND:

Discussions have taken place with the property owner, who has been offered the full amount of the
Department's appraisal and, where applicable, advised of any relocation assistance benefits to which
they may subsequently be entitled. Adoption of the Resolution will not interrupt the Department’s
efforts to secure an equitable settlement. In accordance with statutory requirements, the owner has
been advised that the Department is requesting the Resolution at this time. Adoption will assist the
Department in the continuation of the orderly sequence of events required to meet construction
schedules.

Extensive discussions have been ongoing between the property owner and the Department to address
and resolve the issues. Substantial progress has been made but in order to keep the project schedule,
the Department is requesting that this appearance proceed to the April 25-26, 2012 Commission
meeting. Legal possession will allow the construction activities on the parcels to commence,
thereby avoiding and/or mitigating considerable right of way delay costs that will accrue if efforts to
initiate the condemnation process are not taken immediately to secure legal possession of the subject

property.

C-20817 - Norwalk United Methodist Church

07-LA-5-PM 4.4 - Parcel 80167-1, 2, 3, 4,5 - EA 215949,

Right of Way Certification Date: 03/09/12; Ready To List Date: 03/23/12. Freeway - widen
Interstate 5 to add high occupancy vehicle and mixed-flow lanes. Authorizes condemnation of land
in fee for a State highway, extinguishment of abutter’s rights of access, temporary easements for
construction purposes, and a permanent easement for footing purposes. Located in the city of
Norwalk at 12111 Olive Street. Assessor Parcel Number 8056-004-011.

Attachments:
Attachment A - Project Information
Exhibit A1 and A2 - Project Maps
Attachment B - Parcel Panel Report
Exhibit B1 through B3 - Parcel Maps

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”



PROJECT DATA

Location:

Limits:

Cost:

Funding Source:

Number of Lanes:

Proposed Major Features:

Traffic:

Reference No.: 2.4a.(1)
April 25-26, 2102
Attachment A

Page 1 of 2

PROJECT INFORMATION

07-LA-5-PM 4.0/5.9
Expenditure Authorization 215949

Interstate 5 (I-5) in Los Angeles County in the city of
Norwalk

From 0.4 mile south of San Antonio Drive Undercrossing
to 0.7 mile north of Pioneer Boulevard Undercrossing

Programmed construction cost: $151,019,000.00
Current right of way cost estimate: $111,583,000.00

Corridor Mobility Improvement Account (CMIA), Traffic
Congestion Relief Program, State Transportation
Improvement Program, State-Local Transportation
Partnership Program, Transportation Equity Act for the 21
Century, and Local Proposition C

Existing: three mixed-flow lanes in each direction

Proposed: four mixed-flow lanes plus one high
occupancy (HOV) vehicle lane in each
direction

Split diamond interchange at Norwalk Boulevard/San
Antonio Drive and Imperial Highway, frontage road
construction and city street widening/reconstruction of San
Antonio Drive, Norwalk Boulevard, Union Street, Imperial

Highway

Existing (year 2005): 171,000 Annual Daily Traffic (ADT)
Proposed (year 2030): 281,000 ADT

NEED FOR THE PROJECT

The purpose of the project is to widen the I-5 corridor from the Orange County line to
Interstate 605 (I-603) to increase capacity for the I-5 freeway which would; improve
mobility for goods and people across California; and improve safety and access to the
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freeway. This project is one of six segments in the I-5 Ultimate Corridor Project, which
1s a high priority project for the Department.

This project is needed as a result of increased traffic demand from population, housing
and employment growth in the project area. Combined with the limited capacity of the
existing freeway facility, it is necessary to widen the freeway to accommodate increased
traffic demand. Average daily traffic is expected to rise from 171,000 (2005) to 281,000
(2030). The proposed improvements will increase the capacity of the freeway from a six
lane facility (six mixed-flow lanes) to a ten lane facility (eight mixed flow lanes plus two
HOV lanes).

PROJECT PLANNING AND LOCATION

The proposed project will add a mixed flow lane and a HOV lane in each direction of
travel on I-5. A number of project alternatives have been looked at in the past. The
Project Report/Environmental Document for the project was approved on June 29, 2007.
The construction cost is currently estimated at $151,019,000.00 for this project. This
project is funded with funding from Federal, State and local funds including the CMIA
bond measure funds that require construction or implementation to begin by the
December 31, 2012. The Right of Way Certification date is March 9, 2012, Ready to List
1s March 23, 2012, and advertising targeted for June 2012.

The current design proposes to minimize right of way impacts in the I-5 freeway corridor
that resulted from the analysis of a number of different project alternatives as well as a
value analysis study. The proposed project includes retaining and sound walls to
minimize right of way impacts.
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PARCEL PANEL REPORT

PARCEL DATA

Property Owner: Norwalk United Methodist Church

Parcel Location: 12111 Olive Street in the city of Norwalk
Assessor Parcel Number 8056-004-011

Present Use: Church
Zoning: R3 - Residential

Area of Property: 94,961 Square Feet (SF)

Area Required:  Parcel 80167-1: 531 SF - Fee
Parcel 80167-2: 193 SF - Fee
Parcel 80167-3: 73 SF - Footing Easement
Parcel 80167-4: 2,275 SF - Temporary Construction Easement (TCE)
Parcel 80167-5: 930 SF - TCE

PARCEL DESCRIPTION

The property is rectangular in shape and is 94,961 SF (approximately 2.18 acres). The
property is currently improved with a 19,984 SF church building and other
improvements. The property is bound by San Antonio Drive/Norwalk Boulevard to the
northwest, Olive Street to the southwest and the Interstate 5 (I-5) onramp to the northeast.
It has good street frontage. A portion of the improvement is leased to the non-profit
organization Life Sharing Adult Health Care.

The Department’s original design required five sub-parcels: 717 SF in fee, 193 SF in fee,
5,333 SF in footing easement, 1,966 SF of TCE and 1,319 SF of TCE. Design reduced
the required acquisitions to the following: 531 SF in fee, 193 SF in fee, 73 SF in footing
easement, 2,275 SF of TCE and 930 SF of TCE after discussions with the property owner
to further minimize right of way impacts by avoiding existing improvements.
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NEED FOR THE SUBJECT PROPERTY

A portion of the subject property is impacted due to the widening for the freeway and San
Antonio Drive. The freeway widening will provide increased freeway capacity as
previously discussed. The proposed split diamond interchange design configuration also
requires that San Antonio Drive be widened to accommodate the necessary through and
turning movements on San Antonio Drive.

RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY REVIEW PANEL REPORT

The Condemnation Review Panel (Panel) met in Los Angeles on March 21, 2012, The
Panel members included Donald Grebe, Panel Chair, Department of Transportation
(Department) Headquarters (HQ’s) Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys; Linda
Harrel, Department Los Angeles Legal Division; Linda Fong, Department HQ's Division
of Design; and Mark Zgombic, Department HQ's Division of Right of Way and Land
Surveys, Secretary to the Panel. Representing the property owner at the meeting was
Pastor Abel Lara of Norwalk United Methodist Church and attorney, Gary Kovacic, of
Sullivan, Workman & Dee, LLP.

This report summarizes the findings of the Panel with regard to the four criteria required
for a Resolution of Necessity and makes a recommendation to the Department’s Chief
Engineer. The primary concern and objection expressed by the property owner is that the
proposed project is not planned or located in the manner that will be most compatible
with the greatest public good and the least private injury. Specifically owner believes
that certain property interests sought to be acquired are unnecessary and feels that
vibrations from construction activities and noise from construction equipment would be
disruptive to church services. The Department has modified its design to reduce the
amount of right-of-way required from the owner and reduce vibrations and noise from
construction activities.

The following is a description of the concerns expressed by the owner’s representatives,
followed by the Department’s response:

Owner:
How will freeway access to the church be impacted in the after condition?

Department:

The Department will realign and configure on and off ramps to ease traffic and have
more free-flowing traffic operations. Although the location of the southbound off-ramp
has moved, the overall distance that a motorist would travel, remains unchanged.
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Owner:

Concerned with noise, how it will affect the main sanctuary building and the mitigation
measures Department is taking to reduce the impact and what will be height of the
soundwall.

Department:

The church representatives have provided that critical hours for noise-sensitive activities
occur on Saturdays and Sundays from 9:00am to 9:00pm, and Wednesdays between
6:00pm to 9:00pm. The Department has agreed to restrict construction activities during
these times.

Additionally, the soundwall being constructed along the on ramp will be extended the
length of the property frontage, tying into an existing wall. This soundwall will provide
noise mitigation from the traffic and will be constructed as the first order of work to
mitigate construction noise.

The initial timeframe to complete construction activities was estimated at seven months.
It is anticipated, based on the above construction restrictions, to take approximately two
months to construct the eight foot four inch soundwall, after which the remaining
construction noise impacts will be greatly reduced.

Owner:
Will there be increased traffic in the after condition?

Department:

The split diamond interchange design will direct I-5 Imperial Highway off ramp traffic
and Norwalk Boulevard/San Antonio Drive on ramp traffic to the collector road,
increasing traffic flows in the after condition.

However, traffic movements from I-5 going towards the church will experience fewer
conflicts along the collector road as opposed to the current Union Street residential
traffic.

Owner:
What affect will the project have on buildings that are close to the proposed right of way
line?

Department:

The only structure affected will be the an eight foot by twelve foot storage shed that is
adjacent to the right of way fence. The shed will require removal. A revised offer has
been made to the owner, that includes the cost to replace the shed. Other structures such
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as the main sanctuary and the kitchen room of the main facility will not be directly
affected.

Owner:
How many parking spaces will be temporarily lost and for how long?

Department:

Though the appraisal states ten parking spaces along the freeway fence line would be lost
temporarily during construction, in actuality, only nine parking spaces would be
temporarily lost. The maximum duration of the loss should be considered as the length of
time that the temporary construction easement was requested, but will most likely be
approximately two months. A further refinement of the time frame can be provided once
a contractor is awarded the project, and the contractor has submitted their construction
schedule.

Owner:
How will the project affect the electrical transformer (located on the northern portion of
the property) and will it affect electrical service?

Department:

The project is not in conflict with the transformer box, so it should not be affected.
Southern California Edison has been contacted to confirm that due to changes in the curb
location, there are no issues that would require the transformer to be relocated.

DEPARTMENT CONTACTS

The following is a summary of contacts made with the property owner:

Type of Contact Number of Contacts
Mailing of information 3+

E-Mail of information 10+
Telephone contacts 10+
Personal / meeting contacts 34

STATUTORY OFFER TO PURCHASE

The Department has appraised the subject property and offered the full amount of the
appraisal to the owner of record as required by Government Code Section 7267.2. The
property owner has been notified that issues related to compensation are outside the
purview of the Commission.
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PANEL RECOMMENDATION

The Panel concludes that the Department’s project complies with Section 1245.230 of the
Code of Civil Procedure in that:

o The public interest and necessity require the proposed project.

° The proposed project is planned or located in the manner that will be most
compatible with the greatest public good and least private injury.

o The property rights to be condemned are necessary for the proposed project.

o An offer to purchase in compliance with Government Code Section 7267.2 has
been made to the owners of record.

The Panel recommends submitting a Resolution of Necessity to the Commission.

LA

DONALD E. GKEBE

Chief

Office of Project Delivery

Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys
Panel Chair

I concur with the Panel’s recommendation:

ROBERT PIEPLOW
Acting Chief Engineer
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PERSONS ATTENDING THE CONDEMNATION PANEL REVIEW
MEETING ON MARCH 21, 2012

Donald Grebe, HQ’s Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys, Panel Chair
Linda Harrel, Los Angeles Legal Office Attorney, Panel Member

Linda Fong, HQ’s Division of Design, Panel Member

Mark Zgombic, HQ’s Division of Right of Way and Land Surveys, Panel Secretary

Pastor Able Lara, Property Owner Representative
Gary Kovacic, Attorney for the Property Owner

Michael Miles, District 7, District Director

Bill Reagan, District 7, Deputy District Director, Design

Jerrel Kam, District 7, Office Chief, Office of Design A

Andrew P. Nierenberg, District 7, Deputy District Director, Right of Way
Yoshiko Henslee, District 7, Supervising Right of Way Agent

James Marsella, District 7, Senior Right of Way Agent

Hazel Devine-Williams, District 7, Right of Way Agent
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To:

From:

Subject:

State of California Business, Transportation and Housing Agency
DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

Memorandum

CHAIR AND COMMISSIONERS cTC Meeting: April 25-26, 2012
CALIFORNIA TRANSPORTATION COMMISSION
Reference No.: 2.43..(3)

Action ltem
NORMA ORTEGA Prepared by: Brent Green
Chief Financial Officer Chief

Division of Right of Way and
Land Surveys

RESOLUTION OF NECESSITY - APPEARANCE

RECOMMENDATION:

The California Department of Transportation (Department) recommends the California
Transportation Commission (Commission) adopt Resolution of Necessity (Resolution) C-20816
summarized on the following page. This Resolution is for widening the Interstate 5 Freeway in
District 7 in the city of Norwalk, county of Los Angeles.

ISSUE:

Prior to initiating Eminent Domain proceedings to acquire needed right of way for a programmed
project, the Commission must first adopt a Resolution, stipulating specific findings identified under
Section 1245.230 of the Code of Civil Procedure, which are:

1. The public interest and necessity require the proposed project.

2. The proposed project is planned and located in a manner that will be most
compatible with the greatest public good and the least private injury.

3. This property is necessary for the proposed project.

4. An offer to acquire the property in compliance with Government Code Section
7267.2 has been made to the owner of record.

In this case, the property owner is contesting the Resolution and has requested a written appearance
before the Commission. At the request of the property owner, objections to the Resolution have been
submitted in writing to be made part of the official record of the Commission meeting, in lieu of a
personal appearance before the Commission. The owner’s objections are included as Attachment A.
The Department’s responses to the owner’s objections are contained in Attachment B.

BACKGROUND:

Discussions have taken place with the owner, who has been offered the full amount of the
Department's appraisal and, where applicable, advised of any relocation assistance benefits to which
the owner may subsequently be entitled. Adoption of the Resolution will not interrupt the
Department’s efforts to secure an equitable settlement. In accordance with statutory requirements,
the owner has been advised that the Department is requesting the Resolution at the Commission’s

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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April 25-26, 2012 meeting. Adoption will assist the Department in the continuation of the orderly
sequence of events required to meet construction schedules.

C-20816 - Gregory S. Jones, Trustee of the Gregory S. Jones Revocable Trust, dated October 11,
2001

07-LA-5-PM 3.6 - Parcel 79898-1, 2, 01-01 - EA 215939.

Right of Way Certification Date: 03/09/12; Ready to List Date: 03/23/12. Freeway - widen
Interstate 5 to add high occupancy vehicle and mixed-flow lanes. Authorizes condemnation of land
in fee for a State highway, a temporary easement for construction purposes, land in fee which is a
remnant and would be of little market value, and underlying fee, if any. Located in the city of
Norwalk at 12605 Rosecrans Avenue. APN 8082-001-003.

Attachments:
Attachment A - Owners Written Objections dated March 8, 2012
Attachment B - Department Response dated March 22, 2012
Attachment C - Fact Sheet
Exhibits A and B - Maps

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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Rogers A LIMITED LIABILITY PARTNERSHIP JOSEPH S. DZIDA
Dzida, Ler 800 SOUTH FIGUEROA STREET
: SUITE 1100
1 OUR FILE NO.
LOS ANGELES, CALIFORNIA 90017-2521 42820.0001

TELEPHONE (213} 59%-7595
TOLL FREE (800) 317-1759
FACSIMILE (213) 599-7596

AUTHOR'S EMAIL ADDRESS
jdzida@erdattorneys.com

March 8, 2012

California Transportation Commission
Attn, Bimla Rhinehart

Executive Director

P.O. Box 942873

Mail Station 52

Sacramento, CA 94273-0001

Re: 07-LA-5-PM 3.6
EA 215939
Praject #0700001833
Parcel 79898-1, 2, 01-01
Gregory 8. Jones, Trustee of the Gregory Jones Revocable Trust, dated
October 11, 2011

Dear Bimla Rhinehart;

This firm represents Mr. Gregory S. Jones, trustee and owner of the property
referenced above. Thank you for your letter of February 27, 2012, regarding the resolution
of necessity. Please give copies of this letter to all the decision makers in regard to that
resolution and place a copy of this letter in the official record.

Passage of a resolution of necessity at this time is improper and a violation of law. In
order to pass a resolution of necessity, the decision makers must find that an offer in
compliance with Government Code section 7262 et seq. has been made in good faith and has
been rejected. No such finding can be made here without an abuse of discretion. If such a
finding is made here, Caltrans will have failed to proceed in the manner required by law.,
Among other things:

1. Caltrans is only offering $1,000 for this property.

Attachment A
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2. Caltrans' appraiser appraised the property for $570,000; but Caltrans arbitrarily
reduced its offer to $1,000 from the appraised value ostensibly because of environmental
conditions underneath the property. The basis for the reduction, however, is not reflected in
any appraisal opinion or report.

3. Those conditions were described in a Caltrans’ report (Exhibit 1 attached).
4. In response, we submitted our own report (Exhibit 2 attached).

5. The Exhibit 2 report demonstrated that the conditions described in Exhibit 1
originated outside of the subject property, were not caused by Jones, and did not impact his
property's value.

6. I asked for a response to Exhibit 2 but did not receive any. Accordingly, it is
apparent that Caltrans has NO EVIDENCE WHATSOEVER to the contrary.

7. Caltrans nevertheless made its $1,000 offer.

8. I, then, objected to the offer, stating again that the conditions on which it was
based originated elsewhere and that, therefore, my client was NOT responsible for clean up.
I also stated that deductions from the appraised value were proper ONLY if the conditions
were caused by my client and ONLY if they impacted market value. I pointed out that the
$1000 offer was less than the monthly rent my client received from the property despite the
conditions described. The property obviously cannot have a market value LESS than that
indicated by the rent it generated.

9. I asked Mr. Johnson to provide me with copies of any appraisal opinions
reflecting that the conditions decreased the market value of the property. He did not do so.
Apparently, then, the reduction in the offer to $1000 from the appraised value IS NOT
BASED ON ANY APPRAISAL, as required by law, and totally arbitrary.

10.  We have not yet had time to obtain our own appraisal as Caltrans' has not
provided funding for same as required by law and the matter has been in litigation.

11.  Inaddition, Mr. Jones has suffered pre-condemnation damages including lost
rentals as a result of Caltrans' actions. These are the subject of litigation. The Court of
Appeal ruled on March 8, 2012, that a judgment entered in Caltrans' favor must be reversed
in full on this point. The offer made by Caltrans ($1,000) does not reflect these damages.
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Copies of my correspondence with Mr. Johnson are attached as Exhibit 3. If the
resolution of necessity is passed on this flimsy premise, we will challenge Caltrans’ right to
take in court. Caltrans is trying to take this property by paying only $1,000. I'd call that
theft, not just compensation in eminent domain.

NAN, ROGERS & DZIDA, LLP

JSD/cy
Cc: Steve Johnson (by email)

G EMINENT DOMAINJSD CASES Jones correspondence 03 08 12 Lir to Nierenberg Re Resclution of Necessity.doc
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SITE INVESTIGATIOM REPORT
Interstate 5/Segment 3 Improvement Project, PM 2.46/4.60

Caltrans Contract 07A2730, Task Order No. 9
Tune-Up Master
12605 Rosecrans Avenue
(APN: 8082-001-003)
Norwalk, California

EXECUTIVE SUMMARY

AMEC Geomatrix, Inc. {AMEC), conducted a subsurface investigation on behalf of the
California Depariment of Transporlation (Calfrans) to evaiuate if hazardous materials
inciuding petroleum hydrocarbens may have been released at the Tune-Up Master property
located at 12605 Rosecrans Avenue, Norwalk, Californla (Site or investigation area).
Caltrans proposes to improve and widen Interstate 5 from the Orange County Line (o the
south) to the 605 Freeway (to the north). To improve the area, Caltrans needs to acguire
parcels of portions of parcels located adjacent to the project through purchase in fee or
easement.

The objectives of the investigation were to (1) evaluate if hazardous materials including
petroteum hydrocarbons may have been released within the Investigation ares; (2) evaluate
i impacts to soil vapor, surface and subsurface sofl, and groundwater, if presenl, pose a risk
to human health and the environment; (3) assess the vertical extent of lead-impacted soil, i
present In selected areas; (4) provide data to support developing waste management
protocols for construction-derived wastes such as excavation spoils and/or groundwatar
recovered during dewatering operation; and {5) collect quality data. The data collected from
the nvestigation were compared to published screening criteria to evaluate If the presence of
constituents of concern (COCs), if detected, are of potential concern. If COC impeacts were
identified to be of potential concem, the investigation results were used to identify an
approach to remediate the COC impacts, if needed, and/or manage construction-derived
wastes and costs assoclated with the remedial and/or waste-management approach were
estimated.

The purpose of this report is to describe the procedures, technical appreach, and sampling
methodologies used to collect soil vapor, soll, and groundwater samples; to present and
discuss the analytical resulls, to evaluate the soil vapor, soii, and groundwater conditions
beneath the Site based on data collected during the investigation; and to present conclusions
regarding chemical impacts to the investigation area,

AMEC Geomatrix, Inc.
P:\15324.000.0v1 532400B0\Dpes\Final ReportFinal Report 3 30 11.docx ES-1

EXHIBIT 1



v

amec-

Scope of Work

The project scope of work included drilling soil borings at eight sampling locations within the
proposed construction footprint of the project for collecting soil vapor, soll, and shallow
groundwater samples. Soil vapor samples were collected at four of the eight boring locations
and analyzed for volatile organic compounds (VOCs). Soil samples were collected at
specific depths using either hand auger or direct-push drilling methads from all eight boring
locations and were analyzed for VOCs, including fuel oxygenates, total petroleum
hydrocarbons {TPH), and metals. One boring was advanced to a total depth of
approximately 64 feet below grade to evaluate the depth and apparent thickness of a fine-
grained interval that underiies the first encountered groundwater at the Site. Shallow
groundwater samples were collected at four of the eight horing locations and were analyzed
for VOCs, including fuel oxygenates, and TPH.

Investigation Findings

The analytical results for each of the media collected for this investigation ware evaluated as
described below.

Soil Vapor tf

Soil vapor results were evalizated using California Human Health Screening Levels
(CHHSLs) in Evaluation for Contaminated Properties (Cal/EPA, 2005) screening criteria. in
the event that a detected COC did not have an established CHHSL, the Environmental
Scraening Levels (ESLs) for commerclalfindustrial land use reported in Screening for
Environmental Concarns at Sltes with Contaminated Soll and Groundwater (SFRWQCB,
2008) were used for screening evaluation,

The VOCs ethylbenzene, toluene, m,p-xylene, o-xylene, 1,2 4-frimethylbenzene (1,2,4-TMB),
1,3,5-trimethylbenzene (1,3,5-TMB), 4-lsopropyioluene, isopropylbenzene, n-butylbenzene,
n-propylbenzene, sec-butylbenzene, and naphthalene were defected at or above the
laboratory method detection limit (MDL) in one or more of the soil vapor samples analyzed.
The VOCs ethyibenzene, 1,2,4-TMB, 1,3,5-TMB, and naphthatene were detecled above thelr
respective screening levals in one or more soll vapor samples collected from boring locations
1125-102, 1125-103, and 1125-106. VOCs were not detected in the soil vapor samples
collected from boring 1125-104 at concentrations that exceeded their respective scresning
levels.

Soll Results

Soil sample analytical resulis were evaluated using CHHSLs as screening criteria (Cal/EPA,
2005). In the event that a detected COC did not have an established CHHSL, the result was
compared to the screening leve! for protection of groundwater fisted in the California
Regional Water Quality Control Board, Los Angeles Region (LARWQCE, 2006}, Maximum

AMEC Geomatrix, Inc,
P:A15324.000.0V1 53240000\Docs\Pinal RepordFlnal Report_3 30 +1.docx ES-2
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Soil Screening Levels (MSSELs) for TPH, benzene, folushe, ethylbenzene, xylenes, énd
methy} tert-butyl ether above Drinking Water Aquifers. If a CHHSL or MSSL. was not
avallable for screening, the published U.8. Environmental Protection Agency Region IX (U.S.
EPA Region IX, 2010) Regional Screening Levels (RSLs) listed for Protection of
Groundwater Soll Screening Levels (SSLs) Risk-Based SSLs was used for screening.
Finally, for soil analytes without CHHSEs, MSSLs, or RSLs, values were compared fo their
respective ESLs for commercialfindustrial land uss with groundwater as a current or potential
source of drinking water. In conformance with the ESL document, the method reporting
fimits were not considered when developing the Individual ESLs and advises the use of the
reporting limit as the screening level.

The VOCs 1,2,4-TMB, 1,3,5-TMB, 1,2-dichlorobenzene, 1,3-dichicrobenzens,
1,4-dichlorobenzene, 2-chlorotoluene, 4-isopropyltoluene, benzene, bromomethane,
chiorobenzene, ethylbenzene, isopropylbenzens, m,p-xylene, naphthalens, n-butylbenzene,
n-propylbenzene, o-xylene, sec-butylbenzene, tert-butanol, and toluene were detected at or
above the laboratory MDL in one or more of the soil samples analyzed. The VOCs
1,2,4-TMB, 1,3,5-TMB, 1,4-dichlorobenzene, benzene, ethylbenzene, isopropylbenzens,
m,p-xylene, naphthalene, n-propylbenzene, and o-xylene, were detected in one or more soll
samples at a concentration that exceeded their respective screening levels in borings
+125-101, 1125-102, 1125-103, 1125-105, 1125-107, and 1125-108. VOCs were not
detected In the soil samples analyzed that exceeded their respective screening levels in the
samples collected from 1125-104 and 1125-108,

Nineteen of the 35 soil samples analyzed for TPH (carbon chain speciation) had reporied
TPH concentrations at or above the MDL. The concentrations of TPH detected in the soll
samples did not exceed their respective MSSLs except in two samples (1125-103-16.5 and
1125-108-5.5) collected from boring locations 1125-103 and 1125-108, respectively. The
detected TPH concentration in soil in the vicinity of boring iocation 1125-103 and

1125-108 at depths of 10.5 feet and 5.5 feet, respectively, Is considered o be potential
concern for the protection of groundwater.

Various concentrations of metals were detected at or above the MDL in all 35 soli samples
analyzed. Metals were not detected at concentrations that exceeded their respective
screening levels with the exception of arsenic and lead. One of the 35 soil samples analyzed
{1125-103-10.5) had 5 reported lead concentration 1,000 milligrams per kilogram (mg/Kg)
that exceeded the published commercial/industrial CHHSL value of 320 mg/Kg.

Twenty four of the 35 soil samples analyzed contained arsenic concentrations that exceeded
the published RSL for Protection of Groundwater Risk-Based SSLs of 0.0013 mg/Kg.
Because arsenic is a naturally ogourring element, the detected arsenic concentrations were
compared to regiohal background arsenic concentrations. The March 2008 Department of

AMEC Geomatrix, Inc.
PA15324,000.0M5324000\D0cs' Inal ReporfiFinal Report_3 30 11.docx ES-3
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Toxic Substances Control (DTSC) publication Determination of a Southern California
Regional Background Arsenic Concentration in Soil (DTSC, 2008) establishes a regional
background for arsenlc within Southam California including | os Angeles County using
naturally occurring and anthropogenic concentrations of arsenic. The report finds that the
upper-bound background concentration for arsenic within Los Angeles County Is 12 mg/Kg.
None of the samples analyzed had reported arsenic concentrations that exceeded the DTSC
upper-bound background concentration for arsenic within Los Angeles County. Howaver, the
arsenic concenirations In samples collected at the Site are considered to be consistent with
background concentrations of arsenic in Los Angeles County or naturally occurring.

Groun ter U

Shallow groundwater sample anafytical resulis were avaliated using Callfornia Drinking
Water Maximum Contaminant Levels (MCLs) as reported by the California Department of
Public Health as screening criteria (California, 2010). In the event that a detected COC did
not have an establishied MCL, the result was compared te the screening level for tap water
as fisted in the U.S. EPA Region IX (U.S. EPA, Region IX, 2010) RSLs. Finally, if a MCL or
RSL was not available for screening, the applicable ESLs reported In Screening for
Environmenta! Concerns at Sites with Contaminated Sofl and Groundwater

{SFRWQCB, 2008) were used for screening evaluation.

Groundwater was encountered at depths ranging from approximately 36 feet (1125-104) to
38 feet (1125-102) below ground surface (bgs). A total of five grab groundwater samples
(including one duplicate sample) were collected from four borings (1125-102, 1125-103,
1425-104, and 1125-106). Field observations indicated that hon-agueous phase liquid
(NAPL) was present in the grab groundwater sample collected from boring 1125-103, The
groundwater samples were analyzed for VOCs and TPH in ranges as TPH (C4-C8), TPH
{C8-C17), and TPH (C9-C32; with individual carbon chain speciation). The NAPL fraction
present in the grab groundwater sample in boring 1125-103 also was analyzed for TPH in
ranges as TPH (C4-C8), TPH (C8-C17) and TPH (C9-C32; with individual carbon chain
speciation).

VOCs were detected at or above the MDL In each groundwater sample analyzed and
included cne or more of the following compounds: 1,2,4-TMB, 1,2-dichlorobenzene,
1,3,5-TMB, 1,3-dichlorobenzene, 1,4-dichlorobenzene, 4-isopropylicluene, benzene,
bromobenzene, chiorobenzene, cis-1,2-dichlaroethene (cis-1,2-DCE), di-isopropyl ether,
ethyibenzene, isopropylbenzene, m,p-xylene, methyl tert-butyl ether (MTBE), naphthalene,
n-butylbenzene, n-propylbenzene, o-xylene, sec-butylbenzene, tert-amyl methyl ether
(TAME), tert-butanol, tert-butylbenzene, and toluene. Reporied concentration of VOCs
1,2,4-TMB, 1,4-dichlorobenzene, benzene, ethylbenzens, MTBE, and naphthalene exceeded
their respective screening ievels in one or more of the samples analyzed.
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TPH was detected above the MDL in one or more of the carbon ¢hain ranges in all five of the
groundwater samples analyzed (including the one duplicate sampls). TPH was detected in
alt five groundwater samples at concentrations that exceeded their respective ESLs in one or
more of the carbon chain ranges.

Concluslons and Recommencations

The following conclusions for the soil vapor, soil, and groundwater impacts beneath the Site
within the Investigation area were made based on the data collected during this investigation.
Soil vapor impacts beneath the Site are present in soll within the vicinity of boring locations
1125-102, 1125-103, and 1125-106.

Soll impacts beneath the Site are present within the upper 20.5 feet of the subsurface. The
reported concantrations of VOCs, TPH and/or metals appear to decrease with depth which
may be attributed to a release near the surface from former on-site underground fuel
dispenser piping or from a nearby off-sile source.

Excavation proposed as part of the -5 improvements in the proximity of the Site is not
expected to excesd 5 feet in depth. Solf near boring 1125-103 and 1125-108 in the depth
interval of ground surface to about 5 fest in depth is not expected to require special
management. AMEC recommends that any soll intended to be transported off-site be
stockpiled on-site and characterized in accordance with applicable regulations before export.

Based on the reported VOC and TPH concentrations in soils reslding at depths greater than
5 feet in proximity of borings 1125-103 and 1125-108, remediation may be required to
mitigate the presence of these COCs in soll. Because the exient of soil impacts observed at
these locations is not well defined, additional assessment is recommend to further assess
the extent of soll impacts that may require remediation.

The grab groundwater sample collected from the southwest portion of the Site at boring
logation 1125-103 contained NAPL. The VOCs and TPH compounds detected in the
groundwater samples analyzed are characteristic of petroleum hydrocarbon-product
releases. Based on the fraction of TPH compounds detected in groundwater and NAPL In
the C8-C17 range, the TPH speciation is likely consistent with jet fuel. The detections of
TPH as gascline, dieset fuel, jet fuel, as well as NAPL, are consistent with previously
documented subsurface releases and/or conditions located near the Site.

Based on the reported VOC and TPH concenirations, it is likely that remedial action will be
required to mitigate the presence of those COCs in groundwater. However, groundwater
monitering may be required to further eveluate the presence of VOCs during the post-
construc