CALIFORNIA HIGH-SPEED TRAIN PROJECT EIR/EIS SAN JOSE TO MERCED SECTION
FINAL SCOPING REPORT APPENDICES

Appendix I:

Written Public Scoping Comments
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March 19, 2009,

. Mr, Dan Leavitt
‘Deputy Director
- California High-Speed Rail Authonty
San Jose to Merced S ' ' S
925 L. Street Suite 1425 SR | o Ry
Sacramento, California 95814 | ‘ | Sy

Dear Mr. Leavitt

| am a strong proponent of the High Speed Rall It will facmtate travel within the state and help aIIeVIate
: congestlon onour roads and in our airports. -

| understand that there are. dlfferent routes being considered. | do not believe itis safe to have a high-
speed train passing through densely popu!ated areas. it should be near and/or have good access, but it
should not travel through the mlddle of cities or towns : :

| also noticed that your train lines converge in C,howch|lla but do not stop there. This results in additional
track line being-needed as well as additional trains. A station in Chowchilla would enable you to have one
train going back and forth between San Francisco and Chowchilla, Passengers could transfer to a train -
travelling between Los Angeles and Sacramento. As it is no proposed, you need two trains leaving every
starting station and then diverging in Chowchilla in two different directions. The additional track line,
necessary easements and number.of trains would add substantial cost.

As the Central Valley becomes more populated there will be an increased need and utility-of the high-speed

train. There should be a number of stops at appropriate cities along the routes fo encourage and facilitate

~ use of the train. A station at the only location where the lines coniverge is obviously a logical stopping point.
If warranted, a:non-stop or abbreviated-stop train could be offered during various times of the day:

Thank you for your consideration of my concemns.

Sincerély, (. —
> ,'J f' . o
o
A
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Dan Leavitt

From: Kris Deutschman [kris @kdcgroup.com]

Sent: Friday, March 20, 2009 5:10 PM

To: Nick Brand; Dan Leavitt

Subject: FW: CA High Speed Rail Route, Hollister area
Attachments: CA High Speed Rail Hollister.doc

Mick,/Dan,

Is this an official comment for the scoping process?

Kris

From: Walter Windus [mailto:wwindus@msn.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 19, 2009 4:25 PM

To: Kris Deutschman

Subject: CA High Speed Rail Route, Hollister area

Hi Kris,

Review of your route map shows the rail line route through the Bolsa area northwest of Shore Road in the
Hollister area. (See the attached) Your route map indicates that it goes through the public use airport,
Frazier Lake Airpark (7901 Frazier Lake Road).

Is this route frozen or is it just a generalized depiction with specific alignments to be determined later? 1
would like to be advised when these specific scoping meetings are to be held so that the impacts on this
airport can be minimized,

Please advise your comments.

Thanks in advance for your reply.

Best regards,

Walter Windus
Frazier Lake Airpark
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1218 Willow St.

San Jose, CA 95125
March 31, 2009 e
IRECFRIVED]
| - P -
Mr. Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director | APR 2 2008
ATTN., San Jose to Merced, California High-Speed Rail Authority !| BY: |
625 L Street, Suite 1425 =

Sacramento, CA 95814
email: comments@hsr.ca.gov

re: Comments for the PROJECT LEVEL EIR/EIS, “San Jose to Merced HST”
Dear Sir,

I am very supportive of the High Speed Train (HST). I am pleased that the
California High-Speed Rail Authority (Authority) has selected the alignment that goes
through Pacheco Pass and San Jose: it will truly be a transformational event on the city.

I do have a number of questions, concerns, issues, and suggestions that I would
like addressed in the EIR/EIS. I apologize in advance if some of these are already
addressed in some of the existing documentation

Let me first discuss matters related to the alignment, starting from Merced in the
Central Valley and heading to San Jose’s Diridon Station:

Diablo Range

The tracks from the Central Valley to the Bay Area will have to cross the Diablo
Range. This is basically undisturbed land, remote and wild enough that there have been
plans to release condors in the area. I am pleased to see that the plans for the HST are to
utilize tunnels in a2 number of locations which should minimize impact to the local
ecology and habitat.

In the stretches where the tracks are not in tunnels, will they be on elevated
structures, or will there be frequent culverts or other undercrossings so as to not impede
the movement of wildlife? Will the Right-of-Way (ROW) be fenced off adequately to
prevent deer and elk from jumping over the fence and getting caught on the tracks? And
will train passengers be able to see over the fencing and enjoy the scenery?

Monterey Highway

Coming into the Bay Area, the HST will follow the Union Pacific (UP) tracks that
are adjacent to Monterey Highway through Morgan Hill, San Martin, and Gilroy. There
are a number of minor side streets and farm roads that will need to be closed off or else
connected to a frontage road.

The UP tracks enter into San Jose proper through a narrow pass at the foot of
Tulare Hill, near Metcalf Road. This pass is the planned connection of the Bay Area
Ridge Trail, which currently comes down off of the Santa Cruz Mountains at Santa



Teresa County Park, and is planned to skirt Tulare Hill, bridge across the Union Pacific
Railroad and Monterey Highway, and then connect to the adjacent Coyote Creek Trail.
Any plans for the HST in this region hopefully will be compatible with this nearly-
completed roughly 400-mile-long regional trail system. (For more information, check
out www.ridgetrail.org.)

The Tulare Hill region, being at the narrow point between the Santa Cruz
Mountains and the Diablo Range, is also important to animal migration. According to
reports quoted in www.greenfoothills.org/news/ PDFs/CGF_Summer07.pdf, the
culverts that cross under Highway 101 are large enough for mountain lions, coyotes,
bobcats, badgers, and other species to reach the other side, and video evidence shows
they do use these culveris for passage. The HST will also need to accommodate this
cross-valley animal movement.

In San Jose, presently there are several important roads that cross the existing
Union Pacific tracks at-grade, and so I suppose the HST will need to provide new
crossings for Chynoweth Ave., Branham Lane, and Skyway Dr.

Freeway 87

Going north, the HST follows the UP line around the base of Communications
Hill and then parallels Freeway 87 from Curtner Ave. nearly to [-280. I have several
concerns in this stretch;

e The soil is quite unstable in this region. CalTrans built Fwy. 87 just a decade or
two ago, and almost immediately had to start an on-going effort to patch and
smooth the dips in the road. Often it gets bad enough that CalTrans has to post
“rough road” signs and lower the speed limit. Settling has been on the order of 6"
or more in places, judging from cracks and gaps in nearby sidewalks and trails.

e There is an existing bike/ped walkway along Fwy. 87, located between the free-
way and the UP tracks. (Sce www,sjparks.org/Trails/Fwy.87/Fwy.87Map.asp
for details.) Both the trail and the UP tracks go under an overcrossing at Almaden
Expressway: is there adequate width in that undercrossing for the HST as well?
Alternatives: (1) provide a tunnel through the Expressway embankment for an
alternate trail alignment (although San Jose generally does not favor tunnels for
trails); (2) bring the trail up to the level of the Expressway and cross at a
signalized intersection (slowing traffic on the Expressway), (3) make a trail
bridge over the Expressway (which might not meet ADA grade requirements); or
(4) sever the trail and provide alternative routes (e.g., fully funding the nearby
Guadalupe River Trail).

e North of Almaden Expressway, the Fwy. 87 trail is nearly at freeway level at the
top of an embankment, while the UP tracks are at grade at the foot of the same
embankment. Will constructing the HST affect the embankment, possibly further
affecting the stability of the fill dirt under the freeway? Will it affect the trail at
the top of the embankment?

¢ The UP tracks cross over (old) Almaden Road and Alma Avenue on bridges that
were built around the 1930°s in the classic style of the times and which may be
historic. Will these bridges be demolished and replaced as part of the HST
project? Will the bridges be evaluated for historic significance?



o New development is taking place along Fwy. 87 near Alma Ave. as part of “the
Tamien Project”. As part of the negotiations between City Councilmembers,
Developers, and the Community, we were promised that the Developer would
construct trail “on-ramps” from the Alma Ave. sidewalks up to the Fwy. 87
bikeway. Would the construction of the HST in this vicinity impact these
promised trail connections?

e At the Tamien Station, the UP tracks come within 10' of the Fwy. 87 northbound
on-ramp: it is so close that the Fwy. 87 bike path is routed beneath the curve of
the freeway on-ramp. Is there room from the HST to be between the UP tracks
and the freeway? If the HST is on the other (eastern) side of the UP tracks, then it
will impact the newly constructed 11-story residential building at Alma, and also
the City’s day-care facility at the Tamien Station.

e Will construction of the HST in this stretch require the use of pile-drivers or other
heavy construction equipment? If they are needed, care needs to be exercised so
as to not cause settling of the fill-dirt that is supporting the freeway. Also, houses
in the nearby neighborhoods are old and possibly on substandard foundations.

e Just north of Willow St., the Fwy. 87 bike frail is someday due to connect to a
trail that is to be built as part of the Guadalupe River flood-control project. The
HST in this region has to be compatible with the Santa Clara Valley Water
District (SCVWD) plans for the Guadalupe, and with the San Jose bike-path plans
as well.

the Three Creeks Trail (aka WG Spur Trail)

In this section of Fwy. 87 between (old) Almaden and Alma, the UP tracks cross
the abandoned “Willow Glen Spur” rail line ROW at-grade. The WG Spur ROW,
according to the City’s strategic parks plan (“the Greenprint™), is destined to be acquired
by the City of San Jose for a “rails-to-trails” conversion into “the Three Creeks Trail”.
This trail will connect together the Los Gatos, Guadalupe, and Coyote Creek Trails, as
well as tying into the Fwy. 87 bike path — see Chart 1. Designs of the HST in this
vicinity will affect the design, and cost, of the needed trail crossing. Chart 2 shows a
proposal for the trail crossing, which shows the trail using the existing undercrossing of
Fwy. 87, and then heading north and ramp up the embankment to the freeway level and
the adjacent Fwy. 87 bike-path, crossing the HST and UP lines, and then ramping back
down to grade and again following the WG Spur ROW. The sooner the plans for the
HST line in this region are finalized, the sooner the details of the Three Creeks Trail
bridge can be worked out. This trail will provide connectivity between the community
and the nearby Tamien Station CalTrain/VTA Light Rail stop, and also connections
between neighborhoods, local employers, shops, and local and regional parks. For more
information, go to www.sjparks.org/Trails/WillowGlenSpur/FocusGroup-
WillowGlenSpurTrail.htm, also see www.l-ames.com/3Crks/index.html for the
briefing package I've presented to city and regional elected officials.

The northern Willow Glen / Greater Gardner Community

The one mile stretch of the HST between Willow St. and Diridon Station will
probably be one of the most challenging stretches in northern California, and probably it



will also have the most impact on residents. The posted plans call for the HST to follow
the UP tracks as they curve to the left to cross over freeway 87, then go through the
historic and well-established residential neighborhood and park along Fuller Ave., then
curve to the right and cross Bird Ave. and W. Virginia St., straighten out and cross over
1-280, then curve to the right again to cross Auzerais and San Carlos, and then finally
straighten out to cross Park and approach the Diridon Station. My concerns:

Will the tracks be banked? Will the trains squeal as they make the turns? Will
the tracks be routinely maintained to minimize the noise impacts?

What happens to Fuller Park? It is a narrow linear park about two blocks long
which would be lost if the HST is on the western/southern side of the UP tracks.
(If the HST is on the eastern/northern side, then an entire street’s worth of homes
would need to be acquired and demolished. )

What will be the impacts on the adjacent residents? Will they now be facing
sound walls? Will they have elevated trains looking down on their backyards?
How will the HST cross Virginia Ave. at Drake St.? Currently the UP line
crosses at grade. The HST line can not be depressed in this region due to the
nearby below-grade 1-280, so the choices are (1) cross at-grade, which would
require severing Virginia Ave. (which in turmm would isolate an 8-block
community, leaving only a single, inadequate right-turn-in/right-turn-out access),
or (2) elevated (with the added noise impacts and loss of privacy). This region is
already severcly impacted by 1-280, CalTrain and freight trains on the UP line,
and noise from being the landing pattern of the SJC airport: the area can not
handle much more.

Historic note: Willow Glen got its name because this region was once a willow-
filled marshland between the Los Gatos and Guadalupe Rivers. The soil here is
unstable and the houses are nearly a century old. Any heavy construction work is
likely to damage their fragile and possibly substandard foundations. Will the
HST take on the liability to repair or replace any incidental damage?

Crossing 1-280 will just require a new bridge: no problem.

Judging by the posted plans, it looks like at Auzerais the HST will be ramping up
to the Diridon Station, and so Auzerais will be grade-separated. If not, there
would be significant impacts since Auzerais provides one of the main access
routes to the planned and recently built high-density housing that is part of the
Mid Town Specific Plan,

On Augzerais, adjacent to the tracks, is the possibly historic Paradiso’s café, which
dates back to the old cannery days of the valley. Will it be impacted?
High-voltage power lines follow along the Los Gatos Creek, and so an elevated
HST structure would require the relocation of the support towers.

The HST crosses the Los Gatos Creek at a very acute angle, and can have
significant impact on the riparian habitat unless properly mitigated. The Los
Gatos has been documented to carry salmon to their upstream spawning sites, as
well as steel-head trout.

The UP tracks cross the Los Gatos Creek, the San Carlos St. bridge crosses the
UP tracks as they cross the Los Gatos, and the plans call for the HST to ramp up
over the top of the San Carlos St. bridge as it crosses the UP tracks as they cross
the Los Gatos Creek. Is this what is driving the height of the HST tracks, and



thus the height of the proposed Diridon Station upgrade? Note that the San Carlos
St. bridge is old, and some plans have called for its replacement as part of a
proposed Rapid-Bus-Transit line down San Carlos from downtown.

High density, high-rise development is planned for the Mid Town area. Proposals
for “the Ohlone project” on San Carlos at Sunol call for 10 — 15-story residential
buildings a few blocks west of the HST. What are the impacts of the HST on a
highly-elevated track to this planned development?

Alternative Alignment for the Tamien to Diridon Section

1 attended the HST Open House on March 25th in San Jose. At that meeting, I

joined a conversation with a project engineer (David Wemmer) and several community
members, and we started talking about alternative alignments, including possibly
following the freeways rather than the UP tracks. Refer to Chart 3, which shows an aerial
photograph of the Willow Glen area; the red line is the currently proposed HST
alignment along the UP/CalTrain ROW, the green line (the “Freeway Alignment”) is a
possible alternative alignment that resulted from that discussion.

Having done a little follow-up study of the maiter, I believe that this alternative

has great promise.

Follow Freeway 87 north of Willow, paralleling the Guadalupe River. (This will
require appropriate measures to avoid impacting the riparian habitat, and
coordination with the SCVWD on their upcoming flood-control / City trail
project.)

Ramp up over Virginia and curve to the left over Fwy. 87, following the curve of
the I-280-t0-87 ramp. The curve on the graphic has the same radius of curvature
as the presently planned alignment along the UP line. However, as the curve is
closer to the Diridon Station, the trains will likely be moving slower at that point.
Maintain elevation and cross over 1-280 (which is below-grade at this point), and
start curving to the right.

Cross over Bird Ave. at Auzerais. Note: the comer of Bird/Auzerais/[-280 was
the site of a derelict building that has since been removed: the lot is empty.
Continue north towards San Carlos, going over two gas stations and a
convenience market/car-parts store: no impact to residential communities, and the
businesses could continue to operate beneath the tracks.

Cross over San Carlos at the foot of the bridge: there is no need to have the HST
tracks elevated as high as presently planned.

Cross the Los Gatos with a short bridge: minimal impact to the Los Gatos.
Between the Los Gatos and Park Ave. is San Jose’s Fire Training Station. The
San Jose Parks Department’s officially adopted Strategic Plan (“the Greenprint™)
calls for this parcel to become a major city park along the Los Gatos Creek Trail,
others have plans of tearing down the training facility for housing. If the HST
crosses the parcel, the land is still suttable for the designated parkland, but would
be less desirable for the housing.

Cross Park Ave. (which is below-grade here at the UP tracks), and enter the
Diridon Station, perhaps at a lower elevation, without the need of a mezzanine
and an oversized station.



Advantages:
» minimal impact on residential communities: Virginia Ave. is not severed, and this
avoids elevated trains in residential front- or backyards.
o less cost(?), as the tracks are lower, not having to cross over the top of the San
Carlos St. bridge.
¢ 1o loss of parkland, as Fuller Park remains untouched.
» historic residential areas and the historic business are spared.
e smoother ride: a single left turn followed by a single right turn; rather than a rapid
sequence of left, straight, right, straight, right turn.
e g faster ride: the trains don’t have to slow down early since the curves are closer
to the station where the trains are slowing down anyway.
e and it would give a grand view of downtown San Jose as it swoops over the
1-280/87 interchange.
Disadvantages:
e larger impacts on the Guadalupe River and future trail
¢ impacts to a couple gas stations and shops
o ftraffic impacts on I-280 and Fwy. 87 during construction.

Other issues and concerns
In addition to the alignment, I have a couple other issues and concerns:

Electrical

I am pleased that the train system will be electrified: this will help improve air
quality and reduce noise.

Overhead Wiring

1 do have a number of questions about the overhead wiring:

¢ Doesn’t the use of overhead wiring require larger overhead clearances, thereby
increasing the cost of bridges and tunnels?

o Are there environmental impacts of having overhead wires? I recall from my
term as a County Park Commissioner that they can sometimes be an issue as they
can provide a convenient rest for a raptor awaiting a prey. (At the Alviso Marina
County Park, overhead structures had to be mimimized to avoid impacting the
endangered salt harvest mouse.)

e Overhead lines just are not pretty. The tracks will go through residential areas,
some of which are working to have existing utilities undergrounded. Some of the
residential neighborhoods are already facing a number of other negative impacts
(e.g., freeway noise and low-flying airplanes) and don’t neced another blight-
factor.

e In addition, isn’t overhead wiring more expensive? The wires require poles, bars,
tensioners, and guy-wires in addition to the actual electrical wires, and [ would
imagine that they all will require frequent maintenance to keep them properly
tensioned and aligned. The alternative is an electrified third-rail, which can be
hazardous in many situations, but here the HST ROW is to be totally sealed.



(Also, the speed of the frequent on-coming trains will make the ROW dangerous
whether or not there is an electrified rail!) By the way: will there be easy-escape
doorways from the HST ROW, for emergency egress?

Ground Fault interrupts :

Whether the power is supplied by overhead wires or electrified third-rail, I hope
that there will be GFI-protection, in case some child is playing with a balloon on a string
that drifts across the lines.

Backup Power

Will the trains have batteries or a backup generator of some sort? I would hate to
have all high-speed rail connections between LA and the Bay Area halted for hours just
because someone drove into a power pole somewhere.

Solar?

Many of the trains will run during normal business hours, which generally is
during daylight. Has the Authority looked into using solar photovoltaics to power, or at
least supplement, the needs of the HST?

Noise
How loud will these trains be? While I am a physicist and can give a working
definition of decibels, [ would prefer to have the noise levels compared to familiar
sounds: will the HST be louder or quieter than the freight trains that currently rumble
down those tracks? Are they louder or quieter than the nearby freeways that also impact
neighborhoods in Willow Glen? How do they compare to the airplanes flying overhead?
And what about the pitch: are they a low rumble, a screechy high-pitched scratch like the
VTA Light Rail making the turns downtown, or the squeal like BART in the East Bay?
o track maintenance: will the tracks be maintained regularly (e.g., track grinding) to
minimize the noise?
o will there be sound walls in residential communities?
* is it possible to do “tuned dampening”, e.g., with resonant cavities, tuned to
absorb the squeal of the HST wheels?

HST Traffic Projections

The Draft EIR shows the anticipated number of trips through the various stations,
but they don’t indicate which way they’re going: are the southbound trains going south to
LA or east/north to Merced and Sacramento? How many of the trains fly right through
the station without stopping? (And how fast do they fly through the station?)

Qakland Connection

Why does the state route map, as presented in the PDF file on the website, show
a pink line connecting San Jose to Oakland? (Also, the “Appendix 2-E: Cross Sections”
PDF files shows all the technical drawings for the Oakland/San Jose route.) It is
indicated that it is not pait of the initial phase, but why is it needed at all? We here in San
Jose are taxing ourselves for the next twenty to thirty years to pay to extend BART to San




Jose, which is supposed to provide the same connection: if the HST also provides that
connection, then we will be losing money on the BART connection and will never get out
of debt!

Technical correction

In the “Appendix 2-E: Cross Sections™ .PDF file, Fig. PP-2, p.2E49, the graphic
shows 16’ clearance between the roadway and the level of the tracks: I assume that shouid
show instead the roadway clearance (i.e., to the bottom of the overpass structure).

In conclusion...

I look forward to having the High Speed Train connect San Jose to the rest of
California. I am generally pleased with the overall route and the technical designs. 1
hope that impacts to habitat and recreational/bike-transportation trails can be mitigated.

I hope impacts to the residential communities can be avoided as much as possible.
Accordingly, 1 hope you will evaluate the 1-280/Fwy. 87 “Freeway Alignment” as an
alternate to the “UP ROW™ alignment in the Willow Glen region near the Diridon
Station.

I look forward to continued involvement as the plans progress! Please keep me
informed!

Thankyou
P R

%Wbﬁ}i&; Iy

»{Dr Lawrence Lowel] Ames
email: LAmes@aol . com

ce: Pierluigi Oliverio, Councilmember, San Jose District 6
Madison Nguyen, Councilmember, San Jose District 7
Carol Hamilton, San Jose Planning Dept.
Hans F. Larsen, Deputy Director, San Jose Department of Transportation
David Wemmer, HST Sr. Project Manager, Parsons
David Chesterman, Guad. Watershed, Santa Clara Valley Water Dist. (SCVWD)
Lisa Killough, Dir., Santa Clara County Dept. of Parks & Recreation
Albert Balagso, Dir., San Jose Dept. of Parks, Rec., and Neighborhood Services
Janet McBride, Executive Director, Bay Area Ridge Trail Council
Yves Zsutty, San Jose Trails and Pathways Coordinator
John Brazil, San Jose Bicycle and Pedestrian Coordinator
Boardmembers, Willow Glen Neighborhood Assoc. (WGNA)
Helen Chapman, Shasta/Hanchett Park Neighborhood Assoc. (SHPNA)
Roger Castillo, Salmon and Steelhead Restoration Group
Tai McMahon, Save Our Trails
Harvey Darnell, Greater Gardner Neighborhood Advisory Cmte.
Michael LaRocca, DelMonte Neighborhood Advisory Cmte,
Michael VanEvery, Green Republic, Ohlone Project Mngr.
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April 1, 2009

Mr. Dan Leavitt

Deputy Director |' ?-{_ ST
California High-Speed Rail Authority | =
San Jose to Merced APR
925 L. Street, Suite 1425 s
Sacramento, California 95814 =d.

Dear Mr. Leavitt,

I am a strong proponent of the High Speed Rail. It will facilitate travel within the state
and help alleviate congestion on our roads and in our airports.

| understand that there are different routes being considered. | do not believe it is safe
to have a high-speed train passing through densely populated areas. It should be near
and/or have good access, but it should not travel through the middle of cities or towns.

| also noticed that the train lines converge in Chowchilla but do not stop there. This
results in additional track line being needed as well as additional trains. A stationin
Chowchilla would enable you to have one train going back and forth between San
Francisco and Chowchilla. Passengers could transfer to a train travelling between Los
Angeles and Sacramento. As it is, you need two trains leaving every starting station and
then diverging in Chowchilla in two different directions. The additional track line,
necessary easements and number of trains would add substantial cost.

As the Central Valley becomes more populated there will be an increased need and
utility of the high-speed train. There should be a number of stops at appropriate cities
along the routes to encourage and facilitate use of the train. A station at the only
location where the lines converge is obviously a logical stopping point. If warranied, a
non-stop or abbreviated-stop train could be offered during various times of the day.

Thank you for your consideration of my concerns.

Sincerely,
Vi
/A
}'ﬁ/w Ve

Adam Greco



April 1, 2009

Mr. Dan Leavitt O B e

Deputy Director ‘ APpR
California High-Speed Rail Authority '
San Jose to Merced ]
925 L. Street, Suite 1425 B~
Sacramento, California 95814

Dear Mr. Leavitt,

| am a strong proponent of the High Speed Rail. It will facilitate travel within the state
and help alleviate congestion on our roads and in our airports.

| understand that there are different routes being considered. | do not believe it is safe
to have a high-speed train passing through densely populated areas. It should be near
and/or have good access, but it should not travel through the middle of cities or towns.

| also noticed that the train lines converge in Chowchilla but do not stop there. This
results in additional track line being needed as well as additional trains. A station in
Chowchilla would enable you to have one train going back and forth between San
Francisco and Chowchilla. Passengers could transfer to a train travelling between Los
Angeles and Sacramento. Asitis, you need two trains leaving every starting station and
then diverging in Chowchilla in two different directions. The additional track line,
necessary easements and number of trains would add substantial cost.

As the Central Valley becomes more populated there will be an increased need and
utility of the high-speed train. There should be a number of stops at appropriate cities
along the routes to encourage and facilitate use of the train. A station at the only
location where the lines converge is obviously a logical stopping point. If warranted, a
non-stop or abbreviated-stop train could be offered during various times of the day.

Thank you for your consideration of my concerns.
Sincerely,

Jera P \Greco

__;’JESS!CA M. GRECO
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Mr. Dan Leavitt By [
Deputy Director — ‘
California High-Speed Rail Authority

San Jose to Merced

925 L. Street

Suite 1425

Sacramento, California 95814

Dear Mr. Leavitt,

With regards to the new California High Speed Rail System | observed that the
train lines come together in the Central Valley in the area of Chowchilla but do not
stop there. It seems a central location such as this should have a stop as it would
be a focal point for travel up and down the state as the Central Valley grows.
Consequently, | am hoping you will consider Chowchilla for a station to facilitate
ease of travel between northern and southern California.

This location would also be a boon to the Central Valley and create an impetus to
easing the State’s housing issues by making it more convenient for people to live in
and access the area. Obviously the any train will require many stops along the
route as well as a station in the focal point where the lines converge.

Sincerely,

- [ = fin
- .'..rtl-sii.-,i..: l-."-. L i LAl

._H‘J

Jc/)zannq Gourley



April 8, 3009

Mr. Dan Leavitt £l FITVETS]
Depuiy Director
California High-Speed Rail Authority . .
San Jose o Merced IBY .
925 L. Street, Suite 1425 == |
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Leavitt,

| attended the open house in Merced. | am an advocate of the High Speed Rail and believe it
will facilitate travel within the state and help decrease congestion on our roads.

[ understand that there are different routes being considered and so | would like to reflect on
these options

| think it is unsafe to have a high-speed train passing through overpopulated areas. The frain
should be cenfrally located but at the same time it should not go directly through town.

| noticed that your train lines meet at a Station in Chowchilla before going on to San Francisco;
resulting in the need of addition trains and irack line. As it appears, you need two trains leaving
every starting station and then departing in Chowchilia in two different directions. The additional
track line, necessary easements, and number of trains would be costly.

As the Ceniral Valley becomes more populated there will be an increased need and utility of ¢
high-speed train. There should be a number of stops at appropriate cities along the routes o
encourage and facilitate use of the train. A station at the only location where the lines
converge is obviously a logical stopping point. If warranted, a non-stop or abbreviated-stop
train could be offered during various fimes of the day.

Thank you for your time.

Regards,

Bill King



Patricia. Gormley * 384 Hull Avenue * San Jose, CA 95125

Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director _ . sl .
California High-Speed Rail Authority APR T 2008
025 L Street, Suite 1425
Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Director Leavitt;

Mr. Dave Mansen and his assistant made a presentation of the High-Speed Train (HST) San Jose to
Merced Program segment to our neighborhood group on Tuesday, March 24", 2009. The discussion was
somewhat informative, but Jacking in the details of most concern to our community. There was no noise
data from comparable urban areas in Europe and Japan where similar trains have run for 40 years. That
was a red flag for the group. One of the presenter’s statement (and multiple restatements) that Federal
Railroad Guidelines will be used to determine noise levels raised more red flags: 1) the presenter was not
listening to the group’s lack of credibility in the methodology, and 2) Federal and California noise
guidelines measure what the technocrat wants — not the cumulative ambient noise that residents
experience. We view EIR/EIS data derived from these government and industry noise measurement
guidelines as a force-fit to some pre-destined value. Simply stated: the presentation deteriorated into
incredulity. The group was not satisfied and was not in agreement with the HST presenters. The North
Willow Glen/Gardner Neighborhood is primarily a low income, Hispanic community with young families,
singles, and seniors. The HST Program Team did not adequately solicit input from the community
regarding how the HST proposal would impact their quality of life. An EIR/EIS is being created in a
vacuum without realistic public input. There are other issues and concerns associated with the HST
Program. They are summarized below for inclusion and consideration in the San Jose to Merced Section
High-Speed Train Project Level EIR/EIS.

1) Noise & Pollution and Vibrations: The HST Program is yet another source of noise in a fragile
community impacted by train, airport and highway noise. The mathematical noise models tell the
transportation program managers and politicians exactly what the project-of-the-hour demands:
implementation will not raise the noise significantly above the ambient noise level. When the ambient
noise measurement methodology is rigged in favor of the measurement taker, it’s hard to get a show-
stopping result! The guidelines for ambient noise measurement ARE WRONG! If you start down that path
of invoking some Federal Railroad model for noise measurement, the process won’t be trusted or believed.
We have heard it all before. We are a richly diverse community of small bungalows. We are human
beings with a right to live in tranquility. This program is a tipping point for our community. If you choose
to move forward with the Joint Power Board right of way path, we will need the aggressive noise
mitigation engineering along the North Willow Glen/Gardner corridor. Think of us as Atherton, CA, and
design accordingly. What you do to mitigate both noise and construction pollution in Atherton should be
the MINIMUM you do for the North Willow Glen/Gardner corridor.

s Steel wheels on steel tracks are noisy. The air displacement of a high-speed train is noisy. Multiply

¢ Further, we need to be at the table to set limits on the construction hours and use of heavy
equipment (pile drivers and earth-moving equipment.)

e HST operation hours are unacceptable. Six hours of quiet time is too short (Midnight to 6AM.)

e The projected frequency of trains per hour is too high.

April 3, 2009
CERTIFIED MAIL 7004 [350 0004 9956 4216



Patricia. Gormley * 384 Hull Avenue * San Jose, CA 95125

¢ The neighborhood is built on a flood plain. The soil is susceptible to slippage. Chronic vibrations
from the existing trains shake foundations. Intense, point vibrations from months of pile driving
will crack already weakened foundations.

2) EMF/EMI: Electricity will power the HST. There are health concerns due to chronic, human exposure
to EMF/EMI of increased incidence of cancers, especially childhoed leukemias. The North Willow Glen/
Gardner corridor has a high population density including many families with young children. In addition
to health concerns, we are concerned about interference with television, radio, and telephone reception.

3) Safety: The HST will operate in close proximity to the CalTrain and Southern Pacific tracks. We have
concerns about train accidents and such impact on adjacent trains, properties and residents. Further, in
addition to the Hayward and Calaveras faults that are close to this corridor, there is an earthquake fault
that runs directly under the Joint Powers Board right of way. What are the design features to minimize the
impact of a likely, major earthquake to the HST /CalTrain corridor?

4) Loss of Quality of Life (Community): North Willow Glen/Gardner is subjected to noise and pollution
from three major transportation sources: the airport, the trains, and the highways. In Germany, noise is
tightly controlled due to the negative physiological effects on human populations. The HST could be yet
one more intrusion on the little tranquility left to residents (another tipping point opportunity — blight,
crime, flight, etc) or it could be a model for the state and country. This neighborhood has invested $10M
over the past nine years to transform it from a blighted, crime-ridden area to a family-friendly, multi-
generational, environmentally attuned place to live.

'5) Home Value Impact: Most homes in North Willow Glen are single-family bungalows where residents
know and visit their neighbors. They also heavily utilized the parks, especially Fuller Park which will be
destroyed if the HST Program proceeds as planned. If residents move in anticipation of a hostile HST
implementation, property values will plummet. It’s Robert Moses all over again. Have we learned
nothing???

6) Downstream Project Add-ons: There are trust and credibility issues. Concessions and agreements
may be made to obtain initial approval of this project. Once a segment is approved and/or underway in
construction/operation, I am concerned that changes may take place without public notice or input.
‘Deleterious feature creep has happened before.

[ have grave concerns about the design and implementation of the High-Speed Train from San Jose to
Merced project. There are familiar signs of government-agency-business-as-usual behavior with this
program. There seems to be tremendous pressure on design-to-the-cheapest solution regardless of its
impact on our low-income, Hispanic (and historic) community. There are other solutions such as the I-280
/Hwy 87 corridor. It would be a breath of fresh air for all those smart transportation engineers and
program managers to creatively address the public’s concerns and build a HST system that is both
functional and in harmony with its environment.

Smcerely,

s W
Patricia Gormley

April 3, 2009
CERTIFIED MAIL 7004 1350 0004 9955 4216
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April 4, 2009

Mr. Dan Leavitt

Deputy Director

California High-Speed Rail Authority
San Jose to Merced

925 L. Street

Suite 1425

Sacramento, California 95814

Dear Mr. Leavitt,

I-am an interested citizen and supporter of the State’s High Speed Rail
Program.

I believe that high-speed rail travel through densely populated areas
creates innate issues. I am aware of the future growth potential of the
Central Valley and saw that your train lines converge in Chowechilla but do
not stop there. I feel a station in Chowchilla would greatly increase the
efficiency of the program by acting as a hub much the way federal express
used the hub design to revolutionize the world’s delivery systems. You
would save in track, extra trains, and ease of travel with lines between
Chowchilla, SF, Sacramento, LA and Southern California.

Development of the Central Valley will in the future ease the strain on
Southern and Northern California overcrowding. A high-speed hub station
will accelerate such growth.

Smcerely,

Tanya Rackerb M



897 Delmas Av | APR
San Jose Ca 95125
April 6, 2009 LED Gri—

Mr. Dan Leavitt, Deputy Director
California High Speed Rail Authority
Attn: San Jose to Merced HST

925 L Street, Swte 1425

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Leavitt,

The San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative Greater Gardner Coalition Neighborhood
Action Coalition (GGC NAC) is appreciative of the opportunity to support the
implementation of High Speed Rail, an important component of California’s future
transportation infrastructure. The GGC NAC was first formed by the San Jose
Redevelopment Agency (SJRDA) in 2000 to act as the Citizen’s Advisory Board fo the
SIRDA on redevelopment in the blighted, culturally diverse Greater Gardner
Neighborhood. In the last 8 years, through the actions of the STRDA, San Jose City
Council and the San Jose Unified School District, this area has seen the expenditure of
over $13 million on infrastructure improvements which the GGC NAC requested and
partnered in implementing. As our infrastructure projects came to fruition we noted a
corresponding expenditure of private money to repair and rebuild the private residences
in the Neighborhood. We are proud of our accomplishments and of the strong
community driven organization which the GGC NAC has become.

We respectfully submit the attached community scoping questions for your consideration
and response. We firmly believe that we have raised important issues which will
improve the project and help the CHSRA meet the legislated goal of providing clean,
efficient transportation for California’s future.

We would like to suggest that you seriously evaluate and consider alternative routes
which are less disruptive to our neighborhood. We have submitted questions which
facilitate the evaluation of the many alternatives you will consider for the route south,
between Diridon station and Tamien station, San Jose. We believe that alternatives, that
either bypass Greater Gardoer Neighborhoods or travel underground will not only
preserve the quality of life in Greater Gardner Neighborhood, but will also contribute
significantly towards reaching the HSR goal of train travel from San Francisco to Los
Angeles in 2 hours, 40 minutes.

In the CHSRA public meetings which have occurred to this point there has been neither
Spanish outreach nor Spanish translation services provided. A group of concerned
primarily Spanish speaking residents were upset by this and collected petition signatures
in the last week objecting to the lack of Spanish Outreach, Spanish Material and Spanish
Translation in the process so far and asking for such services in the future. They
presented petitions to me, as Chair of the GGC NAC, signed by over 200 residents and
users of the GGC park facilities. They asked that I forward these on to you for your
cousideration on how best to remedy this oversight. They are included with the hard
copy mailed to you, located behind the GGC NAC scoping questions.



We look forward to working with you as partners in building the first High Speed Rail
project in the United States. If we may be of further service in your efforts, please feel
free to contact me at 408-295-1930 or harveydarnell@vahoo com.

T submit these questions on behalf of the GGC NAC.
Sincerely,

MSFDMNIQ

Harvey S. Darnell
Chairman, Greater Gardner Coalition Neighborhood Action Coalition
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GGC NAC HST SF to Merced Noise and Vibration Scoping Questions

3.4 Noise and Vibration

San Jose Greater Gardner Existing Noise environment

The current City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative, Greater Gardner Action
Plan' #7, “Mitigate Neighborhood Noise Levels”, specifies specific actions to reduce
noise levels in Greater Gardner neighborhood (Caltrain rail quiet zone, freeway sound
walls etc.). These improvements are undertaken under the umbrella of the City of San
Jose General Plan Noise designations:

The City of San Jose's General Plan Noise Element contains four noise level
objectives that are to be considered in land use planning. These objectives are (1} a
long-range, exterior day-night average (Ldn} noise objective of Ldn 55 dBA; (2) a
short-range, exterior noise objective of Ldn 60 dBA; (3) an interior noise objective of
Ldn 45 dBA; and, (4) a maximum exterior noise level of Ldn 76 dBA that should not
be exceeded in order to avoid significant adverse health effects. The last noise
criterion addressing adverse health effects is based upon and would apply only to
long-term operational noise impacts, and does not apply to temporary noise such as
construction activities.

When a proposed project is subject to CEQA (High speed rail), the noise impact on
existing residential land uses are typically evaluated in terms of the increase in existing
noise levels, regardless of existing background noise levels; and a significant impact s
found if the increase in the 24-hour noise level (Ldn) increases by 5.0 dB or more in an
existing residential area..

3.4.1 (pg 3-4.3) Regulatory Requiremenis and Methods of Evaluation

Impact Metric = (Residential Population in the Impact Area/Mile) + 0.3 x (Mixed Use
Population in the Impact Area /Mile) + (100 * Number of Hospitals in the Impact
Area)/Mile + (250 x Number of Schools in the Impact Area)/ Mile

1. How was the criteria developed for this metric and scoring, specifically related to
Greater Gardner neighborhood, San Jose?

a. (Given that the current City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative,
Greater Gardner Action Plan' #7, “Mitigate Neighborhood Noise
Levels”, specifies that freeway noise is also an issue in the Gardner
Neighborhood, would thits metric fully account for the total noise impacts
experienced by residents as a result of HST?

b. How does this metric compare to the City of San Jose General Plan noise
criteria? Does this impact metric circumvent the City of San Jose
requirements/guidelines?

€. Will this metric be used in the project level EIR for HSR?

2. Has this metric been validated/recently used in other projects and if so, which
ones?



GGC NAC HST SF to Merced Notse and Vibration Scoping Questions

3. Schools in impact metric: For the schools considered to be in the impacted area,
does this include ALL schools within one mile, including schools on the other
side of a major transportation corridor? Gardner has one school within the
boundaries of 280, 87 and Caltrain ROW (Gardner Academy), but there are many
public, private and charter schools within one mile of the Greater Gardner
Caltrain ROW — Gardner Academy, Rocketship Elem, Notre Dame, Sacred Heart,
Washington Elemtary, etc

a. If only Gardner Academy is relevant to this metric, then does that imply
that other transportation corridors isolate the other schools from Gardner,
and hence, they are not counted?

b. Related to (a), please elaborate on the number of schools utilized in the
impact metric, vs the claims that Greater Gardner residential property
umpact is LOW, from 3.7 Land Use and Planning table 3.7.2.

1. If CHSRA concludes that transportation corridors isolate schoois
from noise impact metrics, this would imply that additional
transportation corridors as discussed in 3.7 Land Use and Planning
table 3.7.2 would result in high impact from a land use/community
perspective- and yet this 1s not the case for Greater Gardner where
impact was slated as LOW- please quantify these results.

4. Will you be using a day time measure and a 24 hour measure for noise? If so how
will you resolve conflicts in evaluation of the level of impact between the two
measures? If not, why not?

(pg 3-4.3) Application of Screening Method to Conventional Rail and High-Speed
Train Modes

For speeds less than 125 mph (201 kph) and for areas near stations, the FTA screening
method was used in concert with the FRA method.

1. Why are FTA screening methods used in conjunction with FRA for speeds under
125mph? How is this appropriate? Are there any noise designations for lower
speeds that might be required for S-curve tracks as through Greater Gardner?

2. Isthe FTA screening method is required by law? If so why did you use a second
method? Was there legal justification here to use a different screening method?

3. Please evaluate the noise using both methods?

(pg 3-4.3)Urban and noisy suburban areas are grouped together. These areas are
assumed to have ambient noise levels greater than 60 dBA Ldn. Similarly, quiet
suburban, rural, and natural open-space areas are grouped as areas where ambient
noise levels are less than 55 dBA Ldn.
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(pg 3-4.11) In the urban areas and suburban areas of the East Bay, San Francisco
Peninsula, and San Jose, the ambient noise is estimated to range from Ldn 57 to 66

dBA.

1.

The City of San Jose General Plan features a long-range, exterior day-night
average (Ldn) noise objective of Ldn 55 dBA- whereas CHSRA considers San
Jose to have an ambient noise level greater than 60 dBA Ldn (assuming San Jose
is considered an Urban or Noisy Suburban region). What accounts for the
differences here?

Please use the City of San Jose’s significance criteria to define whether HSR
noise impacts are significant with respect to adjacent residential, commercial,
park, school, or other uses.

Given that The current City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative, Greater
Gardner Action Plan' #7 is “Mitigate Neighborhood Noise Levels”., is attempting
to adhere to the San Jose General plan noise guidelines. At 55 dba, these are
quieter than HSR ambient noise level assumptions. Is CHSRA assumptions iit
conflict with Greater Gardner noise targets? If so, what is the mitigation plan for
the Greater Gardner neighborhood with respect to the neighborhood noise levels
and any increase due to HSR? How will GGC Neighborhood be compensated for
any increase?

(pg 3.4-4) To develop a relative comparison of the HST Alignment Alternatives, the
results of the screening analysis were adjusted to account for noise reductions from the
elimination of at-grade crossings on existing rail lines, where the HST Alignment

Alternatives would share the rail corridor.

1.

The Greater Gardner neighborhood already has grade separations for Caltrain.
Did the screening analysis exclude any noise reductions for Greater Gardner for
places where they already exist?

Grade separations in the Greater Gardner area are 1936-style historically designed
structures (in some cases ARE historic structures) that retain the original SP
medallions. Will these structures remain for HSR? Are the grade separations
required for noise mitigation somehow different than Gardners historic grade
separations? Will the new structures resemble the old to maintain the integrity of
the community? How will these structures be protected during the construction
process?

What are the noise contours for high speed rail and baseline exclusive of at grade
warning horn noise? How do they compare? How will you mitigate any increase
in noise from baseline?

(pg 3.4-5) Noise barrier mitigation is shown to be especially effective for receivers
close to the tracks. Although noise barrier walls would not be the only potential
mitigation strategy considered, they were used to represent mitigation potential inthe
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statewide program EIR/ELS (California High-Speed Rail Authority and Federal
Railroad Administration 2005) and in this Program EIR/EIS.

1. Barrier walls are used as the only_potential sound mitigation in EIR. What
other mitigations are under consideration? Were they used previously 1n
similar situations with High Speed Rail? What their results of their previous
use?

2. What will be the noise metric used to determine which noise barrier to use?
Will it be the same metric used to gauge sound wall success?

3. The current City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative, Greater
Gardner Action Plan' #7b and #7¢, “Mitigate Neighborhood Noise Levels”,
install and/or improve sound walls along 280 east from Gregory Plaza (at
Caltrain tracks) to highway 87, will install sound walls in almost the exact
same locations as the HSR sound walls, only at different angles as the two
transportation corridors (280+Caltrain) come together.

a. Are there any safety issues i.e. earthquakes with numerous sound walls
instalied in the same locations at differing angles?

b. Does either HSR or 280 sound wall preclude the other sound wall from
being built and if so, what is the mitigation plan?

c. Will the construction of HSR. cause DOT to stop assessing or working
on the proposed 280 soundwalls and what is the mitigation plan? Is
there an appeals process?

4. What is the proposed height of these sound walls for each alternative
configuration including bypassing the neighborhood?

5. Will you be providing shadow maps of the area affected by these sound walls,
or any increase track height through the neighborhood?

6. What mitigations will be proposed for those impacted by the shadows?

7. What will be the appeal process for those impacted by the sound walls (which
15 a different group than those impacted by the train).

8. Which alternative noise bairiers can be used for each section of Gardner- list
all, for the following,

Guadalupe/87 fwy crossover into Gardner

Fuller Street east of Bird

Prevost and Delmas Grade Separations

Bird Grade Separation

West of Bird, between Bird and Harrison

West Virginia and Harrison

280 crossover out of Gardner

N N N

(pg 3.4-5) Based on these results, the potential noise impact ratings from screening
were adjusted to account for segments where at-grade crossings would be eliminated
Jor existing passenger and freight trains as part of the implementation of HST service
along that alignment,_A reduction in one impact rating level (high to medium or
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medium to low) was made only for alignmenis where HST speeds would be less than
150 mph (241 kph)

**% Table 3.4-4 Noise and Impact summary: Diridon station noise impact MEDIUM
accounting for grade crossing elimination

1. The current City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative, Greater Gardner
Action Plan' #7, “Mitigate Neighborhood Noise Levels”, specifies creating a
Railway Quiet Zone at Gardner. Given this, is it appropriate to automatically
lower high impact to low impact based on horns?

2. What 1s the precedent for lowering one impact rating based solely on horns?

3. Trains ofien honk on their way to Tamien which will likely continue, does this
remove medium impact status and put all Gardner mitigations back to high
impact?

4. Will UPRR and Caltrain be fully fenced within CHSRA’s security perimeter? If
not will they continue to honk at transients on their tracks? How will this affect
your use of lowering the impact rating one level for no waming horns?

(pg 3.4-7) Low levels of HST noise can resuit in interference but not necessarily result
in annoyance. The number and frequency of HST operations must exceed a certain
level or threshold before it is perceived as annoying. Interference is a shori-term
occurrence. Annoyance, because of the emotional component is more long lasting.
Annoyance is the more appropriate criteria in evaluating the receiver experience in
pristine open spaces using the metric Time Audible (TA) —

1. As far as annoyance why did you choose not to use the same criterion in Gardner
Neighborhood, particularly since the combination of elevated structures and
homes immediately adjacent to the tracks mean high levels of HST noise?

2. Given that table 3.4-3 lists a % time audible of 50 with a 19-21% time annoyed,
and since HST trains will be entering Gardner at the rate of 15 per hour, assuming
a few minute impact for each train, wouldn’t that equate to a 50% time audible for
Gardner and the same annoyance factors, even though Gardner is a residential
area?

Noise and Vibration- regarding the following related statements,

(pg 3.4-5) Where speeds are expected to be low, the vibration potential impacts are
confined to within 100 £t (30 m) of the track,

(pg 3.4-10) For trains on elevated structure, HST noise is increased, partially due to
the loss of sound absorption by the ground and partially due to extra sound radiation
from the bridge structure. Moveover, the sound from trains on elevated structures
spreads about twice as far as it does from at-grade operations of the same train because
of clearer paths for sound transmission.

(pg 3.4-11)The effects of ground-borne vibration in a building located close to a rail
line could at worst include perceptible movement of the floors, rattling of windows,
shaking of items on shelves or hanging on walls, and rumbling sounds. None of these
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effects are great enough to cause damage but could result in annoyance if repeated
many times daily.

L.

The 100 ft vibration potential impacts (with no impacts beyond 100 ft) appears
unlikely to many Gardner residents. Are there any railroad studies or other HST
implementations where vibration effects can be proven to be limited to only 1001t
radius of the train? What is the impact of varying soil types on felt vibrations? In
Gardners swamp fill soil what will the expected vibration radius be?

Does the fact that the current Caltrain is at grade vs. a possible HST elevated
structure mean that despite the general statements about HST as quieter than
Diesel, that this would not be true in Gardner? And do track elevations change the
resulting answer regarding 100 ft vibration impacts (#1 above)?

Please apply question #2, above to any other possible planned routes through the
Greater Gardner neighborhood for High Speed Rail, in addition to the existing
Caltrain cornidor.

What are the impacts of this level of sound and vibration on the historic properties
in Greater Gardner, most of which were built between 1880-19307 Please be
specific, for all proposed routes through Greater Gardner:

1. Potential foundation damage for properties <100 ft away from train, <200
ft away from train, 300 ft away from train, 400 ft away from train, <500 ft
away from train.

2. Potential damage to windows, windows rattling etc for properties <100 ft
away from train, <200 ft away from train, 300 ft away from train, 400 ft
away from train, <500 ft away from train.

3. Potential damage to stucco for properties <100 ff away from train, <200 ft
away from train, 300 ft away from train, 400 ft away from train, <500 ft
away from train.

. In the event of structural damage to close by historic homes, what mitigations will
 be offered to residents? Will foundations, windows and/or stucco walls be

covered?

Given that Greater Gardner planning area is initiating a process to identify and

preserve historic properties within Greater Gardner, what is the mitigation plan
for these properties if they are located close to the Caltrain ROW or any of the

proposed HSR routes through Greater Gardner neighborhood?

(pg 3-4.11) Along the proposed alignment alternative on the San Francisco Peninsula,
the Caltrain passenger service is a major contributor fo the ambient noise levels,
especially at grade crossings, where horn noise dominates the noise environment
within 0.25 mi (0.40 km) of the intersections.

1.

Identify the noise from horns as well as operations from all trains and any
alignments and routes proposed through Greater Gardner, based on the increased
frequency of train operations planned for HST. We understand that HST is
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planning 18 trains per hour, vs. much less frequent Calirain schedules. Please
assume Greater Gardner will be designated as a railway quiet zone as specified in
the City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative, Greater Gardner Action
Plan' #7a, “Mitigate Neighborhood Noise Levels”, establish Greater Gardner as a
railway quiet zone.

(pg 3.4-19) Along the Pacheco alignment alternative from Diridon to Gilroy, there are
42.4 miles where noise impacts are rated medium to high and vibration impacts are
rated medium.

1. Evaluate the impact on adjacent properties caused by permanent noise and
vibration increases from the rail operations, as well as noise and vibration
associated with each construction method, for each route proposed through
Greater Gardner.

Immediately facing tracks: 350-600 block Fuller

Immediately facing tracks: Fuller Ave park

Backyard facing tracks 300-500 block Jerome (even numbers)

One parcel away from tracks, 300-600 block Hull odd and Jerome 300-

600 odd

Biebrach Park

3 biks from tracks: W Virginia (east of Bird) and Atlanta Ave.

Harrison St- 600 blk immediately adjacent to tracks

Harrison St- 700 blk 2 blocks from tracks

W. Virginia and Drake Street

Gregory Plaza tot lot and Fuller Los Gatos Creek Bridge

oo

TP rh o

2. Evaluate how noise levels would vary with the different vertical track alignments
(1.e. tunnel, french, track at grade, elevated track), including all three operators
(HST, Caltrain and Union Pacific) and then outline methods to reduce those
impacts to “less than significant” levels. The impacts of such methods,
particularly noise walls, should also be evaluated for their visual impacts,

(pg 3-4.19) Along the Pacheco alignment alternative from Diridon to Gilroy, there are
42.4 miles where noise impacts are rated medium to high and vibration impacts are
rated medium. Four schools are located along this alignment, and there are 131 ac of
parkland and varying residential populations.

1. Please elaborate on the 4 schools you feel are located on the Diridon to Gilroy
alignment. Does this include Gardner Academy, 502 Iilinois Ave, San Jose, in
the Gardner neighborhood?

2. What about these schools in the immediate area of Greater Gardner (but not
specifically in Gardner)- Rocketship Elementary and Sacred Heart? These 3
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schools, Gardner, Rocketship and Sacred Heart are all within 2 blocks of the
Caltrain tracks within one mile of Tamien Station and Greater Gardner
neighborhood. Where there decisions made regarding choice of route based on
this information about number of schools on the route? How will this change
decisions regarding HSR and Greater Gardner neighborhood so far?

3. How will noise and vibration impacts affect park user experience at each of the
GGC neighborhood parks, including Fuller Park, Biebrach Park, Hummingbird
Park, Gardner Academy Soccer Field, and Gregory Plaza Tot Lot.

(pg 3.4-20) Short Term Construction Noise and Vibration

City of San Jose significance criteria for construction noise:

For construction noise sources, it is appropriate o equate the average or
equivalent noise level (Leq) to Ldn when the disturbing noise does not occur
during evening and nightlime howrs from 7 P.M. 1o 7 A.M. An exterior noise
criterion of Ldn 60 dB4 is approximately equal to an Leg of 62 dBA for
construction noise in the above conditions. Hence, any construction noise levels
at sensitive receptor locations that exceed an Leg of 62 dBA would be considered
a significant noise impact.

1. Table 3.4-5 lists various construction noise levels at 100ft, all of which are
significant given the City of San Jose significance criteria, above. Please
Evaluate the impact on adjacent properties caused by vibration associated with
each construction method, since few properties will exist exactly 100 ft away
from construction.

a. Immediately facing tracks: 350-600 block Fuller

b. Immediately facing tracks: Fuller Ave park

c. Backyard facing tracks 300-500 block Jerome (even numbers)

d. One parcel away from tracks, 300-600 block Hull odd and Jerome 300-
600 odd

Biebrach Park
3 blks from tracks: W Virginia (east of Bird) and Atlanta Ave.
Harrison St- 600 blk immediately adjacent to tracks
Harrison St- 700 bik 2 blocks from tracks
W. Virginia and Drake Street
J.  Gregory Plaza tot lot and Fuller Los Gatos Creek Bridge
2. Analyze construction and engineering techniques that would reduce construction
noise and excavation impacts on adjacent properties, and to preserve existing
vegetation and/or provide extensive new mitigation screening, including but not
limited to:
a. Specifying the quietest equipment available
b. Turn off equipment during periods of non use
¢. Stop at Diridon and have a bus bridge for construction period

e
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3. Constroction Mitigation: Estimate the costs of construction and mitigation
measures for construction damage and identify who would be responsible for

evaluating and bearing the costs.

ICity of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative, Greater Gardner, Nov 2007 Greater

Gardner Neighborhood Improvement Plan Amendment
*City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative Greater Gardner Jan 2002 (original

plan)
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3.7 Land Use and Planning, Communities and Neighborhoods, Property, and
Environmental Justice

3.7.1 Regulatory Requirements and Methods of Evaluation
A. REGULATORY PROVISIONS

Environmental Justice

“FO 12808, known ag the federal environmental justice policy, requires federal agencies
to address to the greatest extent practicable and permitted by law the disproportionately
high adverse human health and environmental effects of their programs, policies, and
activities, on minority and low-income populations in the United States.”

“The California Government Code defines environmental justice as the ‘fair treatment of
people of all races, cultures, and incomes with respect to the development, adoption,
implementation, and enforcement of envirommental laws, regulations, and policies.”
(CHSRA Program Level EIR p 3.7-1)

1. Many of the people who live in the Greater Gardner Coalition (GGC)
Neighborhoods (Gregory Plaza, Gardner and North Willow Glen) especially
adjacent to the Caltrain ROW, primarily speak Spanish. What outreach has
CHSRA made to neighborhood Spanish speakers so that they can be informed and
participate in the Scoping meetings and development of the Program Level EIR?
Have there been there CHSRA flyers in Spanish? Were there newspaper, TV and
radio ads in Spanish? Were meetings conducted in Spanish? If not, why not?
How will the lack of outreach to primary Spanish speakers (or any other
language) potentially impact the HSR planning process? Will there be important
information about impacts to adjacent and nearby properties that you will not be
aware of?

2. Since the Greater Gardner Coalition GGC 1s comprised of 3 different
neighborhoods, how will the differing demographics affect your outreach
procedure?

3. Please list all mailings within the GGC boundaries written in Spanish (or any

other language), about the HSR?

Please list all HSK scoping and informational meetings heid in Spanish.

How will you conduct outreach to the Greater Gardner Spanish speaking

community after the Project Level EIR is written? What form will that outreach

take? How many mailings in Spanish? What mailing radius will you employ?

How many newspaper, TV, and radio ads in Spanish? If your research reveals

that you need cutieacl: iin ainy other language, what forins will this outreach take?

6. What are CSHRA’s procedures and policies with respect to outreach to Spanish or
any other foreign language speaking populations?

=

b
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10.

11.

12,

[y
L

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

What are the CHSRA’s procedures and policies with respect to outreach to
Habitat for Humanity Silicon Valley which owns a lot adjacent to one proposed
rail line in the GGC area?

What are the CHSRA’s procedures and policies with respect to outreach to any
alcohol/drug rehabilitation and recovery homes in the GGC neighborhoods?
What steps are being taken to ensure public participation and access 1o
mformation by homeless people in the GGC neighborhoods who typically shelter
adjacent to the areas being considered for the alignment alternatives?

What are CHSRA’s procedures and policies with respect to low income outreach?
Will you be specifically identifying and reaching out to low income members of
te Greaier Gardner Neighborhoods?

Will future information about HSR be available in Spanish as well as in English,
ot any other language?

Many area residents don’t read well in either English or Spanish. Will there be
Spanish language audio programs?

t17;

T Lt ekl ot TYOTY L B T b il Tan Ttk e d Caninl i
Wil futuie imeetings about HSER be conducted in both Eughs}i and Spaxaib}i? ¥V iz

there be: simultaneous translation with FM receiver headphones, alternating
English and Spanish; or will there be a separate meeting for Spanish speakers?
Will translators meet qualification of professional certification?

Since there are “no specific state procedures prescribed for consideration of
environmental instice issues related to the proposed HST Alignment
Alternatives,” with what government or non-governmental agencies did you
consult in order to create the specific assessment procedures used in the EIR to
assess environmental justice impacts? Were there agencies with which you could
have consulted, but did not? Why not? What procedures for consideration of
environmental justice issnes will be used in the GGC neighborhoods? Why will
these procedures for environmental justice issues be chosen? What other
procedures for environmental justice issues are being considered? How will you
select among varying procedures for environmental justice issues for the GGC
neighborhoods?

In what specific ways will the needs of homeless people in the GGC factor into
the consideration of environmental justice?

What consideration will be given to homeless people in the GGC neighborhoods
whose personal routines and shelters are dislocated during construction of any of
the proposed alignment alternatives?

Did the factor pertaining to the residential population in the impact area include
homeless people in the GGC neighborhoods?

What steps will be taken to ensure that homeless people in the GGC
Neighborhoods have safe access throughout the neighborhood during construction
of any of the proposed alignment alternatives?

What attention will be given to mitigating the impact of homeless people in the
GGC from the noise and vibration created during construction of any of the
proposed alignments.

What attention will be given to mitigating the impact on the GGC neighborhoods
resulting from the migration of homeless people from areas of HSR construction?
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21. Will you consider the San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative Greater Gardner
Action Plan (rev 2007) in your analysis? If not why not?

22. Will you consult with the members of the Greater Gardner NAC and refer to the
Greater Gardner Action Plan to create procedures to assess environmental justice
impacts for the Greater Gardner Community at the project level EIR? If not, why
not?

23, Will you consult with the members of the Word of Faith Church to create
procedures o assess environmental justice impacts for the Greater Gardner
Community at the project level EIR? If not, why not?

B. METHODS OF EVALUATION OF IMPACTS

“This analysis was conducted using U.S. Census 2000 block group information/data
compiled in a geographic information systems (GIS) format, local community general

each of the regions.”

1.

2,

i0.

11.

Will you use the U.S. Census 2000 data at the census blocked or census
tracked level?

What other sources of data about the ethnicity and primary language and
income of the inhabitants of the Greater Gardner Community specifically
along the existing railway corridor are also available to you?

What is the specific number of residences per acre in the Greater Gardner
Neighborhoods and how will you use this information to define an area as
high density, medium density or low density?

. What specific “community general plans” (pg.3.7-1), for the city of San Jose

will you consult?

. If you do not consult any specific community general plans, why will you not

do so?

Will you consult with the members of the San Jose Strong Neighborhoods
Initiative and refer to the Greater Gardner Action Plan and Amended Plan to
create metrics to assess environmental justice impacts for the Greater Gardner
Communities? If not, why not?

Is there any data kept by the city of San Jose which describes the socio-
economic status of the people living in the Greater Gardner Neighborhoods?
Will you request or access this data to assist the process as you “consider
potential environmental justice issues”... “at the project-level environmental
review”? (pg3.7-2) If not, why not?

How have you contacted the members of the Greater Gardner Neighborhood
as you conduct the “project-level environmental review”?

in which English language newspapers will you post notices about iie project
level meetings?

In which Spanish or any other foreign language newspapers have you posted
notices about the project level meetings?
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12. On which English & Spanish or any other foreign language TV and/or radio
stations will you sponsor public service announcernents to inform people of
the project level scoping meetings?

Land Use Compatibility

“Future land use compatibility is based on information from general plans and
other regional and local transportation planning documents. These documents
were examined to assess an alignment alternatives’ potential consistency with
ine goals and objeciives defined iherein.” (Program Level BIR p.3.7-2}

1. What plans specifically related to the Greater Gardner Neighborhoods will
you examine at the project-level environmental review?

2. Will you examine and utilize the City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods
Initiative, Greater Gardier Action Plan and Amended Plan? If not why
not?

3. How will the goals of the HSR be consistent with the San Jose SNI goals to
revive neighborhoods along the Caltrain ROW? How will you prevent
HSR from disrupting the neighborhood and create blight in an area which
has just undergone and is still undergoing an exnensive and difficult
transition out of “blight™?

4. Why is “an alignment alternative ... considered highly compatible if it... is
located in areas planned for economic revitalization™?

5. What ranking systems could be used to evaluate potential impacts to

Greater Gardner Neighborhoods by any of the proposed alignment

alternatives on land use changes, land use compatibility and on property?

How did you select among these alternative ranking systems?

7. Would you make different recommendations under the different systems?
What would they be?

8. Since HSR presents new conditions with respect to land use impacts in the
GGC Neighborhoods, why is the potential for adverse impact considered
lower if an alignment alternative is within an existing ROW in these
neighborhoods?

o

“For example, homes and schools are more sensitive to changes that may result in
increased noise and vibration.”(Program-Level EIR, p 3.7-2)

Gardner Academy is located less than 0.25 miles from the railway right of way. It was

just rebuilt in March 2006 (San Jose Unified School District, School Accountability

Report Card Pub in 2007-08 Gardner Elementaxy pgs

hiltpewww sjusd org/ pdf/SARCO607/Gardner pdl). 1t is a school which is $0.95%

Iﬁspamc/Latmo and 87% bocmeconormcally Disadvantaged. (San Jose Unified School

Dlstnct School Accountability Report Card Pub in 2007-08 Gardner Elementary, pg 3
p/iwww.sjusd.org/pdlfSARCO607/Gardner. pdf).
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How will the impact of HSR on Gardner Academy be evaluated in regards to
environmental justice? What documents about Gardner Academy’s plans will be
consulted at the Project-Level EIR? What SJTUSD planning documents and staff will be
involved in the Project-Level EIR plans? How will staff, parents and students at Gardner
Academy be involved in creating a Project-Level EIR? How will construction along this
section be done in a way to minimize the impact on Gardner Academy? Piease list all
mitigation measures for Gardner Academy (including traffic pattern changes) to be
considered for constructing the HSR at grade, elevated, trench or in a tunnel or bypassing
the neighborhood alignment. Please evaluate the relative different impacts on Gardner
Academy with running the HSR in an at-grade, elevated, trench or tunnel alignment or
bypassing the neighbornood alignment in iepards {0 noise, vibrailon, iransportation,
parking, pollution, aesthetics and environmental justice. How will the vibration from the
HSR affect building maintenance in regards to soil conditions in the Greater Gardner
area’? What forms of mitigations will CHSRA implement to lessen increased
mairtenance at the Gardner Academy?

Gardner Community Center, Biebrach Park and Swimming Pool, Fuller Park,
Hummingbird Park, Gregory Park and Word of Faith Church

How will the impact of HSR on the these public and quasi-public facilities be evaluated
in regard to environmental justice? What documents about these facilities will be
consulted at the project level KTR? What San Tose parks, recreation and neighhorhood
services (PRNS) dept planning documents and staff will be involved in Project level EIR
plans? How will staff, parents, children and community members utilizing these facilities
be involved in creating a project level EIR? How will construction along this section of
right of way be done in such a way as to minimize the impact on these facilities? Please
list all mitigation measures for these facilities including traffic pattern changes which will
be considered in constructing the HSR at Grade, elevated, trench, in a tunnel alighment or
bypassing the neighborhood. Please evaluate the relative different impacts on these
facilities with HSR running in an at-grade, elevated, trench, tunnel alignment or
bypassing the neighborhood in regard to noise, vibration, transportation, parking,
pollution, aesthetics and environmental justice issues. For each of the above facilities
please specify individually the issues and mitigations you wiil consider in the project
level EIR.

Table 3.7-1 ranks Multifamily residential areas as both medium and high compatibility
while ranking single-family residential arcas as “low compatibility.” Why? What data or
studies were used to create this ranking? Won’t this ranking create a greater impact on
low income households who are more likely to reside in multifamily residential areas?
What specific steps will you take to ensure that this doesn’t happen at the project level

review?

There are many low income single family residences, community parks, and an
elementary school all within ¥4 mile of the proposed HST tracks, all of which were
categorized in the program level EIR as low compatibility rating (according to table 3-
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7.1). Please evaluate each of the alternatives including bypassing the neighborhood in
context to their compatibility to the HSR and environmental justice issues.

Communities and Neighborhoods

Currently the train traclks cross W Virginia Avenue. How will you reconcile the need to
have no “at grade™ crossings for HSR with the stated plan in the EIR not to “isolate one
part of an established community from another”? (Program Level EIR, p 3.7-3)

Please evaluate the relative impacts of an at grade, elevated, trench and tunnel alignment
and bypassing the neighborhood at West Virginia Avenue in terms of the impact of each
option on Gregory Plaza community cohesion, Please also evaluate the impact of
creating a tunnel beneath an “at grade” crossing for W. Virginia traffic.

Please evaluate each option in terms of the impact on safety and emergency response
itme to Gregory Plaza.

Please evaluate the relative impacts of an at grade, elevated, trench and tunnel alignment
or bypassing the neighborhoods at West Virginia Avenue in terms of the impact of each
option on noise and vibration levels in Gregory Plaza.

What mitigation might be considered to soften these impacts? Please evaluate the option
of opening up Gregory Street to Riverside Drive. Please list all aesthetic improvements
available to soften these impacts.

It West Virginia is closed, how will access to Gregory Plaza Neighborhood be
maintained? Please evaluate each proposed mitigation in terms of response time for
police, fire and other public safety services. What mitigations will be offered?

Property

“Impacts include potential acquisition, displacement and relocation of existing uses or
demolition of properties. ... In some instances, relatively minor strips of property would
be needed for temporary construction easements or permanent right-of-way for the
proposed HST Alignment Alternatives. In other instances, development of proposed
tacilities could resuii in acquisition, dispiacement, and/or relocation of existing
structures... Mitigation may be required to maintain property access.” (Program Level
EIR, p 3.7-3)

How will you determine the property impacts? What distance from the center line of the

ey IO ATt mmdn i1 1y N T e L
nEwW rir i adigilisients wiil be considered”

According to table 3.7-2, the widening of existing right of ways seems to present a
medium to high impact ranking. The Greater Gardner neighborhoods are mainly an
urban, single family residential development. There is no specific category on this table
to identify our type of develonment, Will we be addressed at the nroiect level FIR? T
not why not? Will there be any attempt by the CHSRA to identify alternatives that might
have a low impact on the Greater Gardner neighborhoods? If not why not?
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How will situations of taking be evatuated for the risk of contributing to blight? What
compensation will be offered to neighbors if a property becomes blighted due to a taking?
‘What appeals process will be available for owners affected by a taking, or neighbors of a
property where a taking has occurred? What process will you use to determine the value
of the taking?

In which specific instances will relatively minor strips of property in the GGC be needed
for right of way for each of the proposed alignment alternatives including bypassing the
neighborhood? Which specific instances would the development of HST facilities result
in the acquisition, demolition, displacement, or relocation of existing structures in the
GGC neighborhoods? if existing siructures in the GGC neighborhoods are relocated due
to the development of HST where would they go?

Under what circumstances would improvements to existing transportation corridors

including grade separation result in new physical barriers in the GGC? What
environmental instice issnes would such harriers create? How would they be mitigated?

Environmental Justice

“This analysis is based on identifving the presence of minority populations and low-
income populations in the study area (0.25mi [0.40km] from a potential alignment) and
generally in the counties crossed by the alignment alternative. The assessment was done
using U.S. Census 2000 information... .
The analysis was used to determine whether:
At least 50% of the population in the study area may be minority or low income
The percentage of minority or low-income population in the study area is at Jeast
10% greater than the average generally in the county or community.. ..
Additional analysis would take place during project-level analysis to consider potential
localized impacts.” (Program Level EIR p.3.7-4 to 3.7-5)

What distance will be used at the project level analysis to determine the presence of
minority and low income populations in Greater Gardner Neighborhoods?

What data will be used at the project-level analysis to determine whether or not 50% of
the population in the Greater Gardner Neighborhood is minority or low income? Wili the
data come from the 2000 census? What ather data from the city of San Jose or the county
of Santa Clara will be used? Will census block data be used to examine environmental
Justice issues in the following areas:

¢ North of existing right of way through GGC neighborhoods

» South of existing right of way through GGC neighborhoods

= On each side of any other alternative through GGC being considered by high

speed rail.
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What data will be used at the project-level analysis to determine whether or not the
percentage of minority or low-income population in the Greater Gardner neighborhood is
at least 10% greater than the average generally in the county or community? Will the
data come from the 2000 census? What other data from the city of San Jose or the county
of Santa Clara will be used? Will census block data be used to examine environmental
justice issues in the following areas:

e North of existing right of way through GGC neighborhoods

s South of existing right of way through GGC neighborhoods

» On each side of any other alternative through GGC being considered by high

speed rail.

Low income and language minority families frequently have poor health and high
frequency of respiratory ailments, cardiovascular disease, and cancer. Please evaluate
how the Greater Gardner neighborhood will be affected by increased pollution caused by
the construction phase for each of different alignment aiternatives and bypassing the
neighborhood. Please list all possible ways to mitigate these effects.

Low income and language minority families frequently have poor health and high
frequency of respiratory ailments, cardiovascular disease, and cancer. Please evaluate
how the Greater Gardner neighborhood will be affected by increased pollution cansed by
running the HSR on the 4 different alignment alternatives and bypassing the
neighborhood. Please list all possible ways to mitigate these effects.

3.7.2 Affected Environment

R, DISCTISSION OF RESOTTRCES RY CORRIDOR
On page 3.7-6, “According to the 2000 U.S. Census, minority persons are defined as
being nonwhite person, including those of Hispanic origin. Low-income populations are
defined as having a median household income at or below Department of Health and
Human Service poverty guidelines.”

Living expenses are much higher in Santa Clara county than in most areas of the country
and California. Housing costs and salaries in Santa Clara county are much higher than in
the rest of the US and California. For example due to the higher cost of living in San
Jose, the San Jose dept of housing defines low income for a family of 4 as an annual
mcome of $84,900.

1. Please investigate Santa Clara County specific guidelines for what qualifies as
“low-income” keeping in mind that housing costs and salaries in Santa Clara
county are generally much higher than in the rest of the United States. Please
explain in the Project Level EIR what Santa Clara county specific criteria were
used to define low income and what is the basis for that criteria.
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On pg 3.7-10, “According to the 2000 ULS. Census, minority persons accounted for the
Jollowing percentages of total population in the area ... Santa Clara 59%.7

This number shows that even using aggregate data for Santa Clara County, more
than 50% of the population is minority, making it even more imperative that in the
project-level analysis, the HSRA gather and analyze data about the minarity ponulation
in the Greater Gardner Neighborhoods.

1. Onpg 3.7-11, under Neighborhood and Community Characteristics — Pacheco
“the Pacheco alignment alternative begins at the Diridon Station in San Jose,
following an existing rail corridor, through dense residential areas in central and
southern San Jose.” How did you determine that the GGC neighborhoods would
be considered dense when the neighborhoods consist of predominanily detached
single family homes?

On pg 3.7-22 and 3.7-23 the table states that there is “no Community Cohesion Impacts”
for the section of the HSR corridor cutting directly through the Greater Gardner Coalition
neighborhoods.

1. How can the High Speed Rail alignment that requires no at grade crossings,
additional fencing, higher berms, and the possible closing of the Virginia Street

entrance into the Gregory Plaza neighborhood not affect commumity cohesion?
2. How does the HSRA propose to mitigate these increased barriers?

3. What alternatives including bypassing the neighborhood, have been examined to
climinate these barriers through the GGC neighborhoods? If none have been

examined, why not?

On pg 3.7-22 the table states that the environmental justice impact is medium from
Diridon station to Gilroy.

1. Will the GGC neighbarhoods be examined on their own merit for the
environmental justice tmpacts for the project level EIR? If not why not?

Similarly, on pg 3.7-23 while analyzing the impact near San Jose (Diridon) Station, the
table states that the “percentage of EJ population is lower than the thresholds.”

1. What data was used to make that determination?

2. Will the GGC neighborhoods be examined on their own merits for the
environmental justice imacts for the project level EIR? If not why not?

3.7.5 Mitigation Strategies and CEQA Significance Conclusions

D. ENVIRONMENTAL JUSTICE
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“Additional consideration of environmental justice issues would occur during project-
level review, which would include consideration of potential localized impacts and
potential benefits to and enhancements for communities along potential HST Alignment
Alternatives. Project-level review would also include consideration of detailed
mitigation measures, including mitigation for temporary construction-related impacts.
Project-level review would also inciude outreach to potentiaily affected communities as
part of the public review process.”

In what languages will outreach be conducted in the Greater Gardner Neighborhood? In

Spanish? How will this outreach be conducted? Will there be announcements in
Hnglish, Spanish or any other foreign language newspapers, TV and radio? Will the

meetings also be conducted in Spanish or any other foreign languages? If not, why not?
What benefit or enhancements to the Greater Gardner Neighborhood could result from an

at-grade, elevated, trench or underground path? Please list all enhancements and analyze
in regards to each of the 4 options or bypassing the neighborhood.

-10 -
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3.7 Land Use and Planning, Communities/Neighborhood, Environmental Justice

From References, 14.4.7
1. Why is only the City of San Jose General Plan 2020 cited for San Jose? Many

more un o date specific ity planning documents are available, mcluding:

a.

b.

c.
d.
e.

f

g,

h.

City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative, Greater Gardner, Nov
2007 Greater Gardner Neighborhood Improvement Plan Amendment?
City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative Greater Gardner Jan
2002 (original plan) *

City of San Jose Midtown specific plan

City of San Jose Tamien specific plan

City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative, Delmas Park
Neighborhood Improvement Plan

City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative, Burbank-DelMonte
Neighborhood Improvement Plan

City of San Jose Baseball Stadium EIR

San Jose Redevelopment agency, Diridon Station Plan

2. What is the mitigation plan for inconsistencies between the City of San Jose
General Plan 2020 and more up to date, regional planning documents, such as the
Greater Gardner documents above? Does the most recent document take
precedence in planning decisions, and if not, what recourse do the communities
have if obsolete planning information is used in HST design?

3.7.4 (pg 3.7.41) To a large extent, these existing transporiation corridors already
present barriers and impose other impacts on existing communities. Although the HST
system wonld often introduce an additional (fenced) barrier, the HST system would

maintain and in many cases improve existing access conditions through the grade

separation of existing services.

The following questions refer to 3.7.41, above, in conjunction with Table 3.7.2 Rankings
of residential property impacts, which lists urban and suburban with no additional right

!)F \Mgv ﬂPPHPr’] ag ]Ou} ‘!Tﬂﬂact
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1. What is the metric used to determine whether an HST system maintains or
improves existing access conditions? How was that metric applied in the program
level EIR?

d.

b.

What level of impact would you assign to the Greater Gardner
Neighborhoods?

Can you provide some examples of HST as an improvement relative
metric scoring?

How will it be applied to each of the Greater Gardner Neighborhoods for
each of the alternative alignments, and bypassing the neighborheods?
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2. Where are some of the specific cases where HST systems have improved existing
access conditions through grade separations of existing services anywhere in the

world?
a. What was the metric prior to “improvement” and what was the score
afterward?
b. Which agency performed the measurements, and was it formaily
documented?

¢. What is the % of HST implementations where existing access conditions
were 1)maintained, 2)improved, 3)declined, vs. overall sites measured?

d. For those places that have expertenced improvement in access after HST
picase compaie land use designation, population, demograpiics etc, and
other issues between the baseline and the Greater Gardner HST
implementation.

3. Please describe the proposed metric for determining whether additional barriers or
grade separators improve neighborhoods that are currently undergsing a cily
sponsored neighborhood action plan, as is the case with Greater Gardner
neighborhood, San Jose.

a. Are the metrics relevant for neighborhoods prior to improvements or

after?
b, Who decides, and how are results nublished (and/or disputed)?

4. The Gardner area of the Greater Gardner Coalition is the area bordered by 280
freeway to the north and west and Fuller Ave/Caltrain ROW to the south. This
neighborhood is already bordered by a major transportation corridor (280
freeway) only 2 blocks to the north of the Caltrain ROW.

a. Won’t an additional fenced barrier or grade separation along the Caltrain
ROW, or any alternative ROW for High Speed Rail through Greater
Gardner to the south effectively isolate the neighborhood between TWO
transportation corridors, and if so how will this either maintain or improve
the neighborhood?

b. Will the 280 freeway corridor be considered for HSR through Gardner and
if not, why not? What was the rationale for not choosing the 280 freeway,
since 280 1s a long range transportation corridor already?

c. Can you provide exampies of other neighborhoods where freeways existed
within residential biocks of a fenced barrier or grade separation for rail
transit and the outcome was NOT that the neighborhood was isolated as a
result?

d. Can you provide a list of examples where new rail corridors were built in
neighborhoods that alse featured freeway cloverleaf blocks away and the
freeway right of way was NOT used for the new rail line and, instead the
rail authority chose to use a location blocks away from the freeway with
an established neighborhood in between? If such examples can be found,
did they result improvements to a neighborhood?
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5. Vision Statement and Goals: How will either an additional fenced barrier, or
grade separations specifically maintain or improve the current City of San Jose
Strong Neighborhoods Initiative, Greater Gardner Action Plan® Vision Statement
and Goals (page i-iv)?

a. From GGC Vision Statement(i) “Architectural standards will guide new
development as well as property renovaiions to reflect the historic
neighborhood character”. How will the CHSRA planning to adhere to the
architectural standards of Greater Gardner NAC? If not, what will be the
rationale for claiming Greater Gardner was a low residential property
impact for HST? Wouldn’t violating a community vision statement be
considered a iugh unpact to communiiy?

b. From GGC goals(iii): “improve and maintain the appearance of
community streetscapes”; please describe how an additional fenced barrier
or grade separation would be consistent with the Greater Gardner
community streetscape goal.

Froin GGC goals(iii): “reduce noise level impact produced by freeway and

railroad lines”; please describe how HST with (rains every 3 minutes are

consistent with this goal resulting in low impact HST implementation for

Greater Gardner. How will noise levels be measured to ensure low

impact? What mitigations procedures are available with CHSRA in the

event noise impact to Greater Gardner is not low?

d. From GGC goals(iv): “Establish pedestrian and bicycle corridors that link
major destinations and facilities”; please describe how HST
implementation on Caltrain lines (or any other proposed right of way
through Greater Gardner neighborhoods) that bifurcate multiple pedestrian
and bicycle corridors can be considered low impact to Greater Gardner
residential community?

L

6. GGC Homelessness initiative: How will either an additional fenced barrier, or
grade separations specifically maintain or improve the current City of San Jose
Strong Neighhorhnods Initiative, Greater Gardner Action Plan! #2b, “Resolve
Homelessness encampment problem throughout the neighborhood™?

a. Please address the CHSRAs approach to the homelessness encampment
along both sides of SP Railway easement through Greater Gardner, and
Railroad Bridges at Bird, Delmas and Prevost (documented in #2b), such
that an additional fenced barrier or grade separations maintain or improve
the homeless encampment problem?

b. Please address the CHSR As approach to the homelessness encampment
along Los Gatos creek frail at Gregory Street and Fuller Ave (documented
1n #2b), such that an additional fenced barrier or grade separations
maintain or improve the homeless encampment problem?

c. Will an increase in size in HSR bridges generating a larger homeless
problem? Are there any studies that show that homelessness problems
were maintained or improved after existing bridges with homeless
encampments were widened to support high speed rail?
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d. In the event that CHSRA decides on a different route for HSR through
Greater Gardner, please address how a new transportation corridor would
not increase the homeless encampment problem, since this issue seems to
stem from existence of transportation corridors?

e. Are these two planning objectives, one from City of San Jose (resolve
homeless encampments) and the other CHSRA (build High Speed Kail
through Gardner) in conflict? If so, how will this be mitigated? If no,
what are the metrics for that determination?

7. GGC Graffiti: The current City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Imitiative,

Greater Gardner Action Plan' #2f has the goal: “Eliminate graffiti throughout the
neighhorhood (specifically Gregory Plaza Tot Tot and Fuller park below)
bridges, commercial properties, light standards”,

a. How will either an additional fenced barrier, or grade separations
specifically maintain or improve meet that goal?

b. Wouldn’t an additional fenced barrier or grade separation on the tracks
(Fuller, Gregory Plaza) ADD to the graffiti problem? How did you make
that determination?

c. How will the CHSRA’s approach to graffiti be coordinated with the City
of San Jose AGP Anti Graffiti program?

d. Are there any studies/metrics of other high speed rail projects that show
that graffiti was maintained or improved after a HST implementation with
an additional fenced barrier or grade separations, either utilizing an
existing ROW or a new one? And what did those studies show?

e. What will be CHSRAs approach to graffiti specifically at Gregory Plaza
Tot Lot which is close to the Caltrain ROW, and near a new Grade
Separation?

f.  What will be CHSR As approach to graftiti specifically at Fuller Park
which is next to the Caltrain ROW, and near 3 new bridges?

g Inthe event CHSRA intends to use an alternate route through Greater
Gardner that is outside of the Caltrain ROW and erects new structures to
support HST?

h. How wili it be determined that HSR led {o m an increase in graifiti?

1. What recourse does the Greater Gardner NAC have for additional graffiti
1ssues caused by HSR?

j. What recourse does the Greater Gardner NAC have any recourse for
additional graffiti issues caused by the CHSRA HST implementation?

k. Are these two pianning cbjectives, one from Ciiy of San Jose to eiuminate
graffiti and the other CHSRA to extend/build HST facilities in conflict? If
50, how will this be mitigated? If not, how will you make that
determination?

8. GGC Railway Quiet Zone: The current City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods
Initiative, Greater Gardner Action Plan’ #7a includes: “Establish Greater Gardner
Community as a railway quiet zone”.
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How will grade separations specifically maintain or improve Greater
Gardner’s implementation of railway quiet zone?

Given that CHSRA ftrains are intended to run every 3 minutes vs much
less frequent Caltrains today, doesn’t the frequency alone imply a noisier
train environment?  If not, what are the metrics used to make that
determination?

What are CHSR As plans for railway quiet zones for the high speed rail? Is
the Greater Gardner community automatically considered a railway quiet
zone for high speed rail after achieving this designation from Calirain?
Will Greater Gardner need to reregister with CHSRA to obtain railway
quiet zone status for our neighborhood?

What are the specific metrics that CHSRA uses to determine a railway
quiet zone, (decibels, etc) and how far away from the tracks are these
metrics determined?

Are these two planning objectives, one from City of San Jose (railway
Guiet zone) and the other CHERA {fore frequent trains) i conilict? 50,
how will this be mitigated? If not, how will you make that determination?

9. GGC Street Repair Impacts: The current City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods

Initiative, Greater Gardner Action Plan! #1, states: “Repair/Reconstruct
Deteriorated Streets, Sidewalles and Svstems” item #1a “Work with DOT to
accelerate street replacement schedule”?

a.

How will either an additional fenced barrier, or grade separations
specifically maintain or improve any street repair impacts in Greater
Gardner?

Will CHSRA activity in Greater Gardner area impact the specific
streetworks projects (see #11, below) occurring, and if so, how so?

How will the CHSRA plan to coordinate and maintain the Greater Gardner
strect replacement schedule?

How is the use of heavy construction equipment during HST construction
expected to impact street repair schedule?

How will CHSRA adhere to the action plan directive to work directly with
DOT and the neighborhood action coalition on street improvement?

If the CHSRA and DOT/Greater Gardner NAC are in contention over
various streetworks projects, what is the mediation process among the 3
agencies? Will there be compensation for any impacted streetworks?
Who will decide the compensation schedule?

10. GGC Street Repair Impacts, soft soils/streets not on action plan: Greater Gardner

neighborhood is known for excessively soft soils that result in difficult street
repair and maintenance, For streets that are currently not on action plan, it is
possible that damage could occur during construction process or ongoing train
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maintenance, even if the route 1s not immediately adjacent to the street in
question.

a. Is there a mitigation process for streets curbs and gutters that experience
structural degradation as a result of HST construction or ongoing
operations, even though said streets are not immediately adjacent to the
tracks?

b. Which agency decides if street damage on nearby streets is due to train
operations?

¢. How are conflicts mediated?

11. Street Repair Impact specifics: The current City of San Jose Strong
Neighborhoods Initiative, Greater Gardner Action Plan® #1 states ,
“Repair/Reconstruct Deteriorated Streets, Sidewalks and Systems”. The

LTl maart s o g mbrmad §imm e ia m mde o iy J R | I I NI o U
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Jose DOT, SJ Dept of Public Works and San Jose Redevelopment Agency.

a. How will either an additional fenced barrier, or grade separations
specifically maintain or improve ongoing street repairs in Greater Gardner
Neighborhoods?

b, How will CHSRA coordinate with these agencies for mitipation of 21l
impacted streetworks projects?

¢. How will Greater Gardner community be compensated for damaged or
delayed existing streetworks projects on or near the Caltrain tracks, or near
any proposed route through Greater Gardner as a result of HSR?

i. #le: Repair Prevost Street from Fuller to Minnesota (Fuller is
adjacent to the Caltrain tracks) — what is the CHSRA detailed plan
for this specific streetwork initiative?

1. #1g: Repair/Reconstruct Harrison St and Harrison Ave
{immediately adjacent to tracks) — what 1s the CHSRA detailed
plan for this specific streetwork initiative?

1. #1h: Repair/Reconstruct Gregory Street from Fuller Ave to Helen
St (adjacent to tracks) - — what is the CHSRA detailed plan for this
specific streetwork initiative?

iv. #1k: Repair/Reconstruct W Virginia Street sidewalk from RR
tracks at W Virginia and Drake to 87 overpass. — what 1s the
CHSRA detailed plan for this specific streetwork initiative?

v. #11: Improve Fuller curb and gutter and church driveway curb cut
on Fuller ave, (Fuller is adjacent to the tracks and the Church is
directly adjacent to the Caltrain ROW.) — what is the CHSRA
detailed plan for this specific streetwork initiative?

12. GGC Gateways and Streetscapes: The current City of San Jose Strong
Neighborhoods Initiative, Greater Gardner Action Plan' #3a, Distinguish Greater
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Gardner with Gateways and Streetscape Improvements includes : Install a
gateway feature at Bird and W Virginia street, and double acorn lights W Virginia
and Gregory Plaza”,

a.

b.

C.

d.

How will either an additional fenced barrier, or grade separations
specifically maintain or improve this Gateway Initiative?

Since the sireetscape improvements are very close to the Caitrain ROW,
will these city sponsored improvements need to be removed? If so, will
CHSRA compensate the Greater Gardner NAC for facilities
damaged/removed?

How is the removal executed and which agency makes the determination?
How will the CHSRA proteci the existing sireetscapes and lighting?

Will streetscapes and gateways need to be removed to implement the
fenced barrier or grade separation? If so, what will be the impact of HST
implementation on the Greater Gardner area considering the
implementation of these gateways and streetscapes was intended to

o Y T g P EV-PIr T Avs JReen | S M
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13. GGC Tree Planting: The current City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods

Initiative, Greater Gardner Action Plan' #3c¢, Distinguish Greater Gardner with

(rateways and Streetscape Improvements includes: — Conduct a tree planting on

W Virginia street from Drake Street to Route 877,

a.

b.

How will either an additional fenced barrier, or grade separations
specifically maintain or improve this tree planting initative?

Will the trees on W Virginia and Drake need to be removed to
accommodate HST? Tf so. what 1s the rationale that this either maintains
or improves the access conditions? How will any tree removal be
mitigated?

What studies or metrics support the rationale that removing trees actually
maintains or improves the area, assuming the trees are healthy?

Will CHSRA compensate Greater Gardner NAC for any removed or
damaged trees, or any movement of trees? Will the City arborist be
involved? Will mitigations include moving trees?

14. GGC Pedestrian Scale Lighting: The current City of San Jose Strong

Neighborhoods Initiative, Greater Gardner Action Plan' #3d includes: Distinguish
Greater Gardner with Gateways and Streetscape I'mprovements — Tnstall
additional pedestrian scale lighting at Fuller Avenue Park (which is directly
adjacent to the Caltrain ROW).

a.

How will either an addittonal fenced barriers, or grade separations
specifically maintain or improve any pedestrian scale lighting in Greater
Gardner?
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b.

Will the pedestrian scale lighting on Fuller provide the same light ratios to
the area after the additional fenced barrier or grade separations are
installed? How are these measurements obtained, and who is responsible
for the measurements?

If lighting is impeded, and there is increased crime due to poor pedestrian
scale lighting on Fuiler Ave, will CHSRA assume liability as a responsibie
party? Note we are referring to pedestrian scale lighting not lighting to
support the trains.

What are the plans for pedestrian scale lighting near the additional fenced
barrier or grade separations provided by CHSRA? How will you involve
ine Greater Gardner NAC 1n the design and choice of such lighting?

15. GGC Architectural Preservation: The current City of San Jose Strong

Neighborhoods Initiative, Greater Gardner Action Plan! #5¢ includes: Ensure that

architecture for pronosaed new projects remains congistent with existing

neighborhood character.

a.

How will either an additional fenced barrier, or grade separations
specifically maintain or improve the architectural neighborhood character
tn Greater Gardner?

How will any additional fenced barriers or grade separators be designed to
be consistent with the architecture of the tum of the century homes in
Greater Gardner?

How will you design replacement bridges that honor and reflect the 1936
bridge designs and preserve and reinstall the original SPRR medaliions?
What is the process for ensuring additional fenced barriers or grade
separators are consistent with neighborhood character? Is there an
architectural historian available on the HST project to provide input?
How will the GGC community be involved with the design? How will the
assessments be conducted and how will results be published?

What is the mitigation plan for Greater Gardner NAC if we feel CHSRAs
structures that do not adhere to the guidelines of Greater Gardner action
plan?

How will CHSRA engage other San Jose agencies that are responsible for
maintaining neighborhood character, including Housing Dept and
Planning and Code enforcement staff? What are the building codes that
the additional fenced barriers or grade separators need to adhere to?
Which agency will be the lead on the task of determining if additional
fenced barriers or grade separators are consistent with Greater Gardner
neighborhood character?

16. GGC Architectural Preservation: The Greaier Gardner aciion pian #5 calis for the

possible creation of a historic conservation district located within Greater Gardner
neighborhoods. How will CHSRA mitigate the potential deleterious effects of
high speed rail on that goal?
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17. GGC Pedestrian Safety: The current City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods

Initiative, Greater Gardner Action Plan! #4f includes: Refresh faded crosswalks
and no parking zones where necessary thranghout neighborhood, incl Gregory

Plaza Tot Lot and W Virginia at Drake.

a.

b.

How will either an additional fenced barrier, or grade separations
specifically maintain or improve pedestrian safety in Greater Gardner?
Since Caltrain ROW 15 immediately adjacent to W Virginia/Drake and
close to Gregory Plaza Tot T.ot, will the no parking zone be eliminated? Tf
so, which agency makes that decision? Will this be coordinated with SJ
DOT?

Will any recently refreshed crosswalks referred to in current City of San
Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative, Greater Gardner Action Plan’ #4f
need to be removed, repainted or relocated? If so will this be coordinated
with SJ DOT? ‘

How will any distuption in current pedestrian safety such as removal of no
parking zones or painted over crosswalks be communicated to residents?
What community outreach in both Spanish and English will be provided?
How will residents be notified given that the neighborhood is a mixture of
owners and renters?

If disruption in Pedestrian Safety for Greater Gardner neighborhood is
required to implement an additional fenced barrier or grade separator,
what 1s the rationale to claim HST in Greater Gardner area is low impact?
How will access and safety be ensured during construction and temporary
road closures and/or detours?

18. Open Space: The current City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative,
Greater Gardner Action Plan' #6b includes, “Improve Neighborhood Open

Space”, identify sites for potential new open space including foothridge at

e

Gregory Plaza, W Virginia at Bird, Land adjacent to Railroad tracks at Harrison.

a.

b.

How will either an additional fenced barrier, or grade separations
specifically maintatn or improve access to Open Space?

Since every potential open space listed in the City of San Jose Strong
Neighborhoods Inttiative, Greater Gardner Action Plan’ #6b is near or
directly adjacent to the Caltrain ROW, and likely near any other proposed
route through Greater Gardner, what is rationale for claiming HST would
maintain or improve existing access conditions in the Gregory Plaza area
of Greater Gardner? Does removing any open space that is targeted by
GGC neighborhoods as eligible for improvement into parks and open
space etc, constitute a neighborhood “maintenance or improvement of
existing conditions”?
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C.

What are the impacts of an additional fenced barrier or grade separator to
the open space by the footbridge at Gregory Plaza? What constitutes the
assessment of “low impact” on this parcel of open space?

What are the impacts of an additional fenced barrier or grade separator to
the open space at W Virginia and Bird? What constitutes the assessment
of “low impact” on this parcel of open space?

What are the impacts to the open space adjacent to the railroad tracks at
Harrison of an additional fenced barrier or grade separators? What
constitutes the assessment of “low 1mpact” on this parcel of open space?

19. GGC Dog Park: the current City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative,
Greater Gardner Action Plan’ #6d includes: “Improve Netghborhood Open
Space”, Explore and if possibie build a dog park in the Gregory Plaza
Neighborhood.

a.

b.

How will either an additional fenced barrier, or grade separations
specifically maintain or improve the Greater Gardner Dog Park?

Since the Calfrain ROW (and likely any alternative routes considered for
HSR) bifurcates Gregory Plaza (the area designated as bordered by
Gregory, Fuller, Bird and 280 in Greater Gardner Neighborhood), and
since all open space available is adjacent to Caltrain ROW, does this
imply that CHSRA plans will eliminate Greater Gardner NAC’s ability to
implement the desired Dog Park?

How will the dogs owners in the GGC area in the area who benefit from
pro social interactions with fellow dog owners be compensated for tack of
a dog park? Is there a mitigation plan for dog owners?

How is the Greater Gardner NAC objective of a Dog Park in Gregory
Plaza maintained or improved by HSTs implementation of an additional
fenced barrier or grade separations? Note that there is no fenced barrier
there now.

20. GGC Traffic Impacts: The current City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods

Initiative, Greater Gardner Action Plan' #10a, “Reduce Neighborhood Traffic
Impacts”, Conduct analysis and signing to enforce no truck traffic on all
neighborhood streets and limit truck weight on all traffic through neighborhood.

a.

b.

How will implementation of HST on Caltrain tracks with a nearby station
specifically maintain or improve Greater Gardner traffic impacts?

How will the construction of a large nearby train station and HST impact
the traffic in the Greater Gardner neighborhood? What metrics will be
used 1o measure traffic impacts?

What will be the impacts to Greater Gardner neighborhoods in the event
HST construction requires any road closures? How will that be mitigated?
Will the CHSR A adhere to Greater Gardner NAC guidelines on truck
weight restrictions during the construction process? If so what is the

-10 -
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implementation plan and how will this be enforced? If not, what
mitigations will be utilized?

21. GGC Fuller Park/Plaza: The current City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods
Initiative, Greater Gardner Action Plan? #3, Improve and maintain open space
along Fuller Avenue? Note that Fuller Ave is directly adjacent to Caltrain tracks,
and costs have already been borne by Greater Gardner NAC,

a. How will either an additional fenced barrier, or grade separations
specifically maintain or improve Fuller park/Plaza?

b. How will the CHSRA alignment maintain the current location of Fuller
Park/Plaza, given that a comparable park space 1s not located nearby? If
not where will a replacement park be located? How will CHSRA propose
to mitigate the loss of 2 acres of parkland in an area that 1s fully
developed?

c. Irrigation- Will a new HST fenced barrier or grade separations
compromise existing or future irrigation systems for Fuller Park/plaza and
if so, will Greater Gardner Neighborhood Action Coalition be
compensated for existing or future damage?

d. Fencing- will fencing along Fuller park, immediately adjacent to the
Caltrain ROW erected as part of the Greater Gardner NAC improvements
to Fuller park be compromised by HST additional fenced barrier and/or
grade separations?

e. Please evaluate the above costs/mitigations for Fuller park for each of the
alignment alternatives including bypassing Greater Gardner neighborhood.

3.7.4 (pg3.7.42) Moreover,portions of the alignment alternatives would be on aerial
structures or in tunnels, allowing for vehicular or pedestrian access across the
alisnment alternatives.

1. There is an asphait walkway project along the south side of Viiginia street,
described in City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative Greater Gardner
Neighborhood Improvement Plan? page 34 Railroad Crossings.

a. Will this need to be redone/reworked, and who decides? When will the
evaluation of designated rework take place, and by whom? Will CHSRA
bear the costs for any rebuild?

b. Will the city or Greater Gardner be compensated for damage to project
incurred by HSR, requiring planning and implementation of rework by
Gardner community or will CHSRA manage the rework entirely? What is
the approval mechanism for the work?

c. Tfvehicular at grade crossing at W Virginia is close, how will the CHSRA
propose to provide pedestrian access to both ends of W Virginia?

-11-
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2. The City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative Greater Gardner

Neighborhood Improvement Plan? action step #8d (page 53) states: “Improve
Neighborhood Pedestrian Crossings.
a. Will pedestrian access across any alignments be coordinated with Greater

Gardner objectives to “Calm Neighborhood Traffic and Increase
Pedestrian convenience™?

Will HSR impact any enhanced crosswalks in Greater Gardner that occur
on Caltrain tracks (or other chosen HSR route tracks) surrounding
Virginta, Bird and Delmas? If so, how so?

Will pedestrian access studies be completed in Greater Gardner prior to
pedesirian or vehicular access across the HST aligninent to gauge
impacts? If so, which agency will execute these studies and how will the
results be communicated to the city and residents? Will the outreach
occur in Spanish also?

. How will pedestrian access be handicapped enabled (with handicapped

ramps) as specified in #8d? What will be the accomodations for guide
dog?

What are the plans of CHSRA for highly visible crosswalks to coordinate
with GGC action plan?

3.7.4 (pg 3.7.42) The Authority has also adopted strategies for HST station location
options that would incorporate transit oriented design and smart growth land use

policies

1.

Since Greater Gardner residential neighborhood is less than one mile from
Diridon HST station, how does transit oriented destgn and smart growth land use
apply to Greater Gardner specifically? What is the exact meaning of “transit
oriented design and smart growth™?
Does the fact that an HST station is being built at Diridon station mean that all
San Jose residents are defacto enrolled in a “smart growth” strategy? Will this be
voted on by the citizens?
What are the smart growth impacts to the following, and how will these impacts
be communicated to residents? Will there be community outreach in Spanish?

a. Parking and transportation for existing Greater Gardner residents

b. Crime and a need for mote policing due to the increase in visits to Diridon

area above what is specified in the City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods
Initiative, Greater Gardner, Nov 2007 Greater Gardner Neighborhood
Improvement Plan Amendment’

3.7.5 (pg 3.7.42) in many cases local plans and ordinances do not address
transportation options such as the HST system.

-12-
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While the Greater Gardner Strong Neighborhoods Initiative Action Plan does not
specifically address HST, it does address many of the impacts of HST in the City of San
Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative, Greater Gardner, Nov 2007 Greater Gardner
Neighborhood Improvement Plan Amendment top 10. What are CHSRAS plans to
mitigate the following impacts which are addressed in plans for Greater Gardner, San
Jose? Specificaily,

1. Repair/Reconstruct Deteriorated Streets, Sidewalks and Related Systems
{many of which are at or near Caltrain ROW, and likely any other proposed
routes for HSR)

2. Increase Neighboihood and Public Safety (concerns with blight caused by
grade separations dividing Greater Gardner)

3. Distinguish Greater Gardner with Gateways and Streetscape improvements,
and lighting

4. Enhance parking, traffic circulation and pedestrian safety

5. Explore and Implement house painting, Rehabilitation, Vintage housing
preservation

6. Improve Neighborhood Open Space (this will be greatly diminished with
HST)

7. Mitigate Neighborhood Noise Levels (definite concern with HST)

& TIncrease Parks and Rec and Neighborhood services around Gardner
Community Center

9. Increase Code Enforcement

10. Reduce Neighborhood Traffic impacts (definite concern with HST)

3.7.5 (pg 3.7.42) In addition, many local land use plans and ordinances have not been
updated for several years, though they may be updated over time to acknowleidge and
support implementation of a HST system. The potential for land use incompatibility is
considered significant at this programmatic level due to the uncertainties involved;
however, such impacts may not be realized over the 20- to 25-year time horizon for
implementing the HST system.

The most recent document available for Greater Gardner planning is the City of San Jose
Strong Neighborhoods Initiative, Greater Gardner Action Plan’, updated November 2007
(used to prepare many of these questions). From EIR Chapter 14, Sources Used in
Document Preparation, documentation used to prepare Section 3.7, Land Use and
Planning, Community and Neighborhoods, Property and Environmental Justice, listed
below, featured no documents created on or after November 2007, and used the City of
San Jose 2020 General Plan adopted August 16, 1994, as well as the US Census Bureau
data from 2000. Therefore the Greater Gardner planning documents are more current
than the documents used to create the program EIR.

-13 -
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1.

The Greater Gardner coalition neighborhoods has up to date planning data
available from 2007 in its neighborhood improvement plan. What is the
implication of using obsolete planning documents in CHSR As analysis?

What is the mitigation plan for land use incompatibilities between Greater
Gardner action plan and CHSRA in the event of a planning error made by
CHSRA based on their use of obsolete planning documents from the City of San

3.7.5 (pg 3.7.42) A Land Use Compatibility
Local land use plans and ordinances would be further considered in the selection of

consistency with existing and planned land use, neighborhood access needs, and multi-
modal connectivity opportunities.

—Work with local governments to consider local plans and local access needs and to
apply design practices to imit disruption to communities.

---Worl with local governments to establish requirements for station location option
area plans and opportunities for transit-oriented development.

I.

Please describe the consideration process that CHSRA used regarding Greater
Gardner land use plans, and Neighborhood Action Plans with respect to the
chosen Pacheco alternative route.

a. What will be the project level reviews undertaken for Greater Gardner

community, and will the the results of these reviews be published?
Consistency with existing and planned land use guidelines are specified in
City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Inttiative, Greater Gardner, Nov
2007 Greater Gardner Neighborhood Improvement Plan Amendment® but
do not appear to be addressed in the program EIR/EIS (and any Greater
Gardner planning documents were not referred to in the program
EIR/EIS).

Which local government agencies representing Greater Gardner
community, San Jose worked with CHSRA to consider local plans and
local access needs for HST such that the design would limit disruption to
Greater Gardner? Are there any records of these meetings and what was
determined?

Which local governments representing Greater Gardner community,
worked with CHSRA on opportunities for transit-oriented development for
HST? Did these transit oriented development meetings with Greater
Gardner representatives coordinate HST planning with Greater Gardner
LRT drop off area, documented as Action #13, City of San Jose Strong
Neighborhoods Initiative Greater Gardner Jan 20022 (pg 59)? Are there
any records of these meetings and what was determined?

. If the HST transit oriented development planning is in conflict with the

(reater Gardner transit ortented planning, related to the LRT dropoff area
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or others, what is the mediation plan? Which agency decides the amt of
loss, if any?

3.7.5 (pg 3.7.43) B Communities and Neighborhoods

Alignment alternatives would be further refined in consultation with local governments
and planning agencies, with consideration given to minimizing barrier effects in order
to maintain neighborhood integrity. Potential mitigation strategies to reduce the effects
of any new barriers would be considered at the project-level environmental review and
could include grade separating planned rail lines and streets, new pedestrian crossings,
rew cross-connection points, improved visual quality of project facilities, and traffic
management plans o maintain access during and after construction.

1. Please explain how each of the different vertical track alignments (i.e. tunnel,
trench, track at grade, elevated track), and bypass neighborhood potentially divide
(or connect) the community, in comparison to the Greater Gardner Neighborhood
Action Plan policies. What is the likelihood that the the at-grade and elevated
options will create division of the community?

a. Please outline measures to demonstrate how such a project can enhance
the community by providing attractive connections and interactions
between neighborhoods (Gardner, Willow Glen to the south and
Downtown San Jose to the north), commercial areas, schools, and open
spaces/parks.

b. Outline strategies to avoid total isolation of Greater Gardner
neighborhoods, if sandwiched between elevated HSR tracks to the south
and 280 to the north.

2. How would CHSRA plan to involve Greater Gardner NAC during the project
level environmental review to decide any mitigation strategies for a new barrier?
Will there be community involvement? Will there be community outreach in
Spanish for this determination?

3. Which new pedestrian crossings and cross connection points are being considered
for the Greater Gardner area, and how will those additions to the neighborhood
nmpact the City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative, Greater Gardner,
Nov 2007 Greater Gardner Neighborhood Improvement Plan Amendment' top ten
#4 (parking, traffic circulation and pedestrian safety) and #10 (reduce
neighborhood traffic impacts)? Have there been any studies to evaluate new
pedestrian crossings and cross connection points for Greater Gardner
netghborhoods and their impacts? How will the community outreach be
developed? Will community outreach of these changes occur in Spanish as well as
English?

4. What 1s meant by “improved quality of project facilities” and traffic management
plans as it pertains to Greater Gardner neighborhood during and after
construction? What constitutes an improved quality of project facilities? What is
the baseline metric from which these improvements were generated? Where was
it Jast used? Are the results of those studies published and available to residents
of GGC?

- 15 -
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5. What 1s the impact of HSR traffic management pians on the City of San Jose
Strong Neighborhoods Initiative, Greater Gardner, Nov 2007 Greater Gardner
Neighborhood Improvement Plan Amendment! top 10 #10 Reduce Neighborhood
Traffic Impacts? Are these two initiatives in conflict? If so, what is the mitigation

plan?

'City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative, Greater Gardner, Nov 2007 Greater
Gardner Neighborhood Improvement Plan Amendment

*City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Injtiative Greater Gardner Jan 2002 (original
plan)

-16 -
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3.9 Aesthetics and Visual Resources

(pg 3.9-19) San Jose to Central Valley Corridor
The following paragraph refers to the Greater Gardner section of San Jose (small urban
neighborhood),

The line would run on an elevated structure up to 45 ft (13.7 m) tall until it crosses I-
280, where it would descend to a retained fill seciion alongside the existing UPRR and
Caltrain’s Gilroy service. It would pass through a traditional small urban
neighborhood before passing over SR 87 and ascending to an aerial alignment past the
Tamien station. The retained fill and aerial sections would be a low visual impact on
the surrounding landscape, creating shadow impacts on residential areas immediately
adjacent to the right-of-way.

1. How would visual impacts vary with different vertical track alignments, on either
the Caltrain ROW or any other potential track alignments through Greater
Gardner? Which vertical track alignments can reduce visual impacts for the
Greater Gardner neighborhood- taking into account the visual impacts of the
“catenary” electrified system and associated retaining walls, which could
potentiaily be 20 feet above grade even in the retained fill areas (not to mention
the aerial entrance points into Gardner)?

2. Considering that Greater Gardper is a small regional area with 2 elevated
structures entering the neighborhood (87 and 280 overpass) - and adding the
catenary system to the included impact, please elaborate as to why this would be
considered a low visual impact. A tall elevated structure on most of the route
through Greater Gardner would appear to be a high visual impact.

3. Please provide detail for visibility of the structure from homes, parks and schools
in the Gardner neighborhood, for any potential routes through Greater Gardner.
Will the overhead structure including catenary system be visible from,

Biebrach Park

Gardner School

Gardner Community Center

1.5 blocks from tracks- Hull and W Virginia

2.5 blocks from tracks- Atlanta/Riverside and Brown

Coe Street

Willow Street

fa th @ 00 oW

Neighborhood Lighting: From City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative,
Greater Gardner Action Plan® #23, “Improve Neighborhood Lighting”, An
evaluation of neighborhood lighting levels occurred in Greater Gardner
neighborhood coordinated with residents and the City of San Jose Dept of Public
Works.
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1. After any HSR implementations, will the neighborhood lighting evaluation be
rendered obsolete and if so, what is the mitigation plan?

a. When will the assessment occur as to Greater Gardner lighting levels?
Will this occur during the construction process and if not, does that mean
Greater Gardner neighborhood may potentially have inappropriate lighting
during the entire multi year construction process? Is there a mitigation
plan for Greater Gardner neighborhood and residents in the event of
inappropriate lighting levels for an extended period of time? Is there an
appeals process?

b. Since neighborhood lighting levels will likely fluctuate during any HSR
construction process and upon {inal implementation of the train schedule,
will CHSRA assess lighting levels in Greater Gardner at multiple
times/frequencies during the period? Will Greater Gardner neighborhood
be compensated in some way for each necessary lighting manipulation?
Who determines when a lighting assessment needs to occur?

c. In the event that CHSRA decides to conduct neighborhood lighting
assessments themselves as mitigation, will the City of San Jose dept of
public works be involved, as was the case in the first survey?

d. For any residents whose homes are located at or near the construction
zone, if excessive lighting is required, Is there a mitigation plan for
residents that need 10 acqnire new black out curtains, etc? Who decides if
this 15 necessary and 1s there an appeals process?

2. What will be the impacts of the headlights of the high speed trains after dark?
Will they sweep residents windows along the S-curves in the Greater Gardner
Neighborhood, or any windows close to the track if the right of way is expanded?
What is the mitigation plan to prevent light pollution to those residents?

3. What is mitigation for light pollution for Lick Observatory?

(pg 3.9-21) Historic Buildings. Neighborhoods, Landscapes

There is no mention of the Greater Gardner neighborhood in the Aesthetics and Visual
Resources chapter (although there is some discussion of Diridon station). The current
City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative, Greater Gardner Action Plan® #3
(Distinguish Greater Gardner with Gateways and Streetscape Improvements), #5
(Vintage Housing Preservation) and City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative,
Greater Gardner Action Plan® #6 (W Virginia Streetscape), #7 (Delmas Streetscape), #15
(Create Neighborhood Gateways), #16 (Improve Willow Street Properties and
Landscape) are all current City of San Jose NAC initiatives that address the Aesthetics
and of the Greater Gardner Neighborhood.

1. Streetscapes- Lighting: Greater Gardner has implemented the following
pedestrian scale lighting as an implementation of the Streetscape initiatives,
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above. How will the lighting provided by High Speed Rail impact the streetscape
lighting for each of the areas listed below? Will there be a mitigation plan for
Greater Gardner in the event that streetscape lighting is rendered ineffective, due
to the overhang of the train lighting? Will CHSRA work with DOT or SJIDPW on
these mitigations? Please include analysis for any route considered through
Greater Gardner as well as the Caltrain route.
a. Pedestrian Scale streetlights — Gregory Plaza trailhead #3b addendum
b. Pedestrian Scale streetlights — W Virginia/Gregory Plaza double acom
lights #3a addendum
¢. Pedestrian Scale streetlights — Fuller Park (note that this park is
iminediately adjacent to Caltrain RGW) #34d addendum
d. W Virginia Streetscape - Lighting #6e
e. Delmas Streetscape — Lighting #7¢
f. LRT drop off area — Lighting #13d

2. Streetscapes- Gateways: Greater Gardner has implemented the following
neighborhood gateways as an irnplementation of the Streetscape 1mitiatives,
above. How will the lighting and imposing structures provided by High Speed
Rail impact the streetscape gateways for each of the areas listed below? Will
there be a mitigation nlan for Greater Gardner in the event that gateways are
rendered ineffective, because the train impedes the scenery/meighborhood feel?
Please include analysis for any route considered through Greater Gardner as well
as the Caltrain route.

a. Gateway at Bird at W Virginia Street *, East towards Gregory Plaza #3a
addendum

b. Gateway at Bird at W Virginia Street * West towards Biebrach park #3a
addendum

c. Willow Street at Delmas * #16¢

d. Willow Street at Bird * #16¢

* Selected Neighborhood Improvements Map, pg 18, City of San Jose Strong
Neighborhoods Initiative Greater Gardner 2

3. Vintage Housing and Neighborhood: The current City of San Jose Strong
Neighborhoods Tnitiative, Greater Gardner Action Plan' #5¢ Ensure that
architecture for proposed new projects remains consistent with neighborhood
character tries to maintain the vintage feel of the neighborhood of late 1800s and
early 1900s homes in Greater Gardner. What are the impacts to this initiative, and
all the work previously undertaken, of High Speed Rail various track alignments,
on all proposed routes through Greater Gardner?

a. Isthere any way that High Speed Rail can be implemented as consistent
with character of Greater Gardner? If so, how so for each track alignment
and potential route (3d visualization technology would be nice here)?
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Will CHSRA follow the same criteria for design guidelines set forth by
Greater Gardner NAC?

b. If High Speed Rail cannot be implemented in a consistent manner with
Greater Gardner character, what is the mitigation plan for the Gardner
Neighborhood, and is there an appeals process?

¢. If High Speed Rail cannot be implemented in a consistent manner with
Greater Gardner character, what is the mitigation plan for Greater Gardner
homeowners, assuming the neighborhood character declines as a result of
HSR?

d. What about fencing and other related impacts and their implementation
(apart from the main structure, catenaries eic), can those be implemenied
as consistent with character of Greater Gardner? If so, how so for each
track alignment and potential route (3d visualization technology would be
nice here)? Will CHSRA follow the same criteria for design guidelines set
forth by Greater Gardner NAC?

e. If High Speed Rail fencing and related impacts cannot be implemented in
a consistent manner with Greater Gardner character, what is the mitigation
plan for the Gardner Neighborhood, and is there an appeals process?

4. Vintage Housing and Neighborhood, Existing Grade Separations: The current
City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative, Greater Gardner Action Plan'
#5¢ Ensure that architecture for proposed new projects remains consistent with
neighborhood character tries to maintain the vintage feel of the neighborhood
with the heritage grade separations through Greater Gardner. What are the
impacts to this initiative, and all the work previously undertaken, of High Speed
Rail various track alignments, on all proposed routes through Greater Gardner?

a. Greater Gardner currently features historically accurate 1930s grade
separations for Caltrain which add to the historic feel of the community.
How will HSR impact these historic structures and their place in the
neighborhood? Will they need to be removed to make way for new HSR
grade separations and if so, will the new grade separations degrade the
historic feel of Gardner that was there before? In the event this happens
what 1s the mitigation plan?

b. Will CHSRA accept responsibility for moving existing grade separations
to another location within the Greater Gardner?

c. Will there be an architectural historian on site during the construction
process to ensure these structures are not damaged by vibration etc?

5. Overall Aesthetics: Evaluate the change in visual context for Greater Gardner
historic neighborhood even if the buildings are not moved or directly impacted-
from the widened tracks, retaining/sound walls and catenary poles for each
possible track alignment and possible route within Greater Gardner.
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a.

Industrial Feel: Will Greater Gardner likely develop an “industrial feel” to
the neighborhood after HSR tracks are installed, irrespective of design of
associated structures and trains themselves?

What metric will you use to evaluate any industrial feel to the
neighborhood and any mitigations?

Fencing and other visual impacts: Address the visual impacts of
components of the project other than the rail lines, trains, and catenaries,
including any proposed safety fencing or walls for all possible alignments
and routes through Greater Gardner.

6. Trees and Landscaping, Public- Street Trees: From City of San Jose Strong

Neighborhoods Initiative, Greater Gardner Action Plan® pg 32: One of the
neighborhood’s most attractive visual assets is its collection of mature street
trees. Sireet trees not only improve the appeararice of streets, they also establish
a neighborhood character, add to property values and reduce summer
temperatures. Because Greater Gardner is an older neighborhood, mos! streets
have a planting strip between the sidewalk and the curb.

a.

What 1s the impact of any possible alignments, and any possible route for
HSR throngh Greater Gardner neighborhood on any associated street
trees?

. Will the City of San Jose Arborist be consulted on pruning and/or

removal/relocation of any street trees?

In the event that any street trees near any potential HSR tracks through
Greater Gardner need to be pruned as a part of HSR implementation, will
CHSR A work with San Jose Dept of transportation on appropriate
pruning? Is there a mitigation policy against value of loss for Greater
Gardner neighborhood in the event of tree damage during pruning of this
type? Is there an appeals process?

In the event that any street trees near any potential HSR tracks through
Greater Gardner need to be removed as a part of HSR implementation,
will CHSRA work with San Jose Dept of transportation regarding
removal? Is there a mitigation policy against value of loss for Greater
Gardner neighborhood in the event that trees need to be removed? s
relocation an option for any trees slated for removal and if so, will
CHSRA pay for costs of tree relocation? Is there an appeals process
against any mitigation plans for {ree removal/relocation?

7. Trees and Landscaping, Private Property — Permits: The city of San Jose features

a permit process for removal of any tree on private property that has a trunk
circumference of 56” or greater. Assuming the varions track alignments, and any
potential routes through Greater Gardner will feature obtainment of private land,
what is the strategy for trees that fit this description?
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Will HSR file any “live tree removal application” forms with the City of
San Jose?

Will any public hearings be held regarding removal of any living trees
residing on private property as stipulated in the City of San Jose’s tree
ordinances?

Will the City Arborist be consulted for removal of any private propeity
trees?

In the event some trees can be relocated, is there a mitigation plan for
Greater Gardner to cover the cost of tree relocation and/or any damage
during the relocation process?

Wiil homeowners receive compensation for any removal of private
property trees? Who will assess the loss value? Is there a mitigation plan
for removal of private property trees as a result of HSR and if so, is there
an appeals process?

8. Trees and Landscaping — Fuller Park: The following are the components of Fuller

Park, identified tn the City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods [nitiative, Greater
Gardner Action Plan® pg 37 “Fuller Plaza Improvement”.

Qe o
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Native Grasses

Low Gromndcover

Flowering Plants — removal, pruning or relocation

Decomposed Granite walking path

Trees against current Caltrain ROW embankment — removal, pruning or
relocation

Frontage shade trees along entrance to park — removal, pruning or
relocation

Fencing

ase provide details on any impacts to Fuller Park/Plaza related to all track

alignments and potential routes through Greater Gardner, according to the
visual on page 37. Will any of these need to be removed or altered if HSR is
mmplemented with any track alignment, on any routes specified through
Greater Gardner? If so, will there be a mitigation plan for any of the
following attributes to the park, or will the mitigation compensate for the
entire park? How will value loss be determined and by whom? 1s there an
appeals process?

'City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative, Greater Gardner, Nov 2007 Greater
Gardner Neighborhood Improvement Plan Amendment
*City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative Greater Gardner Jan 2002 (original

plan)
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3.13 Geology and Soils

(pg 3.13-19) San Jose to Central Vualley Corridor

The Pacheco alignment is located in areas of potentially strong ground motion, and to
a lesser extent, areas potentially subject to liguefaction and/or other types of
seismically induced ground failure (Figures 3.13-2 and 3.13-3).

Greater Gardner Expansive Soils: Greater Gardner residents are concerned about property
damage as a result of High Speed Rail construction or operations, that occur as a result of
the “expansive soils” problems that are well known to the area. Many residents have
needed to rebuild their foundations multiple times in the past, and others have been
denied the ability to refinance their property, or obtain home equity loans (from World
Savings in at least one case), specifically due to the soils and appraisal issues thercof.

From City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative Greater Gardner Jan 2002
(original plan) 2

Seils Conditions - Expansive soils underlie large arcas of the neighborhood.
Effects on the public right-of-way include buckling streets and sidewalks and
damaged sewers. (pg 10)

The neighborhood is located atop a former wetland, and pervasive unstable soils
affect the stability of structures and paving throughout the area. In addition, the
area was once an orchard, and farmers pumped groundwater heavily from the
aquifer below; subsidence has been reduced by Santa Clara Valley Water District
groundwater recharge policies. (pg 7)

Though Greater Gardner has strong neighborhood fundamentals, a number of
factors detract from the quality of life. Most notably, unstable soils cause damage
to streets, sidewalks, and homes. Houses with severely cracked foundations, and
streets with dips, bumps and cracks, are visible throughout many areas of the
neighborhood, negatively affecting property values. (pg 3)

Property damage to Greater Gardner structures from train operations as a result of soil
conditions.

1. Please elucidate the impacts to Greater Gardner residents, and the Greater
Gardner Neighborhood Coalition/City of San Jose (for the public structures) in
event of the following types of damage instigated by the high speed rail vibrations
as a result of soils issues during ongoing train operations:

a. Cracked Foundations

b. Construction damage — frame — doorjams and windows

c. External Stucco Damage

d. Damage to internal lath and plaster, or drywall and ceiling
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Pipe Damage

Property Damage Inside the Home as a result of shaking

Sidewalks, curbs, gutters, sewers, roads and other public infrastructure
Community centers, schools, pools, and other public buildings

Places of worship

2. For the types of damage from (1) above, please outline the mitigations for
structures at the following locations as they pertain to the HST alignments (or any
other proposed alignment) including alteratives that bypass Greater Gardner
Neighborhoods, and explain whether there will be a mediation or appeals process?
What level of proof will be property owners be required to present?

eao o

T TR o

Immediately facing tracks: 350-600 block Fuller

Immediately facing tracks: Fuller ave park

Backyard facing tracks 300-500 block Jerome (even numbers)
One parcel away from tracks, 300-600 block Hull odd and Jerome 300-
600 odd

Biebrach park

3 blks from tracks: W Virginia (east of Bird) and Atlanta Ave.
Harrison St- 600 blk immediately adjacent to tracks

Harrison St- 700 blk 2 blocks from tracks

W. Virginia and Drake Street

Gregory Plaza Tot Lot and Fuller Los Gatos Creek Bridge

Property damage to Greater Gardner structures from train construction as a result of soil

conditions.
Train construction vibration damage can be even more significant than ongoing
operations due to pile drivers, large (overweight) trucks present in the neighborhood, etc.

1.

Please elucidate the impacts to Greater Gardner residents, and the Greater
Gardner Neighborhood Coalition/City of San Jose (for the public structures) in
event of the following types of damage instigated by the high speed rail vibrations
as a result of soils issues during train construction:

e MO RO o

Cracked Foundations

Construction damage — frame — doorjams and windows

External Stucco Damage

Damage to internal lath and plaster, or drywall and ceiling

Pipe Damage

Property Damage Inside the Home as a result of shaking

Sidewalks, curbs, gutters, sewers, roads and other public infrastructure
Communtty centers, schools, pools, and other public buildings

Places of worship
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2. For the types of damage from (1) above, please outline the mitigations for
structures at the following locations as they pertain to the HST alignments (or any
other proposed alignment), including alternatives that bypass Greater Gardner
Neighborhoods, and explain whether there will be an appeals process? What
level of proof will be property owners be required to present? Because damage
from construction is expected to be more significant, how will mitigations be
correspondingly more significant?

Immediately facing tracks: 350-600 block Fuller

Immediately facing tracks: Fuller Park

Backyard facing tracks 300-500 block Jerome (even numbers)

One parcel away from tracks, 300-600 block Huill odd and Jerome 300-

600 odd

Biebrach Park- community center, pool and playlot

3 blks from tracks: W Virginia (east of Bird) and Atlanta Ave.

Harrison St- 600 blk immediately adjacent to tracks

Harrison St- 700 blk 2 blocks from tracks

W. Virgima and Drake Street

Gregory Plaza Tot Lot and Fuller Los Gatos Creek Bridge

Hummingbird Park

Word of Faith Church — immediately adjacent to tracks

e o
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Liguefaction
The soil condition of Liguefaction is technically different from the issue of expansive

soils, above- although the impacts of each can be similar.

According to the State of California map of Seismic Hazard Zones, “San Jose West
Quadrangle”, official map released Feb. 7, 2002, the Greater Gardner area of San Jose is
indicated as:

An area where historic occurrence of liquefaction, or local geological, geotechnical
and groundwater conditions indicate a potential for permanent ground displacements
such that mitigation as defined in Public Resources Code Section 2693¢ would be
required. Note that Greater Gardner area represents the highest designation for
liquefaction according to the State of California official map.

ABAG Association of Bay Area Governments designation of Greater Gardner
Neighborhood:

e Liquefaction Index : Liquefaction Susceptability Highest Hazard

o Shaking Index: VIII Very Strong
Source: gis.abag.ca.gov

Property damage to Greater Gardner structures from train operations or construction as
a result of liquefaction:
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1. Please elucidate the impacts to Greater Gardner residents, and the Greater
Gardner Neighborhood Coealition/City of San Jose (for the public structures) in
event of the following types of damage instigated by the high speed rail vibrations
as a result of liquefaction during ongoing train operations:

Cracked Foundations

Construction damage — frame — doorjams and windows

External Stucco Damage

Damage to internal lath and plaster, or drywall and ceiling

Pipe Damage

Property Damage Inside the Home as a result of shaking

Sidewalks, curbs, gutters, sewers, roads and other public infrastructure

Community centers, schools, pools, and other public buildings

g o o0 o

2. For the types of damage from (1) above, please outline the mitigations for
structures at the following locations as they pertain to the HST alignments (or any
other proposed alignment), including alternatives that bypass Greater Gardner
Neighborhoods, and explain whether there will be an appeals process? What
level of proof will be property owners be required to present?

Immediately facing tracks: 350-600 block Fuller

Immediately facing tracks: Fuller ave park

Backyard facing tracks 300-500 block Jerome (even numbers)

One parcel away from tracks, 300-600 block Hull odd and Jerome 300-

600 odd

Biebrach park

3 blks from tracks: W Virginia (east of Bird) and Atlanta Ave.

Harrison 5t- 600 blk immediately adjacent to tracks

Harrison St- 700 blk 2 blocks from tracks

W. Virginia and Drake Street

Gregory Plaza Tot Lot and Fuller Los Gatos Creek Bridge

Hummingbird Park

Word of Faith Church — immediately facing tracks

ao o

— TR Eee o

Earthguakes: Existing faulis and previously unknown faults

The Greater Gardner area of San Jose is buttressed by numerous earthquake faults. The
San Andreas, Hayward, Calaveras and their branch faults. Additionally it appears that
new San Jose faults are discovered often, 1.e.
On March 30, 2009 an earthquake in San Jose uncovered a new fault, 16 miles
east of the downtown San Jose (which is very close to Greater Gardner
neighborhood in Seismic terms), probably a branch off of the San Andreas fault.
See “Magnitude 4.3 earthquake hits South Bay; new Fault Discovered” San Jose
Mercury News 3-30-2009 for details.
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During the 1989 Loma Prieta Earthquake the Greater Gardner Neighborhoods sustained
significant structural damage. This included foundation and total building failure which
required the demolition and rebuilding of many homes.

1. Regarding earthquakes, how would any impacts vary with different vertical track
alignments, on either the Caltrain ROW or any other potential track alignments
through Greater Gardner? Which vertical track alignments can reduce potential
damage impacts for the Greater Gardner neighborhood in the event of a forceful
quake from any nearby fault?

2. Would the existence of an elevated structure through the center of Greater
Gardner where the Caltrain tracks are now create the possibility of a “Cypress
structure effect” within the Greater Gardner neighborhoods in the event of a
powerful earthquake? The Cypress structure was an elevated freeway built on
somewhat unstable soils that collapsed in the Loma Prieta earthquake killing
many people in 1989, Would this possibility exist with any other route
aligriments and/or vertical track alignments that are being considered for HSR?

3. Please elucidate the effects of a major earthquake on the High Speed Rail
infrastructure you intend to install in the Greater Gardner Neighborhood, given
the soils conditions, should a high magnitude quake (Loma Prieta or Northridge
scale) occur on one of the following closeby faults, for every potential vertical
track alignment or potential route choice through Greater Gardner.

a. Calaveras

b. Calaveras branch (the new one, above)
c. Hayward

d. San Andreas

e. Any other faults in the area

4. For the analysis conducted for (3) above (major earthquake, various faults,
various alignments for HSR), including alignments that avoid Greater Gardner
neighborhoods, please outline the impacts and/or any mitigations for property
damage to the following locations within Greater Gardner:

Immediately facing tracks: 350-600 block Fuller

Immediately facing tracks: Fuller ave park

Backyard facing tracks 300-500 block Jerome (even numbers)

One parcel away from tracks, 300-600 block Hull odd and Jerome 300-

600 odd

Biebrach park

3 blks from tracks: W Virginia (east of Bird) and Atlanta Ave.

Harrison St- 600 blk immediately adjacent to tracks

Harrison St- 700 blk 2 blocks from tracks

W. Virginia and Drake Street

Gregory Plaza Tot Lot and Fuller Los Gatos Creek Bridge

. Hummingbird Park

Word of Faith Church — immediately adjacent to tracks

o o
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'City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative, Greater Gardner, Nov 2007 Greater
Gardner Neighborhood Improvement Plan Amendment
2City of San Jose Strong Neighborhoods Initiative Greater Gardner Jan 2002 (original

plan)
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Section 3.16 Cultural Resources

Prehistoric Archeological Resources: Native American sites.

1. The Tamien triblet of the Ohlones resided throughout this area. A significant Native American
of Tamien Station, a partial archeological excavation was made at the time of the freeway and
LRT construction. The full extent of the burial site is not known.

a. How will CHSRA protect this site?

b. How will construction workers and equipment operators be trained to recognize when the
known site has been discovered?

c. How will they identify additional portions of the site?

d. How will construction schedules be designed so qualified archeological anthropologist may
examine and document the materials?

e. How much time will be set aside to document any new findings? How will the duration be
determined?

f. Will trained Native American representatives of the Ohlone tribe be on hand throughout earth
movement activities in this area? If not, how will they participate in the process?

2. The Willow Street crossing of the Guadalupe River was identified by the writings of the
earliest Spaniards as a significant Native American crossing of the Guadalupe River. Lands near
this crosging have a high nossihility of Native American artifacts or additional burial sites.

a. How will construction workers and equipment operators be trained to recognize when a site
has been discovered?

b. How will construction schedules be designed so qualified archeological anthropologist may
examine and document the materials?

¢. How much time will be set aside to document any new findings? How will the duration be
determined?

d. Will trained Native American representatives of the Ohlone tribe be on hand throughout earth

movement activities in this area? If not, how will they participate in the process?

3. The Guadalupe River forms the eastern boundary of the Greater Gardner Coalition (GGC)
Neighborhoods. Earliest maps and research papers analyzing early Spanish writings suggest that
land generally to the east of Delmas Avenue was a maze of rivulets, islands, willow stands, and
swamps. Historic Spanish writings describe the area as abundant in wildlife. Native American
sites are a possibility through this area.

a. How will construction workers and equipment operators be trained to recognize when a site
has been discovered?

b. How will construction schedules be designed so qualified archeological anthropologist may
examine and document the materials?

¢. How much time will be set aside to document any new findings? How will the duration be
determined?

d. Will trained Native American representatives of the Ohlone iribe be on hand throughout earth
movement activities in this area? If not, how will they participate in the process?
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Pre-historic Archeological Resources: Mammoths.

1. Bones of a pre-historic mammoth have been found in the stream bed of the Guadalupe River
north of San Jose airport. The area between roughly Delmas Avenue and the current Guadalupe
River channel was the historic trace of the the Guadalupe River, which was a year-round river
fed by springs at the time of Spanish discovery. Given the prior discovery, there 1s the possibility
of finding similar remains in this area.

a. How will construction workers and equipment operators be trained to recognize when
prehistoric animal remains been discovered?

b. How will construction schedules be designed so qualified archeological paleontologist may
examine and document the materials?

¢. How much time will be set aside to document any new findings? How will the duration be
determined?

d. Which agency or organization will evaluate the materials for significance?

Historic Archeoloagical Resources: Chinese camps.

1. The Greater Gardner Coalition (GGC) Neighborhoods straddle City of San Jose’s Pueblo
Lands and Rancho San Juan Bautista. During the Early American period, these lands were
acquired by a few settlers, cleared of Willow trees and farmed. Historic State agricultural reports
and newspaper articles describe the hops plantings and the initiation of the silk industry on these
lands. A silk factory was located between Fuller and Riverside Avenues. Many workers were
required for the silk industry and Chinese workers were preferred. State agricultural reports
suggest that the crews lived on the lands, rather than commuting from San Jose’s Chinatowns. In
the 1870s the stlk industry collapsed and the properties reverted to the Odd Fellows Savings
Bank of San Francisco. Some Chinese workers stayed to work on local farms and operate a
Chinese Laundry on Willow Street. Census records suggest there were many Chinese households
within the area, with at least one man taking the last name of Coe; Coe was a major property
owner who lost property with the silk industry collapse. Based on these various records, some
believe there may be relics from a large 1870s Chinese camp in the GGC neighborhoods.

a. How will construction workers and equipment operators be trained to recognize when a site
has been discovered?

b. How will construction schedules be designed so qualified archeological anthropologist may
examine and document the materials?

¢. How much time will be set aside to document any new findings? How will the duration be
determined?

d. Which agency or organization will be responsible for determining whether artifacts are
significant prior to further disturbing the iocation?

Cultural Resources: Historic Buildings

1. The San Jose Redevelopment Agency Strong Neighborhood Initiative Greater Gardner
Strategic Plan 2002, revised 2007 used a community process, approved by the City Council of
Sain Jose, and ideniified goals tor the GGC Neighborhoods. Among the top ten goals, Goal 5
identified preservation of the historic properties and GGC’s historic context as critical to
improving the blighted conditions within the neighborhoods. One component of the goal is a
plan to conduct a historic survey in preparation for creating a possible historic conservation
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district. Within a historic conservation district, individual properties may not qualify for State or
National register, but are contributing structures to the context of the conservation area.

The GGC Neighborhoods were a unified neighborhood until sliced by the Southem Pacific
ROW, completed in 1936, Most homes in the neighborhood were constructed between 1880 and
1930 with architecture representative of each decade.

a.. How will CHSRA coordinate with City of San Jose the identification and evaluation of
historic properties within the Greater Gardner and the nexus of the High Speed Rail right of
way?

b. How wiil hisioric evaluaiors be sclecied?

c. Will consultants with knowledge of the unique history of San Jose, GGC neighborhoods, and
local historic resources receive hiring preference over those without this knowledge or
resources?

d. What metrics will the CHSRA use to determine the level of environmental significance of
propeitics thal are identificd as qualified [or the City of San Jose’s hiusioric nventory bul nioi for
the Federal or State registers?

e. What distance from the ROW will be used to consider historic buildings? How was this
distance selected?

f. If a structure is 1dentified as qualified for the State or National register, what range of

appeal process will be available?

g . If a structure 1s identified as eligible for the city’s historic inventory or as a candidate for city
landmark status, what range of mitigations for loss or damage will be offered? What agency will
determine the mitigation? What appeal process will be available?

h. Tf a structure is identified as important for maintaining the context of the a conservation
district, but not individually important, i.e. a contributing structure, what range of mitigations
will be offered? What agency will determine the mitigation? What appeal process will be
available?

2. Historic homes in the GGC Neighborhoods were primarily built prior o 1930. Most walls are
constructed of plaster and lath. Many have stucco exteriors. Dimensions of windows and doors
are not the same as contemporary construction. Woodwork was custom milled by artisans and
craftsmen. Some have feature windows or leaded glass. Considering the possible impacts of
construction (e.g. pile driving, vibration of equipment, etc.) on these historic homes:

a. what distance from the HSR ROW will qualify for mitigations/repairs?

b. what mitigation repairs will be offered to homes within the nexus of the ROW?

c. Will damage to foundations, stucco, and plaster and lath walls be covered?

d. Will the mitigations offered vary according to the age, the historic category?

e. Will mitigation repairs be with custom made and like materials, or will property owners be
required to accept modern replacements, e.g.. dry wall, new window or door dimensions, plain
(not feature) window panes, or manufactured trim?

f. What levels of proof will be required of property owners?

g. What agency will make the determination?

h. What appeal process will be available?
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3. Considering the long-term effects of the operation of HST, e.g. vibration, noise, etc.

a. What distance from the HSR ROW will qualify for mitigations/repairs?

b. what mitigation repairs will be offered to homes within the nexus of the ROW?

c. Will damage to foundations, stucco, and plaster and lath walls be covered?

d. Wili the mitigations offered vary according to the age, the historic category’

e. Will mitigation repairs be with custom made and like materials, or will property owners be
required to accept modem replacements, e.g.. dry wall, new window or door dimensions, plain
(not feature) window panes, or manufactured trim?

f. What levels of proof will be required of property owners?

¢. What agency will make ibe determination?

h. What appeal process will be available?

4. Considering the noise of the HST operation:

a. Within what distance from the HSR ROW will properties qualify for mitigations?

b What appeal process is available for those bevond those distances?

c. What types of sound-proofing will be offered so that historic homes will maintain their historic
integrity?

d. Will the types of sound-proofing vary according to whether the structure is eligible for the
National or State registers, City Landmark, City Historic inventory, or contributing structure?

e. What metrics will be used to determine whether the impacts will constifute a “taking”?

5. If a home built before W. W II is identified as in the path of the new ROW:

a. What structure relocation options will be offered?

b. How will those options contribute to the GGC Strategic Goal #5 to maintain and preserve the
historic context of the neighborhood?

¢. How will the relocation options vary based on the age of the property, structural design, and
whether it qualifies for the National or State register, City landmark status, City historic
inventory or contributing structure to a future conservation district.

d. If the property owner declines to relocate the structure, what actions will CHSRA take to
ensure that the historic structural resource is not lost to the Greater Gardner Neighborhoods and
the City of San Jose at large?

6.. Considering that a portion of the GGC neighborhoods have been identified at risk of blighted
conditions,

a. To what extent will the impacts of the High Speed Rail increase the risk of blight?

b. How will increased risk of biight place the historic properties at greater risk?

c. What metrics will be used to identify this level of risk and its environmental significance?

d. How was this metric selected?

Cultural Resources: Historic Structures and Features

The SPRR grade separators were constructed between 1934 and 1936. The structures were
distinctive and representative of industrial architectural of the time neriod. Each contained 2
SPRR medallion. They provide a historic context to the ROW which bifurcated the GGC
Neighborhoods.
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1. The grade separator at Delmas Avenue within GGC neighborhoods retains the original 1934-
36 architecture and Southern Pacitic RR medallions.

a. How will the CHSRA work to retain design features of this structure?

b. If the overpass must be replaced, will CHSRA use a design that is reminiscent of the original?
If not, why not? I a modern design is installed, how will the modern design contribute to the
historic context of the neighborhood?

¢. How will the Southern Pacific medallions be removed, protected, and stored during
construction?

d. Will the SPRR medallions be re-installed on the grade separators? If not replaced, why not?
€. if not reinstailed, what mitigation wiil be offered for the ioss of this beloved histotic resource
and its context?

2. Several of the grade separators south of Diridon Station have the original Southern Pacific RR
medallions.

a. Will these medallions he re-installed on the prade separators?

b. How will these SPRR medallions be removed, protected, and stored during construction?

c. If these medallions will not be reinstalled, why not?

d. If they are not reinstalled, what mitigations will be offered for the loss of these beloved
historic resources?
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3.16 Section 4(f) and 6(f) Resources (Public Parks and Recreation)

“Section 6(f) directs DOI to ensure that replacement lands of equal (monetary),
location, and usefulness are provided as conditions to such conversions.
Consequently, where such conversions of Section 6(f) lands are proposed for
transportation projects, replacement lands must be provided.”

“California statues similarly require replacement lands....a public agency that
acquires public parkland for nonpark use nust either pay compensation that is
sufficient to acquire substantially equivalent substitute parkland or provide substitite
parkland or comparable characteristics.” (Program Level EIR, pg. 3.16-2)

There are four existing parks through the Greater Gardner neighborhoods, one school
with grounds used as a park and two proposed parks which could be impacted by the
proposed HSR route through the Greater Gardner neighborhood. Please evaluate the
possibility of replacing or expanding park area along Fuller Avenue in conjunction with
an underground configuration. The lack of open space within the neighborhood is one of
the challenges cited in the Greater Gardner Plan 2002 (revised 2007).

The park which will be most directly impacted by the proposed HSR route is Fuller Park
which lies between Fuller Avenue and the existing Caltrain Tracks. After many years of
work, this park has recently been completed at a cost of $850,000. Immediately adjacent
to the Caltrain ROW are large old growth evergreens that provide aesthetics, habitat
(including Raptors), shade and some noise mitigation - an incredible sense of tranquility
to a busy neighborhood. Please evaluate the varying impacts (in terms of property, noise,
vibration, aesthetics and usability) on the park which would result from a train alignment
in each these 5 alignments: at grade, elevated, in a trench or underground, and bypassing
the Greater Gardner neighborhoods, including loss of use of park during construction. If
Fuller Park or parts of it are lost to provide a path for the HSR, what compensation to the
neighborhood will be provided since there is not comparable open space available within
the neighborhood? If removal of trees becomes necessary, what form of mitigation will
be offered for all impacts? If there is no comparable open space on which to create a
replacement park, does this become an issue of Environmental Justice? If parts of Fuller
Park are lost to the HSR path, please list all measures possible to create beautification for
a possible sound wall and remaining parts of the park. What will be the time frame for
creating these measures and how will the community be notified and involved? What
will be the appeals process?

Biebrach Park is the largest and most heavily used neighborhood park. Significant recent
improvements including new community center, rebuilt pool, fencing, childrens play
area, bathrooms etc. cost upwards of $8 million. It is within one block north of the
current Caltrain track. It includes a heavily used community center, soccer field and
swimming pool, and tot lot. Taking into account the unstable soils in the neighborhood as
documented in the Greater Gardner Plan 2002 (rev 2007), please evaluate especially with
regards to noise, vibrations, and usability the varying impacts on the park and swimming
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pool which would result from a train alignment in each of these five aligniments: at
grade, elevated, in a trench or underground, or bypassing the Greater Gardner
neighborhoods, including loss of use during construction. Please list all measures
possible to mitigate the impacts for the five scenarios. Please also evaluate this in terms
of environmental justice issues,

Gregory Tot Lot 1s located in the far west corner of Gregory Plaza between Gregory
Street and the 1-280 sound wall. This park is heavily used and severely impacted by
freeway noise. Please evaluate especially with regards to noise and vibrations, the
varying impacts on the park which would result from a train alignment in each of these
five scenarios: at grade, elevated, in a trench or underground, and bypassing Greater
Gardner neighborhoods. Please list all measures possible to mitigate the impacts for the
five scenarios. Please also evaluate this in terms of environmental justice issues.

Hummingbird is located on the corner of Fisk and Bird. This park is heavily used.
Please evaluate especially with regards to noise and vibrations, the varying impacts on
the park which would result from a train alignment in each of these five scenarios: at
grade, elevated, in a trench or underground, and bypassing Greater Gardner
neighborhoods. Please list all measures possible to mitigate the impacts for the five
scenarios, Please also evaluate this in terms of environmental justice issues.

(Gardner Academy playing fields are heavily used by a children’s neighborhood soccer
league and baseball league. Please evaluate especially with regards to noise and
vibrations, the varying impacts on the park which would result from a train alignment in
each of these five scenarios. at grade, elevated, in a trench or underground, and
bypassing Greater Gardner neighborhood. Please list all measures possible to mitigate
the impacts for the five scenarios. Please alse evaluate this in terms of environmental
justice issues.

There is also an area within the Greater Gardner Neighborhoods on which neighbors wish
to build a park either for dog walking or a community garden: a city owned parcel which
runs along the railroad tracks between Harrison Street and Bird Avenue. This was first
identified in the Greater Gardner Plan of 2002 and reconfirmed in the 2007 revision. If
this parcel is needed by the HSR, please list all possible measures which could be taken
to mitigate the loss of open space on the neighborhood.

Finally, there is a parcel of land owned by the Joint Powers Authority between West
Virginia and Harrison Streets along the railroad track. This area has been used as a BMX
bike track by neighborhood children and viewed as a possible site for a community
garden. If this parcel is needed by the HSR, please list all possible measures which could
be taken to mitigate the loss of open space on the neighborhood.

In the Program-Level EIR, the only evaluative criteria used to assess impacts on parks
was distance from the proposed HSR train tracks. In the project-level EIR, please also
assess impact on parks in regards to noise and vibration, aesthetics and environmental
Justice issues. In the Greater Gardner Community, “portions of the neighborhood have
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been built in swamp fill .. (leading to) instabifity.” (Greater Gardner Neighborhoods
Improvement Plan, p19). Please investigate the increased vibrations resulting from the
unstable quality of the soils with soil studies specific to the Greater Gardner Area.

How will the community be informed about HSR plans impacting each of these 7
parkland areas? In what languages?

Who will be the public officials with whom the HSRA will consult (pg. 3.16-21) in order
to obtain concurrence about HSRA plans for the parklands in Greater Gardner? Will this
include Board Members from the Greater Gardner NAC? If not, why not? Will this
include the 2 city Council members for Greater Gardner? If not, why not?



Dear Mr. Dan Leavitt,

We live in the Greater Gardner Neighborhood of San Jose. We are Spanish speakers and like many residents of Gardner, we only fully understand
information in Spamish. We did not receive any outreach in Spanish prior to the scoping meeting or the Greater Gardner Neighborhood meeting..
There were no franslators available at either meeting. There are no Spanish language materials in print or on the website. The court reporter could
not take scoping questions in Spanish. There are no Spanish langnage materials at the Martin Luther King, Jr. Main Library of San Jose. We are
insulted and very upset and object to this exclusion.
We ask the following scoping questions:

How will Spanish speakers obtain copies of the various draft reports?

How will you be sure that Spanish speakers like us receive information before each of the next meetings?

How will Spanish speakers get translated power point matenials?

What form of translation will be available at the meetings?

Will translation be simultaneous with FM receivers or Alternating Spanish and English
Thank you in advance for making these necessary changes.
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Dear Mr. Dan Leavitt,

We live in the Greater Gardner Neighborhood of San Jose. We are Spanish speakers and like many residents of Gardner, we only fully understand
mformation in Spanish. We did not receive any outreach in Spanish prior to the scoping meeting or the Greater Gardner Neighborhood meeting.
There were no translators available at either meeting. There are no Spanish language materials in print or on the website. The court reporter could
not take scoping questions in Spanish. There are no Spanish language materials at the Martin Luther King, Jr. Main Library of San Jose. We are
insuited and very upset and object to this exclusion.
We ask the following scoping questions:

How will Spanish speakers obtain copies of the various draft reports?

How will you be sure that Spanish speakers like us receive information before each of the next meetings?

How will Spanish speakers get translated power point materials?

What form of translation will be available at the mectings?

Will translation be simultaneous with FM receivers or Alternating Spanish and English
Thanl you in advance for making these necessary changes.
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Dear Mr. Dan Leaviit,

We live in the Greater Gardner Neighborhood of San Jose. We are Spanish speakers and like many residents of Gardner, we only fully understand
information in Spanish. We did not receive any outreach in Spanish prior to the scoping meeting or the Greater Gardner Neighborhood meeting.
There were no translators available at either meeting. There are no Spanish language materials in print or on the website. The court reporter could
not take scoping questions in Spanish. There are no Spanish Janguage materials at the Martin Luther King, Jr. Main Library of San u ose. Weare
insulted and very upset and object to this exclusion.
We ask the following scoping questions:

How will Spanish speakers obtain copies of the various draft reports?

How will you be sure that Spanish speakers like us receive mnformation before each of the next meetings?

How will Spanish speakers get translated power point materials?

What form of translation will be available at the meetings?

Will translation be simultaneous with FM receivers or Alternating Spanish and English
Thank you in m%mnoo for making these necessary changes.
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Dear Mr. Dan Leavitt,

We live in the Greater Gardner Neighborhood of San Jose. We are Spanish speakers and like many residents of Gardner, we only fully understand
information in Spanish. We did not receive any outreach in Spanish prior to the scoping meeting or the Greater Gardner Neighborhood meeting. -
There were no translators available at either meeting. There are no Spanish language materials in print or on the website. The court reporter could
not take scoping questions in Spanish. There are no Spanish language materials at the Martin Luther King, Jr. Main Library of San Jose. We are
insulted and very upset and object to this exclusion.
We ask the following scoping questions:

How will Spanish speakers obtain copies of the various draft reports?

How will you be sure that Spanish speakers like us receive information before each of the next meetings?

How will Spanish speakers get translated power point materials?

What form of translation will be available at the meetings?

Will translation be simultaneous with FM receivers or Alternating Spanish and English

“Thank you in advance for making these necessary changes.
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Dear Mr. Dan Leavitt,

We live in the Greater Gardner Coalition Neighborhoods of San Jose. We are Spanish speakers and like many residents of Gardner, we only fully
understand information in Spanish. We did not receive any outreach in Spanish prior to the scoping meeting or the Greater Gardner Neighborhood
meeting. There were no translators available at either meeting. There are no Spanish language materials in print or on the website. The court
reporter could not take scoping questions in Spanish. There are no Spanish language materials at the Martin Luther King, Jr. Main Library of San
Jose. We are insulted and very upset and object to this exclusion.
We ask the following scoping questions:

How will Spanish speakers obtain copies of the various draft reports?

How will you be sure that Spanish speakers like us receive information before each of the next meetings?

How will Spanish speakers get translated power point materials?

What form of translation will be available at the meetings?

Will translation be simultaneous with FM receivers or Alternating Spanish and English
Thank you in advance for making these necessary changes.
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Dear Mr. Dan Leavitt,

We live in the Greater Gardner Coalition Neighborhoods of San Jose. We are Spanish speakers and like many residents of Gardner, we only fully
understand information in Spanish. We did not receive any outreach in Spanish prior to the scoping meeting or the Greater Gardner Neighborhood
meeting. There were no translators available at either meeting. There are no Spanish language materials in print or on the website. The court
reporter could not take scoping questions in Spanish. There are no Spanish language materials at the Martin Luther King, Jr. Main Library of San

Jose. We are insulted and very upset and object to this exclusion.

We ask the following scoping questions:

How will Spanish speakers obtain copies of the various draft reports?

How will you be sure that Spanish speakers like us receive information before each of the next meetings?
How will Spanish speakers get translated power point materials?

What form of translation will be available at the meetings?
Will translation be simultaneous with FM receivers or Alternating Spanish and English

Thank you in advance for making these necessary changes.

i AT T - :
U S mikit & \d .@.ﬂ?ﬂ =

Address (Please print legibly) A 3 (Bresw A ST

First & Last Name(Please print legibly)

Signature " )

Distance from Current Train Track

e

First & Last Name(Please print legibly)

Address (Please print legibly)

o |

Signature F, h.mlu\_. ¢ 0 CTD Mr_m,_ (e

\/

W.Irmwuu Palm s

Distance from Current Train Track

First & Last Name(Please print legibly)

Address (Please print legibly)

Signature ﬂ/m/omu e __ND IO

WS Par k. cwe aft HE

>>>,\\§>6n\m Wlo~ Lt we 2o

First & Last Name(Please print legibly)

Distance from Current Train Track
Sy qs0es

RS Watnev Yue

Address (Please print legibly)

Signature “DQ& G VG bm& pd

BT Naviiss fus

Distance from Current Train Track




Dear Mr. Dan Leavitt,

We live in the Greater Gardner Coalition Neighborhoods of San Jose. We are Spanish speakers and like many residents of Gardner, we only fully
understand information in Spanish. We did not receive any outreach in Spanish prior to the scoping meeting or the Greater Gardner Neighborhood
meeting. There were no translators available at either meeting. There are no Spanish language materials in print or on the website. The court
reporter could not take scoping questions in Spanish. There are no Spanish language materials at the Martin Luther King, Jr. Main Library of San
Jose. We are insulted and very upset and object to this exclusion.
We ask the following scoping questions:

How will Spanish speakers obtain copies of the various draft reports?

How will you be sure that Spanish speakers like us receive information before each of the next meetings?

How will Spanish speakers get translated power point materials?

What form of translation will be available at the meetings?

Will transtation be simultaneous with FM receivers or Alternating Spanish and English
Thank you in advance for making these necessary changes.
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Dear Mr. Dan Leavitt,

We live in the Greater Gardner Coalition Neighborhoods of San Jose. We are Spanish speakers and like many residents of Gardner, we only fully
understand information in Spanish. We did not receive any outreach in Spanish prior to the scoping meeting or the Greater Gardner Neighborhood
meeting. There were no translators available at either meeting. There are no Spanish language materials in print or on the website. The court
reporter could not take scoping questions in Spanish. There are no Spanish language materials at the Martin Luther King, Jr. Main Library of San
Jose. We are insulted and very upset and object to this exclusion.

We ask the following scoping questions:

How will Spanish speakers obtain copies of the various draft reports?
How will you be sure that Spanish speakers like us receive information before each of the next meetings?
How will Spanish speakers get translated power point materials?

What form of translation will be available at the meetings?

Will translation be simultaneous with FM receivers or Alternating Spanish and English

Thank you in advance for making these necessary changes.
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Dear Mr. Dan Leavitt,

We live in the Greater Gardner Coalition Neighborhoods of San Jose. We are Spanish speakers and like many residents of Gardner, we only fully
understand information in Spanish. We did not receive any outreach in Spanish prior to the scoping meeting or the Greater Gardner Neighborhood
meeting. There were no translators available at either meeting. There are no Spanish language materials in print or on the website. The court
reporter could not take scoping questions in Spanish. There are no Spanish language materials at the Martin Luther King, Jr. Main Library of San
Jose. We are insulted and very upset and object to this exclusion,
We ask the following scoping questions:

How will Spanish speakers obtain copies of the various draft reports?

How will you be sure that Spanish speakers like us receive information before each of the next meetings?

How will Spanish speakers get translated power point materials?

What form of translation will be available at the meetings?

Will translation be simultaneous with FM receivers or Alternating Spanish and English
Thank you in advance for making these necessary changes.
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Dear Mr. Dan Leavitt,

We live in the Greater Gardner Coalition Neighborhoods of San Jose. We are Spanish speakers and like many residents of Gardner, we only fully
understand information in Spanish. We did not receive any outreach in Spanish prior to the scoping meeting or the Greater Gardner Neighborhood
meeting. There were no translators available at either meeting. There are no Spanish language materials in print or on the website. The court
reporter could not take scoping questions in Spanish. There are no Spanish language materials at the Martin Luther King, Jr. Main Library of San
Jose. We are insulted and very upset and object to this exclusion.
We ask the following scoping questions:

How will Spanish speakers obtain copies of the various draft reports?

How will you be sure that Spanish speakers like us receive information before each of the next meetings?

How will Spanish speakers get translated power point materials?

What form of translation will be available at the meetings?

Will translation be simultaneous with FM receivers or Alternating Spanish and English
Thank you in advance for making these necessary changes.
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Dear Mr. Dan Leavitt,

We live in the Greater Gardner Coalition Neighborhoods of San Jose. We are Spanish speakers and like many residents of Gardner, we only fully
understand information in Spanish. We did not receive any outreach in Spanish prior to the scoping meeting or the Greater Gardner Neighborhood
meeting. There were no translators available at either meeting. There are no Spanish language materials in print or on the website. The court
reporter could not take scoping questions in Spanish. There are no Spanish language materials at the Martin Luther King, Jr. Main Library of San
Jose. We are insulted and very upset and object to this exclusion.

We ask the following scoping questions:

How will Spanish speakers obtain copies of the various draft reports?

How will you be sure that Spanish speakers like us receive information before each of the next meetings?

How will Spanish speakers get translated power point materials?

What form of translation will be available at the meetings?

Will translation be simultaneous with FM receivers or Alternating Spanish and English

Thank you in advance for making these necessary changes.

Sandie Mardon
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Dear Mr. Dan Leavitt,

We live in the Greater Gardner Coalition Neighborhoods of San Jose. We are Spanish speakers and like many residents of Gardner, we only fully
understand information in Spanish. We did not receive any outreach in Spanish prior to the scoping meeting or the Greater Gardner Neighborhood
meeting. There were no translators available at either meeting. There are no Spanish language materials in print or on the website. The court
reporter could not take scoping questions in Spanish. There are no Spanish language materials at the Martin Luther King, Jr. Main Library of San
Jose. We are insulted and very upset and object to this exclusion.
We ask the following scoping questions:

How will Spanish speakers obtain copies of the various draft reports?

How will you be sure that Spanish speakers like us receive information before each of the next meetings?

How will Spanish speakers get translated power point materials?

What form of translation will be available at the meetings?

Will translation be simultaneous with FM receivers or Alternating Spanish and English
Thank you in advance for making these necessary changes.
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Dear Mr. Dan Leavitt,

We live in the Greater Gardner Neighborhood of San Jose. We are Spanish speakers and like many residents of Gardner, we only fully understand
information in Spanish. We did not receive any outreach in Spanish prior to the scoping meeting or the Greater Gardner Neighborhood meeting. -
There were no translators available at either meeting. There are no Spanish language materials in print or on the website. The court reporter could
not take scoping questions in Spanish. There are no Spanish Janguage materials at the Martin Luther King, Jr. Main Library of San Jose. We are
insulted and very upset and object to this exclusion. _
We ask the following scoping questions:

How will Spanish speakers obtain copies of the various draft reports?

How will you be sure that Spanish speakers like us receive information before each of the next meetings?

How will Spanish speakers get translated power point materials?

What form of translation will be available at the meetings?

Will translation be simultaneous with FM receivers or Altemating Spanish and English
Thank you in advance for making these necessary changes.
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Querido Seffor Dan Leavitt,

Vivimos en los vecindarios de la Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que hablamos Epa#ol y como tantos otros
residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna informacion en Espag#ol
anterior a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner.Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No hay material en Espa#ol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotros. El reportero de la corte no pudo tomar preguntas de
competencia en Espa#ol. No hay material en Espa#ol en |a libreria principal de San Jose, Martin _.S:Q. King, Jr. Nos sentimos muy
insultados y enojados y oEmﬁom de exclusion.

Tenemos las siguientes preguntas de competencia:
» Como las personas que solamente hablan Espa#ol pueden obtener copias de los diferentes bosquejos?
> Como usted se asegurara que nosotros, los hispano-parlantes recibiremos la informacion antes de cada junta?
» Como los hispano-parlanes tendremos el material traducido al mmvm%o_q
» Que tipo de traduccion habra disponible en las juntas?
» Habra traduccion simultanea con recividores FM o alternando Esp#ol e Ingles?

Gracias adelantadas por hacer los cambio necesarios
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vineacio Sedtor Dan Leavitt,

vivimos en los vecindarios de la Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que hablamos Epa#ol y como tantos afros
regidentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente enlendemos informacion =n ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna informacion an Espafio
anterior a la junta de competencia y a la junta dal vecindario del Gran Gardner Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No hay matearial en Espa#ol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotras. El reportera de la corie no pudo fomar preguntes de
competencia en Espa#tol. No hay material en Espa#ol en la librena principal de San Jose, Martin Luther King, Jr Nos sentimos muy

insultados y encjados y abjelos de exclusion.

Tenemos las siguientes preguntas de competencia

» Nue tipo de traduccion habra disponible =n ias juntas?

Giracias adelantadas por lacer los cambio necesanos
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Querido Seffor Dan Leavitt,

Vivimos en los vecindarios de la Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que hablamos Epa#ol y como tantos otros
residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna informacion en Espa#ol
anterior a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner.Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No hay material en Espa#ol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotros. El reportero de la corte no pudo tomar pregunfas de
competencia en Espa#ol. No hay material en Espa#ol en la libreria principal de San Jose, Martin Luther King, Jr. Nos sentimos muy
insultados y enojados y objetos de exclusion.

Tenemos las siguientes preguntas de competencia:

Como las personas que solamente hablan Espa#ol pueden obtener copias de los diferentes bosquejos?

Como usted se asegurara que nosotros, los hispanc-parlantes recibiremos la informacion antes de cada junta?
Como los hispano-parlanes tendremos el material traducido al Espa#ol?

Que tipo de traduccion habra disponible en las juntas?

Habra traduccion simultanea con recividores FM o alternando Esp#ol e Ingles?

VVVYVY

Gracias adelantadas por hacer los cambio necesarios
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Querido Seftor Dan Leavitt,

Vivimos en los vecindarios de la Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que hablamos Epa#ol y como tantos ofros
residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna informacion en Espa#ol
anterior a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner.Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No hay material en Espa#ol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotros. El reportero de la corte no pudo tomar preguntas de
competencia en Espa#ol. No hay material en Espa#ol en la libreria principal de San Jose, Martin Luther King, Jr. Nos sentimos muy
insultados y encjados y objetos de exclusion.

Tenemos las siguientes preguntas de competencia:
> Como las personas que solamente hablan Espa#ol pueden obtener copias de los diferentes bosquejos?
» Como usted se asegurara que nosotros, los hispano-parlantes recibiremos la informacion antes de cada junta?
» Como los hispano-parianes tendremos el material traducido al Espa#ol?
» Que tipo de traduccion habra disponible en las juntas?
> Habra traduccion simultanea con recividores FM o alternando Esp#ol e Ingles?

Gracias adelantadas por hacer los cambio necesatrios
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Querido Settor Dan Leavitt,

Vivimos en los vecindarios de la Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que hablamos Epa#ol y como tantos otros

residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna informacion en Espa#ol
anterior a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner.Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No hay material en Espa#ol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotros. El reportero de la corte no pudo tomar preguntas de

competencia en Espa#ol. No hay material en Espa#ol en la libreria principal de San Jose, Martin Luther King, Jr. Nos sentimos muy
insultados y encjados y objetos de exclusion.

Tenemos las siguientes preguntas de competencia:

> Como las personas gue solamente hablan Espa#ol pueden obtener copias de los diferentes bosquejos?

» Como usted se asegurara gue nosotros, los hispano-parlantes recibiremos la informacion antes de cada junta?
VOoBo_om:_mvm:o-vmlm:mm»m:aﬁmﬁ:omm_:,_mﬁm:m_:macoaom_mmnm%o_w
V
V

Que tipo de traduccion habra disponible en las juntas?

Habra traduccion simultanea con recividores FM o alternando Esp#ol e Ingles?

Gracias adelantadas por hacer los omBU_o necesarios
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Querido Se#or Dan Leavitt,

Vivimos en los vecindarios de la Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que hablamos Epa#ol y como tantos otros
residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna informacion en Espa#ol

anterior a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner.Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las

juntas. No hay material en Espa#ol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotros. El reportero de la corte no pudo tomar preguntas de
competencia en Espa#ol. No hay material en Espa#ol en la libreria principal de San Jose, Martin Luther King, Jr. Nos sentimos muy

insultados y enojados y objetos de exclusion.

Tenemos las siguientes pregunfas de competencia:

VVVVY

Gracias adelantadas por hacer los cambio necesarios

Como las personas que solamente hablan Espa#ol pueden obtener copias de los diferentes bosquejos?

Como usted se asegurara que nosotros, los hispano-parlantes recibiremos la informacion antes de cada junta?
Como los hispano-parlanes tendremos el material traducido al Espa#ol?

Que tipo de traduccion habra disponible en las juntas?

Habra traduccion simultanea con recividores FM o alternando Esp#ol e Ingles?
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Querido mm#oﬂ. Um: Leavift,

Vivimos en los vecindarios de la Coalicion del OB: Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que :mv_mBOm mvm#om ¥ como tantos otros

residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna informacion en mmvm%o_
anterior a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner. Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las

juntas. No hay material en Espa#ol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotros. El reportero de la corte no pudo tomar preguntas de
competencia en Espaffol. No hay material en Espa#ol en la libreria principal de' San Jose, Martin- _.cﬁ:mﬁ _AS@_ ,:, Zom mm:ﬁ_BOm muy

insultados y enojados y oEmﬁom de exclusion.

Tenemos las mﬁ:mmamm preguntas de competencia:

VVVVYY

Gracias adelantadas por hacer los cambio necesarios

Como las personas que solamente hablan Espa#ol pueden obtener copias de los diferentes bosquejos?

Como usted se asegurara que nosotros, los hispano-parlantes recibiremaes la informacion antes de cada junta?
Como los hispano-parlanes tendremos el material traducido al Espa#ol? :
Que tipo de traduccion habra disponible en las juntas?

Habra traduccion simultanea con recividores FM o alternando Esp#ol e Ingles?

Nombre y apellido (imprima legible) Direccion
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Querido Settor Dan Leavitt,

Vivimos en los vecindarios de la Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que hablamos mv,_m%o_ <_n030 tantos otros

residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna informacion en mmum%o_.
anterior a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner. Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No hay material en Espaffol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotros. El reportero de la corte no pudo tomar preguntas de

competencia en Espa#ol. No hay material en Espa#ol en la libreria principal de San Jose, Martin- _.539 _AS@ % ZOm mm:nBOm muy

insultados y enojados y oEmﬁom de exclusion.

Tenemos las m_@c_m:_ﬂmm preguntas de competencia:
» Como las personas que solamente hablan Espa#ol pueden obtener copias de los a_ﬁmﬁm:ﬁmm bosquejos?
Como usted se asegurara que nosotros, los hispano-parlantes recibiremos la informacion antes de cada junta?

Que tipo de traduccion habra disponible en las juntas?

>
»> Como los hispano-parlanes tendremos el material traducido al Espa#ol?
>
>

Habra ﬁ_,macoo_o: simultanea con recividores FM o alternando Esp#ol e _:@_mmo

Gracias adelantadas por hacer los cambio necesarios
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Dc.mzao Setfor Dan Leavitt,

Vivimos en los vecindarios de la Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que hablamos Epa#ol y como tantos ofros
residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna informacion en Espa#ol
anterior a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner.Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No hay material en Espa#ol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotros. El reportero de la corte no pudo tomar preguntas de
competencia en Espa#ol. No hay material en Espa#ol en la libreria principal de San Jose, Martin Luther King, Jr. Nos sentimos muy

insultados y enojados y objetos de exclusion.

Tenemos las m_@c_m:ﬁmm preguntas de competencia:

Que tipo de traduccion habra disponible en las juntas?

YVVVVY

Gracias adelantadas por hacer los cambio necesarios

Como las personas que solamente hablan Espa#ol pueden obtener copias de los diferentes bosquejos?
Como usted se asegurara que nosotros, los hispano-parlantes recibiremos la informacion antes de cada junta?
Como los hispanoc-parianes tendremos el material traducido al Espa#ol?

Habra traduccion simultanea con recividores FM o alternando Esp#ol e Ingles?
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Querido Se#or Dan Leavitt,

Vivimos en los vecindarios de la Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que hablamos Epa#ol y como tantos otros
residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna informacion en Espa#ol
anterior a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner.Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No hay material en Espa#ol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotros. El reportero de la corte no pudo tomar preguntas de
competencia en Espa#ol. No hay material en Espa#ol en la libreria principal de San Jose, Martin Luther King, Jr. Nos sentimos muy
insultados y enojados y objetos de exclusion.

Tenemos las siguientes preguntas de competencia:

Como las personas que solamente hablan Espa#ol pueden obtener copias de los diferentes bosquejos?

Como usted se asegurara que nosotros, los hispano-parlantes recibiremos la informacion antes de cada junta?
Como los hispano-parlanes tendremos el material traducido al Espa#ol?

Que tipo de traduccion habra disponible en las juntas?

Habra traduccion simultanea con recividores FM o alternando Esp#ol e Ingles?

VVVVYY

Gracias adelantadas por hacer los cambio necesarios

Nombre y apellido (imprima legible) Direccion
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Querido Se#or Dan Leavitt,

Vivimos en los vecindarios de la Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que hablamos Epa#ol y como tantos otros
residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna informacion en Espa#ol
anterior a la junta de competencia y a [a junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner.Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de [as
juntas. No hay material en Espa#ol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotros. El reportero de la corte no pudo tomar preguntas de
competencia en Espa#ol. No hay material en Espa#fol en la __U_.m:m principal de San Jose, Martin Luther King, Jr. Nos sentimos muy
insultados y enojados y objetos de exclusion.

Tenemos las siguientes preguntas de competencia:
» Como las personas que solamente hablan Espa#ol pueden oEm:mﬁ copias de |os diferentes bosquejos?
> Como usted se asegurara gue nosotros, los hispano-parlantes recibiremos la informacion antes de cada junta?
> Como los hispano-parlanes tendremos el material traducido al Espa#ol?
> Que tipo de traduccion habra disponible en las juntas?
» Habra traduccion simultanea con recividores FM o alternando Esp#ol e Ingles?

Gracias adelantadas por hacer los cambio necesarios
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Querido Se#or Dan Leavitt,

Vivimos en los vecindarios de la Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que hablamos Epa#ol y como tantos ofros
residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna informacion en Espa#ol
anterior a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner.Tampoca habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No hay material en Espa#ol ni impreso ni en |a red disponible para nosotros. El reportero de la corte no pudo tomar preguntas de

competencia en Espa#ol. No hay material en Espa#ol en la libreria principa
insulfados y enojados y objetos de exclusion.

Tenemos las siguientes pregunias de competiencia:
>
» Como usied se asegurara que nosotros, los hispano-parlantes recibi
>
» Que tipo de traduccion habra disponible en las juntas?
>

Gracias adelantadas por hacer los cambio necesarios

I de San Jose, Martin Luther King, Jr. Nos sentimos muy

Como las personas que solamente hablan Espa#ol pueden obtener copias de los diferentes bosquejos?

remos la informacion antes de cada junta?

Como los hispano-parlanes tendremos el material traducido al Espa#ol?

Habra traduccion simultanea con recividores FM o alternando Esp#ol e Ingles?
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Oc@.zao Seftor Dan Leavitt,

Vivimos en los vecindarios de la Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que hablamos Epa#ol y como tantos otros
residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna informacion en Espa#ol
anterior a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner.Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No hay material en Espa#ol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotros. E! reportero de la corte no pudo tomar preguntas de
competencia en Espa#ol. No hay material en Espa#ol en la libreria principal de"San Jose, Martin: _;E:Q x_:@_ ,:. zOm mm:ﬁ_aom muy
insultados y enojados y oEmﬁom de exclusion. B

Tenemos las mﬁc_m:.ﬂmm preguntas de competencia:

Como las personas que solamente hablan Espa#ol pueden obtener copias de los diferentes bosquejos?
Como usted se asegurara que nosotros, los hispano-parlantes recibiremos la informacion antes de cada junta?
Como los hispanoc-parlanes tendremos el material traducido al Espa#ol?

Que tipo de traduccion habra disponible en las juntas? .
Habra traduccion simultanea con recividores FM o alternando Esp#ol e Ingles?

YVVVVY

Gracias adelantadas por hacer los cambio necesarios

Nombre y apellido (imprima legible) E . y Direccion
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Querido Seffor Dan Leavitt,

Vivimos en los <mo_:n_m:om de la Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que hablamos mnm%o_ y ooBo tantos otros

residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna informacion en Espa#ol
anterfor a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner.Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No hay material en Espatol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotros. El reportero de la corte no pudo tomar preguntas de
competencia en Espa#ol. No hay material en Espa#ol en la libreria principal de' San Jose, Martin: _.E:mﬁ _A_:m ,: zom mm::Som muy

insultados y enojados y o_u_mﬁom de exclusion.

Tenemos las mw@cﬂmamm preguntas de competencia:

YVVVY

Gracias adelantadas por hacer los cambio necesarios

Como las personas que solamente hablan Espat#fol pueden obtener copias de los diferentes bosquejos?

Como usted se asegurara que nosotros, los hispano-parlantes recibiremos la informacion antes de cada junta?
Como los hispano-parlanes tendremos el material traducido al mmvm#o_o

Que tipo de traduccion habra disponible en las juntas?

Habra traduccion simultanea con recividores FM o alternando mmv%o_ e _:@_mmo
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Querido Seffor Dan Leavitt,

Vivimos en los vecindarios de [a Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que hablamos mvm%o_ y como tantos otros .
residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna _:_no_.:\_mo_o: en Espa#ol
anterior a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner. Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No hay material en Espa#ol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotros. El reportero de la corte no pudo tomar preguntas de
competencia en Espa#ol. No hay material en Espa#ol en |4 libreria principal de' San Jose, Martin- _.E:m_. sz, f: zom mm::BOm muy
insultados y enojados y oEmﬁom de exclusion. o

Tenemos las m_m:_m:ﬁmm preguntas de compeiencia:

» Como las personas gue solamente hablan Espa#ol pueden obtener copias de los Q;maamm bosquejos?

» Como usted se asegurara que nosotros, los hispano-parlantes recibiremos la informacion antes de cada junta?

» Como los hispano-parlanes tendremos el material traducido al mmwm#o_o

> Que tipo de traduccion habra disponible en las juntas?

> Habra traduccion simuitanea con recividores FM o alternando Esp#ol e Ingles?
Gracias adelantadas por hacer los cambio necesarios
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Quuerido Seffor Dan Leavitt,

Vivimos en los vecindarios de la Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que :mU_mBOm mumﬁo_ y como tantos otros
residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna _:ﬁo::mo_o: en Espa#fol
anterior a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner.Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No hay material en Espa#ol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotros. El reportero de la corte no pudo-torar preguntas de
competencia en Espa#ol. No hay material en Espa#ol en la libreria principal de'San Jose, Martin- _lcﬁ:m_. x_:@, ,: zOm mm:ﬁ_Bom muy

insultados y enojados y oc_mﬁom de exclusion.

Tenemos las m_@c._m:ﬁmm preguntas de competencia:

VVVVYVY

Gracias adelantadas por hacer los cambio necesarios

Como las personas gue solamente hablan Espattol pueden obtener copias de los diferentes bosquejos?

Como usted se asegurara que nosotros, los hispano-parlantes recibiremos la informacion antes de cada junta?
Como los hispano-parlanes tendremos el material traducido al Espa#ol?

Que tipo de traduccion habra disponible en las juntas?
Habra traduccion simultanea con recividores FM o alternando mmU#o_ e _:@_mQV
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Querido Seftor Dan Leavitt,

Vivimos en los vecindarios de la Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que hablamos m_um%o_ y oo:,_o tantos ofros

residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna informacion en mmnm%o”
anterior a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner.Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No hay material en Espa#ol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotros. El reportero de la corte no ncao tomar preguntas de

competencia en Espa#ol. No hay material en Espa#ol en |a libreria principal de-San Jose, Martin _;5:9, _A_:@, ,:. ZOm mm:ﬁ_aom muy

insultados y encjados.y ogoﬁom de exclusion.

Tenemos las siguientes preguntas de ooBUmﬁm:o_m

VVYVVYY

Gracias adelantadas por hacer los cambio necesarios

Como las personas que solamente hablan Espa#ol pueden obtener copias de l0s a_ﬁma:ﬁmm bosquejos?

Como usted se asegurara que nosotros, los hispano-parlantes recibiremos la informacion antes de cada junta?
Como los hispano-parfanes tendremos el material traducido al Espa#ol?

Que tipo de traduccion habra disponible en las juntas?

Habra traduccion simuitanea con recividores FM o alternando Esp#ol e Ingles?
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Querido Seffor Dan Leavitt,

Vivimos en los vecindarios de la Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que hablamos Epad#ol <..o_,030 tantos otros
residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna informacion en Espa#ol
anterior a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner.Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No hay material en Espa#ol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotros. El reportero de la corte no pudo-tomar preguntas de
competencia en Espa#ol. No hay material en Espaffol en la libreria principal de'San Jose, Martin _,c.%mﬁ _A_:@, % zOm wmssaom muy

insultados y enojados y oEmSm de exclusion.

Tenemos las mﬁcmm:nmm preguntas de competencia:

VVVYVY

Gracias adelantadas por hacer los cambio necesarios

Como las personas que solamente hablan Espa#fol pueden obtener copias de los diferentes bosquejos?

Como usted se asegurara que nosotros, los hispano-parlanies recibiremos la informacion antes de cada junta?
Como los hispano-parlanes tendremos el material traducido al mmnmu@mo_0 :
Que tipo de traduccion habra disponible en las juntas?

Habra traduccion simultanea con recividores £M o alternando _mm_”&o_ e Ingles?
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Querido Seffor Dan Leavitt,

Vivimos en los vecindarios de la Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que hablamos Epa#ol y como tantos otros
residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna informacion en Espa#ol
anterior a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner.Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No hay material en Espa#ol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotros. El reportero de la corte no pudo-tomar preguntas de
competencia en Espa#fol. No hay material en Espa#tol en la libreria principal de'San Jose, Martin _L::mﬁ _A_:@. ,: ZOm mw:H_Bom muy
insultados y enojados y oEmﬁom de exclusion. S .

Tenemos las m_@c_m:ﬁmm preguntas de competencia:

Como las personas que solamente hablan Espa#ol pueden og,.m:mﬁ copias de los diferentes bosquejos?

Como usted se asegurara que nosotros, los hispano-parlantes recibiremos la informacion antes de cada junta?
Como los hispano-parfanes tendremos el material traducido al Espa#ol?

Que tipo de traduccion habra disponible en las juntas?

Habra traduccion simultanea con recividores FM o alternando Esp#ol e _3@_mmo

VVVVY

Gracias adelantadas por hacer los cambio necesarios

Nombre y m_um__ao (imprima legible) : D:moomo: :
= ‘._T\ — \\ . . \
Firma Cime sl /o7 @ 7Y ﬁ: 2 /rSS Auve x:w\ AL
Nombre y apeliido (imprima legible) _ Direccion
- . , B ‘ ) ‘_
Fima Jovena  Perez 433 w N ;) N ST,
Nombre y apellido QBUJSm legible) D_Soo_o: .
’ ~- / N, .
Firma_ Waze Keazsun. mﬂu trr\.\Mu
ZoBQm y mbm_:ao (imprima legible) N . Direccion :
AN o P B S ¢ N ﬂ.L_L/L : 491 Lt
Firma Jukp ! il d Rawos Mgegl B B A 121 Hyrliss Ay
Nombre <,,m.vm___ao (imprima legible) _ Direccion ¥ | .
\.\ / N . 4 .\. . : ? - i
_H:..Bm \ E Ay \w._r\ \_T 1\.,‘\u.._,.“ & ) f..\ w\.ﬁ\ L w..&.\“ i Er 7L A F ).w 2 Q o
Nombre y apellido (imprima legible) Direccion . T
i) ~ | Lo |
Firma*“ L\N mw\?,\\fm\,\\ i mw @\b \(m\ 3 _w \\\QQ
Nombre y mnm:_ao an:Bm legithe) ‘ | Direccion -
Firma { ,__. A LEINGT B8 a0, AN




Querido Seftor Dan Leavitt,

Vivimos en los vecindarios de Ia Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que hablamos Epa#ol y como tantos otros
residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, sclamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna informacion en Espa#ol
anterior a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner.Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No hay material en Espa#ol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotros. El reportero de la corte no pudo tomar preguntas de
competencia en Espa#ol. No hay material en Espa#ol en la libreria principal de San Jose, Martin- _1_::9 Z:@_ .__. Zom mm::Bom muy .
insultados y enojados y oEmﬁow de mxo_cm_o:

Tenemos las m_@c._m._.;mm preguntas de competencia:

Como las personas gue solamente hablan Espa#ol pueden obtener copias de los diferentes bosquejos?

Como usted se asegurara que nosotros, los hispanc-parlantes recibiremos la informacion antes de cada junta?
Como los hispano-parlanes tendremos el material traducido al Espa#ol? :
Que tipo de traduccion habra disponible en las juntas?

Habra traduccion simultanea con recividores FM o alternando mmwﬁo_ e _:@_mmo

VY VVY

Gracias adelantadas por hacer los cambio necesarios

Nombre y apellido (imprima legible) Ry . Direccion
T . = T = ?ﬁr & : % .

Firma \___ﬁ\\ (N QLeL Qm.,mﬁa SAv W #ULY ! A S
Nombre y m_um___qo A_Bn_._:gm legible) = Direccion ‘ |
Firma T, N Pz . e \ 2L Tl s ey ERE L ._J A
Nombre % mm@:no eszBm legible) .~ Direccioh a | -
—H._—..Bm : £ Yl . ﬁ.. ﬂ,m £ : | <_m‘ e | . | ‘ | ,w“\ il ¥ \, \. _.~ ) ) ...w..r___r, RM
Nombre y apellido A_BU:Bm _m@__u_mv Direccion ‘ : )
Firma (/] Mealse AL | | 22 Spmetw T 3
Nombre < mcm___n_o A_Bn::.,m legible) Direccion . S | o
_u_:jm ( ._» bt 7 8 e . N | VWA A G e
Nombre y apellido (imprima legible) Direccion ,
Firma 1) fuicaa O dgle .
Nombre y apellido (imprima legible ‘ - | Direccion 7 R & ‘

y ap \A ,.c ; L ) . ‘56 Q @Q?ﬁ ﬂ& b ®A o g
m.ll_:.jm xu\\\x x\ﬁw g 2 n.p o L HU . oﬁi _x \N\ﬁ

o \



Querido Se#for Dan Leavitt,

Vivimos en los vecindarios de la Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que hablamos Epa#ol y como tantos otros
residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, soclamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna informacion en Espa#ol
anterior a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindaric del Gran Gardner. Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No hay material en Espa#ol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotros. Ei reportero de la corte no pudo tomar preguntas de
competencia en Espa#ol. No hay material en Espa#ol en la libreria principal de'San Jose, Martin- _.E:Q x_:@_ ,:, ZOm mm:ﬁ_BOm muy
insultados y enojados y oEmﬁom de exclusion.

Tenemos las mﬁcﬂmzﬁmm preguntas de competencia:

Como las personas que solamente hablan Espa#ol pueden obtener copias de los diferentes bosquejos?

Como usted se asegurara que nosotros, los hispano-parlantes recibiremos la informacion antes de cada junta?
Como los hispano-parlanes tendremos el material traducido al mmnm#o_u

Que tipo de traduccion habra disponible en las juntas?

Habra traduccion simuitanea con recividores FM o alternando mm_u%o_ e _:m_omo

VYVVYY

Gracias adelantadas por hacer los cambio necesarios

_J_@:gm y apellido QBU:Bm legible) : D_ﬁmoo_o: Q\ = h . :
a g (7~ ‘ . UP %i\ - \:\\\
Firma - g A w\ e - LR, w \ \ \ ,
Nombre y apellido oBu:Bm _m@_c_mv C— _ \J Direccion : ‘
. ; UTRY j .
| ¥ < . : \k ; _ e j o I R - s RO A A |

_u_q.Bm b\ . _ qinil v 2 \ ey ..__2- L__awL..i\ 7 o | ‘, } ..,\.”..w‘\\ Ly U £ & -_*W i
Nombre fmvm__ao an:Bm _mm_zmv ! N Dirsccion ' . T 7 I .
. 2 ‘ P / ) R i \n .uw i .x ' muL.\,\J e = I ol
_u__.Bmm ' 4 {0 ; 1" C /A4 . ﬁ, S5 & A S0 \ AP A
Nombre y mcm:ﬁo (imprima _m@_v_mv _u:moo_os : .
Firma m\ Q\\\ﬁ\ \\:___\ \ i m_“\m .G: &\WMHM . mw.wmx\ w ./ oy gl L.J;\k MMb\ NM\ .
Nombre y apellido (imprima legibfe) Direccion ST

. Ly i = Pt : o _ L <
Firma S0 \;M 5\ : 15 0 ,;_\&b w..._z\ = W
Nombre y mnm___ao A_B_U:Bm _m\@a_mv C Direccion

Pat vt i A “T. i g P i a . - IR

Firma Mum\\w\n\«mv\\w\\\ ) _ \:\m‘w 2. . \ R rr\ AP o C _..\._\w ) | Q
Nombre y apéllido {imprifia legible) - U_ﬁmon_oz . 7 =
Firma




Querido Seftor Dan Leavitt,

Vivimos en los vecindarios de la Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que hablamos Epa#ol y como tantos otros |
residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna informacion en Espa#ol
anterior a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindaric del Gran Gardner.Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No hay material en Espa#ol ni impreso ni en !a red disponible para nosotros. El reportero de la corte no pudo-tomar preguntas de
competencia en Espa#ol. No hay material en Espa#ol en la libreria principal de' San Jose, Martin- _.Ejmﬁ Z:@ .: Zom mmE_Som muy
insultados y enojados y oEmﬁom de exclusion. P ST

Tenemos las m_ocmmamm preguntas de competencia:
> Como las personas que solamente hablan Espa#ol pueden obtener copias de los diferentes bosquejos?
> Como usted se asegurara que nosotros, los hispano-parlantes recibiremos la informacion m:ﬂmm de cada junta?
> Como los hispano-parlanes tendremos el material traducido al Espa#ol?
> Que tipo de traduccion habra disponible en las juntas? :
» Imcﬂm traduccion simultanea con recividores FM o alternando Esp#ol e _:@_mmo

Gracias adelantadas por hacer los cambio necesarios

Nombre y apellido (imprima legible) : Direccion
(3 Pl : ) e 0 B pa
Firma /. ALY Z\Q [ A [ n\\ [ 1443
ZOEQm%fmﬁm_r&o (imprima legible) Direccion
| 2/ ‘,;.. 1 . I R : mm 2 ﬂ 7 i . A T
Firma %0, SIS VONY L 2 - ANLST W _\ F.,,(, Sau! G =N
Zochm <mn@:_a\o eBn:Bm legible) . Y Direccion.— ) A e -
I . | D30 | NOSOWICH AT Do [0
—H:.gm N c__r\ f.....“_ J,ﬁ _ " _,...,.r ?“,\ “"_..‘_.__. ﬂ , r\v\\w_m = km_ .\n.\\".;;\lu.;mu
Nombre y apellido (imprima legible) Direccion : |
g o g | . | g " ,” ) ‘\,._ \..N) i ‘\ﬁ i i \\n
Firma Mdadrid Huggla S e a [ w\ 'Wia wLQMQ\\ r mm‘__\.! P00 yos€ & .“_.,I,L
Nombre <mnm__uqo A_Bn:_jm _mm__o_rmv Direccion o .
_H__u—.jm ... LA _\..\, r@ d ‘_H.,’.N\ A T ..\k ﬂ\l \Q :
Nombre y apellido (imprima _m@__u_mv s u\ : Direccion
: , e S \u .
Firma ( LErsts (7 \m\\z\ L /E r 1 1 8K
Nombre < apellido’(imprima legible) d s - | Direccion
Firma Cnt g - { 3 ,., v = ﬂ £ & S5l W.Mm,iﬁ_.., ¥ ..h\_w,\_ 5 ," r._m‘.‘..x\ Kh\ |




Querido Seftor Dan l.eavitt,

Vivimos en los vecindarios de la Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que hablamos Epa#ol y como tantos otros
residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna w:,dnoq:momo: en Espa#ol
anterior a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner. Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No hay material en Espa#ol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotros. El reportero de la corte no pudo-tomar preguntas de
competencia en Espa#ol. No hay material en Espa#ol en |a libreria principal de'San Jose, Martin: _L::m_. _AS@‘ ,__. zom mm::Bom muy
insultados y enojados y oc_mﬁom de exclusion.

Tenemos las mﬁc_m:ﬁmm preguntas de competencia:

Como las personas que solamente hablan Espa#ol pueden obtener copias de los diferentes bosquejos?

Como usted se asegurara que nosotros, los hispano-parlantes recibiremos la informacion antes de cada junta?
Como los hispano-parlanes tendremos el material traducido al Espa#ol?

Quee tipo de traduccion habra disponible en las juntas? _

Habra :.macoo_o: simultanea con recividores FM o alternando mmU%o_ e _:@_mmo

YVVVYY

Gracias adelantadas por hacer los cambio necesarios

Nombre y apellido (imprima legible) . Direccion _

\ ‘. o B % . - i .x.. , ._. k.. , ! . | N ) : 5 .._..
Firma " N s ‘ : __ 2L A S S
ZOBUE < mﬁm:ao ::,_Q_Bm legible) - , Direccion
_u_::m ,nq,cﬂ_ \w £ ,._ }P_;_,Liﬁ.\m | _ : i _
Nombre y apellido c&n:Bm _m@ﬁaov ‘ Direccion o o r
Firma (/¢ /000 4 & , ol /7 & [ 20C) e ? i W7y P
Nombre y apellido (imprirfia _mm_zmv / : Direccion )
Firma ﬂl//.Nun /9 //:/ /4/ AN VN S s | U LA ./‘.;. AVAY .F (N S
Nombre y mn v_ao cBQ.Bm _mm___o_mv Direccion - ,

, \.\.. e . L \\ 4
_n_:ﬂm \m m JCE (1 (ﬂ,m\m : roE P \\ pﬂmj\ﬁ,\m \ﬂxr‘\
Nombrey apeliido on:n:Bm _mm&_mv; Direccion
Firma el K T\BH b /«,m N 0L Gmﬁ e Ur #4 mm.e: Jpze g4
Nombre y mmn___ao A_BU:Bm legible) | Direccion \ . . u
: 3 ; A ) f . GCH

Firma __ x@? s \\%.\.u;\\.« [0S \Lxrh% : \ 22 \% I/

| | | | i



Ocmzqowm%oﬂo.m:_.mmsm_‘ , ‘ . ,:... ‘.(.\(.\iﬁ

Vivimos en los vecindarios de la Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que :mU_mBOm mvm%oﬂ y 830 tantos O:Om .
residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna _:*o_.Bmo_o: en Espa#ol
anterior a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner.Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No hay material en Espa#ol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotros. Ei reportero de la corte no _ucao tomar preguntas de
competencia en Espa#ol. No hay material en Espa#ol en [a libreria principal de San Jose, Martin- rcﬁ:mﬁ x_:m. ,: zOm mmﬂ_BOm muy
insultados y encjados y oEmﬁom de exclusion. :

Tenemos las m@cwm:ﬂmm preguntas de competencia:

Como las personas que solamente hablan Espa#ol pueden obtener copias de |os diferentes bosquejos?

Como usted se asegurara que nosotros, los hispano-parlantes recibiremos la informacion antes de cada junta?
Como los hispano-parlanes tendremos el material traducido al Espa#ol? :
Que tipo de traduccion habra disponible en las juntas?

Habra traduccion simultanea con recividores FM o alternando Esp#ol e Ingles?

YVVVYYVY

Gracias adelantadas por hacer los cambio necesarios

ZoBUﬁman (imprima legible) . Direccion

Fima /0 . A 1R N_ Sbla JCrma Shzet 75715
Nombre y apellido (imprima Hm@_c_mv Direccion _ ”
rima (A1 g a_ \\\\S 7 - 66 Iy gore  SF 95w |
Nombre y mvm_:mo :3@::5 legible) Direccion .

Firma \m\\v\ m\ mm\,S\?QNm\,. 8&% “ Stos 1
Nombre y mum__ao eBﬁ:Bm _m@_j Direccion

Firma N\M\@&.ﬁ _ 4 w\w\\ \ rh\\ ?K\XEL \me\ 7S /R
Nombre y mvm___o.o cSu:Sm _m@__u_mv Direccion _
Fima_ Y ecuz  lUd@a o . 124 (exawme w,:

Nombre y apellido (imprima legibley’ Direccion

rma Konen  Keunl 203 ST Sy asie

Nombre y apellido (imprima legible) _ Direccion :

Firma b\m&js | r\\ﬁ \\N\ x\ﬁ le\f M,maw:jm.l w;.\T

..C.\...\



Querido Seffor Dan Leavitt, 4..”/ Iﬁﬂl/

Vivimos en ios vecindarios de la Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que :mzm_,:om mvm%o_ y ¢como tantos otros
residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna _Eﬂo_,Bmo_o: en Espa#ol
anterior a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner.Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No hay material en Espa#ol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotros. El reportero de la corte no pudo-tomar preguntas am
competencia en Espa#ol. No hay material en Espa#ol en [a libreria principal de' San Jose, Martin- rc.ﬁ_‘_mq_ Z:@_ ..: ,Zom mm:ﬁ_:,_Om muy
insultados y enojados y ogmﬁom de exclusion. T

Tenemos las siguientes preguntas de competencia:

Como las personas que solamente hablan Espa#ol pueden obtener copias de los a;mﬁm:ﬁmm bosquejos?

Como usted se asegurara que nosofros, los hispano-parlantes recibiremos la informacion antes de cada junta?
Como los hispano-parianes tendremos el material traducido al Espa#ol?

Que tipo de traduccion habra disponible en las juntas?

Habra traduccion simultanea con recividores FM o alternando mmﬁ&o_ e _:@_mmﬁ

VVVVY

Gracias adelantadas por hacer los cambio necesarios

Nombre y apellido QBU_.HUW legible) : Direccion” \ _ _
N i ) l ..,.\u . / J., x\ Ll .
Firma Dm {aid Y v 33 wr 2 OL ._ \ o .)xL_ i n;, ,UL -
Nombre y apellido (imprima legible) - Direccion o
Fima & yy s é,\s_b\pi\\&m | \fﬁr\é& LN _l?ﬁ/ @)\ﬁ& N\M\Nm\
Nombre y apellido (imprima _m@,@lﬂ | _ Direccion [/
L P ! ) TS L r— ~ [ o
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Zoacﬁm < mnmzao A_BU:Bm dmm_c_mv ER . . | N Direccion \ ‘
Firma | :WW B I 8 U Y AU Y ALV LAV o | fS @ \w . .
Nombre ¥ af mvm:_ao (imprima _mm_c_mv = | Direccion !
| 0
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Zo_jgm.u\ _om:_ao (Imprima legible) Direccion O
Firma . . a9 g gx&m B, 3. YW 4
Nombre y apellido (imp. i - | Direccion
Firma ~ ..ﬂi m.u\u..\ﬂbwn s R _).__.. ....__ _. - \u. =N ol :.fw. ] \i.f_n i _L(\ /x el r._...,... e = “\M b)
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Querido Seffor Dan Leavitt,

Vivimos en los veéindarios de la Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que hablamos Epa#fol y como tantos otros
residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna informacion en Espatol
anterior a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner.Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No hay material en Espa#ol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotros. El reportero de la corte no pudo tomar preguntas Qm
competencia en Espa#ol. No hay material en Espa#ol en la libreria principal de San Jose, _<_m1_: _.Ermﬂ 3:@_ _: sz mm:ﬁ__,:ow muy
insultados y encjados y oEmﬁom de exclusion.

Tenemos las m_@c_m:ﬁmm preguntas de competencia:

Como las personas que solamente hablan Espa#ol pueden obtener copias de los asﬂma:ﬁmm bosquejos?

Como usted se asegurara que nosotros, los hispano-parlantes recibiremos la informacion antes de cada junta?
Como los hispano-parlanes tendremos el material traducido al Espa#fol? :
Que tipo de traduccion habra disponible en [as juntas?

Habra traduccion simultanea con recividores FM o alternando Esp#ol e _3@_@%u

VYVVY

Gracias adelantadas por hacer los cambio necesarios

Nombre y mum___ao (imprima _mm_w_mv : Direccion’
P > — = \,\ ) ]
Firma I\\\M. § sy ﬂ\;?.\ (\/ M_mux\\.i \aJ\ \\mq
Nombre y apellido (ifiprima legible) : Direccion . ‘ o
Firma | .f.w Oﬁ/ I~ ﬁ\#\f@ T/Q{aﬁ e ‘ U), 2z Vﬂ..,\/,.,xf\\m;\\ AL “
Nombre y apellido (imprima legible) . Direccion , . |
Firma
Nombre y apellido eBU:Sm legible) . Direccion
Firma )
Nombre y. mﬁm:ao (imprima legible} Direcciori _
_n__.Bm
Nombre y apellido (imprima legible) . Direccion
Firma .
Nombre y apellido (imprima legibie) . | Direccion
Firma




Querido Se#or Dan Leavitt,

Vivimos en los vecindarios de la Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que hablamos Epa#ol y como tantos otros
residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna informacion en Espag#ol
anterior a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner.Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No hay material en Espa#ol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotros. El reportero de [a corte no _ucao tomar preguntas de
competencia en Espa#ol. No hay material en Espa#ol en la libreria principal de'San Jose, Martin- _.E:mﬂ 5:@“ r: ZOm mm:ﬁ_BOm muy
insultados y enojados vy oEmﬁom de exclusion. : ; DL

Tenemos las mﬁcmm:ﬂmm preguntas de competencia:

Como las personas que solamente hablan Espa#ol pueden obtener copias de los diferentes bosquejos?

Como usted se asegurara que nosotros, los hispano-parlantes recibiremos la informacion antes de cada E:ﬁmo
Como los hispano-parlanes tendremos el material traducido al Espa#ol?

Que tipo de traduccicon habra disponible en las juntas? :

Habra :choo_o: simultanea con recividores FM o alternando mm_o%o_ e _sm_mmo

VVVVY

Gracias adelantadas por hacer los cambio necesarios

Nombre y apellido (imprima legible) : Direccion”
, )

TN k,, L . - T
Firma liri 5« Nmnl - Q:\‘ 5 o aa ST ) T
Nombre y apellido (imprima legible) : D:mnn_o: _,,
- - £ A - i A4 f Y - /. . s S
—H::—:Dm J%‘ \J n\.rm ﬁt.ﬁ ,‘\u \......__. hn\ .\l\ﬂzﬂ.\;\ \\\ \\/ “m“\\ \ r\\”.‘.f.r@. 4}% ‘_ A{ﬂ\ fw\mw../.u i Tl ' .,A . ,v.
Nombre y apellido (imprima legible) . Direccion - _
. . s . i T e ) i , - N = \]\\ N — ..5
Firma 2oria M4 ? Yine s (Aer'g ?ww.,v_.j.m k) oL /0o 6 aVe San [Tofe CN NsImE
Nombre y apellido (imprima _m@_w_wv. Direccion _
Firma ) .
Nombre y mnm:ﬁo (imprima legible) , Direccion _
_u_:ﬁm
Nombre y apellido (imprima legible) Direccion
Firma_ _
Nombre y apellido (imprima legible) ) - | Direccion
Firma




Querido Seftor Dan leavitt,

Vivimos en los vecindarios de la Coalicion del Gran Gardner de mmz Jose. Somos personas que :mEmSom mcm#o_ y como tantos otros
residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna informacion en Espatol
anterior a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner.Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No-hay material en Espa#ol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotros. El reportero de la corte no pudo tornar preguntas de
competencia en Espa#ol. No hay material en Espa#ol en |a libreria principal de San Jose, Martin rcﬁ:mﬂ Z:@_ % Zom mm:ﬁ_Bom muy
insuitados y enojados y oEmSm de exclusion. -

Tenemos las m@c._mﬁmm preguntas de competencia:

Como las personas que solamente hablan Espa#ol pueden obtener copias de los diferentes bosquejos?

Como usted se asegurara que nosotros, los hispano-parlantes recibiremos la informacion antes de cada junta?
Como los hispano-parlanes tendremos el material traducido al Espa#ol? A
Que tipo de fraduccion habra disponible en las juntas?

Habra traduccion simultanea con recividores FM o alternando Esp#ol e _:@_mmo

VVVVYY

Gracias adelantadas por hacer los cambio necesarios

Nombre y apellido (imprima legible) : - | Direccion”
~ U5 Poi 2 en1 g
_u_::m - S 1
Nombre y apellido (imprima legible) - Direccion A
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Firma
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Nombre y apellido (imprima legible) Direccion
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Nombre y apellido (imprima legible) Direccion
Firma - _
Nombre y apellido (imprima legible) _ | Direccion
Firma




Querido Se#or Dan Leavitt,

Vivimos en los vecindarios de la Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que hablamos Epafol y como tantos otros

residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna informacion en Espa#ol
anterior a fa junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner.Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No hay material en Espa#ol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotros. El reportero de la corte no pudo tomar preguntas de
competencia en Espa#ol. No hay material en Espa#ol en la libreria principal de San Jose, Martin Luther King, Jr. Nos sentimos muy

m:mc:maom y enojados y objetos de exclusion.

Tenemos las siguientes preguntas de competencia:

Que tipo de traduccion habra disponible en las juntas?

YVVVYY

Gracias adelantadas por hacer los cambio necesarios

Como las personas que solamente hablan Espa#ol pueden obtener copias de los diferentes bosquejos?
Como usted se asegurara que nosotros, [os hispano-parlantes recibiremos la informacion antes de cada junta®?
Como los hispano-parlanes tendremos el material traducido al Espa#ol?

Habra traduccion simultanea con recividores FM o alternando Esp#ol e ingles?

Nombre y apellido A_Bu_._im _Nw_u_mv Direccion
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Querido Seffor Dan Leavitt,

Vivimos en los vecindarios de la Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que hablamos Epa#ol y como tantos ofros
residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna informacion en Espa#ol
anterior a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner.Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No hay material en Espa#ol ni impresc ni en la red disponible para nosotros. El reportero de la corte no pudo-tomar preguntas de
competencia en Espa#fol. No hay material en Espa#ol en la libreria principal de'San Jose, Martin- _lcﬁ:mﬂ _A_:@, ,: Zom mm::Som muy

_:wc:maom y enojados y oc_m.ﬁom de exclusion.

Tenemos las mﬁcmm:ﬁmm preguntas de competencia:

» Como las personas que solamente hablan Espa#ol pueden obtener copias de los diferentes bosquejos?
» Como usted se asegurara que nosotros, los hispano-parlantes recibiremos la informacion antes de cada junta?
VOoBo_omEmvm:o-bmlm:mm#m:a_.m_,:omm_Bmﬁm_,_m_:macoaom_mmvm%o_u
V
V

Que tipo de traduccion habra disponible en ias juntas?

Habra traduccion simultanea con recividores FM o alternando Esp#ol e Ingles?

Gracias adelantadas por hacer ios cambio necesarios

Nombre y apellido (imprima legible) Direccion
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Querido Se#tor Dan Leavitt,

Vivimos en los vecindarios de la Coalicion del OE: Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que :mEmBom mbm%o_ y como tantos otros
residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna _Bﬂoﬁ:,_mo_o: en mmvm&o_
anterior a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner. Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No hay material en Espa#ol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotros. El reportero de la corte no pudo tomar preguntas Qm
competencia en Espa#ol. No hay material en Espa#ol en la libreria principal de'San Jose, Martin: _(S:@, 5:@. r: Zom mm::BOm muy

insultados y enojados y o_u_mﬁom de exclusion.

Tenemos las m_@c_m:ﬁmm preguntas de competencia:

VYVVYVY

Gracias adelantadas por hacer los cambio necesarios

Como las personas que solamente hablan Espa#ol pueden obtener copias de los aznmﬁm_.__ﬁmm bosquejos?

Como usted se asegurara que nosotros, los hispano-parlantes recibiremos la informacion antes de cada junta?
Como los hispano-parlanes tendremos el material traducido al Espa#ol?

Que tipo de traduccion habra disponible en las juntas? | ‘
Habra traduccion simultanea con recividores £M o alternando mmU%o_ S _:@_mmo

Nombre y mbm lido A_BU:Bm legible) Direccion

"~ = o> o (odsCHa
Firma Ve l.hwﬂ!\ h.uﬂ&\\f\\b \N |
ZOBUﬁmu\mvm:ao _BU:Bm _mm_c_mv \ Direccion |
_u__,s,_m { AL xff\\ \\ c.,&\.w.“...._\w ,_‘_.,.,
ZoBcaw\mnm_:Qo {imprima legible) ‘ Direccion 7 1y \e _ m _.r.u,..u \w J
. » S R ) .‘ P il I
Firma “ol_¢ \ 2 UIE iy = told L.Oyde (Cria b -rie : -/ i It
Nombre y apeliido A_B_U_W_Bm legible) Direccion
Firma ,
Nombre y.apellido (imprima legible) Direccion
Firma
Nombre y apellido (imprima legible) Direccion
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Querido Seffor Dan Leavitt,

Vivimos en los vecindarios de la Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que hablamos Epatfol y como tantos otros
residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimas ninguna informacion en Espa#fol
anterior-a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner. Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No hay material en Espatfol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotros. El reportero de la corte no pudo-tomar preguntas de
competencia en Espa#ol. No hay material en Espa#ol en |a libreria principal de San Jose, Martin- _.E:Q x_:@“ ,: Zom mm::_som muy
insultados y enojados y o_u_mﬁom de exclusion. :

Tenemos las mﬁcmmamm preguntas de competencia:

Como las personas gue solamente hablan Espa#ol! pueden obtener copias de los diferentes bosquejos?

Como usted se asegurara que nosotros, los hispano-parlantes recibiremos la informacion antes de cada junta?
Como los hispano-parlanes tendremos el material traducido al Espa#ol?

Que tipo de traduccion habra disponible en [as juntas?

Habra traduccion simultanea con recividores FM o alternando mm_u#o_ e _:@_m.m\v

VVVVY

Graclas adelantadas por :mom_. los cambio necesarios
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Querido Se#or Dan Leavitt,

Vivimos en los vecindarios de la Coalicion del Gran Gardner de San Jose. Somos personas que hablamos Epa#ol y como tantos ofros
residentes en el vecindario de Gardner, solamente entendemos informacion en ese idioma. No recibimos ninguna informacion en Espa#ol
anterior a la junta de competencia y a la junta del vecindario del Gran Gardner.Tampoco habia traductores disponibles en ninguna de las
juntas. No hay material en Espa#ol ni impreso ni en la red disponible para nosotros. E!l reportero de la corte no pudo tomar preguntas de
competencia en Espa#ol. No hay material en Espa#ol en la libreria principal de San Jose, Martin Luther King, Jr. Nos sentimos muy
insultados y enojados y objetos de exclusion.

Tenemos las siguientes preguntas de competencia;

Como las personas que solamente hablan Espa#ol pueden obtener copias de los diferentes bosquejos?

Como usted se asegurara que nosotros, los hispano-parlantes recibiremos la informacion antes de cada junta?
Como los hispano-parlanes tendremos el material traducido al Espa#ol?

Que tipo de traduccion habra disponible en las juntas?

Habra traduccion simultanea con recividores FM o alternando Esp#ol & Ingles?

VVVVY

Gracias adelantadas por hacer los cambio necesarios
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4/8/2009

Mr. Dan Leavitt IRECEF R
Deputy Director [ PR 1 TR
California High-Speed Rail Authority i NI 3200y |
San Jose to Merced [BY- /
925 L. Street, Suite 1425 e |
Sacramento, CA 95814 '

Mr. Leavitt:

| attended the open house in Merced. | am a strong supporter of the High Speed Rail. | believe
it will facilitate travel within the state and help decrease congestion on our roads and in our
airports.

I understand that there are different routes being considered. | do not think it is safe to have a
high-speed train passing through densely populated areas. i should be assessable but it should
not fravel directly through the middle of our city/town.

| also became aware that your train lines meet in Chowchilla before they continue. A station in
Chowchilla would enable you to have one frain going back and forth between San Francisco
and Chowchilla; providing passengers that option to tfravel to Los Angeles and Sacramento. As
it is proposed, you need two trains leaving every starting station and then diverging in
Chowchilla in two different directions. The additional track line, necessary easements, and
number of trains would add substantial cost.

As the Central Valley becomes more populated there will be an increased need and utility of
the high-speed frain. There should be a number of stops at appropriate cities along the routes fo
encourage and facilitate use of the train. A station at the only location where the lines
converge is obviously a logical stopping point. If warranted, a non-stop or abbreviated-stop
train could be offered during various times of the day.

Thank you for your time.

Regords
N el
"G'ﬂ‘-’?? WM‘C«/’/{; =
Cory Meredi’rh



April 8, 2009

Mr. Dan Leavitt

Deputy Director

ATTN: San Jose to Merced

ATTN: System Level HSR Design and Development
California High Speed Rail Authority

925 L Street, Suite 1425 R =
Sacramento, CA 95814 LIVT TS
*‘q P J? - =
9 2009
Subject: California High Speed Rail Program / Project = = /
Any or all segments e~

Carbon Free Traction Power for HST

Included: Solar PV Canopy over Paired Parallel Tracks
Concept overview and questions included herein

Dear Mr. Leavitt:

Thank you for the opportunity to express concerns, ask questions and make suggestions.

This letter addresses the subject of carbon-free traction power for the HST system and is
intended to apply to any number of unspecified lengths throughout the system.

This letter requests that Solar PV canopy over paired parallel tracks and Catenary be
evaluated and considered by the CA High Speed Rail Authority as a viable source of
non-carbon based traction power for CA HST train sets.

Simply put, a 35 to 40 foot

wide solar PV canopy like the

one illustrated here can

produce 3,000,000 kWh per

year per installed mile; enough

power to power roughly 200

800-mile train trips. ‘J

1

|

The annual electrical power
generation from this solar canopy currently in service at the Santa Clara Valley Water
District (SCVWD) site in south San Jose, California, (see below) was used to develop a
baseline and model for this rail application. Below is a satellite view of a portion of that
canopy.



Open space between parallel panel
sets allows displaced air from passing
train sets to escape redueing stresses
and wind forces on the canopy and
structure. This also reduces lateral
wind induced forces on installed
panels and supporting structures. In
the photo below is shown the under
side supporting structure and panel
surfaces. (Example intended for
illustration purposes only)

Solar PV energy and Grid Power... how it works:

* When the sun is out, excess power goes into the Grid building credits.

* When the sun goes down or on cloudy days, the grid supplies traction power drawing
down credits.

» No power is stored; only banked and drawn. ..

» Reducing need for peak demand generation plants,

*» Levelizing the cost of clean power for 20-30 years,

* And protecting land by increasing it’s use per square foot and preserving open space

» protection hillsides, ridgelines and open-space scenic views

s [t is unobtrusive, clean, wildlife friendly, and

» Provides jobs.

A HST system scale look:

= 1 canopy mile can produce 3.0 million
kWh /yr.

» 1 six car train requires 18.6 kWh per
average mile of service

= ] six car train requires 14,880 kWh per
800 mile trip

* | mile of PV canopy can power 200 train
trips

* At 100,000 train trips / year...

* 500 miles of canopy (63% of 800 miles of paired parallel track) would make HSR
Carbon Neutral at 100,000 train trips /year.

» Note: Improved PV efficiency and location in the central valley and south of San
Jose could improve this model.

Why consider silicon solar PV and thin film power generation for rail traction power in
this Project Level EIR /EIS CEQA scoping and review process?

What are the benefits over wind and nuclear power generation for this project?
= Better Land Use -- Power is generated over HST right of way
-- No land acquisition or leasing of land for wind or nuclear generation



Time is short. Technology is S
Moving Fast and costs are =
coming down. By the time this

0.20 + Large Scale 5%YriYr ™
Why Start Now? 0.18 4 / [S)ggrlfr\gjection /
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-- No land acquisition or leasing for power collection or transmission
Low Impact -- No threat to birds or wildlife

-- No significant visually impact on natural setting; preserves ridgelines
Simple module design — highly replicated — easily maintained
California Jobs -- design, build, install, maintain and upgrade
Shades Tracks, train sets & traction power delivery line
Setting the Standard for Green high speed rail transportation
Energizing a California based clean energy industry

Grid Power
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Clean Energy Over Rail ... For Rail

In your evaluation of various sources of carbon-free energy for traction power, how will
this concept of silicon modules and/or thin-film technology solar energy generating
canopy(s), over paired parallel tracts. . .

1.

Align with the President’s stated objective for developing clean energy in the
United States?

Align with the Governor’s stated objective for developing clean energy in
California?

Align with the President’s stated objective to generate clean energy related jobs?

Align with the President’s stated objective to grow low-carbon transportation and
infrastructure related jobs?

Align with the Governor’s stated objective to invest in and grow clean energy
related jobs here in California?

Align with the President’s stated objective for this nation to become...

a. more energy independent?



10.

1.

12.

13.

14.

15.

i6.

b. less affected by impacts and influences of economic and geopolitical
pressures on the price we pay for energy?

A solar electric generating system of this magnitude advance and fund the
commoditization of clean passive power generation in California and the country?

Advance the vision and visibility of clean, carbon-free ground based public
transportation?

Compare in cost with the levelized cost of energy from wind generated power net
after cost of land acquisition, site studies and engineering, power conduction right
of way acquisition, maintenance and environmental mitigations over 20, 25 and
30 years from start of...

a. HSR service?
b. Full HSR service from the Bay Area to southern California?

Compare with data from the U.S. Department of Energy’s Solar Energy
Technologies Program, Multi-Year Program Plan 2007-2011 (or later version if
available) (ref: solar PV applications 10MW systems or larger) apply to and
compare with all other sources of carbon free or carbon neutral traction power
under consideration by the CA HSR Authority?

Compare with wind farm generated power in terms of predictable and demand-
serving power generation over a typical. ..

a. 24 hour periods?

b. 30 days?

c. 12 month periods or seasonal cycles?
d. During hot peak demand periods?

Aid in reducing the demand for peak power generation when said canopy system
is tied into the Califormia power grid? ... as compared to wind generated power?

Affect or mitigate the long term impact of rails and rail anchor mechanisms
expansion and contraction from repeated exposure to intense sun exposurc? And
what metric or analysis will be used to quantify this at the system wide level over
10, 20 and 30 years?

Affect or impact the energy required to cool or condition the air in HSR EMU
velicles as compared to those fully exposed to the sun over the life of train sets?
And what metric or analysis will be used to quantify this at the system wide level
over 10, 20 and 30 years?

Affect or impact the conduction of traction power during periods of full sun
exposure on hot to very hot days? And what metric or analysis will be used to
quantify this at the system wide level over 10, 20 and 30 years?

Advance the demand for Solar PV generated power, (in square meters of PV
surface or MWs) as related to current 2009 estimated California demand? And
current (2009) estimated U.S. demand assuming each of the following levels of
use...



a. 250,000,000 kWh /year Solar PV canopy generation?
b. 500,000,000 kWh /year Solar PV canopy generation?
c. 1,000,000,000 kWh /year Solar PV canopy generation?
d. 1,500,000,000 kWh /year Solar PV canopy generation?

When you evaluate the costs and benefits of various sources of carbon-free traction
power for the HSR system, please clarify the hierarchy of options under consideration
and the factors that determine such as related to:

1. Capital costs per year amortized over 20 and 30 years
2. Levelized cost of estimated traction power demand over 20 and 30 years?
3. Operating and Maintenance Cost over 20 years and 30 years.

When you evaluate the costs and benefits of various sources of carbon-free traction
power for the HSR system, please identify for each the relative levelized cost of energy
over 30 years based on the full fair-market value in current dollars...

1. removing all tax incentives, subsidics, rebates or reductions for suppliers of land,
transmission right of way, mitigation, equipment, supplies, labor or profit.

2 including all tax incentives, subsidies, rebates or reductions for suppliers of land,
transmission right of way, mitigation, equipment, supplies, labor or profit.

When you evaluate the costs and benefits of various sources of carbon-free traction
power for the HSR system, please identify:

1. The criteria the HSR Authority being used for evaluation,
2. The sources employed or contracted for such research, analysis and response(s).

3. The bibliography supporting such information, data and conclusions produced to
include public, private and/or university based.

4, And other factors or issues bearing on the above such as EIR / EIS / CEQA and
other.

Again, 1 appreciate the opportunity to participate in the scoping process and hopefully the
development of this High Speed Train project and fully support the HSR concept in
California.

Sincerely,

)@W /(/QW
David Dearborn Phn  (408)295-1516
1408 Hotspur Ct. Cell  (408) 981-6599
San Jose, CA 95125 email ddaytond@att.net



Vboices of Sawn Josea

thoughtful - constructive

April 8, 2009

Mr. Dan Leavitt

Deputy Director f e

ATTN: San Jose to Merced R e
California High Speed Rail Authority [ APp S
925 L Street, Suite 1425 B ¥ 20pg
Sacramento, CA 95814 /

Dear Mr. Leavitt:

Subject: High Speed Rail Scoping input
San Jose to Gilroy segment

Regarding:  Attached Thread the Needle (TTN) Tunnel Alignment Option
Attached 5100m (5100 meter) Tunnel Alignment Option

Voices of San Jose (VOS]) appreciates the opportunity to present these two alternative
alignments during the scoping phase of the project EIR San Jose to Merced. VOSI thanks
HSRA staff and consultants, City of San Jose-DOT staff, and Caltrans for their help in
preparing these proposals.

Voices of San Jose is a not-for-profit public policy group with the mission to provide
thoughtful and constructive solutions to community challenges. VOSJ provides research
and analytic support to individuals or organizations desiring significant input to public
policy. Volunteer professionals work with community members to help give voice to their
ideas.

For your consideration, Voices of San Jose submits two alternatives to the double-S curve
on the Caltrain alignment between Tamien and Diridon.

1. Thread the Needle. (TTN). This alignment follows Highway 87 from Tamien Station
to the 1-280 and Hwy 87 interchange where it would thread the "eye" of the needle and
descend underground among the flyovers of the interchange. The proposal includes the
option to move UPRR and other heavy rail.

2. 5100 m. This alignment descends underground near Curiner Avenue, travels 5100 m
passing under Guadalupe River, Hwy 87, [-280, Los Gatos Creck to arrive at Diridon
Station. The proposal includes the option to move UPRR and other heavy rail.

In the evaluation of these options vs. the Caltrain route, how will you:



1. Note the minimal CEQA impacts,

2. Measure the decreased risk of significant legal and political delays resulting from
property acquisition problems through historic Greater Gardner and North Willow Glen
neighborhoods south of Diridon.

3. Consider the faster travel times possible on these alignments.

4. Observe the greater flexibility for a separate bypass track for trains not stopping at
Diridon.

5. Take measure of the increased options for implementation of advanced technology over
the next 10, 50, and 100 years.

6. Acknowledge the reduced construction mitigations required.

7. Consider the reduced on-going mitigation costs in nearby historic neighborhoods and
claims associated with changes in service levels and equipment.

8. Note the greater degrees of freedom in design of an efficient, cost-effective Diridon
Multi-modal Station.

9. Acknowledge the greater compatibility with high density, high quality TOD and better
use of Redevelopment Agency (RDA) land in the Diridon Station area.

The TTN and 5100m alignments offer solutions to the challenges of the Double-S curve
south of Diridon station. Minimal CEQA implication and property acquisition would allow
for rapid construction of the San Jose to Merced HSR segment. Straighter alignments
provide for increased speeds and future technology improvements.

Voices of San Jose is committed to finding solutions that work best for San Jose and all
citizens of California, for now and for the next 100 years. VOSJ looks forward to working
with HSRA, its consultants, and CSJ-DOT to find the right solution.

Please contact VOSI if you have questions, require clarifications, or to brainstorm other
solutions. VOSJ Project Manager David Dearborn will serve as primary contact; he may be
reached at (408) 981-6599 or ddaylondiattnet. VOSJT Director Jean Dresden may be
contacted at (408) 298-0275 or jeanann’maonl conl,

Sincerely yours,

o ; /7
R /)7 VY,
|I --//{'Fd";-‘l "-,/. il -";‘4_'7&{:"..-'

Jean Dresden
Director, Voices of San Jose

ce:  Ben Tripousis, SJ-DOT
Henry Servin Jr., P.E. SI-DOT



thoughtful - constructive

April 8, 2009

Mr. Dan Leavitt

Deputy Director

ATTN: San Jose to Merced
California High Speed Rail Authority
925 L Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Leavitt:

Subject: High Speed Rail Scoping input
San Jose to Gilroy segment

Regarding:  Attached Thread the Needle (TTN) Tunnel Alignment Option

Voices of San Jose (VOSJ) appreciates the opportunity to present this TTN alternative
alignment during the scoping phase of the project EIR San Jose to Merced. VOSJ thanks
HSRA staff and consultants, City of San Jose-DOT staff, and Calirans for their help in
preparing this proposal.

Voices of San Jose is a not-for-profit public policy group with the mission to provide
thoughtful and constructive solutions to community challenges. VOSJ provides research and
analytic support to individuals or organizations desiring significant input to public policy.
Volunteer professionals work with community members to help give voice to their ideas.

For your consideration, Voices of San Jose submit this TTN alternative to the double-S curve
on the Caltrain alignment between Tamien and Diridon.

Thread the Needle (1'TN) alignment follows Highway 87 from Tamien Station to the [-280
and Hwy 87 interchange where it would thread the "eye" of the needle and descend

underground among the flyovers of the interchange. The proposal includes the option to move
UPRR and other heavy rail.

In the evaluation of this option vs. the Caltrain route, how will you:
1. Note the minimal CEQA impacts.

2. Measure the decreased risk of significant legal and political delays resulting from property
acquisition problems through historic Greater Gardner and North Willow Glen neighborhoods
south of Diridon.



3. Consider the faster travel times possible on this alignment.
4. Observe the greater flexibility for a separate bypass track for trains not stopping at Diridon.

5. Take measure of the increased options for implementation of advanced technology over the
next 10, 50, and 100 years.

6. Acknowledge the reduced construction mitigations required.

7. Consider the reduced on-going mitigation costs in nearby historic neighborhoods and
claims associated with changes in service levels and equipment.

8. Note the greater degrees of freedom in design of an efficient, cost-effective Diridon Multi-
modal Station.

9. Acknowledge the greater compatibility with high density, high quality TOD and better use
of Redevelopment Agency (RDA) land in the Diridon Station area.

The TTN alignment offer solutions to the challenges of the Double-S curve south of Diridon
station. Minimal CEQA implication and property acquisition would allow for rapid
construction of the San Jose to Merced HSR segment. Straighter alignments provide for
increased speeds and future technology improvements.

Voices of San Jose is committed to finding solutions that work best for San Jose and all
citizens of California, for now and for the next 100 years. VOSJ looks forward to working
with HSRA, its consultants, and CSJ-DOT to find the right solution.

Please contact VOSI if you have questions, require clarifications, or to brainstorm other
solutions. VOSJ Project Manager David Dearborn will serve as primary contact; he may be
reached at (408) 981-6599 or ddavtondiaitnel. VOSJ Director Jean Dresden may be
contacted at (408) 298-0275 or jeanunn/aaol.com.

Sincerely yours,

ot Dueatk

iy
Jean Dresden
Director, Voices of San Jose

cc:  Ben Tripousis, SJ-DOT
Henry Servin Jr., P.E. SJ-DOT



Thread the Needle (TTN)

CA High Speed Rail, San Jose to Merced
Willow St. (north of Tamien) to Diridon

Scoping Input
TTN, An Alternative Alignment

Voices of San Jose
David Dearborn, Project Manager
Jean Dresden, Director

April 8th, 2009
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Overview

This Thread the Needle (TTN) alternative alignment offers a faster,
more secure path through San Jose.

TTN proposes crossing 87 near West Virginia Street north of
Tamien Station and going through the 87-280 interchange and on to
Diridon underground. It incorporates a 4,300 foot unobtrusive
tunnel under highly valued TOD and RDA land.

This alignment and design through San Jose would:

B Facilitate faster, lighter weight and more energy efficient train
sets of the future.

B Reflect respect for San Jose’s history, livability and sense of
community for 1.5 to 2.0 million people.

B Facilitate wider degrees of freedom in land use planning and
design as San Jose continues to grow.

B Include the option of including UPRR and other heavy rail.
There is only one chance to get this right.
There will be no going back.

San Jose is the 10" largest city planning for a world-class multi-
modal transit hub, mall and urban center.

The TTN proposal presents an underground 2.5 to 3.0% grade into
and out of Diridon starting at the 87-280 interchange (Threading the
Needle).



Confiquration:

Various tunnel configurations are possible: one large bore with 4
tracks, two parallel bores, 2 tracks each, or three parallel bores,

Figure 1 below illustrates the proposed alignment (marked in white)
from south of West Virginia St. and east of 87 - - crossing north and
west over 87 - - entering the open space between 87 and south
bound flyover ramp - - and proceeding northwest under 280 into the
tunnel under Auzerais Avenue and on to the Diridon Station.

Figure 1. [lllustration {not to scale) showmg grade prof‘ le.

0.000% 3.000% 2.909% 2727% 0.583% 0.305% 0.417%

Diridon I San Carlos 280N Ramp Needle Eye Virginia Willow Tamien
Approach | '

-—F"#-'-'_-_-—-ﬁ.—-d--_-}_

Once the right of way enters the 87-280 interchange as illustrated in
Figure 2, the descent begins to a level designed to cross under
BART at the Diridon Station.

This option would use a 2.5 to 3.0 percent grade to reach Diridon at
the desired level under the proposed BART tunnel depth.



Figure 2. TTN bore in 87-280 interchange. View from W. Virginia overpass

lllustrated in Figure 3 below is the large radius curve over 87 and
entering the interchange under the 280N flyover to 87S and starting
its descent under 280 and the neighborhoods beyond.

87 South



Environmental Issues

Socio Economics, Neighborhoods & Environmental Justice:
None -- buried underground
Eminent Domain:

None/ very small -- mostly public land and underground
Land Taking:
None/ very small -- mostly public land and underground

Traffic & Mobility:

None north of 280 -- only at and around station; no road/street
closures required -- possibly at W. Virginia east of 87 (TBD)

Biological Resources & Riparian Corridors:

None — No rail bed, structures, construction, vibration,
displacement, mitigation or modifications required. ROW
buried well below the Guadalupe River and Los Gatos water
ways and riparian corridors. No impact on migratory fish,
reptiles, birds, mammals, insects, grasses, plants, habitat, and
other

Noise & Vibration:

None -- no surface structures or at grade rail beds in or
through historic neighborhoods or densely populated core
city areas as ROW is well underground in areas of greatest
concern

Construction Impacts:

Significantly fewer -- once over 87 and through the 280-87
interchange and underground, construction related issues
and mitigation is reduced.

Sound Mitigation:
None-to-nil -- buried underground; no sound walls required



Cumulative & Secondary Impacts:

None to nonexistent -- Combined HSR, Caltrain & other
heavy rail are buried and underground; simultaneous or
cumulative noise and vibration is underground and fully
mitigated

Parks Recreation & Open Space:

None taken -- Preserves, protects and enhances
opportunities for parks, trails and open space -- Preserves,
protects and enhances visual, aesthetic value and eliminates
sound pollution for same -- Reference Scoping input letter
from Dr. Lawrence Lowell Ames

Transportation & Circulation:

Walking and Bike Trails — No mitigation require -- HSR,
Caltrain & other passenger and freight heavy rail is
underground providing increased opportunity for greater
carbon free mobility within and about the city... for work
related commuting, general mobility and recreation and health
maintenance. Reference Scoping letter from Dr. Lawrence
Lowell Ames

Auto & Public transportation — No mitigation required -- HSR,
Caltrain & other passenger and freight heavy rail is
underground

lLocal Growth:

No Impact — Track ROW and associated space and imposition
considerations are non-existent — buried underground

San-Jose DOT planning vision as

proposed in conjunction with the

Santa Clara County Valley Transit
Authority {Q-1 2009}

HSE Under This



Station Planning:

No to little impact -- Greater architectural degrees of freedom
-- HSR is buried under ground — Options for Caltrain are open
-- Option for a separate bore for through freight or HSR is
possible.

Land Use & Property:

Little-to-No Impact -- HSR, Caltrain and other heavy rail is
buried under ground -- Greater degrees of freedom for Land
Use planning -- Little to No Impact on Property values due to
above ground alignment options

EMI / EMF:

None -- Buried and under ground
Security & Public Safety:

None -- Buried and under ground; limited or no access;
Blight, Land Remnants & Misuse:

None -- Buried and under ground; No land remnants to
provide shelter or opportunity for misuse, unauthorized use or
undesired or illegal behavior

Aesthetics & Visual Quality:

Little Impact -- Buried underground except for W. rail fly over
87 -- otherwise no supporting structures, sound or security
barriers walls, visible overhead wires or suspension
structures -- No cleaning or aesthetics mitigation or
maintenance concerns — No impact of such on perceived or
real property values

Hydrology & Water Resources:
None to Little -- See Appendix
Geology & Seismicity:

None to Little -- Current bore designs and construction
technology mitigate this issue. See Appendix
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Speed Considerations:

-- This alignment offers higher speed rail and reduced travel time
through San Jose saving 12 to 16 seconds per train.

-- Larger radii and more direct route allow faster speeds entering

the urban area and Diridon Station.

-- This proposal reserves the smaller turn radius for the ROW
closest to the station where slower speed is needed for station

arrival.

-- Speed models shown in Figures 6 and 7

10 mph
20 mph
30 mph
40 mph
50 mph
60 mph
~ 60 mph
70 mph
70 mph
70 mph
70 mph
60 mph
60 mph
60 mph
60 mph
70 mph
&0 mph
90 mph

Current Caltrain ROW

Diridon
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Tunnel Alignment

10 mph
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30 mph
40 mph
53 mph
60 mph
70 mph
30 mph
90 mph
100 mph
110 mph
120 mph
120 mph



Venting:

A number of areas for venting and emergency access or exit are
possible between the 87-280 bore entrance and the Diridon Station.
Exact locations will depend on engineering details and design
codes or standards.

Estimated Cost Differences

This 0.813 mile alternative would cost an estimated $175,000,000
more than the currently proposed above-ground Caltrain right-of-
way design; 0.5% of the 800 mile California High Speed Rail
estimated project costs. (See table 3.}

To arrive at this $175M figure, subtract the current estimated
significant costs from the estimated TTN alighment significant
costs. (Reference Definition of Cost Elements in the Appendix)

This 0.813 mile tunnel concept would eliminate a number of
designs, construction and environmental issues inherent in the
current above ground Caltrain urban alignment plan.

This tunnel plan would allow the construction and preparations for
use to take place with minimal disruption and mitigation before
going on line.

Comparison of these two alternatives include the following
construction cost elements:

-- Design, construction and related mitigation cost of adhering to
the current Caltrain alignment. Table 1.

-- Design, construction and related mitigation cost related to this
proposed TTN underground alignment. Table 2.

-- Note: Tables below list only the major cost elements that
differentiate these two options.

-- Such elements as electrification, signal, communications and
other less significant cost elements are not mentioned as they are
considered to be a constant between the two alignments.

12



Table1,& 2

Alignment as pre_sented - Caitrain - Willp‘w Street ti;) San Jose Station

Freight Xing HSR Xing Struciure | Estimated $000.000
Above At Grd Above Below Cost Bement
Crossing 87 X X
Prevest 5t X X
Fuller 51.
Delmas Ave. X X
Jerome St
Hlinvis Ave.
Bird Ave. X X
Harrisen 5.
‘West Virginia 5t. 7 X
286 Hwy & ramips X X
Auzerais Ave. X X
West San Carlos 51 X X
Paik Ave. X X X
unit ity cost extended
steet undercrossing / wrhan HSR ea 3.0 17,930413 83791.23%
steet underrcrossing 7 suburban HSR en 4.0 6,886,967 27 547.868]
retaining wall km 0.2 4,399,945 1.319.984
high standard structure km 0.5 16,480,726 §.240.3560
standard structure km 0.1 16.480.720 1,648,672
major wtility relocate’ wiban ki 9.5 37.577 568 18,788,784
major uiility relocate; suburban km 1.0 680,338 680.338
estimated envirenmental mitigation kim 1.0 273467 273,407
3,300,000
Grand total 115.590.852

‘Thread the Needle (yndefgréi‘mﬁ} - Wil[ow Sﬁeet to $an Jose Station _

cost element

{2ost EFlement

Double Track at Grade Willow to 37 HSR 017 km 168.338
Same for Caltrain and Freightto 87 0,17 km 168,838
West Virginia St. Crossing Below Grade 17,930.413
Doulle Track on Structure HSR 0.4 kin 1489751
Doauble Track on Stiucture Fat. Caltvain 0.4 ki 1.489.751
Extendad Flyover 87 to Tunnel Entrance 56,366,352
Tunne! Entrance - near 87 ‘ 5.000.000
Junnel Double Track HSR  ({soft seili  1.3km 96,247 282
Tunnel Twin Single Track Freight {soft soiil 1.3km 55.464,535
Tunnel Twin Single Track Calwain (soft soil} 1.3km 55,464,535
Venting with facade 3 places 360.000

Grand total 790,150,295

Difference: At Grade vs, Tunnel 174,560,243



Relative Per Capita Cost Comparison

Per capita net cost difference for CA HSR into San Jose via the
0.813 mile TTN underground option. Several population segments
are presented. See Table 3.

Table 3

HSR [Diridon to Morgan Hill with Undergroumd

87280 TTN 1o Diridon

$836,918.16%

Populatien Segment count ticapita /1 yr. $:capita; 30 yrs
HSR Riders 7 yi 50,000,000 16.74 0.56
State Residents 36.700,000 2280 0.76
Siate Req Voters 23200000 36.07 1.20
SCCo. Residents 1,800,000 454.95 15.50
SCCo. Reg Vorers 1,117,300 749.05 24.97
5J Residents 950,000 880.9%7 29.37
5J Reqg Voters 610,000 1,372.00 45.73

Per capita net cost for BART into San Jose via the 4.1 mile
underground option. Several population segments are presented.

See Table 4.

Table 4.

BART: Warm Springs to San Jose...
Right of Way. Statiens, Construction

$6.100.000.000

Papulation Segment count Yicapita 71 yi. Y capita’ 30 yrs
State Residents 36,700,000 6621 hhd
BART Riders ‘yr 5J° 17.000,000 358.82 11.96
SCLo. Residents 1.800.000 3.388.89 112.96
SCCo. Reg Voters 1,117,300 5.459.59 181.9%
5J Residents 950,000 6.421.05 214.04
SJ Reg Voters 610,000 10.000.00 333.33

* Estimated BART ridersliip fyrin and out of San Jose
Estimated at 15% of total BART annual ridership
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Summary

Thread the Needle Solution. ..

Shaves 15 seconds off every train through San Jose
Reduces / eliminates CEQA concerns and mitigation
Eliminates protracted delays related to property acquisition
Simplifies Scoping and EIR process through San Jose
Simplifies Security issues

Provides Cost vs. Benefit balance

Simplifies Future System Upgrades

Facilitates San Jose bypass hore

For San Jose. ..

Frees up land for a world class transit mall
Frees up acreage of former right of way
Eliminates downtown underpasses and overpasses
Preserves homes of unique character and distinction
Eliminates intrusive and disruptive transit corridor
TTN is Truly a Win-Win

o For San Jose

o For California

15
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Currently Proposed Alignment

fig. 4 Currently proposed Caltrain alignment structures
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Soils and Hydrology:

The USGS soils and geological map of the north central San Jose
area illustrates substrates below the Arena, Diridon and proposed
underground alignment. (Figure § and 5a)

Figure 5

Area of Arena, Diridon and 280-87
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Figure 6 shows the tunnel entrance just west of the Guadalupe
River channel, running northwest under the Los Gatos Creek and

into the Diridon Station.

The entire 0.813 mile or 4,300 feet run through Alluvial Fan
Deposits. Over the last 100 year as the water table of Santa Clara
Valley has dropped and the valley floor has settled, these soils have
become compact loam-like soils that are not as water laden as in

the past.

Figure 6 Soil
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Geology & Seismicity

Figure 7 illustrates areas of liquefaction susceptibility in the areas
of north and central San Jose. Although subsoil in the area of this
proposed tunnel alignment are alluvial fan deposits and may
contain varying levels of subsoil moisture, these soils present
moderate levels of risk to well engineered below-grade structures.

It is assumed that upon further examination of these soils, tunnel
design, construction materials and processes will be selected to
provide the maximum level of safety and sustainability.

Figure 7 Liquefaction
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Information provided in the VTA BART EIR summarized from the
Geotechnical Exploration Findings and Recommendations Report (Earth
Tech, Inc. 2003) states the following:
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“From the Market Street Station and proceeding west, some granular
deposits of sand and gravel to silty sand and clayey sand interbedded in
fine grained silts and clays are expected.”

This report goes on to state:

‘... whereas at Guadalupe River and Los Gatos Creek there is potential
for liquefaction primarily within the upper 20 feet of the soil profile.”

Areas along this proposed tunnel (TTN) alignment would have to be
identified by detailed geotechnical studies during the design phase
of the Project.

Tunnel design and construction of that intended for the BART
tunnel in these soils have been reviewed and are considered
standard, safe and reliable.

Construction Views

Note: The following construction views for general illustration
only.

Virginia St. south {Caltrain ROW)

Fiqure PP-8
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Structure over 87 (Caltrain ROW)
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280 to Diridon (Caltrain ROW)
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Tunnel approach
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Appendix 4-4
Bay Area to Centrai Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Definiticn of Cost Elements

BACHECO- 1 AND 2
CQ5T ELEMENTS QUANTITIES
Alignisent Cost HBHIT PR???‘-{S] Bividon ta Mergan Hilt Hargan il to Gilroy
Pachets-1 Yacheco-2
Track Itam Cosz {5} Qroantities jtem Cost {5} |
Crowiiz Tracs Ssation-Tersl far 2250 16,00
T har 323,267 27.450 IRI5LIE0 9,832,352
2 . 1.573.243 5.650 9A42E.135 11,257,280
3 Doub's Toace Sectizn - In Tun-of or 5 bway Ly 1.578.3¢3 2,600 \] a
2 D bte Tracs Sectign - 3n Tremch Ly 1.578,243 0.330 0 &
Sing'z Tracd S=ciion - Tone tar D2.600
5 £ 29% Tz« Settion - At Guadz RiT 486,583 000 a 1]
-3 £ 2. Tiac- Saction - 3~ She_mmy 2 wm 239,131 £.000 ) ]
[T Z'nole Trut< Section - T Tur-z] or Sobvery T 539,271 3 360 <] &
8 Sngls Track Saction - 20 Trench Eind 529,171 2,300 Q i
2 Freighe Doubls Tracs - A% Erade T §535,167 2.500 Q o
19 Frs ohe S rals Tass - AnCoede bar 496,583 {000 ] 2
Earthwock and Related Izems
z Sira Prs don - Uinzs 2081 0.00 i) o3 &
2 Cut 9 237350 21135087 #4508 <13.747
3 Fil w3 § [ a 141348 5 258185
< BOow ] 13.33 250 0 S.00 o
5 ol w3 noo oo 1] L] 0
& LRl £ opes {La~dscasing/Ewsion Contelt heczoz £073 B0 8 005 )
7 ng (Bow Tczs of R ki 16,733 755 2.803 46 5,50 = 007155
g s Dvainazz et 3% of Cathware 245,750 133.855
Structurss fTunngls 'Walls
: Sgndars Stroooue fam 15735933 0,95 13347237 620 83,775,534
Z Hagh Souohee ki 15,480,720 L] 67,570,865 0,00 )
3 Long Spon Stuctors L 27,577,568 0.00 aQ .00 ]
= sy Coesna - iinery s 25,876,731 a0 1] .00 2
Crossing - S2condary (InigsTon Ta -zl .
5 23.115,226 .00 1] 200 2
6 - 6 s} far 7T.040,254 .60 3 .00 Q
Ed ar 5C,36+533 Q0D a 600 4]
3 kit 78,856,643 Q.00 i 063 8
4 < L 33.740.573 5.00 [ ehv1] 2
P p Truc~ M nzd {5ch Y= S5, 347,282 0.00 1] ] 3
1: Sz #rric Cravige: (D74 BestMinset == 5%.603,859 0.00 i £.00 0
13 Crossgueds =) £1.5(G.259 ey 1 &350 1
Cun dr Cover Douliz Teed Tun-of g 46133, 621 G.00 0 G0 ]
14 Tiench Sas b 42,565,587 9.00 [i] [] 3
15 Tiench Long L 35372836 208 4] oL0 &
16 Hachaen sol & Elegrita "o Tornals “Lr 1,932,382 LA 1] LoD g
17 A no Walle bar: +395,943 g 5.270.93 | 2,00 kil
i5 ConTs [T ANt W fe b 1,560,559 £.00 a 2.00 ]
1s Snals Trae- Cut ans Tover Subeay B 30,073,276 Qoo i 0.00 g
Grads Szparaticis
: Soreet Ovzipose o BER - EX 17,287,217 FINCY ] 3
2 A 6465249 2.00 0,30 ki)
3 ZA 1,533,623 0.58 [fpts] 1]
[ = | Soestl-dyoossing HSR - Uiban ES 17.830,<13 3.6 0.03 i
s Syeer M darcinesing HOR - Suburen EA 6.556,967 ] o.00 61,202.701
-3 : ES 1457301 4.00 Py 3
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3 Mivpr rossing doaue EA 178,032 0.00 [ Ze] O
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H £ nais Trac« Ssbeczion (tampoc==y1 & 1272661 .00 Y 00
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3 ke 63,372 0,00 1] 200
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Bay Area to Central Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS

Appendix 4-A

Definition of Cost Elements

|

PACHECO- 1 AND 2

CQST ELEMENTS NUANTITIES
URTY UNIT Diridon te Morgan Hill Horgan Hill to Gilrey
Afigrimant Cast PRICE {5)
Pachero-1 Pacheca-2

Track Quantitizs Itenn Cost ($ Quantitias Item Cosk{S

SYZ.18ar hete-re ATS981 1433 £35L 236 £.45 2.912.835

Undavele hacm=z 342,208 2452 5071418 11,12 3,823,229
Emvironmenta! Mitigation

Envieonm gntt Witigatan 3% of Lins Cost 3(-E45,555 E.535.450

L Syst

- £7C AT £15.654 2250 16.GD 13.53%.458
E csTone fwiF e Optic fmcizona’ . 583213 2286 15.30 L1.230.613
3 Prorecion Sven X £7,05% 350 1550 074,259
Elzcirification Items
z Traction Towst S.pphe LT 432,365 Z2.50 14.052.829 1280 5,937,E32
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thoughtful - constructive

April 8, 2009

Mr. Dan Leavitt

Deputy Director

ATTN: San Jose to Merced
California High Speed Rail Authority
025 L Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Leavitt:

Subject: High Speed Rail Scoping input
San Jose to Gilroy segment

Regarding:  Attached 5100m (5100 meter) Tunnel Alignment Option

Voices of San Jose (VOSJ) appreciates the opportunity to present this 5100m alternative
alignment during the scoping phase of the project EIR San Jose to Merced. VOSJ thanks
HSRA staff and consultants, City of San Jose-DOT staff, and Caltrans for their help in
preparing this proposal.

Voices of San Jose is a not-for-profit public policy group with the mission to provide
thoughtful and constructive solutions to community challenges. VOSJ provides research and
analytic support to individuals or organizations desiring significant input to public policy.
Volunteer professionals work with community members to help give voice to their ideas.

For your consideration, Voices of San Jose submit this alternative to the double-S curve on
the Caltrain alignment between Tamien and Diridon.

This 5100m alignment descends underground near Curtner Avenue, travels 5100 meters
passing under Guadalupe River, Hwy 87, [-280, Los Gatos Creek to arrive at Diridon Station.
The proposal includes the option to move UPRR and other heavy rail.

In the evaluation of this option vs. the Caltrain route, how will you:
1. Note the minimal CEQA impacts.

2. Measure the decreased risk of significant legal and political delays resulting from property
acquisition problems through historic Greater Gardner and North Willow Glen neighborhoods
south of Diridon.



3. Consider the faster travel times possible on this alignment.
4. Observe the greater flexibility for a separate bypass track for trains not stopping at Diridon.

5. Take measure of the increased options for implementation of advanced technology over the
next 10, 50, and 100 years.

6. Acknowledge the reduced construction mitigations required.

7. Consider the reduced on-going mitigation costs in nearby historic neighborhoods and
claims associated with changes in service levels and equipment.

8. Note the greater degrees of freedom in design of an efficient, cost-effective Diridon Multi-
modal Station.

9. Acknowledge the greater compatibility with high density, high quality TOD and better use
of Redevelopment Agency (RDA) land in the Diridon Station area.

This 5100m alignment offer solutions to the challenges of the Double-S curve south of
Diridon station. Minimal CEQA implication and property acquisition would allow for rapid
construction of the San Jose to Merced HSR segment. Straighter alignments provide for
increased speeds and future technology improvements.

Voices of San Jose is committed to finding solutions that work best for San Jose and all
citizens of California, for now and for the next 100 years. VOSJ looks forward to working
with HSRA, its consultants, and CSJ-DOT to find the right solution.

Please contact VOSJ if you have questions, require clarifications, or to brainstorm other
solutions. VOSJ Project Manager David Dearborn will serve as primary contact; he may be
reached at (408) 981-6599 or dduvtond /st nel. VOSJ Director Jean Dresden may be
contacted at (408) 298-0275 or jcanann’vacl.com.

Sincerely yours,

Jean Dresden
Director, Voices of San Jose

cc: Ben Tripousis, SJ-DOT
Henry Servin Jr., P.E. SJ-DOT



CA High Speed Rail, Merced to San Jose

( 5100 meter Curtner Avenue to Diridon)

Scoping Input
5100m: An Alternative Alignment

Voices of San Jose
David Dearborn, Project Manager
Jean Dresden, Director

April 8th, 2009
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5100m Overview

Transforming San Jose from “The Bedroom Community” of the
South Bay to a world-class urban city requires looking forward.

50 years, 100 years from now, will the country’s first HSR system
have a route that represents California’s commitment to the future?

The 5100m alignment gets its name from the tunnel which begins
just north of Curtner Avenue, crossing at right angles under the
Guadalupe River north of Willow Street, and unobtrusively beneath
highly valued TOD and RDA land to Diridon Station It will:

B Facilitate the faster, lighter weight and more energy efficient
train sets of the future.

B Reflect appreciation for San Jose’s history, livability and its
sense of community for 1.5 to 2.0 million people.

B Facilitate wider degrees of freedom in land use planning as
San Jose continues to grow.

B Include the option of including UPRR and other heavy rail.
There is only one opportunity to get this right.
There will be no going back.

San Jose is the 10™ largest city planning for a world-class multi-
modal transit hub, mall and urban center.

This proposal presents a secure and unobtrusive freight-friendly
1.350% max grade through San Jose.



Rail Grade - Diridon to Curther

3.169 miles

. 0.360% 0.180% 1.000% | 1.350% 0.925%
0.000% 0.330% D600% 1.200%
San Carlos 0.930%
L 280 a7 :
Diriden Tamien Alma Curther
Almaden Expy
e
Chart 1.
. Grade Track  TYrack
== Dist  Flev _ . - _ below  below
y From at"from”™  Uest drop % Curtner Grade
From {1} To To point _ Elemnt ft qrade  at "To™ ft

Curtner Curtner +300m OB4| 134 A 9.1 0.920% 9.1 9.1
Cutther + 200m Almaden Expy 1312] 133 B 122 0.530% 1.3 203
Almaden Expy Almaden Expy +200m 655 132 B 6.1 0.930% 274 254
Almaden Expy + 200m Afmaden Expy + 700m 168401 127 C 19.7 1.200% 47.0 40.0
Almaden Expy +700m Alama 1312 121 B E i7.7 1.350% 64.9 51.8
Alma Tamien 984 115 DE 5.9 0.600% 707 51.7
Tamien Willow 1312 115 O E 131 1.000% 838 G4.8
Willow 875 fiyover 1o 280H 3,281 1M1 DE 328 1.000% 11E6 93.6
873 flygver to 280N San Carlos neal Josefa 3281 95 o E 32.8 1.0056% 149 4 114.4
San Carles rear Josefa | Statien Rail South entty 1540/ 98 b E 5.6 0.400% 156.0 1200
Staticn Rail South erntry DHriden plarform 34 97 b E 0.0 0100% 156.0 119.0

at grade - plus or minus 3.1m (10 feet)

trench - 3.1m ta Bm inside (10 - 26 feet)
covered tranch - '

‘tunnel - double track HSR mined soft soil
tunnef- twin single track <6mi mined soft soil

mo o U

Note: Final 5100m track grade and depth at Diridon designed as appropriate
for final station design.




Fig. 2 5100m satellite view showing Grade Elevation and Track below Grade
from Curtner to Diridon
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5100m EIR / EIS Discussion

Socio Economics, Neighborhoods & Environmental Justice:
None -- buried underground

Eminent Domain:

None/ very small -- mostly public land and underground
Land Taking:
None/ very small -- mostly public land and underground

Traffic & Mobility:
None -- only at and around station; no road/street closures
required; no rebuilding of overpasses or grade separations

Biological Resources & Riparian Corridors:
None — No rail bed, structures, construction, vibration,
displacement, mitigation or modifications required. ROW
buried well below the Guadalupe River and Los Gatos water
ways and riparian corridors. No impact on migratory fish,
reptiles, birds, mammals, insects, grasses, plants, habitat, and
other

Noise & Vibration:
None -- no surface structures or at grade rail beds in or
through historic neighborhoods or densely populated core
city areas as ROW is well under ground in areas of greatest
concern

Construction Impacts:
Significantly fewer -- only south of Tamien and tunnel
entrance; no pile driving; no earth moving equipment; no
concrete, steel and materials trucks; no cranes and overhead
equipment; no road closures; no construction mitigation
issues

Sound Mitigation:
None-to-nil -- buried under ground; no sound walls required
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Cumulative & Secondary Impacts:
None to nonexistent -- Combined HSR, Caltrain & other
heavy rail are buried and under ground; simultaneous or
cumulative noise and vibration is underground and fully
mitigated

Parks Recreation & Open Space:
None taken -- Preserves, protects and enhances
opportunities for parks, trails and open space -- Preserves,
protects and enhances visual, aesthetic value and eliminates
sound pollution for same -- Ref:erence Scoping input letter
from Dr. Laurence Lowell Ames and others

Transportation & Circulation:
Walking and Bike Trails — No mitigation require -- HSR,
Caltrain & other passenger and light freight heavy rail is
underground providing increased opportunity for greater
carbon free mobility within and about the city... for work
related commuting, general mobility and recreation and health
maintenance -- See Scoping letter from Dr. Larry Ames

Auto & Public transportation — No mitigation required -- HSR,
Caltrain, Amtrak, ACE and UPRR rail can follow this alignhment
underground through San Jose

Local Growth:
No Impact — Track ROW and associated space and imposition
considerations are non-existent — buried under ground

SanJose DOT planning vision as
proposed in conjunction with the
Santa Clara County Valley Transit
Authority (Q-1 2009)

HSR Under This



Station Planning:
No to little impact -- 5100m is an underground option that
offers greater architectural freedom in planning the new
Diridon multi-modal transit mall -- Options for separate
bore(s) for through passage are possible.

Land Use & Property:
Little-to-No Impact -- HSR, Caltrain and other heavy rail is
buried under ground -- 5100m offers greater degrees of
freedom for Land Use planning -- Little to No Impact on
Property values due to above ground alignment options

EMI / EMF:
None -- Buried and under ground

Security & Public Safety:
None - 5100m is buried and underground

Blight, Land Remnants & Misuse:
None — 5100m alignment is buried and underground; No land
remnants to provide shelter or opportunity for misuse,
unauthorized use or undesired or illegal behavior

Aesthetics & Visual Quality:
No Impact -- 5100m is buried underground -- No supporting
structures -- No sound or security barriers —- No visible
overhead wires or suspension structures - No cleaning or
aesthetics mitigation or maintenance concerns — No impact of
such on perceived or real property values

Hydrology & Water Resources:
None to Little -- See Appendix

Geology & Seismicity:
None to Little -- Current bore designs and construction
technology mitigate this issue -- The difficulty of boring
5100m has been referred to by some... “ like a hot knife
through butter” See Appendix
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5100m Speed Considerations

-- This high speed alignment removes 30 seconds from every HSR
train stopping at San Jose, and even more for through trains

-- Larger radii, gentle grade, enhanced security and reduced
mitigation allow the highest possible speeds with the least
challenges.

-- This proposal reserves the smaller turn radius for entry {o the
Dirdon station where slower speed is needed for station arrival.

-- Speed models below; see table 2.

Table 2.

Caltain Alignment o 100 yr Alignment
. B ) lime L o ~__time
M i mph seg Il mi. mph s8¢
100 0.06 10 237 Diriden 100 0.06 10 22.37
200 0.12 2 8.95 200 0.12 25 8.95
306 0.19 40 5.58 300 0.19 45 4497
400 0.25 50 4.47 400 | 0.5 60 373
£00 0.31 B0 3.73 500 0.31 it 3.20
600 0.37 65 3.44 San Carles 600 0.37 B0 280
700 0.43 65 3.4 700 043 g5 23
8ac 0.50 70 3420 8OO 0.59 105 213
900 0.56 75 2.98 200 0.56 15 1.95
1000 0.62 75 298 1000 0.62 126 1.79
1100 0.68 75 298 1100 0.68 135 1.66
1200 0.75 75 2.98 1200 .76 146 1.54
1300 0.81 it 3.20 1300 0.81 155 1.44
1400 0.87 B85 3.44 1400 0.67 165 1.36
1500 0.83 B0 373 1500 0.93 175 1.28
1600 0.89 60 3.73 280 Fly 1600 0.98 185 1.21
1700 1.0& 50 373 1700 1.06 185 1.21
1800 1.12 65 3.44 1600 1.12 185 1.21
1900 1.16 74 256 1900 1.18 185 1.21
2000 1.24 80 280 2000 1.24 185 1.21
2100 1.30 95 235 2100 1.30 185 1.21
2200 1.37 110 203 2200 1.37 185 1.21
2300 1.43 125 1.78 2300 1.43 188 1.2
2400 1.49 140 1.60 2400 1.4% 185 1.21
2500 1.55 155 1.44 2500 1.55 185 121
2600 1.62 170 132 Willow 2600 1.B2 185 1.21
2700 1.68 185 1.21 2700 1.68 185 1.21
2300 1.74 185 1.21 2800 1.74 185 1.21
2900 1.60 185 1.21 2800 1.80 185 1.4
. 3000 1.86 185 1.21 Tamien 3000 1.86 185 1.2
total seconds..... 110 total seconds...... 80
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Venting:

A number of areas for venting and emergency access or exit are
possible along this 5100m bore to the Diridon Station. Exact
locations will depend on engineering details and design codes or
standards.

Estimated Cost Difference

The 5100m alternative would cost an estimated $439,000,000 more than the
currently proposed above-ground Caltrain right-of-way design from Diridon to
Morgan Hill. This option adds 1.3% to the 800 mile California High Speed Rail
estimated project costs. See table 3.

To arrive at this $439mil figure, subtract the current estimated significant costs

from the estimated Tunnel Alignment significant costs.

Table 3.
5100m Tunnei Alignment Cost Estimate . cnst
Cost e[emem o
1 in Elemnt § ‘metel Cost
Curiner| 1o |Almaden Expy 300 A not applicable i
400 B 48 B68 18,867 035
Almaden Expy| to [Alma A0 B 49 653 9533517
ann c 48,124 24 061 821
Alma| to |[Station Rail entry 3700 DE 151 712 561,334 493
track removal from Willow to Ditidon 2% 2500 F 1% 317 500
: est. total cost §15.513,966
Current Caltrain Alignment Cost ~ wotal cost
o LTSS S - -~ . ofpresentad
cost elements in the current alignment unit qty cost ‘Uit alignment
steat undercrogging / urban HER ea 3.0 17 930 413 53791239
steet undarncrassing / suburbian HSR Ba 4.0 & 586 867 27 547 BEB
retaining wall km 05 4,350 945 2199 973
high structure km 3.0 16,480,720 48 442 160
standard structure km 1.0 137353933 13,733,933
long span structiure km 05 37 577 568 18,768,784
major ufility relocate/ urban km 20 880 338 1,360 676
rmajor utility relocate/ suburban km 23 273407 528 836
estimated env'tmnmental mitigation 9,000,000
est, total cost 176.493.469
__cost per unit or nmeter _ §/ meter

A ‘at grade plus or mmu531m (1Dfeet)

not applicable

B 1trenc_]'n -3.m to 8m_ inside {10-26 feetj 49 BE3 ; )
[ covered trench - 4E_I 12:1
_ . D ‘tunnel- double track HSR mined soft sait 86247
B E  tunnel- twin smgle track <Em_|_ mined soft sail 55 65
Fisingle track removal times 2 tracks_ i27

Note: Shown above are significant cost figure elements, and do not include

items common to be both alignment options.
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Relative per capita cost comparison

Per capita CA HSR Morgan Hill to Diridon via the 5100m
underground option. Several population segments are presented.

(see table 4. below)

Table 4 Total cost Morgan Hill to Diridon via 5100m alignment option.

H5R Diridsn to KMergan Hill with Underground
Curtner - Almaden Expy 1o Diridon

$1.100.918,165

Population Segment count $ocapita Sl yr. bocapitas 30 yis
HSR Riders / yr 20,000,000 22.02 0.73
State Residents 36,700,000 30.00 1.00
State Reqg Voters 23,200,000 47 .45 1.58
SCCo. Residents 1,800,400 611.62 20,39
SCCo. Reg Voters 1,117,360 985.34 32.84
SJ Residents 450,000 1.158.86 38.63
%J Reqg Yotars 610,000 1.804.78 60.16

Per capita cost for BART Fremont to San Jose via the 4.1 mile
underground tunnel. Several population segments are presented.

(see table 5. below)

Table 5.

BART: Warm Springs to San Jose...
Right of Way, Stations, Construction

$6.100.000,000

Population Seqment count $icapita 71 yr. $capita’ 30 yrs
State Residents 36,700,000 166.21 .54
BART Riders yr SJ° 17.000,000 35882 11.9%
5CC0. Residents 1,800,000 3,388.89 112.96
SCCo. Reg Voters 1,117,300 5,45%.59 181.99
5J Residents 950,000 6.421.05 Z14.04
SJ Req Yeoters 610.000 10.000.00 333.33

* Estimated BART sidership /yr in and out of San Jose
Estimated at 15% of total BART annual ridership

i3




Summary

For CA High Speed Rail ...

Shaves 30 seconds off every train stopping at San Jose
Reduces even more time for ‘through trains’

Eliminates protracted delays related to property acquisition
Reduces / eliminates CEQA concerns and mitigation
Simplifies Scoping and EIR process through San Jose
Simplifies Security issues

More readily accepts newer technology, upgrades and
higher speed train sets

Is truly the design for the next 100 years

For San Jose.. ..

Frees up land for a world class transit mall
Eliminates downtown underpasses and overpasses
Is freight friendly with 1.350% max grade

Preserves homes of unique character and distinction
Eliminates intrusive and disruptive multi-rail corridor
Frees up over 50 acres of former right of way

Truly the design for San Jose’s future

A winning solution for San Jose — HSRA and the citizens of

California
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Currently Proposed Alignment

fig. 4 Currently proposed Caltrain alignment structures
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Soils and Hydrology:

The USGS soils and geological map of the north central San Jose
area illustrates substrates below the Arena, Diridon and proposed
underground alignment. (Figure 5 and 5a)

Figure 5

AR ¥
(: /J—"— s } ll|') 1] /_(1

Area of Arena, Diridon and 280-87

Fig. 5a

' Correlation of Map Undts [
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£ | Gvch md [msiffersanigkatemae emele Sl ia 2oy FLTPERRE TSI TP

32 = 2l fam oot 3esip 1 |

== e i
’ .
Al e = L = |
— - s = B
B £~ t
- L;-s ‘

Figure 9 shows the tunnel entrance just west of the Guadalupe

River channel, running northwest under the Los Gatos Creek and
into the Diridon Station.
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The entire 0.813 mile or 4,300 feet run through Alluvial Fan
Deposits. Over the last 100 year as the water table of Santa Clara
Valley has dropped and the valley floor has settled, these soils have
become compact loam-like soils that are not as water laden as in
the past.

Holocene Early Quaternary and Older
E Alluvial fan deposits I:I Oider d2posits and bedrock
o Alluvigl fan levee depasits ot Alluvigi Tan deposlits. fine facies
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Geology & Seismicity

Figure 10 illustrates areas of liquefaction susceptibility in the areas
of north and central San Jose. Although subsoil in the area of this
proposed tunnel alignment are alluvial fan deposits and may
contain varying levels of subsoil moisture, these soils present
moderate levels of risk to well engineered below-grade structures.

It is assumed that upon further examination of these soils, tunnel
design, construction materials and processes will be selected to
provide the maximum level of safety and sustainability.

Figure 7 Liquefaction

.' LIGUEFACTION
— - SUSCEPTIBILITY

}l Qpl - VERY HIGH
] |. I* L-' ) I
}
|.'

HIGH

/ ' Arena ~ ( MODERATE
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l il J ' 'Q--"r 2hi ERY LOW
1 3 5 = 141 I
| Los Gatos Cr. —7 Guadalupe Riv. |
canl ”~ \ ,...--""'-.. 1
=T | = i ! = BART Tunnel
ﬂ,.:’ \ \ Cahl b 1 o—HSR Tunnei
1 ) { ] A Lines

Lomsaa, dashed whars lecation uhestiainty

- L .
)r' :-“/ /; \ h T - iz grsster tharr abaut + 100 m
.ll - 1 . __/‘-' - !
- s Aq ]

Information provided in the VTA BART EIR summarized from the
Geotechnical Exploration Findings and Recommendations Report (Earth
Tech, Inc. 2003) states the following:

“From the Market Street Station and proceeding west, some granular
deposits of sand and gravel to silty sand and clayey sand interbedded in
fine grained silts and clays are expected.”

This report goes on to state:
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“... whereas at Guadalupe River and Los Gatos Creek there is potential
for liquefaction primarily within the upper 20 feet of the soil profile.”

Areas along this proposed tunnel (TTN) alignment would have to be
identified by detailed geotechnical studies during the design phase
of the Project.

Tunnel design and construction of that intended for the BART
tunnel in these soils have been reviewed and are considered
standard, safe and reliable.

Construction Views

Note: The following construction views for general illustration
only.

Virginia St. south (Caltrain ROW)

Fiqure PP-58
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Structure over 87 (Caltrain ROW)
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280 to Diridon (Caltrain ROW)
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Tunnel approach
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Appendix 4-4
Bay Area fo Cenal Valley HST Final Program EIR/EIS Definition of Cost Elements

PACHECO- 1 AND 2
COST ELEMENTS QUANTITIES
! UMIT Dﬂg?gs] Diridon to Morgan Hitl Morgan Hill to Gilroy
Alignment Cost 4
Pacheco-1 Pacheco-2
Track Quantidss. Irem Cost (53 Quankitias Ttem Cost{5})
Soutis Treet Seotcn-Tozel lar 3250 1800
Z bz Tracs Sedion - Az € ads s 223,167 27 450 27352330 5580 632,352
2 Souble Tracs Seition - 0~ Stoonag fara 1.578 a3 E.510 9185 135 £.180 Z1457.35D
3 Dbtz Trars S=etino - In Tunrel or Subway T 1.873.223 D000 1 T.O03 1]
£ Soubis Thacs S2cion - In Trem<h Jar 1.878.24 o000 2 pReaN] ]
Zinavr Tracs Sexdon - Toia, T o000 850
5 S e Toac- Section ~ 41 Erade ur 2,000 1] &
[ < role Tracs Secton - - Soowes - 5.000 1] ]
7 S rae Treze Section - 2o Tun=sl or Subwar LT 0.200 1] b 5
3 ur 2000 0 S0 3
2 k 0,850 a SO a
12 RIT 426,583 9,600 ] 2,000 iy
| Earc
I hezs- 12,681 0.306 o P L]
2 I S 237.2580 SEASD <13.747
3 m3 1] 121,345 L 258155
< m3 200 k] ki
H wE 2.0 o.Ch a
5 hecsz 2,00 ) [
k3 b 1 758 5,30 -, 0G7.458
3 Sozta Dositags Faci 53 of Earthwvors 233558
Structures {Trmnelis) ¥alls
- Stzrdare 56 e 12,733,832 0.95 13.047.257 6.10 83,775,394
z re 16450722 <0 47,570,553 .00 o
3 ITEFR5ED 0.0 0 Q0 o
= €055 57 - NidNary 25.576.73¢ 6.00 0 il o
wISng - SErondary 1vigeton/lenal
5 25,159 2% .00 L] 000 g
6 75.840. 4.00 i} e} §
7 55564533 0,00 (1] 5,00 ]
g 7E.526.643 000 1] 0.0 1]
9 23,740,573 .00 Z ] by
1o Dotz Tracs Hrad SR ST} §6,227,382 Q.06 0 .00 @
jic) Sa stwic Chamizr {09 14 Bustlinss) £4.503,859 0.63 Q 500 o
i3 Crogspuers == 54,505,599 .00 ] Gl 1]
iz Cun & Lover Doub o Toesh Tun -2l ki 46,133,651 0,60 [ o] o
13 Treach Saore by 43.569.597 240 0 0.00 2
15 ar: 35371835 4400 Q ] o
15 ze} & Eleoricel i~ Toonsis s 1,931,262 9.00 [ a.60 a
17 welle T +.259.045 ] 5.339.83¢ 4,00 bl
15 e 1.5 559 608 2 2,60 o
15 ki, 3077 T 0.90 1] 0.00 a
Grad
'. E& 17,167,217 .00 1] i)
2 =] 5.485,°65 6.00 a 0
3 TA 1.053.628 .00 ] o
< L) -zercrogsing HSP, - Uopen E4 17,230,213 200 53.351.23% J
S - Sercrossing HSR - Sub, EA 5.556,357 1..00 7585253524 61,802,701
[ Sazer Yo dakoossing HIR - Ung E& 1157221 .00 Q a
E Saeat Kizoing £58 Teeaes £ [1] 4.00 L1} )
3 Hlingr crossing dosie EA 178,032 000 0 1]
Rai} and Utility Refacation
H £ nalz Trac: Asker-9on tsmpees 51 ar 1,27: 661 £.00 0
ke 1372661 .50 [
HIT, 33372 5,00 [}
el in 580,338 13.33 £.£4E.509
Hisjer Uil 1y Ralocetic: T 73407 9.43 2.575.56) 1,093,828
FEzjor Lty Relacagion - Undeueleoss L 13,888 8.75 135.256 e ieet]
Right-of-Way
Rig t-pf-Wae Reoui-od for Exch Sagma-t
Uras= hregzer2 2,737.598 26.26 55.453.5:3 o 19.300.136

Deper":=; Page 4-A-21
Federal Railroad

CAL IFORNLA . .
el Administration

24



Bay Area io Central Valley HST Finai Program EIR/EIS
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Volices of San Josean~

thoughtful - constructive

April 8, 2009

Mr. Dan Leavitt

Deputy Director

ATTN: San Jose to Merced
California High Speed Rail Authority
925 L Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Leavitt;

Subject: High Speed Rail Scoping input
San Jose to Gilroy segment

Regarding:  Attached Thread the Needle (TTN) Tunnel Alignment Option

Voices of San Jose (VOSJ) appreciates the opportunity to present this TTN alternative
alignment during the scoping phase of the project EIR San Jose to Merced. VOSJ thanks
HSRA staff and consultants, City of San Jose-DOT staff, and Caltrans for their help in
preparing this proposal.

Voices of San Jose is a not-for-profit public policy group with the mission to provide
thoughtful and constructive solutions to community challenges. VOSJ provides research and
analytic support to individuals or organizations desiring significant input to public policy.
Volunteer professionals work with community members to help give voice to their ideas.

For your consideration, Voices of San Jose submit this TTN alternative to the double-S curve
on the Caltrain alignment between Tamien and Diridon.

Thread the Needle (TTN) alignment follows Highway 87 from Tamien Station to the 1-280
and Hwy 87 interchange where it would thread the "eye" of the needle and descend
underground among the flyovers of the interchange. The proposal includes the option to move
UPRR and other heavy rail.

In the evaluation of this option vs. the Caltrain route, how will you:
1. Note the minimal CEQA impacts.

2. Measure the decreased risk of significant legal and political delays resulting from property
acquisition problems through historic Greater Gardner and North Willow Glen neighborhoods
south of Diridon.



3. Consider the faster travel times possible on this alignment.
4. Observe the greater flexibility for a separate bypass track for trains not stopping at Diridon.

5. Take measure of the increased options for implementation of advanced technology over the
next 10, 50, and 100 years.

6. Acknowledge the reduced construction mitigations required.

7. Consider the reduced on-going mitigation costs in nearby historic neighborhoods and
claims associated with changes in service levels and equipment.

8. Note the greater degrees of freedom in design of an efficient, cost-effective Diridon Multi-
modal Station.

9. Acknowledge the greater compatibility with high density, high quality TOD and better use
of Redevelopment Agency (RDA) land in the Diridon Station area.

The TTN alignment offer solutions to the challenges of the Double-S curve south of Diridon
station. Minimal CEQA implication and property acquisition would allow for rapid
construction of the San Jose to Merced HSR segment. Straighter alignments provide for
increased speeds and future technology improvements.

Voices of San Jose is committed to finding solutions that work best for San Jose and all
citizens of California, for now and for the next 100 years. VOSJ looks forward to working
with HSRA, its consultants, and CSJ-DOT to find the right solution.

Please contact VOSJ if you have questions, require clarifications, or to brainstorm other
solutions. VOSJ Project Manager David Dearborn will serve as primary contact; he may be
reached at (408) 981-6599 or ddaytond@att.net. VVOSJ Director Jean Dresden may be
contacted at (408) 298-0275 or jeanann2@aol.com.

Sincerely yours,

Jean Dresden
Director, Voices of San Jose

cc: Ben Tripousis, SJ-DOT
Henry Servin Jr., P.E. SJ-DOT



Thread the Needle (TTN)

CA High Speed Rail, San Jose to Merced

Willow St. (north of Tamien) to Diridon

Scoping Input
TTN, An Alternative Alignment

Voices of San Jose
David Dearborn, Project Manager
Jean Dresden, Director

April 8th, 2009
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Overview

This Thread the Needle (TTN) alternative alignment offers a faster,
more secure path through San Jose.

TTN proposes crossing 87 near West Virginia Street north of
Tamien Station and going through the 87-280 interchange and on to
Diridon underground. It incorporates a 4,300 foot unobtrusive
tunnel under highly valued TOD and RDA land.

This alignment and design through San Jose would:

B Facilitate faster, lighter weight and more energy efficient train
sets of the future.

B Reflect respect for San Jose’s history, livability and sense of
community for 1.5 to 2.0 million people.

B Facilitate wider degrees of freedom in land use planning and
design as San Jose continues to grow.

B Include the option of including UPRR and other heavy rail.
There is only one chance to get this right.
There will be no going back.

San Jose is the 10" largest city planning for a world-class multi-
modal transit hub, mall and urban center.

The TTN proposal presents an underground 2.5 to 3.0% grade into
and out of Diridon starting at the 87-280 interchange (Threading the
Needle).



Configuration:

Various tunnel configurations are possible: one large bore with 4
tracks, two parallel bores, 2 tracks each, or three parallel bores,

Figure 1 below illustrates the proposed alignment (marked in white)
from south of West Virginia St. and east of 87 - - crossing north and
west over 87 - - entering the open space between 87 and south
bound flyover ramp - - and proceeding northwest under 280 into the
tunnel under Auzerais Avenue and on to the Diridon Station.

Figure 1. lllustration (not to scale) showing grade profile.

Once the right of way enters the 87-280 interchange as illustrated in
Figure 2, the descent begins to a level designed to cross under
BART at the Diridon Station.

This option would use a 2.5 to 3.0 percent grade to reach Diridon at
the desired level under the proposed BART tunnel depth.



Figure 2. TTN bore in 87-280 interchange. View from W. Virginia overpass

lllustrated in Figure 3 below is the large radius curve over 87 and
entering the interchange under the 280N flyover to 87S and starting
its descent under 280 and the neighborhoods beyond.

Figure 3. 87 North

87 South



Environmental Issues

Socio Economics, Neighborhoods & Environmental Justice:
None -- buried underground
Eminent Domain:

None/ very small -- mostly public land and underground
Land Taking:
None/ very small -- mostly public land and underground

Traffic & Mobility:

None north of 280 -- only at and around station; no road/street
closures required -- possibly at W. Virginia east of 87 (TBD)

Biological Resources & Riparian Corridors:

None — No rail bed, structures, construction, vibration,
displacement, mitigation or modifications required. ROW
buried well below the Guadalupe River and Los Gatos water
ways and riparian corridors. No impact on migratory fish,
reptiles, birds, mammals, insects, grasses, plants, habitat, and
other

Noise & Vibration:

None -- no surface structures or at grade rail beds in or
through historic neighborhoods or densely populated core
city areas as ROW is well underground in areas of greatest
concern

Construction Impacts:

Significantly fewer -- once over 87 and through the 280-87
interchange and underground, construction related issues
and mitigation is reduced.

Sound Mitigation:
None-to-nil -- buried underground; no sound walls required



Cumulative & Secondary Impacts:

None to nonexistent -- Combined HSR, Caltrain & other
heavy rail are buried and underground; simultaneous or
cumulative noise and vibration is underground and fully
mitigated

Parks Recreation & Open Space:

None taken -- Preserves, protects and enhances
opportunities for parks, trails and open space -- Preserves,
protects and enhances visual, aesthetic value and eliminates
sound pollution for same -- Reference Scoping input letter
from Dr. Lawrence Lowell Ames

Transportation & Circulation:

Walking and Bike Trails — No mitigation require -- HSR,
Caltrain & other passenger and freight heavy rail is
underground providing increased opportunity for greater
carbon free mobility within and about the city... for work
related commuting, general mobility and recreation and health
maintenance. Reference Scoping letter from Dr. Lawrence
Lowell Ames

Auto & Public transportation — No mitigation required -- HSR,
Caltrain & other passenger and freight heavy rail is
underground

Local Growth:

No Impact — Track ROW and associated space and imposition
considerations are non-existent — buried underground

Fig. 4



Station Planning:

No to little impact -- Greater architectural degrees of freedom
-- HSR is buried under ground — Options for Caltrain are open
-- Option for a separate bore for through freight or HSR is
possible.

Land Use & Property:

Little-to-No Impact -- HSR, Caltrain and other heavy rail is
buried under ground -- Greater degrees of freedom for Land
Use planning -- Little to No Impact on Property values due to
above ground alignment options

EMI / EMF:

None -- Buried and under ground
Security & Public Safety:

None -- Buried and under ground; limited or no access;
Blight, Land Remnants & Misuse:

None -- Buried and under ground; No land remnants to
provide shelter or opportunity for misuse, unauthorized use or
undesired or illegal behavior

Aesthetics & Visual Quality:

Little Impact -- Buried underground except for W. rail fly over
87 -- otherwise no supporting structures, sound or security
barriers walls, visible overhead wires or suspension
structures -- No cleaning or aesthetics mitigation or
maintenance concerns — No impact of such on perceived or
real property values

Hydrology & Water Resources:
None to Little -- See Appendix
Geology & Seismicity:

None to Little -- Current bore designs and construction
technology mitigate this issue. See Appendix
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Speed Considerations:

-- This alignment offers higher speed rail and reduced travel time
through San Jose saving 12 to 16 seconds per train.

-- Larger radii and more direct route allow faster speeds entering
the urban area and Diridon Station.

-- This proposal reserves the smaller turn radius for the ROW
closest to the station where slower speed is needed for station
arrival.

-- Speed models shown in Figures 6 and 7

Fig. 6 Fig. 7
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Venting:

A number of areas for venting and emergency access or exit are
possible between the 87-280 bore entrance and the Diridon Station.
Exact locations will depend on engineering details and design
codes or standards.

Estimated Cost Differences

This 0.813 mile alternative would cost an estimated $175,000,000
more than the currently proposed above-ground Caltrain right-of-
way design; 0.5% of the 800 mile California High Speed Rail
estimated project costs. (See table 3.)

To arrive at this $175M figure, subtract the current estimated
significant costs from the estimated TTN alignment significant
costs. (Reference Definition of Cost Elements in the Appendix)

This 0.813 mile tunnel concept would eliminate a number of
designs, construction and environmental issues inherent in the
current above ground Caltrain urban alignment plan.

This tunnel plan would allow the construction and preparations for
use to take place with minimal disruption and mitigation before
going on line.

Comparison of these two alternatives include the following
construction cost elements:

-- Design, construction and related mitigation cost of adhering to
the current Caltrain alignment. Table 1.

-- Design, construction and related mitigation cost related to this
proposed TTN underground alignment. Table 2.

-- Note: Tables below list only the major cost elements that
differentiate these two options.

-- Such elements as electrification, signal, communications and
other less significant cost elements are not mentioned as they are
considered to be a constant between the two alignments.

12



Table 1, & 2

Alignment as presented -- Caltrain -- Willow Street to San Jose Station

Freight Xing HSR Xing Structure | Estimated $000,000
Abhove At Grd Above Below Cost Element
Crossing 87 X X
Prevost St. X X
Fuller 5t
Delmas Ave. X X
Jerome St
linois Ave.
Bird Ave. X X
Harrison 5t.
West Virginia St. ? X
280 Hwy & ramps X X
Auzerais Ave. X X
Woest San Carlos St. X X
Park Ave. X X X
unit qty cost extended

steet undercrossing / urban HSR ea 3.0 17,930,413 53,791,239
steet underrcrossing / suburhan HSR ea 4.0 6,886,967 27,547,863
retaining wall km 0.3 4,399,945 1,319,984
high standard structure km 0.5 16,480,720 8,240,360
standard structure km 0.1 16,480,720 1,648,072
major utility relocate/ urhan km 0.5 37.577.568 18,788,784
major utility relocate/ suburhan km 1.0 680,338 680,338
estimated environmental mitigation km 1.0 273,407 273 407

3,300,000

Grand total

115,590,052

Thread the Needle (underground) -- Willow Street to San Jose Station

cost element

Cost Element

Double Track at Grade Willow to 87 HSR  0.17 km 168,838
Same for Caltrain and Freight to 87 0.17 km 168,838
Waest Virginia St. Crossing Below Grade 17,930,413
Double Track on Structure HSR 0.4 km 1,489,751
Double Track on Structure Frt. Caltrain 0.4 km 1,489,751
Extended Flyover 87 to Tunnel Entrance 56,366,352
Tunnel Entrance - near 87 5,000,000
Tunnel Double Track HSR  {soft soil) 1.3km 96,247,282
Tunnel Twin Single Track Freight (soft soil) 1.3km 55,464,535
Tunnel Twin Single Track Caltrain {soft soil) 1.3km 55,464,535
Venting with facade 3 places 360,000

| Grand total 290,150,295

Difference: At Grade vs. Tunnel 174,560,243
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Relative Per Capita Cost Comparison

Per capita net cost difference for CA HSR into San Jose via the
0.813 mile TTN underground option. Several population segments

are presented. See Table 3.

Table 3

HSR Diridon to Morgan Hill with Underground

g7-280 TTH to Diridon

$836,918,165

Population Segment count $/capita /1 yr. $/capita’/ 30 yrs
HSR Riders / yr 50,000,000 16.74 0.56
State Residents 36,700,000 22.80 0.76
State Req Voters 23,200,000 36.07 1.20
SCCo. Residents 1,800,000 464.95 153.50
SCCo. Reg Voters 1,117,300 749.05 24.97
5J Residents 950.000 880.97 29.37
SJ Req Voters 610.000 1,372.00 45.73

Per capita net cost for BART into San Jose via the 4.1 mile
Several population segments are presented.

underground option.

See Table 4.

Table 4.

BART: Warm Springs to San Jose...
Right of Way, Stations, Construction

$6.100,000,000

Population Segment count $/capita / 1 yr. $/capita/ 30 yrs
State Residents 36,700,000 166.21 5.94
BART Riders /yr SJ° 17,000,000 338.82 11.96
S5CCo. Residents 1,500,000 3,358.89 112.96
S5CCo. Reqg Voters 1,117,300 3,459.59 181.99
SJ Residents 950,000 6.421.05 214.04
SJ Reqg Voters 610,000 10,000.00 333.33

* Estimated BART ridership /yr in and out of San Jose
Estimated at 15% of total BART annual ridership
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Summary

Thread the Needle Solution . . .

Shaves 15 seconds off every train through San Jose
Reduces / eliminates CEQA concerns and mitigation
Eliminates protracted delays related to property acquisition
Simplifies Scoping and EIR process through San Jose
Simplifies Security issues

Provides Cost vs. Benefit balance

Simplifies Future System Upgrades

Facilitates San Jose bypass bore

For San Jose. ..

Frees up land for a world class transit mall
Frees up acreage of former right of way
Eliminates downtown underpasses and overpasses
Preserves homes of unique character and distinction
Eliminates intrusive and disruptive transit corridor
TTN is Truly a Win-Win

o For San Jose

o For California
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Currently Proposed Alignment

fig. 4 Currently proposed Caltrain alignment structures
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Soils and Hydrology:

The USGS soils and geological map of the north central San Jose
area illustrates substrates below the Arena, Diridon and proposed
underground alignment. (Figure 5 and 5a)

Figure 5

Fig. 5a
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Figure 6 shows the tunnel entrance just west of the Guadalupe
River channel, running northwest under the Los Gatos Creek and

into the Diridon Station.
The entire 0.813 mile or 4,300 feet run through Alluvial Fan
Deposits. Over the last 100 year as the water table of Santa Clara

Valley has dropped and the valley floor has settled, these soils have
become compact loam-like soils that are not as water laden as in

the past.
Figure 6 Soil
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Geology & Seismicity

Figure 7 illustrates areas of liquefaction susceptibility in the areas
of north and central San Jose. Although subsoil in the area of this
proposed tunnel alignment are alluvial fan deposits and may
contain varying levels of subsoil moisture, these soils present
moderate levels of risk to well engineered below-grade structures.

It is assumed that upon further examination of these soils, tunnel
design, construction materials and processes will be selected to
provide the maximum level of safety and sustainability.

Figure 7 Liquefaction

Information provided in the VTA BART EIR summarized from the
Geotechnical Exploration Findings and Recommendations Report (Earth
Tech, Inc. 2003) states the following:

20



“From the Market Street Station and proceeding west, some granular
deposits of sand and gravel to silty sand and clayey sand interbedded in
fine grained silts and clays are expected.”

This report goes on to state:

“... whereas at Guadalupe River and Los Gatos Creek there is potential
for liquefaction primarily within the upper 20 feet of the soil profile.”

Areas along this proposed tunnel (TTN) alignment would have to be
identified by detailed geotechnical studies during the design phase
of the Project.

Tunnel design and construction of that intended for the BART
tunnel in these soils have been reviewed and are considered
standard, safe and reliable.

Construction Views

Note: The following construction views for general illustration
only.

Virginia St. south (Caltrain ROW)
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Structure over 87 (Caltrain ROW)

8710 280 (Caltrain ROW)
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280 to Diridon (Caltrain ROW)

Four tracks — covered trench
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Tunnel approach

Tunnel Option
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Volices of San Josean~

thoughtful - constructive

April 8, 2009

Mr. Dan Leavitt

Deputy Director

ATTN: San Jose to Merced
California High Speed Rail Authority
925 L Street, Suite 1425

Sacramento, CA 95814

Dear Mr. Leavitt:

Subject: High Speed Rail Scoping input
San Jose to Gilroy segment

Regarding:  Attached 5100m (5100 meter) Tunnel Alignment Option

Voices of San Jose (VOSJ) appreciates the opportunity to present this 5100m alternative
alignment during the scoping phase of the project EIR San Jose to Merced. VOSJ thanks
HSRA staff and consultants, City of San Jose-DOT staff, and Caltrans for their help in
preparing this proposal.

Voices of San Jose is a not-for-profit public policy group with the mission to provide
thoughtful and constructive solutions to community challenges. VOSJ provides research and
analytic support to individuals or organizations desiring significant input to public policy.
Volunteer professionals work with community members to help give voice to their ideas.

For your consideration, Voices of San Jose submit this alternative to the double-S curve on
the Caltrain alignment between Tamien and Diridon.

This 5100m alignment descends underground near Curtner Avenue, travels 5100 meters
passing under Guadalupe River, Hwy 87, 1-280, Los Gatos Creek to arrive at Diridon Station.
The proposal includes the option to move UPRR and other heavy rail.

In the evaluation of this option vs. the Caltrain route, how will you:
1. Note the minimal CEQA impacts.

2. Measure the decreased risk of significant legal and political delays resulting from property
acquisition problems through historic Greater Gardner and North Willow Glen neighborhoods
south of Diridon.



3. Consider the faster travel times possible on this alignment.
4. Observe the greater flexibility for a separate bypass track for trains not stopping at Diridon.

5. Take measure of the increased options for implementation of advanced technology over the
next 10, 50, and 100 years.

6. Acknowledge the reduced construction mitigations required.

7. Consider the reduced on-going mitigation costs in nearby historic neighborhoods and
claims associated with changes in service levels and equipment.

8. Note the greater degrees of freedom in design of an efficient, cost-effective Diridon Multi-
modal Station.

9. Acknowledge the greater compatibility with high density, high quality TOD and better use
of Redevelopment Agency (RDA) land in the Diridon Station area.

This 5100m alignment offer solutions to the challenges of the Double-S curve south of
Diridon station. Minimal CEQA implication and property acquisition would allow for rapid
construction of the San Jose to Merced HSR segment. Straighter alignments provide for
increased speeds and future technology improvements.

Voices of San Jose is committed to finding solutions that work best for San Jose and all
citizens of California, for now and for the next 100 years. VOSJ looks forward to working
with HSRA, its consultants, and CSJ-DOT to find the right solution.

Please contact VOSJ if you have questions, require clarifications, or to brainstorm other
solutions. VOSJ Project Manager David Dearborn will serve as primary contact; he may be
reached at (408) 981-6599 or ddaytond@att.net. VVOSJ Director Jean Dresden may be
contacted at (408) 298-0275 or jeanann2@aol.com.

Sincerely yours,

Jean Dresden
Director, Voices of San Jose

cc: Ben Tripousis, SJ-DOT
Henry Servin Jr., P.E. SJ-DOT



CA High Speed Rail, Merced to San Jose

( 5100 meter Curtner Avenue to Diridon)

Scoping Input
5100m: An Alternative Alignment

Voices of San Jose
David Dearborn, Project Manager
Jean Dresden, Director

April 8th, 2009
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5100m Overview

Transforming San Jose from “The Bedroom Community” of the
South Bay to a world-class urban city requires looking forward.

50 years, 100 years from now, will the country’s first HSR system
have a route that represents California’s commitment to the future?

The 5100m alignment gets its name from the tunnel which begins
just north of Curtner Avenue, crossing at right angles under the
Guadalupe River north of Willow Street, and unobtrusively beneath
highly valued TOD and RDA land to Diridon Station It will:

B Facilitate the faster, lighter weight and more energy efficient
train sets of the future.

B Reflect appreciation for San Jose’s history, livability and its
sense of community for 1.5 to 2.0 million people.

B Facilitate wider degrees of freedom in land use planning as
San Jose continues to grow.

B Include the option of including UPRR and other heavy rail.
There is only one opportunity to get this right.
There will be no going back.

San Jose is the 10" largest city planning for a world-class multi-
modal transit hub, mall and urban center.

This proposal presents a secure and unobtrusive freight-friendly
1.350% max grade through San Jose.



Figure 1,

Chart 1.

Grade Track Track

Dist Elev helow helow

From | at "from”™ Cost drop % Curtner Grade

From (1) To To point Elemnt ft grade | at"To™ ft

Curtner Curtner + 300m 954 134 A 9.1 0.920% 9.1 9.1
Curtner + 300m Almaden Expy 1312 133 B 12.2 0.930% 213 20.3
Almaden Expy Almaden Expy +200m B56| 132 B B.1 0.930% 274 25.4
Almaden Expy +200m Almaden Expy +700m 16400 127 C 19.7 1.200% 47.0 40.0
Alrnaden Expy +700m Alama 1312 1A DE 17.7 1.350% 648 518
Alma Tamien 984 115 DE 58 0.600% 0.7 51.7
Tarmien Willow 1,312 115 DE 13.1 1.000% 83.8 64.8
il o 87S flyover to 280N 3,261 111 DE 32.8 1.000% 116.6 93.6
875 flyover ta 280N San Carlos near Josefa 3231 93 B E 328 1.000% 149.4 114.4
San Carlog near Jogefa | Station Rail South entry 1,640 o3 OE BB 0.400% 156.0 120.0
Station Rail South entry Diridon platform 328 97 = 0o 0.000% 156.0 119.0

Note:

tunnel -

M o m I

for final station design.

at grade - plus or minus 3.7m (10 feet)

trench - 3.1m to Bm inside {10 - 26 feet)
cavered trench -
double track H3R mined soft soil
tunnel - twin single track <Bmi mined soft sail

Final 5100m track grade and depth at Diridon designed as appropriate




Fig. 2 5100m satellite view showing Grade Elevation and Track below Grade
from Curtner to Diridon



5100m EIR / EIS Discussion

Socio Economics, Neighborhoods & Environmental Justice:
None -- buried underground

Eminent Domain:

None/ very small -- mostly public land and underground
Land Taking:
None/ very small -- mostly public land and underground

Traffic & Mobility:
None -- only at and around station; no road/street closures
required; no rebuilding of overpasses or grade separations

Biological Resources & Riparian Corridors:
None — No rail bed, structures, construction, vibration,
displacement, mitigation or modifications required. ROW
buried well below the Guadalupe River and Los Gatos water
ways and riparian corridors. No impact on migratory fish,
reptiles, birds, mammals, insects, grasses, plants, habitat, and
other

Noise & Vibration:
None -- no surface structures or at grade rail beds in or
through historic neighborhoods or densely populated core
city areas as ROW is well under ground in areas of greatest
concern

Construction Impacts:
Significantly fewer -- only south of Tamien and tunnel
entrance; no pile driving; no earth moving equipment; no
concrete, steel and materials trucks; no cranes and overhead
equipment; no road closures; no construction mitigation
issues

Sound Mitigation:
None-to-nil -- buried under ground; no sound walls required
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Cumulative & Secondary Impacts:
None to nonexistent -- Combined HSR, Caltrain & other
heavy rail are buried and under ground; simultaneous or
cumulative noise and vibration is underground and fully
mitigated

Parks Recreation & Open Space:
None taken -- Preserves, protects and enhances
opportunities for parks, trails and open space -- Preserves,
protects and enhances visual, aesthetic value and eliminates
sound pollution for same -- Ref:erence Scoping input letter
from Dr. Laurence Lowell Ames and others

Transportation & Circulation:
Walking and Bike Trails — No mitigation require -- HSR,
Caltrain & other passenger and light freight heavy rail is
underground providing increased opportunity for greater
carbon free mobility within and about the city... for work
related commuting, general mobility and recreation and health
maintenance -- See Scoping letter from Dr. Larry Ames

Auto & Public transportation — No mitigation required -- HSR,
Caltrain, Amtrak, ACE and UPRR rail can follow this alignment
underground through San Jose

Local Growth:
No Impact — Track ROW and associated space and imposition
considerations are non-existent — buried under ground

Fig. 3



Station Planning:
No to little impact -- 5100m is an underground option that
offers greater architectural freedom in planning the new
Diridon multi-modal transit mall -- Options for separate
bore(s) for through passage are possible.

Land Use & Property:
Little-to-No Impact -- HSR, Caltrain and other heavy rail is
buried under ground -- 5100m offers greater degrees of
freedom for Land Use planning -- Little to No Impact on
Property values due to above ground alignment options

EMI / EMF:
None -- Buried and under ground

Security & Public Safety:
None -- 5100m is buried and underground

Blight, Land Remnants & Misuse:
None — 5100m alignment is buried and underground; No land
remnants to provide shelter or opportunity for misuse,
unauthorized use or undesired or illegal behavior

Aesthetics & Visual Quality:
No Impact -- 5100m is buried underground -- No supporting
structures -- No sound or security barriers -- No visible
overhead wires or suspension structures -- No cleaning or
aesthetics mitigation or maintenance concerns — No impact of
such on perceived or real property values

Hydrology & Water Resources:
None to Little -- See Appendix

Geology & Seismicity:
None to Little -- Current bore designs and construction
technology mitigate this issue -- The difficulty of boring
5100m has been referred to by some... “ like a hot knife
through butter” See Appendix
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5100m Speed Considerations

-- This high speed alignment removes 30 seconds from every HSR
train stopping at San Jose, and even more for through trains

-- Larger radii, gentle grade, enhanced security and reduced
mitigation allow the highest possible speeds with the least
challenges.

-- This proposal reserves the smaller turn radius for entry to the
Dirdon station where slower speed is needed for station arrival.

-- Speed models below; see table 2.

Table 2.

Caltain Alignment 100 yr Alignment
time time
m mi. mph Sec m mi. mph SeC
100 0.06 10 2237 Diridon 100 0.06 10 2237
200 0.12 25 g.95 200 0.12 25 8.95
300 0.1% 40 5.65 300 0.19 45 497
400 0.25 50 4.47 400 0.25 60 3.73
500 0.31 G0 373 500 0.31 70 3.20
500 0.37 65 3.44 San Carlos 500 0.37 g0 2.80
700 0.43 65 3.44 700 0.43 95 235
800 0.50 70 320 800 0.50 105 213
500 0.56 75 2.98 500 0.56 115 1.95
1000 0.62 75 298 1000 0.62 125 1.79
1100 0.58 7a 288 1100 0.55 135 1.66
1200 0.75 75 2.98 1200 0.7s 145 1.54
1300 0.51 70 320 1300 0.81 155 1.44
1400 0.57 65 3.44 1400 0.57 165 1.36
1500 0.93 G0 3.73 1500 0.893 175 1.28
1600 0.99 5] 373 280 Fly 1600 0.99 185 1.21
1700 1.06 60 3.73 1700 1.06 185 1.21
1800 1.12 G5 3.44 1800 1.12 185 1.21
1900 1.18 7a 288 1900 1.18 185 1.21
2000 1.24 g0 2.80 2000 1.24 185 1.21
2100 1.30 95 235 2100 1.30 185 1.21
2200 1.37 110 2.03 2200 1:3% 185 1.21
2300 1.43 125 1.78 2300 1.43 185 1.21
2400 1.49 140 1.60 2400 1.49 185 1.21
2500 1.55 155 1.44 2500 1.55 185 1.21
2600 1.62 170 1.32 Willow 2500 1.62 185 1.21
2700 1.68 185 1.21 2700 1.68 185 1.21
2500 1.74 185 1.21 2500 1.74 185 1.21
2900 1.80 185 1.21 25900 1.80 185 1.21
3000 1.86 185 1.21 Tamien 3000 1.85 185 1.21
total seconds..... 110 total seconds...... 80
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Venting:

A number of areas for venting and emergency access or exit are
possible along this 5100m bore to the Diridon Station. Exact
locations will depend on engineering details and design codes or
standards.

Estimated Cost Difference

The 5100m alternative would cost an estimated $439,000,000 more than the
currently proposed above-ground Caltrain right-of-way design from Diridon to
Morgan Hill. This option adds 1.3% to the 800 mile California High Speed Rail
estimated project costs. See table 3.

To arrive at this $439mil figure, subtract the current estimated significant costs
from the estimated Tunnel Alignment significant costs.

Table 3.
5100m Tunnel Alignment Cost Estimate cost
Cost element
m Elemnt § /meter Cost
Curtner| to |Almaden Expy 300 A not applicable 0
400 =] 49 B8 19 867 035
Almaden Expy| to |Alma 200 B 49 BRR 9833517
a00 C 48124 24 061,821
Alma| to |Station Rail entry 3700 D E 151,712 o61,334 093
track removal from Willow to Diridon 2% 2600 F 127 317 500
est. total cost 615,513,966
Current Caltrain Alignment Cost total cost
of presented
cost elements in the current alignment unit qty cost /unit alignment
steet undercrossing / urban HSR ga 3.0 17 930,413 53,791,239
steet underrcrossing / suburban HSR ea 40 [ ,886 957 27 547 BR3
retaining wall km 0.5 4,399 945 2199973
high structure ki 3.0 16,480,720 49 442 160
standard structure km 1.0 13,733,933 13,733.933
long span structure km 0.5 37 577 BRA 18,788,764
major utility relocated urban ki 2.0 530,338 1,360 676
major utility relocate/ suburban km 23 273 407 625,836
estimated environmental mitigation 9,000,000
est. total cost 176,493,469
cost per unit or meter 5/ meter
A at grade - plus or minus 3.1m (10 feet) not applicable
B trench-3.1mto 8m inside (10 - 25 feet) 43 BES
C  |covered trench - 43 124
D tunnel - double track HSR mined soft soil o5 247
E [tunnel - twin single track <Bmi mined soft soil 55 485
F |single track remaval times 2 tracks 127

Note: Shown above are significant cost figure elements, and do not include
items common to be both alignment options.
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Relative per capita cost comparison

Per capita CA HSR Morgan Hill to Diridon via the 5100m
underground option. Several population segments are presented.

(see table 4. below)

Table 4 Total cost Morgan Hill to Diridon via 5100m alignment option.

HSR Diridon to Morgan Hill with Underground
Curtner / Almaden Expy to Diridon

$1.100,918,165

Population Segment count $/capita / 1 yr. $/capita/ 30 yrs
HSR Riders / yr 50,000,000 22.02 0.73
State Residents 36,700,000 30.00 1.00
State Req Voters 23,200,000 47.45 1.58
SCCo. Residents 1,800,000 611.62 20.39
SCCo. Req Voters 1,117,300 985.34 32.84
SJ Residents 950,000 1,158.86 38.63
SJ Req Voters 610,000 1,804.78 60.16

Per capita cost for BART Fremont to San Jose via the 4.1 mile

underground tunnel.

(see table 5. below)

Table 5.

BART: Warm Springs to San Jose...
Right of Way, Stations, Construction

Several population segments are presented.

$6,100,000,000

Population Seqment count $/capita / 1 yr. $/capita/ 30 yrs
State Residents 36,700,000 166.21 5.54
BART Riders /yr 8J° 17,000,000 358.82 11.96
SCCo. Residents 1,800,000 3,388.89 112.96
SCCo. Reg Voters 1,117,300 5,459.59 181.99
SJ Residents 950,000 6.421.05 214.04
SJ Req Voters 610,000 10,000.00 333.33

© Estimated BART ridership /yr in and out of San Jose
Estimated at 15% of total BART annual ridership
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Summary

For CA High Speed Rail . . .

Shaves 30 seconds off every train stopping at San Jose
Reduces even more time for ‘through trains’

Eliminates protracted delays related to property acquisition
Reduces / eliminates CEQA concerns and mitigation
Simplifies Scoping and EIR process through San Jose
Simplifies Security issues

More readily accepts newer technology, upgrades and
higher speed train sets

Is truly the design for the next 100 years

For San Jose . ..

Frees up land for a world class transit mall
Eliminates downtown underpasses and overpasses
Is freight friendly with 1.350% max grade

Preserves homes of unique character and distinction
Eliminates intrusive and disruptive multi-rail corridor
Frees up over 50 acres of former right of way

Truly the design for San Jose’s future

A winning solution for San Jose — HSRA and the citizens of

California
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Currently Proposed Alignment

fig. 4 Currently proposed Caltrain alignment structures
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Soils and Hydrology:

The USGS soils and geological map of the north central San Jose
area illustrates substrates below the Arena, Diridon and proposed
underground alignment. (Figure 5 and 5a)

Figure 5

Fig. 5a

Figure 9 shows the tunnel entrance just west of the Guadalupe
River channel, running northwest under the Los Gatos Creek and
into the Diridon Station.
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The entire 0.813 mile or 4,300 feet run through Alluvial Fan
Deposits. Over the last 100 year as the water table of Santa Clara
Valley has dropped and the valley floor has settled, these soils have

become compact loam-like soils that are not as water laden as in
the past.

Figure 6 Soll
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Geology & Seismicity

Figure 10 illustrates areas of liquefaction susceptibility in the areas
of north and central San Jose. Although subsoil in the area of this
proposed tunnel alignment are alluvial fan deposits and may
contain varying levels of subsoil moisture, these soils present
moderate levels of risk to well engineered below-grade structures.

It is assumed that upon further examination of these soils, tunnel
design, construction materials and processes will be selected to
provide the maximum level of safety and sustainability.

Figure 7 Liquefaction

Information provided in the VTA BART EIR summarized from the
Geotechnical Exploration Findings and Recommendations Report (Earth
Tech, Inc. 2003) states the following:

“From the Market Street Station and proceeding west, some granular
deposits of sand and gravel to silty sand and clayey sand interbedded in
fine grained silts and clays are expected.”

This report goes on to state:
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“... whereas at Guadalupe River and Los Gatos Creek there is potential
for liquefaction primarily within the upper 20 feet of the soil profile.”

Areas along this proposed tunnel (TTN) alignment would have to be
identified by detailed geotechnical studies during the design phase
of the Project.

Tunnel design and construction of that intended for the BART
tunnel in these soils have been reviewed and are considered
standard, safe and reliable.

Construction Views

Note: The following construction views for general illustration
only.

Virginia St. south (Caltrain ROW)
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Structure over 87 (Caltrain ROW)

87 to 280  (Caltrain ROW)
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280 to Diridon (Caltrain ROW)

Four tracks — covered trench
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Tunnel approach

Tunnel Option
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BEFORE ORDERING OR FABRICATING

ANY MATERIAL.

280-87 CONNECTOR VIADUCT

QUANTITIES

BR NO 37-0270H

Z%Q%QQ/;QlQZQ 9-30-05

Norm Kelley

Rangina Amir

BY

PLANS AND SPECS
COMPARED

STRUCTURE MAINTENANCE

KILOMETER POST

CLEAN BRIDGE DECK 18 402 m2
BRIDGE REMOVAL (PORTION), LOCATION C LUMP SUM
STRUCTURAL CONCRETE, BRIDGE 14 m3
CLEAN EXPANSION JOINT 240 m
JOINT SEAL (MR 15 MM) 8 m
JOINT SEAL ASSEMBLY (MR 80 MM) 45 m
¢ JOINT SEAL (MR 40 MM) 61 m
X JOINT SEAL (MR 50 MM) 128 m
e TREAT BRIDGE DECK 18 402 m?2
%‘U; 280-87 CONNECTOR VIADUCT (FLUgvl;JIg[H)OgE%IDGE DECK TREATMENT MATERIAL 7 350 L
VAV Br No.37-0270H, Rte 280, KP R4.0
1:1250 ALL DIMENSIONS ARE 1IN
METERS UNLESS OTHERWISE SHOWN
BY CHECKED . . BY CHECKED STATE OF BRIDGE NO.
e I. Bolla Ranging Amir RAYOUT Norm Kelley Rangina Amir DIVISION OF MAINTENANCE ™ "= " 0 ROUTES 87 & 280 BRIDGES
s |7 CALIFORNIA

=>bmiller

BY CHECKED ) . SPECIFICATIONS . . . GENERAL PLAN NO
TN EnGIteER auantiTies| ® T, Bolla Rangina Amir Blair Anderson Blair Anderson  |DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION DESIGN Varies .6
STRUCTURE MAINTENANCE DESIGN GENERAL PLAN & DETAIL SHEET (METRIC) (REV. (5/10/01 AR LR LA iy i i i i
( ) (REV. (5/10/01) ORIGINAL SCALE IN MILLIMETERS | | | | | | | | | | CU 04230 DISREGARD PRINTS BEARING REVISION DATES (PRELIMINARY STAGE ONLY) | srcer OF
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DIST] COUNTY ROUTE OTAL PROJECT | No || SHEETS
3 NOTES 04| SCI 280 R3.5/8.2 180 191
o p
S | —— = - Indicates existing. S\«Qmwa/ g; - Bﬂfo 9-30-05
g REGISTERED c{¥IL ENGINEER
= | Indicates limits of clean and
% -] treat bridge deck with methacrylate. 11-28-05
PLANS APPROVAL DATE
The State of California or its officers or agents
55 shall not be responsible for the accuracy or
QR . . _ completeness of electronic copies of this plan sheet.
S w Indicates location of remove existing
& é join'l‘ seal and place new joim‘ seal, Caltrans now has a web site! o get to this site, go to: http://www.dot.ca.qov
ul il
%g THE CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY ALL
gg CONTROLLING FIELD DIMENSIONS
-°—‘§ BEFORE ORDERING OR FABRICATING Br No. 37-0270H
= ANY MATERIAL. (SEE GENERAL PLAN NG 5

Extended Assembly to
full length across
bridge. See Spani17
NB280/SB87

Connector ;ro|
©
Q
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T
2
o o . +l
@ =x To San Francisco g
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2y e
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h'ts il 7 @: ””””””””””” S| —
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ss| ™\ _Bent9 __ _ _ __ _Bents8 _ _ Benft 7 _ _ _ _ Bente6 ._._ _\__ _._Bent 5 . _ . _ _Bent 4 _ _ Bent 3__ _ Bent2 . _ _ _ _ _Abur 1. _._._ _ - ¥ Rte _280_ S
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23 i
O - 03

DATE PLOTTED => 20-DEC-2007 TIME PLOTTED => 10:42
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AS BUILT CORRECTIONS

86.411¢+ A 89.709+ A 115.910+ R
\ Measured along & Rte 280 \ \
GUADALUPE RIVER BRIDGE AND SEPARATION (280/87)
Br No. 37-0275L/R, Rte 280, KP R3.5 ALL DIMENSIONS ARE IN
1:500
METERS UNLESS OTHERWISE SHOWN
BY CHECKED . . BY CHECKED BRIDGE NO.
ik — I. Bolla CHECKEFiGﬂgIﬂG Amir AYOUT Norm Kelley Rangina Amir STATE OF DIVISION OF MAINTENANCE ™ s ROUTES 87 & 280 BRIDGES
W//ZAZQ . DETAILS Norm Kelley Rangina Amir v PLans AN srecs C A L I F o R N I A STRUCTURE MAINTENANCE [koeeross
SE<10N ENGINEER auanTiTiES| ®" T, Bolla T Rangina Amir SPECIFICATIONSI o 4ir Anderson Blair Anderson DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION DESIGN Varies GENERAL PLAN NO'S
STRUCTURE WAINTENANCE DESIGN GENERAL PLAN & DETAIL SHEET (METRIC) (REV. (5/10/01) R LA LA AL AL AL LA LA AL W CU 04230 REVISION DATES (PRELIMINARY STAGE ONLY) | sicer | oF
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CONTRACT NO: 04-272014

TRANSFER DATE: 12-20-2007

FIELD CORRECTION DATE: 0T7-16-2007

Hellina Au

CORRECTIONS TRANSFERED BY: BEM

FIELD CORRECTIONS BY:

NOTES:
—e— - Indicates existing. pa
™
N
] Indicates limits of clean and ,
| treat bridge deck with methacrylate.

~\\\\\\; Indicates location of remove existing

joint seal and place new joint seal.

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY ALL
CONTROLLING FIELD DIMENSIONS
BEFORE ORDERING OR FABRICATING
ANY MATERIAL.

14.630% 3.048%

2.438%

AS BUILT CORRECTIONS

ClibPD

Measured along € Ramp

but 33 Benf 32 T Bent [

]t T F TS i s — 2 .

Bird Avenue | |

N e

173.763%

T mme—— .

KILOMETER POST |SHEET| TOTAL
DIST] COUNTY ROUTE TOTAL PROJECT | No |SHEETS
04 SCI 280 R3.5/8.27 1781 191

oo & . gl sns

REGISTERED CWWIL ENGINEER

11-28-05

PLANS APPROVAL DATE

The State of California or its officers or agents
shall not be responsible for the accuracy or

67.891%
Measured_along & Ramg

Changed assembly MR 8Omm
to "B" seal MR = 50mm
due to rebar configuration

== ==
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- 37-0275R
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123 ,

Measured along

'gé_y____i_”'

Den

¢ Ramp

'—Z'—’ completeness of electronic copies of this plan sheet.

[

- [0 gef fo the Calfrans web site, go fo: Nip://www.dot.cagov
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o
® \
MR = 50mm © o .
per plan. — Vol

\ ER ) \

. \ . \

\ Lo \
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47.081% e 146.304 * e 84.841% .
Measured along € Ramp
GUADALUPE RIVER BRIDGE AND SEP. (280/87)BR NO 37-0275L/R 344.888 ¢ —
QUANTITIES Measured along & Rte 280
CLEAN BRIDGE DECK 47 400 m?
BRIDGE REMOVAL (PORTION% LOCATION B LUMP SUM
STRUCTURAL CONCRETE, BRIDGE 38 m?
CLEAN EXPANSION JOINT ™ 550 T GUADALUPE RIVER BRIDGE AND SEPARATION (280/87)
JOINT SEAL fMR 20 MM) L Br No. 37-0275L/R, Rte 280, KP R3.5
TREAT BRIDGE DECK 47 400 m? 1:500
FURNISH | K T T T TERIAL 18 930 L
(ng ODO%? DB DEC REATMENT MATERIA ALL DIMENSIONS ARE 1IN
METERS UNLESS OTHERWISE SHOWN
DESIGN By CHECKED ) . BY CHECKED STATE OF BRIDGE NO.
‘ — I. Bolla CHECKEFEGﬂgIﬂG allills RAYOUT Norm Kelley Rangina Amir DIVISION OF MAINTENANCE = "~ " 0 ROUTES 87 & 280 BRIDGES
W DZI -30- PETAILS Norm Kelley Rangina Amir BY PLANS AND SPECS CALIFORNIA STRUCTURE MAINTENANCE [xicoverer rost
9-30-05 COMPARED
DESIGN ENGINEER auanTiTIES| ®" T. Bolla CHECKEﬁong]nG Amir SPECIFICATIONS Blair Anderson Blair Anderson DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION DESIGN Varies GENERAL PLAN NO. 3
STRUCTURE MAINTENANCE DESIGN GENERAL PLAN & DETAIL SHEET (METRIC) (REV. (5/10/01) HH||||| |HHHH |||||||H HHH||| |||HHH H||||||| HHH||| |||HHH H||||||| HHHM REVISION DATES (PRELIMINARY STAGE ONLY) I SHEET OF
oo sone g wneress | e b b s k| CY 94230 DISTEERR RIS Same [ BEREL
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KILOMETER POST |SHEET| TOTAL
DIST] COUNTY ROUTE TOTAL PROJECT | No |SHEETS

04 SCI 280 R3.5/8.2 1791 191

oo & . gl sns

REGISTERED CWWIL ENGINEER

11-28-05
PLANS APPROVAL DATE

CONTRACT NO: 04-272014

The State of California or its officers or agents
shall not be responsible for the accuracy or

45.674*

[0 gefto the Calfrans web sife, go fo: hitp:/ /www.dot.ca.qov

TRANSFER DATE: 12-20-2007

FIELD CORRECTION DATE: 07-16-2007

110,973+

e |
L Bentill._ |

ES
T \=ri=mregor=ee=s: e
O L . .
Z\ A To San Francisco . |-
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Helling Au

A37-0275L

CORRECTIONS TRANSFERED BY: BEM

FIELD CORRECTIONS BY:

- - Indicates existing.

Indicates limits of clean and
treat bridge deck with methacrylate.

Indicates location of remove existing
joint seal and place new joint seal.

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY ALL
CONTROLLING FIELD DIMENSIONS

NO AS BUILT CORRECTIONS

DATE PLOTTED => 20-DEC-2007 TIME PLOTTED => 10:42

=>bmiller

BEFORE ORDERING OR FABRICATING B 53.745+ |
ANY MATERIAL. — i Measured along € Ramp -
— A 126.949 + A _
\ Measured along ¢ Rte 280 \
GUADALUPE RIVER BRIDGE AND SEPARATION (280/87)
Br No. 37-0275L/R, Rte 280, KP R3.5 ALL DIMENSIONS ARE 1IN
1:500 METERS UNLESS OTHERWISE SHOWN
oeston | °' T, Bolla T Rangina Amir LAYOUT  Norm el ey CHEC;E;ngmG Amir STATE OF DIVISION OF MAINTENANCE 3:?;:02: ROUTES 87 & 280 BRIDGES
PO Y/ setatts | Norm Kelley S angina Amir = e e CALIFORNIA |STRUCTURE MAINTENANCE [xmermsres
SESION ENGINEER auanTiTiES| ' T, Bolla T Rangina Amir SPECIFICATIONSI B\ qir Anderson Blair Anderson DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION DESIGN Varies GENERAL PLAN NO' 4
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CONTRACT NO: 04-272014

TRANSFER DATE: 12-20-2007

FIELD CORRECTION DATE: 07-16-2007

Hellina Au

CORRECTIONS TRANSFERED BY: BEM

FIELD CORRECTIONS BY:

NOTES:

ANY MATERIAL.

NO AS BUILT CORRECTIONS

ClibPD

——————— - Indicates existing.

] Indicates limits of clean and

THE CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY ALL
CONTROLLING FIELD DIMENSIONS
BEFORE ORDERING OR FABRICATING

] treat bridge deck with methacrylate.

\ Indicates location of remove existing

joint seal and place new joint seal.

AUZERAIS AVENUE UNDERCROSSING

BR NO 37-0273F

QUANTITIES

CLEAN BRIDGE DECK 3 451 m?
CLEAN EXPANSION JOINT (6 m

JOINT SEAL (MR 40 MM) 21 m

JOINT SEAL (MR 50 MM) 55 m

TREAT BRIDGE DECK 3 451 m

FURNISH BRIDGE DECK TREATMENT MATERIAL 1 381 L

(LOW ODOR)

105.216%

Measured along & Bridge

|
A

110.948%
Measured along & Bridge

DIST

COUNTY

ROUTE

KILOMETER POST
TOTAL PROJECT

TOTAL
SHEETS

04

SCI

280

R3.5/8.2

191

oo & . gl rns

11-28-05

REGISTERED CWWIL ENGINEER

PLANS APPROVAL DATE

The State of California or its officers or agents
shall not be responsible for the accuracy or

To gef to the Calfrans web site, go tfo: htp:/ /www.dot ca.gov

=>bmiller

AUZERATS AVENUE UNDERCROSSING
Br No.37-0273F, Rte 87, KP 8.4
1:400
ALL DIMENSIONS ARE IN
METERS UNLESS OTHERWISE SHOWN
BY CHECKED . . BY CHECKED BRIDGE NO.
e — I. Bolla CHECKEFEGﬂgIﬂG allills RAYOUT Norm Kelley Rangina Amir STATE OF DIVISION OF MAINTENANCE ™ "~ " ° ROUTES 87 & 280 BRIDGES
ik VDt e bETAILS Norm Kelley Rangina Amir — CALIFORNIA |STRUCTURE MAINTENANCE koeres
9-30-05 COMPARED

SESION ENGINEER auanTiTiES| ®" T, Bolla e Rangina Amir SPECIFICATIONSI o\ Jir Anderson Blair Anderson DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION DESIGN Varies GENERAL PLAN NO. 2
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=> 10:43

TIME PLOTTED

=> 20-DEC-2007

DATE PLOTTED
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DIST] COUNTY ROUTE OTAL PROJECT | No || SHEETS
2 04| scl 280 R3.5/8.2 |176| 191
+ p
3 ‘S:Qmm/ gr( . Bﬂ&/ 9-30-05
= REGISTERED CWVIL ENGINEER
o N&S 87-5S280 CONNECTOR SEPARATION BR NO 37-0396H
= QUANTITIES 1 _58-08
8 CLEAN BRIDGE DEEZK ) 3 133 m?
BRIDGE REMOVAL (PORTION), LOCATION A LUMP SUM PLANS APPROVAL DATE
STRUCTURAL CONCRETE, BRIDGE 4 m3 The State of California or its officers or agents
'§§ CLEAN EXPANSION JOINT 88 m shall not be responsible for the accuracy or
RN JOINT SEAL (MR 30 MM) 9 m
T JOINT SEAL ASSEMBLY (MR 80 MM) 12 m
=2 JOINT SEAL (MR 50 MM) 67 m
== TREAT BRIDGE DECK 3 133 m?
S3 FURNISH BRIDGE DECK TREATMENT MATERIAL 1 253 L
Eé N (LOW ODOR)
=3 &’
= N
\
-
@
®
S 37-0275L
5 i S . ’=4_-.——1-=ﬁ==§- NERAL
. Beny 17 == HiNge e T T Rent ] (SEE CENE]
- \ ,rBemL 5 Bent: © \ -
Qo T _ \‘ \ ‘\ ==t
= TirsiLo \ ' =T
| - h:‘:‘=--=..h_ | \__’__=_=====';:/
2 '. == M_ o=
o |
g3 "‘
3 S |
£ d : " ' STANDARD PLANS DATED JULY 2004
‘.‘ =y SHEET NO. TITLE
: o
m ‘ A10A ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS (A-L)
A10B ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS (M-Z)
z RSP Bo-21 JOINT SEALS (MAXIMUM
o MOVEMENT RATING = 50 mm)
— P10 CONCRETE PAVEMENT-DOWEL BAR DETAILS
N INDEX TO PLANS
& | - GENERAL NOTES SHEET No. TITLE
m —e— Indicates existing. QAD FACTQR DESIGN 1 CENERAL PLAN NO.1
OC | 7 indicates limits of clean and DESIGN: BRIDGE DESIGN SPECIFICATIONS B 2 GENERAL PLAN NO.?2
| treat bridge deck with methacrylate. (1996 AASHTO with Interims and Revisions by 3 GENERAL PLAN NO.3
oc CALTRANS) 4 GENERAL PLAN NO.4
o \ DEAD LOAD: Includes 1676 Pa for future wearing surface. ,, 5 GENERAL PLAN NO.5
o Indicates location of remove existing LIVE * © GENERAL PLAN NO.6
joint seal and place new joint seal. LOADING: HS20-44 and alternative and permit design load. v"’i ! GENERAL PLAN NO.7
o 8 GENERAL PLAN NO.8
REINFORCED o
- THE CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY ALL CONCRETE:  fy = 413.7 MPa s T 190 GENERAL PLAN NO.9
CONTROLLING FIELD DIMENSIONS L F JOINT SEAL DETAILS NO.1
/ - . ~ // :
- BEFORE ORDERING OR FABRICATING o = 25.0 MPa Q:/ ' 11 JOINT SEAL DETAILS NO.2
— ANY MATERIAL. n =19 %\; " 12 JOINT RECONSTRUCTION DETAILS NO.1
- ) ! 13 JOINT RECONSTRUCTION DETAILS NO.2
m ' 14 JOINT RECONSTRUCTION DETAILS NO.3
A 15 JOINT SEAL ASSEMBLY
-~ _
8 N&S 87-S280 CONNECTOR SEPARATION (MAXIMOM MOVENENT RATING=100mm)
w g g) 16 STRUCTURE APPROACH TYPE R(9D)
g g Br No. 37—03961H-,50F:)‘I‘e 87, KP 8.2 ALL DIMENSIONS ARE IN
< © ’ METERS UNLESS OTHERWISE SHOWN
BY CHECKED . . BY CHECKED T A T E F BRIDGE NO.
e — I. Bolla CHECKEFEGﬂgIﬂG allills RAYOUT Norm Kelley Rangina Amir S 0 DIVISION OF MAINTENANCE = "~ " 0 ROUTES 87 & 280 BRIDGES
. | cetaits |® Norm Kelley Sangina Amir _ CALIFORNIA |[STRUCTURE MAINTENANCE |[rroemerross
o3 GENERAL PLAN NO.1
SESIGN ENGINEER auanTiTiEs| ®Y T, Bolla T Rangina Amir SPECIFICATIONSI o\ Jir Anderson Blair Anderson DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION DESIGN Varies — .
z STRUCTURE MAINTENANCE DESIGN GENERAL PLAN & DETAIL SHEET (METRIC) (REV. (5/10/01) |HH||||||||HWH |||||||\\|H\\\||||||||\\\H\|\|||||||||\H\\\||||||||\\\H|H||||||||HHHH|| CU 04230 DISREGARD PRINTS BEARING REVISION DATES (PRELIMINARY STAGE ONLY) I SHEET OF
POR REDUCED PLANS ' METERS 0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90 100 EA 27201 1 EARLIER REVISION DATES ————m M 51705 | 9-30-05 I 1 16
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orsi] oy | rovte [ o (o (S
S End of jee Approach >1db N See Note 6 04| sci 280 R3.5/8.2 | 191 191
5 wingwal | Joint" table End of
S Parallel to face N _ 9 Structure Approach Va
S of paving ﬂOTCQ for j—--——--—- = — - — e Q &QMM/ g; . E,QEQ@ 9-30-05
5 | skews up fo 10 Front che/ X REGISTERED ENGAINEER - CIVIL
= o] of barrier <
= T See Note 3 A 11-28-05
S Existing roadw . . Pt
pG\lfemIengr AN Longitudinal const. ~—BB or Eé\',g;rr]ég? roadway \ = PLANS APPROVAL DATE
\ Jol nt.o N N e A T e _'E The State of California or its officers or agents
SS ‘\ ( See Note 3 ) i o shall not be responsible for the accuracy or
§§ . _________________\_‘ ________ vy 9.0 m min . CI>) completeness of electronic copies of this plan sheet.
o g #19 x 2.5 m top s Caltrans now has a web site! To get to this site, go to: hitp://www.dot.ca.gov
v A and bottom tot 6
e
;g A Z 9.0 m min - APPROACH SLAB TRANSVERSE CONTACT JOINT
S5 -~ N L
= Retaining wal | | L NN RSOOSRt WITH AC ROADWAY | WITH PCC ROADWAY
=8 { ,/ e \ 1 APPROACH SKEW PAVEMENT PAVEMENT
5 g RN S e e s W a STRUCTURE APPROACH - END STAGGER DETAIL - sarallel to face | Parallel to face
- @ o - <10 of paving notch of paving notch
9.0 m min PLAN \L Existi . | .
- > - See Xisting : o ,po0 Parallel to face of|Stagger lines 7.2 m
SKEW < 10° SKEW > 10° " "Detail A" Type 1 — !® 107~ 45 P N use (Detail A) |to 10.8 m apart
barrier (. |
.. B : 5 45° Parallel to face of| Stagger at each
Pay limits for Structural Concrete, Approach Slab <2> i I/Eee ”ng“lB” P N use (Detail A) lane | ine
i I : : oW Side on
: . 90 m min.see Nofe 4 Transverse contact joint, | A=~ Y .
#16 bar chairs @ 0.9 m*T match existing or proposed : /7 N\ b" bars 19 mm malleable 40 x 90 continuous
transversely and 1.2 m* avement.See Note 5 R - \ iron or steel recessed key 380
See Note 1 and R P . B \ | . . : - :
IonglJrudmallyﬁ . W coupling nut b" bars min.lap
2 ggﬁgeeééiligque See "Tie Detail" #16 @ 300 - _ RinEE N--7 ,/ A )
= 450 "b" bars o o= ; & o o o ® o —= y| o . e —* .
=5 / #16 [ @ 150 #19 @ 300 ) "’l mio - | 2 Y N ¥ Vi Y
Q:I _-_l-l_ \ - * s s A s s T s s o | | "a" bars — . v L .A . . [ ® i T 4 b v L
& = <—/\—7/_\ /i J/\[\ /_\ See "Road Plans" : : 9 mm @ rod x 300
Q; <5> % j\ . o ¥ e . 'y :+ ' ° ° // / @ 300. Thread one end lég & "a" bars 159 47—5
%LZ 5 —Building paper #16 @ 450 ~#25 @ 150 T OT: a SECTION C_C
=5 -~ g pap a" bars s STAGE 1 |STAGE 2 STAGE 1 |STAGE 2
%@ g N ok
=3 Ny 3 | > S ‘ : :
it #16 tot 2 271 'l«——Paving notch _ — Drill and bond : Drill and bond
£ 3 o= extension SECTION A-A o #16 x 525 © 300 e cesaad pay Hous #16 x 525 @ 300
St ~ 50 © info 150 mm deep hole into 150 mm deep hole
Drill & bond #waj” 2> — : .
@ 450, 300 mm info Contact joint . Contact joint for 65 . &.‘g . Y | - —
existing,see Note 2 for AC Pavement PCC Pavement <4> ﬂ f (Y [ 0
¥ 1 30° 150 75 30° -
E 4V #16 bar—» ai o
u, =
60 x T X 60 N STRUCTURE
z with 25 mm & hole < STAGE 1|STAGE 2 APPROACH | NEW CONST.
o 19 mm @ rod @ 600, with nut and threaded
ends.Rod to be encased in 25 mm @ X BAR CHAIR DETAIL
m| 700 PVC conduit w.soor DETAIL A LONGITUDINAL CONSTRUCTION
=1 200 m clear, S ~H=— 12 max JOINT ALTERNATIVES
ofhgrrbdepfhs d Si o oeelr : 76 X 76 X 6.4 angle (Galvanized) @
must be approved |. — .. ... _.._..__. . . |
Q by the Engri)neerﬂx% @ ! (See "Note 7"). Low side only NOTES:
LL] 1 « courable b 5 Structure approach (3> 1. For defails not shown or noted,see JOINT SEAL 0
m —TTN VS sedl ——» RETAIJIF EO.Z Sbeif. - | - 2
W Polystyrene just bar reinforcement to clear a sawcut for -
m Drill and bond : around anchor l\\ S ° %/ ° ° sealed joint,when required. Q
300 mm into existing! assemb |y 50 L © 2. Space to avoid existing prestress anchorages =
See Note 2 i Limit of 2 and main reinforcement. 2
o | f 5 A &
| 0.9 J excavarion for O [ x 19 x 200 flat <4> 3. Longitudinal construction joints,when permitted by .
. -J M . constucting bar @ 300 centers The Engi nall be |ocated | R =
0 i max paving noteh o o ° ° ° ° ® e Engineer,sha e located on lane |ines. =
: A extension A 4. Transverse contact joint shall be a minimum of 1.5 m
Paving Notch Exponsion<3> : S lace 7 mm mardboard between s ldb from an existing or constructed weakened plane joint. .
P | @ and wingwall, with smooth side @ 5, For transverse contact joint with new PCC paving, 2
TIE DETAIL toward wingwal | refer to Standard Plan P10. B
J NOTE : 6. Couplers are required for stage construction. =
— THE CONTRACTOR SHALL VERIFY ALL 7. End angle at beginning of barrier &
CONTROLLING FIELD DIMENSIONS DETAIL B @ Fransition, end of wingwall or end of structure R
- , end of wing
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