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Executive Summary

The air study provides a discussion of the proposed project, the physical setting of the
project area, and the regulatory framework for air quality. The report provides data on
existing air quality, evaluates potential air quality impacts associated with the
proposed project, and identifies mitigation measures recommended for potentially
significant impacts.

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), in cooperation with the
Council of San Benito County Governments and the Santa Clara Valley
Transportation Authority, is proposing the eventual replacement of 11.2 miles of the
existing State Route 25 two-lane highway with a four-lane expressway in San Benito
and Santa Clara counties. A future interchange at State Route 25/State Route 156
would require widening on State Route 156 between post miles R10.5 and R12.2.

This report evaluates two proposed projects; (1) a route adoption and (2) a proposed
construction project within the limits of the proposed route adoption. Five
alternatives are under consideration including the No-Build Alternative: Alternatives
1 and 2 are route adoption alignments, and Alternatives A and B are proposed build

alternatives.

The route adoption study extends from San Felipe Road within the City of Hollister
(post mile 51.5) to the San Benito/Santa Clara County line (post mile 60. 1) and on to
the end of State Route 25 at U.S. 101, south of the City of Gilroy (post miles 0.0. to
2.6 in Santa Clara County).

The proposed construction project limits extend 3.8 miles in San Benito County, from
Sand Felipe Road in Hollister to just west of Hudner Lane (post miles 51.5 to 55.3).

The proposed route adoption is located in portions of two air basins, the North
Central Coast Air Basin (Hollister) and the San Francisco Bay Air Basin (Gilroy).
Both the Santa Clara County and San Benito County portions of the project are
located in State one and eight-hour ozone non-attainment areas. For Federal eight-
hour ozone, Santa Clara County is non attainment-marginal and San Benito County is
in non-attainment. For Federal one-hour ozone, Santa Clara County is unclassified
moderate and San Benito County is in unclassified maintenance. Currently, there is
no procedure for ozone hot spot conformity analysis. Both counties are in state and
federal attainment for the other priority air pollutants.
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A brief discussion of future analysis methods and possible pollutant issues for the
route adoption will be included in this document. Mobile Source Air Toxics and
Climate Change (Greenhouse) Gasses are a relatively new area of air pollution
concern. There are no significance or threshold levels for these pollutants at this time.
Current analysis methods and guidelines are evolving and results have some
uncertainties. Caltrans anticipates that guidelines and modeling tools will be
available by the time future projects within the footprint of the route adoption
alternatives are funded and any Tier II environmental documents are prepared. A
more specific analysis and discussion of potential effects of these pollutants will be
conducted at that time.

The State Route 25 and 156 areas are not listed as containing serpentine and
ultramafic rock. Therefore, the impact from naturally occurring asbestos during
project construction would be minimal to none.

This analysis is based on the traffic study prepared for this project.

The proposed build alternatives are located in federal Particulate Matter (PM, and
PM) 5) attainment areas; therefore, no hot spot conformity analysis is required for
these pollutants. The build and the route adoption alternatives are located in a state
PM10 non-attainment area. The route adoption is located in a state PM, 5 non-
attainment area and the build portion is located in a state PM2.5 attainment area. A
project-level air quality analysis is required for National Environmental Policy Act
(NEPA) and California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requirements. The
particulate matter air pollution monitor closest to the project is located at 1979
Fairview Road, Hollister. Monitoring data was reviewed at the Air Resources Board
web site. No exceedence of either the state or federal standards for PM;, was
recorded between 2005 and 2010. The Gilroy-9th Street and Hollister-Fairview Road
PM2.5 air monitors have only been operating since 2007. No exceedence of the
either the state or federal standard for PM, 5 was recorded between 2007 through
2010 at the Hollister monitor. The Gilroy-9th Street PM, 5 Monitor listed 3 days in
2009 exceeding the federal standard.

Historical air quality data show that existing carbon monoxide levels for the general
vicinity of the project area do not exceed either the state or federal ambient air quality
standards. San Benito County is located in a Carbon Monoxide attainment area, so a
project-level hot spot analysis was not required.
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Mobile Source Air Toxics are a relatively new group of air pollutants to be of
concern. Mobile source air toxics are compounds emitted from highway vehicles and
non-road equipment. Currently no pollutant threshold or significance limits have
been issued by the USEPA or the California Air Resources Board. There is no
system of pollutant monitoring stations like there is for the priority pollutants such as
ozone. The September 30, 2009 Updated Interim Guidance Update on Mobile
Source Air Toxic Analysis in NEPA discuss technical shortcomings of current air
models and the uncertain science with respect to health effects. Health effects are of
most concern to sensitive receptors located with 500 feet of the project. There are
currently no sensitive receptors identified along the proposed route adoption. Using
the limited guidance and modeling tool available today the amount of Mobile Source
Air Toxics modeled for the Build Horizon year is less than the No Build. This
indicates that the project would not worsen the air quality.

This project is intended to decrease congestion. Higher traffic speeds and less stop
and go traffic should decrease Carbon Monoxide, PM;(and PM, 5 and Mobile Source
Air Toxics in the horizon year. Any isolated rural residences that will be closer to the
new highway, may be affected by slightly higher emissions than if the project is not
built. Based on the limited modeling tools and guidelines available for Greenhouse
Gasses it appears that the Build alternative would create more emissions than the No
Build alternative. However, due to the modeling limitations and lack of CEQA
guidance, Caltrans has determined that in the absence of further regulatory or
scientific information related to greenhouse gas emissions and CEQA significance, it
is too speculative to make a determination regarding the project’s direct impact and
its contribution on the cumulative scale to climate change.

Potential construction air quality impacts that would occur are increased dust (PMyy
and PMj s) from heavy equipment, land clearing and off-road work. Mobile Source
Air Toxics and Carbon Monoxide may be temporarily increased at or near the
construction areas due to heavy equipment operations. Mitigation during
construction would rely on adhering to Caltrans Standard Special Provision for dust
with Section 14.01 and 14.02 requiring the contractor to comply with local air district
rules.
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1. Purpose of Air Quality Study Report

This report documents the anticipated air quality effects of the proposed project. Because
this document is intended to satisfy the requirements of both the California Environmental
Quality Act and the National Environmental Policy Act, it addresses both state and federal
air quality standards.

2. Project Location, Description, and Alternatives
The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), in cooperation with San Benito

Council of Governments and Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority is evaluating the
conversion of 11.2 miles of the existing State Route 25 two-lane conventional highway to a
four-lane expressway in San Benito and Santa Clara counties. The Draft Environmental
Impact Report and Environmental Impact Statement includes two proposed projects: (1) a
TIER I route adoption and (2) a Tier II proposed construction project within the limits of the
proposed route adoption.

1. The route adoption study extends from San Felipe Road within the City of Hollister
(post mile 51.5) to the San Benito/Santa Clara County line (post mile 60. 1) and on to
the end of State Route 25 at U.S. 101 south of the city of Gilroy (post miles 0.0 to
2.6 in Santa Clara County).

2. The proposed construction project limits extend 3.8 miles in San Benito County,
from San Felipe Road in Hollister to just west of Hudner Lane (post miles 51.5 to
55.3). The existing 2-lane conventional highway would be replaced by a 4-lane
expressway.

State Route 25, a two-lane conventional highway, runs northwest through the relatively flat
terrain of the Hollister Valley, terminating at U.S. 101 after crossing the Pajaro River and
Carnadero Creek. Agriculture dominates the surrounding landscape, and farmsteads and
houses are scattered along the length of the study area. Residences, retail businesses, and
agriculture-related commercial operations are more concentrated at both ends of the route
adoption study area, on the outskirts of Gilroy and Hollister.

The purpose of the proposed route adoption project is to:
e Select a corridor for State Route 25 between Hollister and Gilroy that will
accommodate existing and future travel demand.
e Facilitate local and regional land use planning by identifying future right-of-way
needed for the State Route 25 corridor.
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The purpose of the proposed build project is to:

© Improve traffic flow and reduce delays on State Route 25 between San Felipe Road in
Hollister and Hudner Lane in San Benito County.

e Increase capacity along State Route 25 between San Felipe Road in Hollister and Hudner
Lane in rural San Benito County.

Slow-moving farm equipment and trucks share this two-lane roadway with local and
commuter traffic. An increased number of vehicles travel this stretch of State Route 25.
During peak commute hours, the roadway is congested. Traffic flow is delayed by vehicles
turning into and out of the many intersecting driveways and local roads, affecting the flow
of the faster moving vehicles. Commercial truck traffic traveling through the area on State
Route 25 is subject to delays as well. A new route alignment should be adopted so that the
appropriate area for a future expressway can be incorporated into the San Benito and Santa
Clara County General Plans now, before future development occurs along this stretch of
highway.

The No-Action Alternative would result in no action being taken, and no further
improvements would be made except for Phase 1 of the State 25 Safety and Operations
Enhancement Project, which began construction in May 2009 and is scheduled to be
completed in May 2010.

Alternatives

Alternative 1 and 2 Route Adoption Alignment Alternatives

Both of the route adoption alternatives would follow the same alignment from the bend in
Route 25 approximately 1.7 miles south of Shore Road (post mile 56.1) in San Benito
County to U.S. 101 in Santa Clara County. The alignment would be wide enough to
accommodate a future four-lane expressway (342 feet) with a 62 foot median and one or two
frontage roads. The alignments would also be wide enough to accommodate a future
interchange near the existing intersection of Route 25 and Route 156 and a future Route
25/101 interchange north of the existing interchange. There would be enough room to build
new bridges over Carnadero Creek and the Pajaro River. The Union Pacific Railroad
Hollister branch line and the Union Pacific main line just east of U.S. 101 would cross under
the proposed Route 25 expressway.

Between post mile 56.1 and the east end of the proposed project at San Felipe Road, the two
alignment alternatives separate.
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Alternative 1 proposes to align the future four-lane expressway to the east (or north) of the
existing two lane north/south highway and Alternative 2 proposes to align to the west (or
south) of the existing two lane highway.

Alternatives A and B (Build Alternatives)

Both construction alternatives extend 3.8 miles in San Benito County, from just west of
Hudner Lane (post mile 55.3) to San Felipe Road (post mile 51 .5). Unlike the Route
Adoption Alternatives, the build alternatives propose a realigned and widened at-grade
intersection at Route 25 and Route 156 instead of an interchange. Both construction
alternatives would transition back to the existing two-lane hi ghway near Hudner Lane.

Alternative A would be constructed at the southeastern end of the Alternative 1 Route
Adoption alignment. Direct access to the expressway would be available from San Felipe
Road, Wright Road, Flynn Road, State Route 156, two west-side frontage roads and one
east-side frontage road. An undercrossing at the Don Chapin Gravel operation driveway
would provide access to this otherwise landlocked parcel.

For Alternative A, an undercrossing would be built at the gravel quarry driveway to provide
access to this parcel.

Alternative B would be constructed at the southeastern end of the Alternative 2 Route
Adoption alignment. Direct access to the expressway would be available from San Felipe
Road, Wright Road, Briggs Road, a west-side frontage road, State Route 156, an east-side
frontage road, and Hudner Lane. The second west-side frontage road would connect to
Hudner Lane.

Alternative 2 was selected as the preferred route adoption alternative and Alternative B was
selected as the preferred build alternative. Selection was based on construction and right-of-
way costs, environmental impact analysis, and community and agency input. Route
Adoption Alternative 2 and Build Alternative B were modified based on public comments
received during the circulation of the draft environmental document. These modifications
reduced the amount of farmland impacts and lowered the project costs. The changes for both
alternatives include:

e Reducing the median width from 62 feet to 46 feet
e Reducing the minimum right-of-way width from 342 feet to 240 fect

® Moving the new alignment closer to the existing highway
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e Replacing some frontage roads that were proposed on new alignment with private access
easements

In addition, the route adoption Alternative 2 would include:

e Moving the proposed future interchange at State Routes 156 and 25 to the east
e Shortening a west side frontage road to end in a cul-de-sac south of Hudner Lane

e Moving the above frontage road close to the expressway alignment in the vicinity of
Hudner Lane

Modifications made specifically to Build Alternative B include:
e Removing the Briggs Road extension that would intersect with the expressway
e Reducing the project limit by 0.3 mile to end south of Hudner Lane

e Replacing the proposed west side frontage roads with private road easements

No-Action Alternative

The No Action Alternative would result in no action being taken and no further
improvements would be made to State Route 25 within the Route Adoption limits other than
those already programmed/funded or under construction.
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3. Federal, State, and Local Regulations .
The primary legislation that governs federal air quality regulations is the Clean Air

Act Amendments of 1990 (CAAA). The CAAA delegates primary responsibility for
clean air to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). The EPA develops
rules and regulations to preserve and improve air quality and delegates specific
responsibilities to state and local agencies. Under the Clean Air Act, the EPA has
established the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for six potential
air pollutants: carbon monoxide (CO), ozone (Os), nitrogen dioxide (NO,), suspended
particulate matter (PM;o & PM, ), sulfur dioxide (S0,), and lead (Pb).

The State of California has developed the California Ambient Air Quality Standards
(CAAQS). The Air Resources Board (ARB), which is part of the California EPA
regulatory agency, develops air quality regulations at the state level. The state
regulations mirror federal regulations by establishing industry-specific pollution
controls for criteria, toxic, and nuisance pollutants. California also requires that plans
and strategies for attaining state ambient air quality standards as set forth in the
California Clean Air Act of 1988 be developed throughout the state. The ARB also is
responsible for developing motor emissions standards for California vehicles.

Route Adoption

The proposed project is located within two air basins. The Santa Clara County
portion is within the San Francisco Air Basin that is under the jurisdiction of the Bay
Area Air Quality Management District. The San Benito County portion is within the
North Central Coast Air Basin that is under the jurisdiction of the Monterey Bay
Unified Air Pollution Control District. These districts administer air quality
regulations developed at the federal, state, and local levels. These regulations are
described below.

Build Alternatives

The San Benito County portion is within the North Central Coast Air Basin that is
under the jurisdiction of the Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution Control District.
The district administers air quality regulations developed at the federal, state, and
local levels. These regulations are described below.
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4. Air Quality Pollutants and Standards
As stated, the federal and state governments have established ambient air quality

standards for six criteria pollutants: carbon monoxide (CO), ozone (O3), particulate
matter (PM), nitrogen dioxide (NO,), sulfur dioxide (SO,), and lead (Pb) (See Table
1). O3 and PM are generally considered regional pollutants because they or their
precursors affect air quality on a regional scale. Pollutants such as CO, NO,, SO,, and
Pb are considered local pollutants because they tend to accumulate in the air locally.
PM is also considered as a local pollutant. In the area of the proposed project site,
Ozone and Carbon Monoxide are of particular concern.

A. Carbon Monoxide (CO): Carbon Monoxide is a public health concern because it
combines readily with hemoglobin and thus reduces the amount of oxygen
transported in  the bloodstream. Effects on humans range from slight headaches
to nausea to death. State and federal CO standards have been set for both 1-hour
and 8-hour averaging times. The state 1-hour standard is 20 parts per million
(ppm) by volume, and the federal 1-hour is 35 ppm. Both the state and federal
standards are 9 ppm for the 8-hour averaging period. Motor vehicles are the
dominant source of CO emissions in most areas. High CO levels develop
primarily during winter when periods of light wind combine with ground-level
temperature inversions. These conditions result in reduced dispersion of vehicle
emissions. In addition, motor vehicles emit more CO in cool temperatures than in
warm temperatures.

B. Ozone (03): Ozone is not emitted directly into the air but is formed by a
photochemical reaction in the atmosphere. Ozone precursors, which include
oxides of nitrogen and reactive organic gases, react in the atmosphere in the
presence of sunlight to form ozone. State and federal standards for ozone have
been set for a 1-hour averaging time. The state requires that ozone concentration
not exceed .09 ppm of ozone being produced in a given area in 1 hour. The
federal 1-hour ozone standard is .12 ppm, but it does not apply in California. The
federal 8-hour ozone standard is .08 ppm and the state standard is .07 ppm.

C. Particulate Matter (PM;o) & (PM,5): Particulate matter emissions are generated
by a wide variety of sources, including agricultural activities, industrial emissions,
dust suspended by vehicle traffic and construction equipment, and secondary
aerosols formed by reactions in the atmosphere. The NAAQS for particulate
matter applies to two classes of particulate: particulate matter 2.5 microns or less
in diameter (PM s) and particulate matter 10 microns or less in diameter (PM,).
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The state PM standards are 50 micrograms per cubic meter (ug/m3) as a 24-hour
average and 20 ug/m3 as an annual arithmetic mean. The federal PM; standards

are 150 pg/m’ as a 24-hour average. The federal standards for PM, 5 are 15 pg/m’
and 35 pg/m® for annual and 24 hours respectively. The state standard for PM, s is

12 pg/m’ as an annual arithmetic mean. There is no separate state standard for 24-
hour PM, 5.

- Nitrogen Dioxide (NO): Nitrogen dioxide belongs to a family of highly reactive
gases called nitrogen oxides (NOx). These gases form when fuel is burned at high
temperatures, and come principally from motor vehicle exhaust and stationary
sources such as electric utilities and industrial boilers. A suffocating, brownish
gas, nitrogen dioxide is a strong oxidizing agent that reacts in air to form
corrosive nitric acid, as well as toxic organic nitrates. It also plays a major role in
the atmospheric reactions that produce ground-level ozone (or smog). EPA's
health-based national air quality standard for nitrogen dioxide is .053 ppm.

- Sulfur Dioxide (SO,): Sulfur dioxide belongs to the family of sulfur oxide gases
(SOx). These gases are formed when fuel containing sulfur (mainly coal and oil)
is burned, and during metal smelting and other industrial processes. EPA's health-
based national air quality standard for sulfur dioxide is .030 ppm (measured on an
annual average) and .14 ppm (measured over 24 hours).

. Lead (Pb): Lead is a metal found naturally in the environment as well as in
manufactured products. The major sources of lead emissions have historically
been motor vehicles and industrial sources. Due to the phase out of leaded
gasoline, metal processing is the major source of lead emissions to the air today.
The highest levels of lead in air are generally found near lead smelters. Other
stationary sources are waste incinerators, utilities, and lead-acid battery
manufacturers.

. Mobile Source Air Toxics (MSATs): These toxics are a subset of the 188 air
toxics defined in the Clean Air Act. They are now federally regulated under 40
Code of Federal Regulations 1502.22 by the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency. Mobile source air toxics are 21 compounds emitted from highway
vehicles and non-road equipment. There are six main toxics including diesel
exhaust, benzene, napthalene, formaldehyde, acrolein, 1-3 butadiene. The Federal
Highway Administration issued interim guidance on February 3, 2006 for analysis
in National Environmental Policy Act documents. Currently, available technical
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tools do not enable us to predict the project-specific health impacts, so only a
qualitative analysis is conducted.
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Table 1. Federal and State Ambient Air Quality Standards

Ambient Air Quality Standards
e Averaging California Standards [Federal Standards *
‘ Tame Conceniration * Method * Primary *% Secondary ** Method *
— 1 Hour 0.03 pom (180 pgim’) — o
Chemae Photometry Prmary Standand Phofometry
& Hour [LOTD ppm {137 pagim’) 0.075 ppm (147 pgirm’)
Respirabie 53 Hour 51 i Inertiai Separalion
Parficulate il Cratmetric or . Same 35 and Gradmeic
Matter Annu Beta Athenualion [Pmmary Standard Analysis
{PMIM0) | Amihmetic Mean 20 pghnr =
[Fine : y
P 24 Hour ND Separabe Siate Standand 35 pgim® s m Sapa:cm
hatber Annus Gradmetric or [Prmary Standan Aralysis
[PMZ.5) | Anthmenc Mesn 12 pgina? Beta Attenuation 5.0 pogha”
& Howr 2.0 ppm [10mpm} 9 ppem {10 mgim) Hon-Dispersive
Carbon Nor-Dispersive Mone Infrared Photometry
Monoxide 1 Howr 20 pom (23 mpm®) | Infrared Pholometry | 35 ppm (40 mgm® {NDIR)
(coy & Howr
{L=ke Tahos], & pom (7 mgim) T o o
Anmu] 53 |ppity 100 i) Same as
PRIrogen | pmmeni; Mean | LOS0PRM ST Ram [ jsectoonme ) | Pdmar Standant Gas Phase
i Chemiiuminescence | 4 > ‘Chemiuminescence|
D) 1 Hour 0.8 ppm (335 pginr’) '?ﬁm 1 Mome
24 Hour 0.04 ppm (105 pgim™) = = Uiktrawioiet
Sulfur Flourescence;
Diaocide 3 Hour = UNrniolet = 0.5 ppm (1300 pginy
Fluarascence {se= Toainate 9) [Pararosaniing
504 TS ppb {195 pgi’) i Methadf
1 Houwr 0.25 ppm (655 pgim™) ke Tootmoi= S
3D Day Average 1.5 pgm® — — b
Bl [ . - Atomic Absarpiian LSy’ —— High Volume
= Prtmary Stangarg | S2MEETand Aomic
ing 3-Monih Abeuption
#nerage" = .15 g’
Extinc@ion coefMolent of 023 per kilometer —
Wisibility wisikitty of t=n mbas. or more (0.07 — 30
Reduci —— miles oF moge for Lake Tahoe) due to Ho
5 particies when relafve humidity Is bess tham
Particles 70 percent. Method: Beta Attenusation and
Transmittance throwgh Flibter Tape.
Sulfates 24 Hour 25 pg'm® lon Chromatography Sl
Hydrogen Utravioiet
Sullnde 1 Houw 003 ppm {42 pgAmT) Eluarsscence e
i
oo™ | 27| 001510 | cormsmmgagny
See footnotes on next page ...

For maore informafion please call ARB-FIO at (¥16) 322-7900

California Air Resomrces Board (09/08/10)

Source: California Air Resources Board (09-08-10) and Environmental Protection Agency (10/13/06) mg/m3=milligrams per
cubic meter; NA=no standard implemented; ppm=part per million; pg/m3=micrograms per cubic meter

Footnotes:
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1. California standards for ozone, carbon monoxide, sulfur dioxide (1 and 24 hour),nitrogen dioxide,
suspended particulate matter—PM;o, PM, 5, and visibility reducing particles, are values that are not to
be exceeded. All others are not to be equaled or exceeded. California ambient air quality standards are
listed in the Table of Standards in Section 70200 of Title 17 of the California Code of Regulations.

2. National standards (other than ozone, particulate matter, and those based on annual averages or
annual arithmetic mean) are not to be exceeded more than once a year. The ozone standard is attained
when the fourth highest eight hour concentration in a year, averaged over three years, is equal to or less
than the standard. For PM10, the 24 hour standard is attained when the expected number of days per
calendar year with a 24-hour average concentration above 150 pgm3 is equal to or less than one. For
PM2.5, the24 hour standard is attained when 98 percent of the daily concentrations, averaged over
three years, are equal to or less than the standard. Contact U.S. EPA for further clarification and
current federal policies.

3. Concentration expressed first in units in which it was promulgated. Equivalent units given in
parentheses are based upon a reference temperature of 25°C and a reference pressure of 760 torr. Most
measurements of air quality are to be corrected to a reference temperature of 25°C and a reference
pressure of 760 torr; ppm in this table refers to ppm by volume, or micromoles of pollutant per mole of
gas.

4. Any equivalent procedure which can be shown to the satisfaction of the ARB to give equivalent
results at or near the level of the air quality standard may be used.

5. National Primary Standards: The levels of air quality necessary, with an adequate margin of safety
to protect the public health.

6. National Secondary Standards: The levels of air quality necessary to protect the public welfare from
any known or anticipated adverse effects of a pollutant.

7. Reference method as described by the EPA. An “equivalent method” of measurement may be used
but must have a “consistent relationship to the reference method” and must be approved by the EPA.

8. To attain this standard, the 3-year average of the 98th percentile of the daily maximum 1-hour
average at each monitor within an area must not exceed 0.100 ppm (effective January 22, 2010). Note
that the (ppm). To directly compare the national standards to the California standards the units can be
converted from ppb to ppm. In this case, the national standards of 53 ppb and 100 ppb are identical to
0.053 ppm and 0.100 ppm, respectively.

9. On June 2, 2010, the U.S. EPA established a new 1-hour SO2 standard, effective August 23, 2010,
which is based on the 3-year average of the annual 99™ percentile of 1-hour daily maximum
concentrations. EPA also proposed a new automated Federal Reference Method (FRM), using
ultraviolet technology, but will retain the older paraosaniline methods until the new FRM have
adequately permeated State monitoring networks. The EPA also revoked both the existing 24-hour SO,
standard of 0.14 ppm and the annual primary SO, standard of 0.030 ppm, effective August 23, 2010.
The secondary SO, standard was not revised at that time; however, the secondary standard is
undergoing a separate review by EPA. Note that the new standard is in units of parts per billion (ppb).
California standards are in units of parts per million (ppm). To directly compare the new primary
national standard to the Californian standard the units can be converted to ppm. IN this case, the
national standard of 75 ppb is identical to 0.075 ppm.

10. The ARB has identified lead and vinyl chloride as 'toxic air contaminants' with no threshold level
of exposure for adverse health effects determined. These actions allow for the implementation of

control measures at levels below the ambient concentrations specified for these pollutants.

11. National lead standard, rolling 3-month average: final rule signed October 15, 2008.
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S. Air Quality Conformity
The 1990 Federal Clean Air Act Amendments (CAAA), enacted on November 15,

1990, placed tough new requirements on sources and causes of air pollution in areas
failing to meet federal air quality standards. The CAAA require substantial reduction
from all pollution sources, including pollutants from the transportation sector. The
CAAA included more stringent requirements for demonstrating that transportation
plans and projects contributed to improvement in air quality contained in the
conformity provisions in section 176(a). On Nov 15, 1993, the EPA published a
conformity rule delineating specific criteria and procedures for fulfilling the
conformity requirements of the CAAA. This rule was recently updated and published
in the Federal Register August 15, 1997. It became effective September 15, 1997.

The Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for
Users (SAFETEA-LU) made a number of revisions to the Clean Air Act's
transportation conformity provisions. In particular, SAFETEA-LU made the
following changes:

1. Changes 18-month trigger to two years for redetermination of conformity after
certain air quality planning actions.

2. Changes frequency of conformity for plans and Transportation Improvement
Programs (TIPs) from every 3 years to every 4 years.

3. Provides option for Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) to shorten the
time horizon for conformity determination.

4. Allows Transportation Control Measures (TCMs) to be substituted or to be added
to existing TCMs without a State Implementation Plan (SIP) mechanism.

5. Provides a 12-month grace period before a lapse occurs after an applicable
deadline is missed.

6. Limits Conformity SIPs to interagency consultation and enforcement provisions.

6. Transportation Conformity
The Federal Clean Air Act requires that all transportation plans and programs pass the

air quality conformity test. This process involves forecasting future emissions of air
pollution to determine whether the amount of future pollution resulting from the plan
or program would be within the allowable limit for motor vehicle emissions.

Route Adoption

Transportation conformity must be determined for all federal nonattainment area
pollutants classified as regional pollutants. In the San Francisco Bay Air Basin (Santa
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Clara County), this pollutant is Ozone. Transportation projects also generate Carbon
Monoxide, which is considered a localized pollutant. In non-attainment and
maintenance areas, Carbon Monoxide micro-scale modeling is required to determine
whether a transportation project would cause or contribute to localized violations of
Federal Carbon Monoxide Standards. Santa Clara County is currently listed as a
federal attainment-maintenance area for Carbon Monoxide. If Santa Clara is still
classified as a Carbon Monoxide attainment-maintenance area when any Tier 11
environmental document is prepared, a project level hot spot analysis will be
conducted.

Assumptions used in the Final Transportation Air Quality Conformity Analysis for
the Transportation 2038 Plan and 2009 Transportation Improvement
Program/Amendment #09-06 (Santa Clara County) analyses included current
modeling assumptions for population, registered vehicles, and the use of the EMFAC
2007 air model. The Metropolitan Transportation Commission also uses the
“Baycast” travel demand model. Other assumptions used included the current
attainment status of pollutants and implementing methods to reduce Greenhouse Gas
emissions.

For Santa Clara County, the portion of the U.S. 101 Widening Project that includes
the State Route 25/ U.S. 101 interchange and is within the route adoption alignment
for this project is a constrained project in the Valley Transportation Plan 3035. That
project is also shown in the Metropolitan Transportation Commission’s
Transportation 2038 Plan (2009).

The portion of the project between San Felipe Road and Hudner Lane (the build
alternatives) is listed as a constrained project in the Council of San Benito County
Governments 2010 Regional Transportation Plan. The remaining highway segment
within the proposed route adoption in San Benito County, between Hudner Lane and
the San Benito County/Santa Clara County line, is listed as an unconstrained project.

In San Benito County, this project was in the 2002 and 2006 San Benito County
Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP), however it was not included
in the 2010 RTIP.

Build Alternatives

Transportation conformity must be determined for all nonattainment area pollutants
classified as regional pollutants. In the North Central Coast Air Basin (Hollister),
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those pollutants are ozone. Transportation projects also generate Carbon Monoxide
(CO), which is considered a localized pollutant. CO micro-scale modeling is required
to determine whether a transportation project would cause or contribute to localized
violations of CO NAAQS. San Benito County is currently listed as a federal
attainment area for Carbon Monoxide; therefore, micro-scale modeling and hot spot
analysis was not required. A study of Carbon Monoxide effects was conducted for
this document for NEPA and CEQA purposes.

Regional conformity must be determined based on a full study at least every 3 years.
In California, it is determined at least every two years when the state-required
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) updates are done. In addition, a new federal TIP
is required every four years, for which a conformity determination is required.
Amendments to both the RTP and TIP between mandated conformity analysis also
must have conformity demonstrated, including a full-scale revision of the regional
analysis if regionally significant projects are added, deleted, or significantly modified.

Regional conformity is demonstrated by showing that the project is included in a
conforming RTP and TIP with substantially the same design concept and scope that
was used for the regional conformity analysis.

In San Benito County, this project was in the 2002 and 2006 San Benito County
Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP), however it was not included
in the 2010 RTIP.

Project level conformity is demonstrated by showing that it will not cause a localized
exceedance of Carbon Monoxide and/or PM;o and/or PM, 5 standards, and that it will
not interfere with “timely implementation” of Transportation Control Measures called
out in the State Implementation Plan. The March 10, 2006 final conformity rule (71
FR 12468) has the following Key Elements:

e This rule requires that PM; s hot spot analyses be performed only for new
transportation projects with significant diesel traffic. Examples of such “projects
of air quality concern” include intermodal freight or bus terminals, and major
highway projects and congested intersections involving significant diesel traffic.
No hot spot analyses will be required for most projects in PM, s areas, because
most projects are not an air quality concern. This final rule also streamlines
existing PMq hot spot requirements in a similar way.
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 The streamlined approach in this final rule will ensure that transportation and air
quality agencies in PM, s and PM areas use their resources efficiently, while
achieving clean air goals.

e Inboth PM;sand PM) areas, a quantitative hot spot analysis is not required until
EPA issues a new motor vehicles emissions model capable of estimating local
emissions as well as future hot spot modeling guidance. Qualitative analyses will
apply in the interim.

e This rule extends an existing flexibility by allowing the U.S. Department of
Transportation to make “categorical hot spot findings,” which waive PM, s and
PM, hot spot reviews for categories of projects where modeling shows that there

is no air quality concern.

7. Regional Climate and Topography
Route Adoption

Wet winters and dry summers characterize the region’s climate. Rainfall totals can
vary widely over a short distance, with coastal mountain areas receiving over 40
inches of rain and inland areas receiving about 15 inches. During rainy periods,
horizontal and vertical air causes air pollutant dispersal. Rain also washes out dust
and other pollutants. Regional wind patterns vary from season to season. Wind tends
to move from areas of high pressure to areas of low pressure. In warmer months, this
means that air currents move inland. Although Pacific Ocean air is generally free of
harmful air pollutants, it picks up pollutants from numerous sources, and will then
carry these pollutants to areas many miles away.

Build Alternatives

Most of the project lies in San Benito County flanked on each side by the Coast
Ranges. The major surface waters of the area are the Pajaro River, and the Carnadero
Creek. Northwest winds are dominant during the summer when ozone readings at the
Hollister and Gilroy monitors are highest during the year.

8. Emissions Analyses
There is a network of air pollution monitors in California. Monitors for specific

pollutants may or may not be located near a proposed project. A review of data for

Particulate Matter 2.5 and PM; from nearby air monitoring stations was conducted.
The Hollister-Fairview Road monitor, located at 1979 Fairview Road in Hollister, is
approximately two miles from the State Route 25/San Felipe Road intersection. The
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pollutants PM;¢ and Ozone are monitored at the Hollister monitor. The Gilroy gth
Street monitor that is located at 9™ and Princevalle in Gilroy monitors Ozone and
PM,s. The 9™ Street monitor is located about three miles north oft the State Route
25/U.8. 101 interchange (see Figure 1).

Route Adoption

Santa Clara County is currently in state and federal 8-hour ozone nonattainment and
state 1-hour ozone nonattainment. The county is also in a federal Carbon Monoxide
maintenance area. The County is located in a state PM;( and PM, 5 nonattainment
area. Itis in attainment for all other state and federal priority pollutants.

San Benito County is in nonattainment for the state 1-and 8-hour ozone standard and
the state PM ¢ standard. It is in attainment status for all the other state and federal
priority pollutants.

Build Alternatives

San Benito County is in nonattainment for the state 1-and 8-hour ozone standard. It is
in attainment status for all the other state and federal priority pollutants.

There is no Carbon Monoxide monitor located near the project location. The closest
Carbon Monoxide monitor is located approximately 28 miles away on Jackson Street
in San Jose. Any data available from this monitor is not relevant to this study, as it
too far away from the project site.

No sensitive receptors were identified
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Table 2. State and Federal Conformity Status

Federal Conformity State Conformity

Ozone 8-hour Santa Clara County: Santa Clara County:
Nonattainment Nonattainment

San Benito County-Attainment San Benito County-
Nonattainment

Ozone 1-hour Federal Standard was revoked in 2005 | Santa Clara County:
Nonattainment

San Benito County-
Nonattainment

Carbon Monoxide

Santa Clara County:
Attainment/ Maintenance

Santa Clara County:
Attainment/Unclassified

San Benito County: San Benito County:
Attainment/Unclassified Attainment/Unclassified
Particulate Matter,, | Santa Clara County: Santa Clara County:
San Benito County: San Benito County:
Attainment/Unclassified Nonattainment
Particulate Matter,s | Santa Clara County: Santa Clara County Nonattainment
San Benito County: San Benito County: Attainment
Attainment/Unclassified
Sulfur Dioxide Santa Clara County: Santa Clara County:
San Benito County: San Benito County:
Attainment/Unclassified Attainment/Unclassified
Lead Santa Clara County: Santa Clara County:
San Benito County: San Benito County:
Attainment/Unclassified Attainment/Unclassified
Hydrogen Sulfide Santa Clara County: Santa Clara County:

San Benito County:
Attainment/Unclassified

San Benito County:
Attainment/Unclassified

Source: California Air Resources Board Area Designations web site and US EPA web site.
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A. Regional Analysis
Route Adoption

Over the next 25 to 30 years, population growth in Santa Clara and San Benito
counties is expected to increase. The actual amount of growth would depend on local
and national economy, employment opportunities, housing costs and other variables.

Assumptions used in the Final Transportation Air Quality Conformity Analysis for
the Transportation 2035 Plan and 2009 Transportation Improvement
Program/Amendment #09-06 (Santa Clara County) analyses included current
modeling assumptions for population, registered vehicles, and the use of the EMFAC
2007 air model. The Metropolitan Transportation Commission also uses the
“Baycast” travel demand model. Other assumptions used included the current
attainment status of pollutants and implementing methods to reduce Greenhouse Gas
emissions.

For Santa Clara County, the portion of the U.S. 101 widening project that includes the
State Route 25/ U.S. 101 interchange and is within the Route Adoption Alignment for
this project and is a constrained project in the Valley Transportation Plan 2038. That
project is also shown in the Metropolitan Transportation Commission’s 2038 Plan
(2009).

Direct permanent and indirect impacts will be studied in more detail when portions of
the route adoption alternatives are funded for construction in the future and any Tier
I environmental documents are prepared.

Direct temporary impacts would include construction activities that could increase
short-term air emissions. This would be studied in more detail and would be
considered a less-than-significant impact. Short-term impacts result from the
following construction-related sources: construction equipment emissions; dust from
grading and earthmoving operations; and emissions from workers’ vehicles traveling
to and from construction sites.

Indirect impacts will not be studied at this time as there are many unknowns
regarding funding, future growth, and future state and local air regulations. The land
use goals and objectives of the San Benito County General Plan emphasize managing
growth to maintain the county’s rural atmosphere, character, and amenities.

The Community Impact Assessment prepared for this project analyzed existing and
future land uses and the potential for growth inducement. Caltrans concluded that
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construction of an expressway within the project area would not cause growth. For
more information please refer to the Draft Environmental Impact Report/Draft Tier I
Environmental Impact Statement sections Existing and Future Land Use, and Growth.

Direct Permanent impacts would include less air pollutants from vehicles due to the
improved level of service, and improvements in motor fuel formulations and emission
control devices.

Build Alternatives

Over the next 25 to 30 years, population growth in the San Benito County region
could vary widely based on various factors, including water and land availability,
employment opportunities, housing costs, and interest rates.

Planning assumptions are expected to be consistent with the conformity analysis for
the Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments 2005 Metropolitan
Transportation Plan.

Direct temporary impacts would include construction activities that could increase
short-term air emissions. This would be considered a less-than-significant impact.
Short-term impacts result from the following construction-related sources:
construction equipment emissions; dust from grading and earthmoving operations;
and emissions from workers’ vehicles traveling to and from construction sites.

There would be construction-related emissions during the building of the project
versus not building the project.

Direct permanent impacts would include less air pollutants from vehicles due to the
improved level of service, and improvements in motor fuel formulations and emission
control devices.

Minimization of air pollutants would include complying with Caltrans Standard
Specifications pertaining to dust control and dust palliative requirements, which are a
required part of all construction contracts and should effectively reduce and control

emission impacts during construction.
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B. Project Level Analysis
The applicable state and federal standards are listed in Table 1 of this document and
the conformity status for state and federal air pollutants is shown in Table 2.

As stated above, if a project is located in a non-attainment or maintenance area for a
given pollutant, then additional air quality analysis and reduction measures in regard
to that pollutant are required. This “hot spot” analysis is most frequently done for
carbon monoxide (CO) and particulate matter.

There is a network of air pollution monitors in California. Monitors for specific
pollutants may or may not be located near the proposed route adoption and project
area (see Figurel).

Other key information used in this study is the current and future Level of Service
(see Tables 3 and 5) and Annual Average Daily Traffic data (see Table 4).

Table 3. Existing and Predicted Level of Service

Level of Service
With Projects Level of Service
) Segmenton | . (worst case Without Projects
Alternatives Statezlsioute Hor scenario)
2006 (2018 (2038 | 2006 |2018 (2038
San Felipe AM E A B E E E
Road to
State Route
Build 156 PM E|A|A|E E E
Alternatives
A and B
State Route AM E B B E E E
Route
Adoption Bt
Alternatives HudnerLane | o, E|B| B | E E E
HudnerLane il e b el bl e g
to Union
Route Adoption | Pacific
Alternative Railroad
main line
crossing PM E E E E E E

Source: Caltrans District 5 Traffic Operations May 2009, updated March 2011
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Table 4. Current and Predicted Annual Average Daily Traffic

Alternatives

Segment

Daily traffic 10% Trucks

on State
Route 25

2006
(Existing)

2018

2018 No
Build

2038

2038 No
Build

Build
Alternatives

Route
Adoption
Alternatives

San
Felipe
Road to
State
Route
156

14,700

21,300

19,800

27,100

23,000

State
Route
156 to
Hudner
Lane

21,300

20,490

22,200

28,900

24,400

Hudner
Lane to
the
Union
Pacific
Railroad
main line
crossing

22,500

21,100

26,500

32,200

28,600

Source: Caltrans District 5 Traffic Operations February 2011

Table 5. Existing & Predicted Level of Service and Average Speeds

Without Projects
Segment Avera_ge Travel Speed Level of Service
Alternatives on State Ef:::, (miles per hour)
Route 25 2006 | 2018 | 2038 | 2006 | 2018 | 2038
SanFellpe: 1F 2R 449 | 456 | 408 | E E E
Road to
Buld | SRRV | py 450 | 456 | 408 | E E E
Alternativ
= State Route | 5y 437 42.1 38.9 E E E
156 to
Route Hudner PM 424 42.7 402 E E E
Adoption Lane
Alternativ
e Hudner AM 437 405 389 E E E
Lane to
Union
Pacific
Railroad PM 424 414 402 E E E
main line
crossing

Source: Caltrans District 5 Traffic Operations 2009, updated March 2011.

Hollister to Gilroy State Route 25 Widening and Route Adoption ° 26




Table 6. Existing & Predicted Level of Service and Average Speeds With

Project
2018
Peak Miles per
Segment Hour o LOS
San Felipe AM 59.3 A
Rd to Jct
Rte 156 PM 59.3 A
Jct Rte 156 AM 59.5 B
Al tive A to Hud
ternative (1] o ner PM 50.5 A
Hudner Ln AM 41.4 E
to RRXing
(2-Ln) PM 43.1 E
San Felipe AM 59.3 A
Rd to Jct
Rte 156 PM 59.3 A
Jct Rte 156 AM 59.5 B
Alt tive B to Hudn
ernative 0 s er PM 59.5 A
Hudner Ln AM 41.6 E
to RR Xing
(2-Ln) PM 42.3 E
2038
Peak Miles per
Segment Hour Houe LOS
San Felipe AM 59.3 B
Rd to Jct
Rte 156 PM 59.3 B
Jct Rte AM 59.5 B
Alternative A 156 to
Hudner Ln PM 59.5 B
Hudner Ln AM 30.0 F
to RR Xing
(2-Ln) PM 33.8 F
San Felipe AM 59.3 B
Rd to Jct
Rte 156 PM 59.3 B
Jct Rte AM 59.5 C
Alternative B 156 to
Hudner Ln PM 59.5 B
Hudner Ln AM 30.0 F
to RR Xing
(2-Ln) PM 33.6 F

Source: Caltrans District 5 Traffic Operations 2009, updated March 201 1.
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Ozone Analysis
Route Adoption

The proposed project route adoption (Alternatives 1 and 2) are located within a
federal and a state 8-hour ozone non-attainment area (Santa Clara portion).

Currently, the San Benito portion is located within an 8-hour ozone federal attainment
area, but a state non-attainment area. The Ozone standards are monitored closest to
the project boundaries at the Hollister-Fairview Road monitor (See Figure 1).

At the time any Tier II document is written, the area may still be in state and/or
federal non-attainment. If there is an approved method for project level analysis, a
project-level analysis will be conducted.

Build Alternatives

San Benito County is located within an 8-hour ozone federal attainment area, but a
state non-attainment area. The County is located within a state one-hour non-
attainment area. The federal one-hour standard was revoked. The Ozone standards are
monitored closest to the project boundaries at the Hollister-Fairview Road Monitor
(See Figure 1).

Between 2006 and 2010, there were three days which exceeded the federal 8-hour
standard and fifteen days exceeded the state 8-hour standard at the Hollister monitor
(See Table 6). One day in 2006 exceeded the state 1-hour standard. Ozone is a
regional pollutant and there are currently no modeling tools or guidelines for project-
level analysis.
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Table 7. Monitor Readings- 8-Hour State & Federal Ozone

Monitor Number of Days over 8-Hour Standard
Location/Standard
2006 2007 2008 2009 2010

Gilroy-9th Street
Federal Standard 5 0 1 2 5

State Standard 8 0 4 4 7

Hollister-Fairview Road

Federal Standard 1 0 0 0 2

State Standard 5 2 2 2 4

Source: California Air Resources Board ADAM database web site November 2, 2011

Carbon Monoxide (CO) Analysis
Route Adoption

The Santa Clara Portion of the project is located in a Federal Carbon Monoxide
Maintenance area. If Santa Clara is still a Federal Carbon Monoxide Maintenance
area or a non-attainment area, when any Tier II document is written, a screening hot
spot analysis will be required. The 1997 U.C Davis Transportation Carbon Monoxide
Protocol (or current approved guidance document), will be used to study areas
affected by the proposed project improvements.

At the time any Tier II document is written, a project level study will be conducted
for CEQA purposes. This would take into account any findings from reviewing
Carbon Monoxide trends and monitoring data in the area and would include any
required hot spot analysis as discussed above.

The San Benito portion of the project is located in a federal Carbon Monoxide
attainment area. At the time any Tier II document is written, a project level study will
be conducted for CEQA purposes. The study would take into account any findings
from reviewing Carbon Monoxide trends and air monitoring data in the area.

Build Alternatives

The build alternatives are located within the San Benito County. San Benito is located
in a federal Carbon Monoxide attainment area, therefore, a hot spot analysis is not
required. The Transportation Project-Level Carbon Monoxide Protocol, Section 2.1,
and “Affected Projects” states that: “projects affected by the Protocol include projects
in attainment, nonattainment or maintenance areas.” Therefore, all projects would
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still be subject to an air study for NEPA/CEQA review, even if a specific hot spot
analysis was not required.

The Air Study followed the guidance in the Transportation Project-Level Carbon
Monoxide Protocol. The Protocol Section 3.1, decision process was used. The
following questions were answered:

e[s the Project exempt from all Emissions analysis? No;
o Is Project exempt from regional emission analyses? No;
o Is project locally defined as regionally significant? Yes;
oIs the project in a federal/California attainment area? Yes; examine local impacts:

San Benito County has never been in non-attainment for Carbon Monoxide. Carbon
Monoxide is primarily caused by motor vehicles idling or at start-up during the colder
months of the year. If built, this project would improve the level of service from E to
either A or B or C. Considering the improved level of service and the historic Carbon
Monoxide levels, Caltrans considers that the proposed alignment would promote
smoother traffic flow and would help improve carbon monoxide levels in an area that

is currently in attainment.
There is no Carbon Monoxide monitor located near the project location.

This project would improve traffic flow and decrease idling time. Idling contributes
to Carbon Monoxide emissions. Therefore, this project would be expected to improve
Carbon Monoxide emissions in the project area.
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Particulate Matter Analysis
Route Adoption

Both San Benito and Santa Clara Counties are located within PM, s and PM;, Federal
attainment areas. If the Federal Particulate Matter attainment status would deteriorate
to non-attainment at the time of any Tier II document, a hot spot analysis would then
be conducted based on applicable guidelines. A general study of these pollutants is
required for NEPA and CEQA purposes.

It is anticipated that future conditions in land use and the technological improvements
affecting gasoline and diesel vehicle emissions will contribute to maintaining
attainment with particulate matter standards.

The state PM standard (50 vs. 150 micrograms per cubic meter) is lower than the
federal standard. There is no nearby PM;, monitor in Santa Clara County. The state
PM, s standard is slightly lower than the federal standard: 12 micrograms per cubic
meter vs. 17 micrograms per cubic meter. Both the Gilroy-9th Street and the
Hollister-Fairview Road air monitors have only been monitoring PM, 5 since 2007.

The monitor at Gilroy-9" Street PM, s, is located at 9™ and Princevalle in Gilroy, is
located about three miles from the project limit, north of the State Route 25 and U.S.
101 interchange. The Gilroy-9™ Street monitor has been monitoring PM, s only since
2007. Both Federal and State 2008 Annual Average were 8.7; the 2009 Federal
Annual Average was 8.9 and the 2010 Federal Annual average was 8.2 micrograms
per cubic meter. No data was available for State annual average for 2009 and 2010.
These annual averages were well below the state limit of 12 micrograms per cubic
meter and the federal limit of 15 micrograms per cubic meter.

Build Alternatives

San Benito County is located within federal Particulate Matter PM, 5 and PM;,
attainment areas. A Project-level Hot Spot analysis is not required for these
pollutants; however an air quality analysis is still required for NEPA and CEQA
requirements.

For the analysis, a review of data for PM, s and PM;, from nearby air monitoring
stations was conducted. The Hollister-Fairview Road PM,( and PM, 5 monitor,
located at 1979 Fairview Road in Hollister is approximately two miles from the State
Route 25/San Felipe Road intersection. This monitor began monitoring PM, 5 in

Hollister to Gilroy State Route 25 Widening and Route Adoption * 31



2007. The Annual Federal and State Averages are the same each year. The 2007
average was 6.2, the 2008 was 6.9 and the 2009 was 5.4 micrograms per cubic meter.
These annual averages were well below the state limit of 12 micrograms per cubic
meter and the federal limit of 15 micrograms per cubic meter.

PM;o

The PM;, data from the Hollister monitor was reviewed using the Air Resources
Board ADAM Database webpage on November 2, 2011. No days were recorded as
exceeding either the federal or state standards from 2006 through 2010.

PM; s

The proposed project will improve the Level of Service (LOS). Currently all
segments are operating at LOS E. The No Build projection indicates operation
continuing at LOS E. The projected build scenarios indicate service would improve
to LOS A or B or C (See Table 3). Less stop and go traffic and smoother traffic flow
would contribute to lowered Particulate Matter levels. Paving road shoulders will help
minimize re-entrained road dust. State and federal requirements to progressively
decrease various air pollutants from diesel and gasoline fuels are expected to
continue. This would promote decreased diesel particulate (PM, s) in the future.
More stringent state and federal requirements and retrofit grant programs for heavy-
duty diesel engines are also expected to decrease PM, 5 over time. Based on the
above factors affecting particulate matter, this project is not expected to worsen the
particulate matter or cause a violation of existing state or federal PM;, and/or PM, s

The conclusion for Particulate Matter air pollutants is that this project would not be
expected to cause or contribute to an exceedence of the existing standard state and
federal standards. Other Air Issues

Mobile Source Air Toxics

In addition to the criteria air pollutants for which there are National Ambient Air
Quality Standards, the EPA also regulates air toxics. Most air toxics originate from
human-made sources, including on-road mobile sources, non-road mobile sources
(e.g., airplanes), area sources (e.g., dry cleaners) and stationary sources (e.g., factories
or refineries).

Mobile source air toxics are a subset of the 188 air toxics defined by the Clean Air
Act. Mobile source air toxics are compounds emitted from highway vehicles and non-
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road equipment. Some toxic compounds are present in fuel and are emitted to the air
when the fuel evaporates or passes through the engine unburned. Other toxics are
emitted from the incomplete combustion of fuels or as secondary combustion
products. Metal air toxics also result from engine wear or from impurities in oil or
gasoline.

The Federal Highway Administration has issued interim guidance on how mobile
source air toxics (MSAT) should be addressed in National Environmental Policy Act
documents for highway projects. The Federal Highway Administration has developed
a tier approach for analyzing mobile source air toxics in such documents. Depending
on the specific project circumstances, the Federal Highway Administration has
identified three levels of analysis:

1. No analysis for exempt projects with no potential for meaningful mobile source
air toxics effects

2. Qualitative analysis for projects with low potential mobile source air toxics
effects

3. Quantitative analysis to differentiate alternatives for projects with higher potential
mobile source air toxics

Exempt Projects or Projects with No Meaningful Potential Mobile Source Air
Toxics Effects:

The types of projects included in this category are:
e Projects qualifying as a categorical exclusion under 23 CFR 771.117(c);

e Projects exempt under the Clean Air Act conformity rule under 40 CFR 93.126;
or

e Other projects with no meaningful impacts on traffic volumes or vehicle mix.

Controlling air toxic emissions became a national priority with the passage of the
Clean Air Act Amendments (CAAA) of 1990, whereby Congress mandated that the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) regulate 188 air toxics, also known as
hazardous air pollutants. The EPA has assessed this expansive list in their latest rule
on the Control of Hazardous Air Pollutants from Mobile Sources (Federal Register,
Vol. 72, No. 37, page 8430, February 26, 2007) and identified a group of 93
compounds emitted from mobile sources that are listed in their Integrated Risk
Information System (IRIS) (http://www.epa.gov/ncea/iris/index.html). In addition,
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EPA identified seven compounds with significant contributions from mobile sources
that are among the national and regional-scale cancer risk drivers from their 1999
National Air Toxics Assessment (NATA) (http://www.epa. gov/ttn/atw/natal999/).
These are acrolein, benzene, 1,3-butadiene, diesel particulate matter plus diesel
exhaust organic gases (diesel PM), formaldehyde, naphthalene, and polycyclic
organic matter. While FHWA considers these the priority mobile source air toxics,
the list is subject to change and may be adjusted in consideration of future EPA rules.

The 2007 EPA rule mentioned above requires controls that will dramatically decrease
MSAT emissions through cleaner fuels and cleaner engines. According to an FHWA
analysis using EPA's MOBILE6.2 model, even if vehicle activity (vehicle-miles
travelled, VMT) increases by 145 percent as assumed, a combined reduction of 72
percent in the total annual emission rate for the priority MSAT is projected from 1999
to 2050, as shown in the following figure:
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National Mobile Source Air Toxics Emission Trends 1999-2050 for
Vehicles Operating on Roadways
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(1) Annual emissions of polycyclic organic matter are projected to be 561 tons/yr for 1999, decreasing to 373
tons/yr for 2050.

(2) Trends for specific locations may be different, depending on locally derived information representing
vehicle-miles travelled, vehicle speeds, vehicle mix, fuels, emission control programs, meteorology, and other
factors.

Source: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. MOBILES.2 Model run 20 August 2009.

As aresult, the EPA concluded that no further motor vehicle emissions standards or
fuel standards were necessary to further control mobile source air toxics. The agency
is preparing another rule under authority of Clean Air Act Section 202(1) that will
address these issues and could adjust the full 21 and the primary six mobile source air

toxics.

Unavailable Information for Project-Specific Mobile Source Air Toxics Impact
Analysis
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This air quality study includes a basic analysis of the likely mobile source air toxics
emission impacts of this project. However, available technical tools do not enable us
to predict the project-specific health impacts of the emission changes associated with
the alternatives in the proposed project. Due to these limitations, the following
discussion is included in accordance with Council of Environmental Quality
regulations (40 CFR 1502.22(b)) regarding incomplete or unavailable information:

Information that is Unavailable or Incomplete. Evaluating the environmental and
health impacts from mobile source air toxics on a proposed highway project would
involve several key elements, including emissions modeling, dispersion modeling to
estimate ambient concentrations resulting from the estimated emissions, exposure
modeling to estimate human exposure to the estimated concentrations, and then final
determination of health impacts based on the estimated exposure. Each of these steps
is encumbered by technical shortcomings or uncertain science that prevents a more
complete determination of the mobile source air toxics health impacts of this project.

Emissions: The EPA tools to estimate mobile source air toxics emissions from motor
vehicles are not sensitive to key variables determining emissions of mobile source air
toxics in the context of highway projects. While MOBILE 6.2 is used to predict
emissions at a regional level, it has limited applicability at the project level. In
California, the model used is the EMFAC (for Emission FACtors 2007).

Dispersion. The tools to predict how mobile source air toxics disperse are also
limited. The EPA’s current regulatory model MOBILE 6.2 and CAL3QHC, were
developed and validated more than a decade ago for the purpose of predicting
episodic concentrations of carbon monoxide to determine compliance with the
National Ambient Air Quality Standards.

The performance of dispersion models is more accurate for predicting maximum
concentrations that can occur at some time at some location within a geographic area.
This limitation makes it difficult to predict accurate exposure patterns at specific
times at specific highway project locations across an urban area to assess potential
health risk. Studies conducted by the National Cooperative Highway Research
Program will focus on identifying appropriate methods of documenting and
communicating mobile source air toxics impacts in the National Environmental
Policy Act process and to the general public. Along with these general limitations of
dispersion models, the Federal Highway Administration is also faced with a lack of
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monitoring data in most areas for use in establishing project-specific mobile source
air toxics background concentrations.

Exposure Levels and Health Effects. Finally, even if emission levels and
concentrations of mobile source air toxics could be accurately predicted,
shortcomings in current techniques for exposure assessment and risk analysis
preclude us from reaching meaningful conclusions about project-specific health
impacts.

Exposure assessments are difficult because it is difficult to accurately calculate
annual concentrations of mobile source air toxics near roadways, and to determine the
portion of a year that people are actually exposed to those concentrations at a specific
location. These difficulties are magnified for 70-year cancer assessments, particularly
because unsupportable assumptions would have to be made regarding changes in
travel patterns and vehicle technology (which affects emissions rates) over a 70-year
period.

There are also considerable uncertainties associated with the existing estimates of
toxicity of the various mobile source air toxics, because of factors such as low-dose
extrapolation and translation of occupational exposure data to the general population.
Because of these shortcomings, any calculated difference in health impacts between
alternatives is likely to be much smaller than the uncertainties associated with
calculating the impacts. Consequently, the results of such assessments would not be
useful to decision-makers, who would need to weigh this information against other
project impacts that are better suited for quantitative analysis.

Summary of Existing Credible Scientific Evidence Relevant to Evaluating the Impacts
of Mobile Source Air Toxics. Research into the health impacts of mobile source air
toxics is ongoing. For different emission types, there are a variety of studies that show
that some either are statistically associated with adverse health outcomes through
epidemiological studies (frequently based on emissions levels found in occupational
settings) or that animals demonstrate adverse health outcomes when exposed to large
doses.

Exposure to toxics has been a focus of a number of EPA efforts. Most notably, the
agency conducted the National Air Toxics Assessment in 1996 to evaluate modeled
estimates of human exposure applicable to the county level. While not intended for
use as a measure of or benchmark for local exposure, the modeled estimates in the
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National Air Toxics Assessment database best illustrate the levels of various toxics
when aggregated to a national or state level.

The EPA is in the process of assessing the risks of various kinds of exposures to these
pollutants. The EPA Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) is a database of
human health effects that may result from exposure to various substances found in the
environment. The IRIS database is located at http://www.epa.gov/iris. The following
toxicity information for the six prioritized mobile source air toxics was taken from the
IRIS database Weight of Evidence Characterization summaries. This information is
taken verbatim from EPA’s IRIS database and represents the agency’s most current
evaluations of the potential hazards and toxicology of these chemicals or mixtures.

e Benzene is characterized as a known human carcinogen.

e The potential carcinogenicity of acrolein cannot be determined because the
existing data are inadequate for an assessment of human carcinogenic potential
for either the oral or inhalation route of exposure.

e Formaldehyde is a probable human carcinogen, based on limited evidence in
humans, and sufficient evidence in animals.

e 1,3-butadiene is characterized as carcinogenic to humans by inhalation.

e Napthalene has been reported to cause cataracts and retinal hemorrhage from
chronic worker exposure. Chronic inflammation of the lung, chronic nasal
inflammation, and other respiratory system problems were reported in mice
chronically exposed to naphthalene via inhalation

e Diesel exhaust (DE) is likely to be carcinogenic to humans by inhalation from
environmental exposures. Diesel exhaust as reviewed in this document is the
combination of diesel particulate matter and diesel exhaust organic gases.

Other studies exist that address mobile source air toxics health impacts in proximity
to roadways. The Health Effects Institute, a non-profit organization funded by the
EPA, Federal Highway Administration, and industry, has done a series of studies to
research near-roadway mobile source air toxics hot spots, the health implications of
the entire mix of mobile source pollutants, and other topics. The final summary of the
series is not expected for several years.
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Recent studies (the Coast Air Quality Management District, Multiple Air Toxic
Exposure Study-II) have reported that proximity to roadways is related to adverse
health outcomes, particularly respiratory problems. Much of this research is not
specific to mobile source air toxics, instead surveying the full spectrum of both
criteria and other pollutants. The Federal Highway Administration cannot evaluate
the validity of these studies, but more importantly, they do not provide information
that would be useful to alleviate the uncertainties listed above and enable us to
perform a more comprehensive evaluation of the health impacts specific to this
project.

Relevance of Unavailable or Incomplete Information to Evaluating Reasonably
Foreseeable Significant Adverse Impacts on the Environment, and Evaluation of
impacts based upon theoretical approaches or research methods generally accepted
in the scientific community. Because of the uncertainties outlined above, a
quantitative assessment of the effects of air toxic emissions impacts on human health
cannot be made at the project level. While available tools do allow us to reasonably
predict relative emissions changes between alternatives for larger projects, the
amount of mobile source air toxics emissions from each of the project alternatives
and mobile source air toxics concentrations or exposures created by each of the
project alternatives cannot be predicted with enough accuracy to be useful in
estimating health impacts. (As noted above, the current emissions model is not
capable of serving as a meaningful emissions analysis tool for smaller projects.)
Therefore, the relevance of the unavailable or incomplete information is that it is not
possible to make a determination of whether any of the alternatives would have
“significant adverse impacts on the human environment.”

ANALYSIS:
Route Adoption

There are many uncertainties for modeling Mobile Source Air Toxics, and there is
uncertainty of future funding for the route adoption alternatives. These two factors
added to the shortcomings in current techniques for exposure assessment and risk
analysis preclude us from reaching meaningful conclusions about the future route
adoption.

In the future, it is expected that both state and federal guidelines for using modeling
tools will be in place. It is also expected that there may be project threshold limits for
these pollutants. The California Air Toxics rules are expected to be similar to federal
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Mobile Source Air Toxics guidelines. At the time any Tier II document is written, a
project level study will be conducted for both NEPA and CEQA purposes.

Build Alternatives

In this document, Caltrans has provided a qualitative analysis of mobile source air
toxics emissions relative to the various alternatives, and has acknowledged that the
project alternatives may result in overall slightly increased exposure to mobile source
air toxics emissions in certain locations, although the concentrations and duration of
exposures are uncertain, and because of this uncertainty, the health effects from these
emissions cannot be estimated.

The Build Alternatives A and B, meet the criteria for the Low Potential for Mobile
Source Air Toxics Emissions category. The Federal Highway Administration
guidance states that minor highway widening projects are those efforts for which the
ultimate traffic level is predicted to be less than 150,000 Average Annual Daily
Traffic (see Table 4). The projected 2038 traffic is less than 33,000 for all alternatives
including the no-build alternative.

There were no sensitive receptors identified within 500 feet of the project limit. The
FHWA guidance identifies Sensitive Land Uses as schools, medical centers and
similar health care facilities, child care facilities, parks, and playgrounds. Vicinity of
the project is defined as 500 feet or 150 meters from the edge of the nearest traveled
lane.

The CT-EMFAC 2007 air model was used to estimate current and future Mobile
Source Air Toxics, as follows in Table 8:
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Table 8. Projected Mobile Source Air Toxics-Tons per Year

Annual
Vehicle DIESEL
Year Miles PM EgE“Yngé- gluE-If-‘lAE- BENZENE | ACROLEIN | ACETALDELYDE
Travelled | (Tons/Yr)
(VMT)
2006 | 64,440 | 00038 | 00087 | 0.0011 | 0.0054 | 00000 0.0036
2018 | o4 120 | 0.0158 | 0.0053 | 0.0006 | 0.0032 | 0.0001 0.0022
Build
2018
No | 80,120 | 0.0024 | 00008 | 0.0001 | 0.0005 | 00000 0.0003
Build
2038
Buily | 96:820 | 0.0030 | 0.0014 | 0.0003 | 00012 | 0.0001 0.0005
2038
No | 96,820 | 0.0055 | 00026 | 0.0005 | 0.0022 | 00001 0.0010
Build

Source: Caltrans District 6 Environmental Engineering CT-EMFAC runs

The estimated vehicle miles traveled is the same for the build and for the no-build
alternatives in years 2018 and 2038. The build alternatives would have a better
(higher) level of service and less stop and go traffic. In the design year the MSAT
emissions are lower for the no-build than for either of the build alternatives. The
table above indicated that the pollutants would be slightly higher for the build
alternatives in 2038. Regardless of the alternative chosen, emissions will likely be
lower than present levels in the design year because of the EPA’s national control
programs that are projected to reduce mobile source air toxics emissions by 57% to
87% between 2000 and 2020. Local conditions may differ from these national
projections in terms of fleet mix and vehicle turnover, vehicle miles traveled growth
rates, and local control measures. However, the magnitude of the EPA-projected
reductions is so great (even after accounting for vehicle miles traveled growth) that
mobile source air toxics emissions in the study area are likely to be lower in the future
in nearly all cases.

As discussed above, the magnitude and the duration of these potential increases in the
build alternatives compared to the No-Build Alternative cannot be accurately
quantified due to the inherent deficiencies of current models. When a highway is
widened and, as a result, moves closer to receptors, the localized level of mobile
source air toxics emissions for the Build Alternative could be higher relative to the
No-Build Alternative. The higher emissions would be made up for by an overall
decrease in pollutants in the Hollister area due to increases in speeds and reductions
in congestion (which are associated with lower mobile source air toxics emissions).
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However, on a regional basis, the EPA’s vehicle and fuel regulations, coupled with
fleet turnover, will over time cause substantial reductions that, in almost all cases,
will cause region wide mobile source air toxics levels to be significantly lower than
today.

MSAT Conclusion

The EPA projections indicate a continuing downward trend of the six primary mobile
source air toxics. As discussed above, the study of mobile source air toxics, dose-
response effects and modeling tools are currently in a state where accurate
information is incomplete or unavailable. This is relevant to making an accurate
prediction of any reasonably foreseeable adverse effects on the human environment.
There is currently no specific significance level for receptor exposure. Without a
significance level for exposure, one cannot accurately and scientifically predict the
effects on the human environment. Studies are currently being conducted to clarify
some of these unknowns; however the information is not available now.

Because the emission effects of these projects are low, we expect there would be no
appreciable difference in overall MSAT emissions among the two alternatives. The
hotizon year build estimates are lower than 2006 estimated emissions. In addition,
quantitative analysis of these types of projects will not yield credible results that are
useful to project-level decision-making due to the limited capabilities of the
transportation and emissions forecasting tools.

Climate Change under the California Environmental Quality Act

In 2002, with the passage of Assembly Bill 1493 (AB 1493), California launched an
innovative and pro-active approach to dealing with greenhouse gas emissions and
climate change at the state level. AB 1493 requires the California Air Resources
Board (CARB) to develop and implement regulations to reduce automobile and light
truck greenhouse gas emissions.

On June 1, 2005, Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger signed Executive Order S-3-05.
The goal of this order is to reduce California’s greenhouse gas emissions to: 1) 2000
levels by 2010, 2) 1990 levels by the 2020 and 3) 80 percent below the 1990 levels by
the year 2050. In 2006, this goal was further reinforced with the passage of Assembly
Bill 32 (AB 32), the Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006. AB 32 sets the same
overall greenhouse gas emissions reduction goals while further mandating that the
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California Air Resources Board create a plan, which includes market mechanisms,
and implement rules to achieve “real, quantifiable, cost-effective reductions of
greenhouse gases.” Executive Order S-20-06 further directs state agencies to begin
implementing AB 32, including the recommendations made by the state’s Climate
Action Team.

With Executive Order S-01-07, Governor Schwarzenegger set forth the low carbon
fuel standard for California. Under this order, the carbon intensity of California’s
transportation fuels is to be reduced by at least 10 percent by 2020.

Climate change and greenhouse gas reduction is also a concern at the federal level;
however, at this time, no legislation or regulations have been enacted specifically
addressing greenhouse gas emissions reductions and climate change. California, in
conjunction with several environmental organizations and several other states, sued to
force the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to regulate greenhouse gas as
a pollutant under the Clean Air Act (Massachusetts vs. Environmental Protection
Agency et al., 549 U.S. 497 (2007). The court ruled that greenhouse gases do fit
within the Clean Air Act’s definition of a pollutant, and that the Environmental
Protection Agency does have the authority to regulate greenhouse gases. Despite the
Supreme Court ruling, there are no promulgated federal regulations to date limiting
greenhouse gas emissions.

Project Analysis

The majority of the route adoption alternatives lies in San Benito County and a minor
portion in Santa Clara County. The build alternatives proposed are located in San
Benito County.

Economic growth in the neighboring county of Santa Clara has created pressure for
residential growth in San Benito County where housing is more affordable.
According to the 2000 U.S. Census Bureau, almost half of the workers that are 16
years and older in San Benito County commute outside San Benito County for
employment. This growth trend has increased demands on the regional transportation
system.

The U.S. Census Bureau indicates that the population of San Benito County has
grown at a rapid rate. Between 1990 and 2000, the county experienced a 45.1 percent
population increase, over 90 percent of which occurred in the City of Hollister.
However, in 2003 growth slowed considerably.
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The City of Hollister was placed under a building moratorium by the Central Coast
Regional Water Quality Board in 2002, after a major spill occurred at the wastewater
treatment plant. That moratorium ended in December 2008, after the newly
completed wastewater treatment plant was approved by the Regional Water Quality
Board. However, a growth control initiative which passed in November of 2002 is
still in effect until June 13, 2012 that limits new housing in Hollister to 244 units per
year.

Despite growth in the Hollister area, San Benito County remains a low-density, rural,
and agricultural area outside the two cities of Hollister and San Juan Bautista.

According to the U.S. Census Bureau 2006 estimates, Santa Clara County has an
estimated population of 1.7 million people. It is the fifth most populous county in
California, and has 24 percent of the population of the San Francisco Bay area.

Santa Clara County has strict controls to keep growth within or adjacent to cities and
to preserve the remaining farmland and rural areas in the county.

The build alternatives would relieve traffic congestion and improve traffic flow by
providing additional travel lanes. Gasoline and diesel-powered vehicles operate less
efficiently at low speeds. The existing conditions for the peak hour Level of Service
within the entire project area on State Route 25 are at a peak hour Level of Service E.

For the build alternatives, Alternative A and Alternative B, existing average travel
speeds are 44.9 miles per hour between San Felipe Road and State Route 156 during
the morning peak hour, and 45.0 miles per hour during the evening peak traffic hour.
For the segment between State Route 156 and Hudner Lane, average travel speeds are
currently 43.7 miles per hour during the morning peak hour, and 42.4 miles per hour
during the evening peak traffic hour.

If neither Alternative A nor Alternative B is constructed, average travel speeds on the
existing would not decrease significantly by 2018 within the proposed build project
limits. However, by 2038, speeds between San Felipe Road and State Route 156 are
predicted to be reduced to 40.8 miles per hour during both the morning and evening
peak traffic hours. Between State Route 156 and Hudner Lane, average travel speeds
during the morning peak hour would be 38.9 miles per hour, and would be 40.2 miles
during the evening peak traffic hour.
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, and the percent-time-spent-following another vehicle is projected to increase to
88.8-89.8%.

A four-lane expressway between San Felipe Road and Hudner Lane would operate at
Level of Service B or better during the peak traffic hours, except that, in Scenario 2 (a
worst case scenario), the Level of Service for Alternative B would drop to Level of
Service C by 2038 during the morning peak traffic (still an acceptable Level of
Service). Although the vehicle density (passenger car per mile per lane) would
increase, the average travel speed would remain constant at 59-60 miles per hour
during both the morning and the evening peak hour between 2018 and 2038

Greenhouse gas emissions analysis and forecasting are a relatively new science using
existing air modeling tools that were not originally designed for modeling greenhouse
gases.

Estimated annual Carbon Dioxide emissions were modeled using CT-EMFAC 2007.
The assumptions used in the model assume a non-peak hour (two hours per day)
prevailing free-flow speed of 38-45 miles per hour and a non-peak hour prevailing
free-flow speed of 55-60 miles per hour for the No-Build Alternative and both Build
Alternatives. The total vehicle miles traveled were allotted 2 hours for peak and 22
hours for off-peak for all scenarios. Annual average daily traffic includes 10 percent
truck traffic.

The results indicate only a rough estimate of emissions based on projected annual
average daily traffic data. Table 4.1 displays carbon dioxide emissions in tons per
year for the build alternatives and the No-Build Alternative based on projected annual
average daily traffic data. There are other influences on the total effect that a project
would have on greenhouse gasses. Other influences exist that would be a factor on the
total effect that a project would have on greenhouse gasses, but currently there are no
tools to quantitatively estimate these effects. Modeling tools and guidelines are not
available at this time to project any effect from this specific project on global
warming.

The results indicate only a rough estimate of emissions based on projected annual
average daily traffic data. Table 8 displays carbon dioxide emissions in tons per year
for the build alternatives and the No-Build Alternative. Other influences exist that
would be a factor on the total effect that a project would have on greenhouse gasses,
but there currently are no tools to quantitatively estimate these effects. Modeling tools
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and guidelines are not available at this time to project any effect from this specific
project on global warming.
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Table 9. Estimated Carbon Dioxide Emissions for Build and No-Build
Alternatives

Daily traffic with 10% Trucks
Alternative Segment on State Route 25 GOy Eilsafons flions per year)
g 2018 | 2038
(Existing)
Se_an Felipe Road to State Route 156 (2.5 20 27 30
No-Build miles)
Alternative
State Route 156 to Hudner Lane (1.3 miles) 10 16 18
S%_zln Felipe Road to State Route 156 (2.5 20 29 29
Alternative A or | Miles)
Alternative B
State Route 156 to Hudner Lane (1.3 miles) 10 16 20

Source: Caltrans Central Region Environmental Engineering June 2009

Only the build alternatives were studied at this time. The Route Adoption portion will
undergo more detailed study in the future, and it is expected that modeling for
greenhouse gasses will have improved by that time.

According to EMFAC modeling results, both the Build and No-Build Alternatives
would result in more greenhouse gasses than the existing condition.. This is primarily
because of EMFAC’S focus on predicted traffic volumes and speeds, which would
increase with the additional two lanes the project adds to the highway.

Looking at the project alternatives solely in this manner creates an interesting
situation. The highway segment is already operating at Level of Service E in the peak
hour, which is considered failing, although it operates near the optimum speed of 45
miles per hour for lower CO, emissions. Based on the traffic study conducted for this
project, the level of service for the No-Build Alternative will continue to deteriorate
in the future years. As speeds sink further below 45 miles per hour, CO, emissions
would show a corresponding increase. In both the No Build and Build conditions in
the future years, CO, emissions will increase. For the 2018 year, the State Route 156
to Hudner Lane segment shows that both the No-Build and Build alternatives will
have similar carbon dioxide emissions; for the San Felipe Road to Sate Route 156
segment, the Build alternative will have a slightly higher increase in emissions. For
the 2038 year, the pattern is similar, except that for the San Felipe Road to State
Route 156 segment, the No-Build alternative would have higher CO, emissions.
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CEQA Conclusion

As discussed above, the modeling for the project does show that greenhouse gas
emissions will increase over the existing conditions. However, for the San Felipe
Road to State Route 156 segment of Alternative B (the preferred build alterative), the
year 2038 emissions are lower than No-Build Alternative emissions. In light of this
and the limitations discussed in the preceding sections, it is Caltrans’ determination
that in the absence of further regulatory or scientific information related to
greenhouse gas emissions and California Environmental Quality Act significance, it
is too speculative to make a determination regarding the project’s direct impact and
its contribution on the cumulative scale to climate change. However, Caltrans does
anticipate a reduction in greenhouse gas emissions if Alternative B is constructed.
Nonetheless, Caltrans is taking further measures to help reduce energy consumption
and greenhouse gas emissions.

9. Short-Term Construction Impacts

Route Adoption

Since this is a route adoption, it is not appropriate to discuss construction impacts at
this time. There may be additional air issues or guidance for Mobile Source Air
Toxics by the time the project is funded and any Tier II document is written. All
appropriate issues will be discussed at that time.
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Build Alternatives

During construction, the proposed project will generate air pollutants. The exhaust
from construction equipment contains hydrocarbons, oxides of nitrogen, carbon
monoxide, suspended particulate matter, and odors. However, the largest percentage
of pollutants would be windblown dust generated during excavation, grading,
hauling, and various other activities. The impacts of these activities would vary each
day as construction progresses. Dust and odors at some residences very close to the
right of way could probably cause occasional annoyance and complaints.

Mobile Source Air Toxics emissions would also be expected from the diesel powered
construction equipment. It is anticipated that the pollutant levels emitted from this
equipment would be less in 2038 than now in 2008, due to changes in diesel fuel and
progressively more stringent air pollution limitation requirements on diesel engines.

San Benito County is among the counties listed as containing serpentine and
ultramafic rock (Governor's Office of Planning and Research, October 26, 2000).
However, the known areas are not near the proposed project location. Therefore, the
impact from Naturally Occurring Asbestos (NOA) during project construction would
be minimal to none. If structures that may contain asbestos are to be demolished, it is
the responsibility of the contractor to comply with the Rules and Regulations of the
local Air Pollution Control Districts.

10. Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures

Most of the construction impacts to air quality are short-term in duration and,
therefore, will not result in long-term adverse conditions. Implementation of the
following measures, some of which may also be required for other purposes such as
storm water pollution control will reduce any air quality impacts resulting from
construction activities:

The construction contractor shall comply with Caltrans’ Standard Specifications in
Section 14(2010).

Section 14-9.01specifically requires compliance by the contractor with all
applicable laws and regulations related to air quality, including air pollution
control district and air quality management district regulations and local
ordinances.

Hollister to Gilroy State Route 25 Widening and Route Adoption ° 49



Section 14-9.02 is directed at controlling dust. If dust palliative materials
other than water are to be used, material specifications are contained in
Section 18.
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Appendix A CT-EMFAC Carbon Dioxide
and MSAT model data
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The following technical report does not include the appendices due to the

technical nature of the data, but can be made available upon request.
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Executive Summary

The air study provides a discussion of the proposed project, the physical setting of the
project area, and the regulatory framework for air quality. The report provides data on
existing air quality, evaluates potential air quality impacts associated with the
proposed project, and identifies mitigation measures recommended for potentially
significant impacts.

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), in cooperation with the
Council of San Benito County Governments and the Santa Clara Valley
Transportation Authority, is proposing the eventual replacement of 11.2 miles of the
existing State Route 25 two-lane highway with a four-lane expressway in San Benito
and Santa Clara counties. A future interchange at State Route 25/State Route 156
would require widening on State Route 156 between post miles R10.5 and R12.2.

This report evaluates two proposed projects; ( 1) a route adoption and (2) a proposed
construction project within the limits of the proposed route adoption. Five
alternatives are under consideration including the No-Build Alternative: Alternatives
1 and 2 are route adoption alignments, and Alternatives A and B are proposed build
alternatives.

The route adoption study extends from the San Felipe Road within the City of
Hollister (post mile 51.5) to the San Benito/Santa Clara County line (post mile 60.1)
and on to the end of State Route 25 at U.S. 101, south of the City of Gilroy (post
miles 0.0. to 2.6 in Santa Clara County).

The proposed construction project limits extend 3.8 miles in San Benito County, from
Sand Felipe Road in Hollister to just west of Hudner Lane (post miiles 51.5 to 55.3).

The proposed route adoption is located in portions of two air basins, the North
Central Coast Air Basin (Hollister) and the San Francisco Bay Air Basin (Gilroy).
Both the Santa Clara County and San Benito County portions of the project are
located in State one and eight-hour ozone non-attainment areas. For Federal eight-
hour ozone, Santa Clara County is non attainment-marginal and San Benito County is
in non-attainment. For Federal one-hour ozone, Santa Clara County is unclassified
moderate and San Benito County is in unclassified maintenance. Currently, there is
no procedure for ozone hot spot conformity analysis. Both counties are in state and
federal attainment for the other priority air pollutants.
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A brief discussion of future analysis methods and possible pollutant issues for the
route adoption will be included in this document. Mobile Source Air Toxics and
Climate Change (Greenhouse) Gasses are a relatively new area of air pollution
concern. There are no significance or threshold levels for these pollutants at this time.
Current analysis methods and guidelines are evolving and results have some
uncertainties. Caltrans anticipates that guidelines and modeling tools will be
available by the time future projects within the footprint of the route adoption
alternatives are funded and Tier IT environmental documents are prepared. A more
specific analysis and discussion of potential effects of these pollutants will be
conducted at that time.

The State Route 25 and 156 areas are not listed as containing serpentine and
ultramafic rock. Therefore, the impact from naturally occurting asbestos during

project construction would be minimal to none.

This analysis is based on the traffic study prepared for this project.

The proposed build alternatives are located in federal Particulate Matter (PM) 10 and
2.5 attainment areas; therefore, no hot spot conformity analysis is required for these
pollutants. The build and the route adoption alternatives are located in a state PM10
non-attainment area. The route adoption is located in a state PM2.5 non-attainment
area and the build portion is located in a state PM2.5 attainment area. A project-level
air quality analysis is required for National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and
California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) requirements. The particulate matter
air pollution monitor closest to the project is located at 1979 Fairview Road,
Hollister. Monitoring data from 2003 through 2008 was reviewed at the Air
Resources Board web site. No exceedence of either the state or federal standards for
Particulate Matter] 0 was recorded for particulate matter during these years. The
Hollister and the Gilroy PM2.5 air monitors have only been monitoring since 2007.
No exceedence of the either the state or federal standard for PM2.5 was recorded for
2007 or 2008.

Historical air quality data show that existing carbon monoxide levels for the general
vicinity of the project area do not exceed either the state or federal ambient air quality
standards. San Benito County is located in a Carbon Monoxide attainment area, so a

project-level hot spot analysis was not required.
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Mobile Source Air Toxics are a relatively new group of air pollutants to be of
concern. Mobile source air toxics are compounds emitted from hi ghway vehicles and
non-road equipment. Currently no pollutant threshold or significance limits have
been issued by the USEPA or the California Air Resources Board. There is no
system of pollutant monitoring stations like there is for the priority pollutants such as
ozone. The February 2006 Interim FHWA guidelines on Air Toxic Analysis for NEPA
Document discuss technical shortcomings of current air models and the uncertain
science with respect to health effects. Health effects are of most concern to sensitive
receptors located with 500 feet of the project. There are currently no sensitive
receptors identified along the proposed route adoption. Using the limited guidance
and modeling tool available today the amount of Mobile Source A1r Toxics modeled
for the Build Horizon year is less than the No Build. This indicates that the project
would not decrease the air quality.

This project is intended to decrease congestion, Higher traffic speeds and less stop
and go traffic should decrease Carbon Monoxide, Particulate Matter 10 and 2.5 and
Mobile Source Air Toxics in the horizon year. Any 1solated rural residences that will
be closer to the new highway, may be affected by slightly higher emissions than if the
project is not built. Based on the limited modeling tools and guidelines available for
Greenhouse Gasses it appears that the Build alternative would create more emissions
than the No Build alternative. However, due to the modeling limitations and lack of
CEQA guidance, Caltrans has determined that in the absence of further regulatory or
scientific information related to greenhouse gas emissions and CEQA significance, it
is too speculative to make a determination regarding the project’s direct impact and
its contribution on the cumulative scale to climate change.

Potential construction air quality impacts that would occur are increased dust
(Particulate Matter 10 and 2.5) from heavy equipment, land clearing and off-road
work. Mitigation during construction would rely on adhering to Caltrans Standard
Special Provision for dust, 7-1.01F. Mobile Source Air Toxics and Carbon Monoxide
may be increased at or near the construction area due to heavy equipment operations.
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1. Purpose of Air Quality Study Report

This report documents the anticipated air quality effects of the proposed project. Because
this document is intended to satisfy the requirements of both the California Environmental
Quality Act and the National Environmental Policy Act, it addresses both state and federal
air quality standards.

2. Project Location, Description, and Alternatives
The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), in cooperation with San Benito

Council of Governments and Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority is evaluating the
conversion of 11.2 miles of the existing State Route 25 two-lane conventional highway to a
four-lane expressway in San Benito and Santa Clara counties. The Draft Environmental
Impact Report and Environmental Impact Statement includes two proposed projects: (1) a
TIER T route adoption and (2) a proposed construction project within the limits of the
proposed route adoption.

1. The route adoption study extends from San Felipe Road within the City of Hollister
(post mile 51.5) to the San Benito/Santa Clara County line (post mile 60.1) and on to
the end of State Route 25 at U.S. 101 south of the city of Gilroy (post miles 0.0 to
2.6 in Santa Clara County).

2. The proposed construction project limits extend 3.8 miles in San Benito County,
from San Felipe Road in Hollister to just west of Hudner Lane (post miles 51.5 to
55.3). The existing 2-lane conventional highway would be replaced by a 4-lane

expressway.

State Route 25, a two-lane conventional highway, runs northwest through the relatively flat
terrain of the Hollister Valley, terminating at U.S. 101 after crossing the Pajaro River and
Carnadero Creek. Agriculture dominates the surrounding landscape, and farmsteads and
houses are scattered along the length of the study area. Residences, retail businesses, and
agriculture-related commercial operations are more concentrated at both ends of the route
adoption study area, on the outskirts of Gilroy and Hollister.

The purpose of the proposed route adoption project is to:

¢ Select a corridor for State Route 25 between Hollister and Gilroy that will
accommodate existing and future travel demand.

* Facilitate local and regional land use planning by identifying future right-of-way
needed for the State Route 25 corridor.
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The purpose of the proposed build project is to:

» Improve traffic flow and reduce delays on State Route 25 between San Felipe Road
in Hollister and Hudner Lane in San Benito County.

s Increase capacity along State Route 25 between San Felipe Road in Hollister and
Hudner Lane in rural San Benito County.

Slow moving farm equipment, trucks, and local and commuter traffic share this two-lane
roadway. An increasing number of vehicles travel this stretch of State Route 25 and, during
peak commute hours, the roadway is congested. Traffic flow is delayed by vehicles turning
onto and/or out of the many driveways and local roads, affecting the flow of the faster
moving vehicles. Commercial truck traffic travels through the area on State Route 25, and is
subject to delays as well. A new route alignment should be adopted so that the appropriate
area for a future expressway can incorporated into the San Benito and Santa Clara County
general plans now, before future development occurs along this stretch of highway.

The No-Action Alternative would result in no action being taken, and no further
improvements would be made to Phase 1 of the State 25 Safety and Operations
Enhancement Project, which began construction in May 2009 and is scheduled to be
completed in May 2010.

Alternatives

Alternative 1 and 2 Route Adoption Alignment Alternatives

Both of the route adoption alternatives would follow the same alignment from the bend in
Route 25 approximately 1.7 miles south of Shore Road (post mile 56.1) in San Benito
County to U.S. 101 in Santa Clara County. The alignment would be wide enough to
accommodate a future four-lane expressway (342 feet) with a 62 foot median and one or two
frontage roads. The alignments would also be wide enough to accommodate a future
interchange near the existing intersection of Route 25 and Route 156 and a future Route
25/101 interchange north of the existing interchange. There would be enough room to build
new bridges over Carnadero Creek and the Pajaro River. The Union Pacific Railroad
Hollister branch line and the Union Pacific main line just east of US101 would cross under
the proposed Route 25 expressway.

Between post mile 56.1 and the east end of the proposed project at San Felipe Road, the two
alignment alternatives separate.

Alternative 1 proposes to align the future four-lane expressway to the east (or north}) of the
existing two lane north/south highway and Alternative 2 proposes to align to the west (or

south) of the existing two lane highway.
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Alternatives A and B (Build Alternatives)

Instead of obtaining forecasting data from Caltrans Transportation Planning, the traffic
study used two scenarios to predict Level of Service for Alternative A and Alternative B. In
Scenario 1, the assumption was that traffic volume on State Route 25 would remain the
same as if the project were not built. Under Scenario 2, it was assumed that the traffic
volumes for Alternative A would be the same as were forecast for Alternative 1, and that
traffic volumes for Alternative B would be identical to the traffic volumes forecast for
Alternative 2. Both of these scenarios analyzed the effects of a constructed Alternative A
and Alternative B (3.8 miles) within the length of the study area (San Felipe Road to the
Union Pacific main line tracks near U.S, 101).

Table 4 shows the Level of Service for Alternatives A and B based on future no-build
volumes on State Route 25 (Scenario 1). The four-lane expressway between San Felipe
Road and Hudner Lane would operate at Level of Service B or better during the peak hours.
Although the average travel speed remains constant between 2015 and 2035, the vehicle
density would increase. However, the two-lane segment between Hudner Lane and railroad
crossing at the Union Pacific main line would operate at Level of Service E during the peak
hours. The average travel speed would continue to decline. By 2035, the Average Travel
Speed would be 37.4 miles per hour during the AM peak and 38.8 miles per hour during the
PM peak.

Both construction alternatives extend 3.8 miles in San Benito County, from just west of
Hudner Lane (post mile 55.3) to San Felipe Road (post mile 51.5). Unlike the Route
Adoption Alternatives, the build alternatives propose a realigned and widened at-grade
intersection at Route 25 and Route 156 instead of an interchange. Both construction
alternatives would transition back to the existing two-lane highway near Hudner Lane.

Alternative A would be constructed at the southeastern end of the Alternative 1 Route
Adoption alignment. Direct access to the expressway would be available from San Felipe
Road, Wright Road, Flynn Road, SR 156, two west-side frontage roads and one east-side
frontage road. An undercrossing at the Don Chapin Gravel operation driveway would
provide access to this otherwise landlocked parcel.

For Alternative A, an undercrossing would be built at the gravel quarry driveway to provide
access to this parcel.

Alternative B would be constructed at the southeastern end of the Alternative 2 Route
Adoption alignment. Direct access to the expressway would be available from San Felipe

05-48540 Gilroy fo Hollister SR 25 « 3




Road, Wright Road, Briggs Road, a west-side frontage road, SR 156, an east-side frontage
road, and Hudner Lane. The second west-side frontage road would connect to Hudner Lane.

No-Action Alternative

The No Action Alternative would result in no action being taken and no further
improvements would be made to State Route 25 within the Route Adoption limits other than
those already programmed/funded or under construction. Construction began in May 2009
on the Route 25 Safety and Operations Enhancement Project and is expected to be
completed by early 2010. Work is from just south of Hudner Lane (post mile 55.1) and end
just south of the Union Pacific Railroad Crossing (post mile 60.0) in San Benito County.
Roadway widening will consist of two 10-foot outside shoulders, two 12-foot traveled lanes,
two-5" inside shoulders and placement of a temporary concrete median barrier. Rumble
strips will be installed on all inside and outside shoulders. Hudner Lane and Shore Road

intersections will be improved.

Current and future projected traffic is shown in Table 5.
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3. Federal, State, and Local Regulations
The primary legislation that governs federal air quality regulations 1s the Clean Air

Act Amendments of 1990 (CAAA). The CAAA delegates primary responsibility for
clean air to the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). The EPA develops
rules and regulations to preserve and improve air quality and delegates specific
responsibilities to state and local agencies. Under the Clean Air Act, the EPA has
established the National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS) for six potential
air pollutants: carbon monoxide (CO), ozone (O3), nitrogen dioxide (NO,), suspended
particulate matter (PM;o & PMys), sulfur dioxide (SOz), and lead (Pb).

The State of California has developed the California Ambient Air Quality Standards
(CAAQS). The Air Resources Board (ARB), which is part of the California EPA
regulatory agency, develops air quality regulations at the state Jevel. The state
regulations mirror federal regulations by establishing industry-specific pollution
controls for criteria, toxic, and nuisance pollutants. California also requires that plans
and strategies for attaining state ambient air quality standards as set forth in the
California Clean Air Act of 1988 be developed throughout the state. The ARB also is
responsible for developing motor emissions standards for California vehicles.

Route Adoption- Alternatives 1 and 2

The proposed project is located within two air basins. The Santa Clara County
portion is within the San Francisco Air Basin that is under the jurisdiction of the Bay
Area Air Quality Management District. The San Benito County portion is within the
North Central Coast Air Basin that is under the jurisdiction of the Monterey Bay
Unified Air Pollution Control District. These districts administer air quality
regulations developed at the federal, state, and local levels. These regulations are

VR LU

Build Alternatives - Alternatives A and B

The San Benito County portion is within the North Central Coast Air Basin that is
under the jurisdiction of the Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution Control District.
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The district administers air quality regulations developed at the federal, state, and
local levels. These regulations are described below,

4. Air Quality Pollutants and Standards

As stated, the federal and state governments have established ambient air quality
standards for six criteria pollutants: carbon monoxide (CO), ozone (05), particulate
matter (PM), nitrogen dioxide (NOy), sulfur dioxide (SO,), and lead (Pb) (See Table
1). O3 and PM are generally considered to be regional pollutants because they or their
precursors affect air quality on a regional scale. Pollutants such as CO, NO,, SO,, and
Pb are considered to be local pollutants because they tend to accumulate in the air
locally. PM is also considered as a local pollutant. In the area of the proposed project
site, Ozone and Carbon Monoxide are of particular concern.

A. Carbon Monoxide (CO): Carbon Monoxide is a public health concern because it
combines readily with hemoglobin and thus reduces the amount of oxygen
transported in  the bloodstream. Effects on humans range from slight headaches
to nausea to death. State and federal CO standards have been set for both 1-hour
and 8-hour averaging times. The state 1-hour standard is 20 parts per million
(ppm) by volume, and the federal 1-hour is 35 ppm. Both the state and federal
standards are 9 ppm for the 8-hour averaging period. Motor vehicles are the
dominant source of CO emissions in most areas, High CO levels develop
primarily during winter when periods of light wind combine with ground-level
temperature inversions. These conditions result in reduced dispersion of vehicle
emissions. In addition, motor vehicles emit more CO in cool temperatures than in
warm temperatures.

B. Ozone (03): Ozone is not emitted directly into the air but is formed bya
photochemical reaction in the atmosphere. Ozone precursors, which include
oxides of nitrogen and reactive organic gases, react in the atmosphere in the
presence of sunlight to form ozone. State and federa] standards for ozone have
been set for a 1-hour averaging time. The state requires that ozone concentration
not exceed .09 ppm of ozone being produced in a given area in 1 hour. The
federal 1-hour ozone standard is .12 ppm, but it does not apply in California, The
federal 8-hour ozone standard is .08 ppm and the state standard is .07 ppm.

C. Particulate Matter (PMyg) & (PM1s): Particulate matter emissions are generated
by a wide variety of sources, including agricultural activities, industrial emissions,
dust suspended by vehicle traffic and construction equipment, and secondary
aerosols formed by reactions in the atmosphere. The NAAQS for particulate
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matter applies to two classes of particulate: particulate matter 2.5 microns or less
in diameter (PMy.5) and particulate matter 10 microns or less in diameter (PMg).
The state PM, standards are 50 micrograms per cubic meter (pg/m3 ) as a 24-hour
average and 20 pg/m3 as an annual arithmetic mean. The federal PM,p standards
are 150 pg/m3 as a 24-hour average. The federal standards for PM 5 are 15 pLg/m3
and 35 pg/m3 for annual and 24 hours respectively. The state standard for PM s1s

12 pg/m’ as an annual arithmetic mean. There is no separate state standard for 24-
hour PM; 5.

. Nitrogen Dioxide (NO;): Nitrogen dioxide belongs to a family of highly reactive
gases called nitrogen oxides (NOx). These gases form when fuel is burned at high
temperatures, and come principally from motor vehicle exhaust and stationary
sources such as electric utilities and industrial boilers. A suffocating, brownish
gas, nitrogen dioxide is a strong oxidizing agent that reacts in air to form
corrosive nitric acid, as well as toxic organic nitrates. It also plays a major role in
the atmospheric reactions that produce ground-level ozone (or smog). EPA's
health-based national air quality standard for nitrogen dioxide is .053 ppm.

. Sulfur Dioxide (SO,): Sulfur dioxide belongs to the family of sulfur oxide gases
(SOx). These gases are formed when fuel containing sulfur (mainly coal and oil)
is burned, and during metal smelting and other industrial processes. EPA's health-
based national air quality standard for sulfur dioxide 1s .030 ppm (measured on an
annual average) and .14 ppm (measured over 24 hours).

. Lead (Pb): Lead is a metal found naturally in the environment as well as in
manufactured products. The major sources of lead emissions have historically
been motor vehicles and industrial sources. Due to the phase out of leaded
pasoline, metal processing is the major source of lead emissions to the air today.
The highest levels of lead in air are generally found near lead smelters. Other
stationary sources are waste incinerators, utilities, and lead-acid battery

manufacturers.

. Mobile Seurce Air Toxics (MSATSs): These toxics are a subset of the 188 air
toxics defined in the Clean Air Act. They are now federally regulated under 40
Code of Federal Regulations 1502.22 by the U.S. Environmental Protection
Agency. Mobile source air toxics are 21 compounds emitted from highway
vehicles and non-road equipment. There are six main toxics including diesel
exhaust, benzene, acetaldehyde, formaldehyde, acrolein, 1-3 butadiene. The
Federal Highway Administration issued interim guidance on February 3, 2006 for
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analysis in National Environmental Policy Act documents, Currently, available
technical tools do not enable us to predict the project-specific health impacts, so
only a qualitative analysis is conducted.
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1. California standards for ozone, carbon monoxide {except Lake Tahoe), sulfur dioxide (I and 24 hour),
nitrogen dioxide, suspended particulate matter—PM10, PM2.5, and visibility reducing particles, are
values that are not to be exceeded. All others are not to be equaied or exceeded. California ambient air
quality standards are listed in the Table of Standards in Section 70200 of Title 17 of the

California Code of Reguiations.

2. Netional standards (other than ozone, particulate matter, and those based on annual averages or
annuat arithmetic mean) are not to be exceeded more than once a year. The czone standard is

attained when the fourth highest ei ght hour concentration in a year, averaged over three years,

is equal to or less than the standard. For PM10, the 24 hour standard is attained when the expected
nuniber of days per calender year with a 24-hour average concentration above 150 yug/m3 is equa!

to or less than one, For PM2.5, the 24 hour standard is attained when 98 percent of the daily
concentrations, averaged over three years, are equal to or less than the standard.

Contact 1U.S. EPA for fusther clarification and current federal policies,

3. Concentration expressed first in units in which it was promulgated. Equivalent units given in
parentheses are based upon a reference temperature of 25°C and a reference pressure of 760 torr.

Most measurements of air quality are to be corrected to a reference temperature of 25°C and a
reference pressure of 760 torr, ppm in this table refers to ppm by volume, or micromoles of

pollutant per mole of gas.

4. Any equivalent procedure which can be shown to the satisfaction of the ARB fo give equivalent
results at or near the level of the air quality standard may be used.

5. National Primary Standards: The ievels of air quality necessary, with an adequate margin of safety to
protect the public heaith.

6. National Secondary Standards: The levels of air quality necessary to protect the public welfare

from any known or anticipated adverse effects of a poilutant.

7. Reference method as described by the EPA. An “equivalent method™ of measurement may be used
but must have a “consistent relationship to the reference method” and must be approved by the EPA,

8. The ARB has identified lead and viny!l chioride as ‘toxic air contaminants' with no threshold fevel of
exposure for adverse health effects determined. These actions allow for the implementation of

control measures at levels below the ambient concentrations specified for these poliutants.

9. National lead standard, rolling 3-month average: final rule signed October 15, 2008.

3. Air Quality Conformity
The 1990 Federal Clean Air Act Amendments (CAAA), enacted on November 15,

1990, placed tough new requirements on sources and causes of air pollution in areas
failing to meet federal air quality standards. The CAAA require substantial reduction
from all pollution sources, including pollutants from the transportation sector. The
CAAA included more stringent requirements for demonstrating that transportation
plans and projects contributed to improvement in air quality contained in the
conformity provisions in section 176(a). On Nov 15, 1993, the EPA published a
conformity rule delineating specific criteria and procedures for fulfilling the
conformity requirements of the CAAA. This rule was recently updated and published
in the Federal Register August 15, 1997. It became effective September 15, 1997.

The Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act: A Legacy for
Users (SAFETEA-LU) made a number of revisions to the Clean Air Act's
transportation conformity provisions. In particular, SAFETEA-LU made the
following changes:

1. Changes 18-month trigger to two vears for redetermination of conformity after
certain air quality planning actions.
2. Changes frequency of conformity for plans and Transportation Improvement

Programs (TIPs) from every 3 vears to every 4 vears.
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3. Provides option for Metropolitan Planning Organizations (MPOs) to shorten the
time horizon for conformity determination.

4. Allows Transportation Control Measures (TCMs) to be substituted or to be added
to existing TCMs without a State Implementation Plan (SIP) mechanism.

5. Provides a 12-month grace period before a lapse occurs after an applicable
deadline is missed.

6. Limits Conformity SIPs to interagency consultation and enforcement provisions.

SAFETEA-LU requires EPA to revise the Transportation Conformity Rule by August
10, 2007, two years after the enactment of SAFETEA-LU.

6. Transportation Conformity
The federal Clean Air Act requires that all transportation plans and programs pass the

air quality conformity test. This process involves forecasting future emissions of air
pollution to determine whether the amount of future pollution resulting from the plan

or program would be within the allowable limit for motor vehicle emissions.
Route Adoption- Alternatives 1 and 2

Transportation conformity must be determined for all federal nonattainment area
pollutants classified as regional pollutants. In the San Francisco Bay Air Basin (Santa
Clara County), this pollutant is Ozone. Transportation projects also generate Carbon
Monoxide, which is considered a localized pollutant. In non-attainment and
maintenance areas, Carbon Monoxide micro-scale modeling is required to determine
whether a transportation project would cause or contribute to localized violations of
Carbon Monoxide National Ambient Air Quality Standards (NAAQS). Santa Clara
County is currently listed as a federal attainment-maintenance area for Carbon
Monoxide. Tt may actually become an attainment area by the time a Tier H document
is written. If Santa Clara is still classified as a Carbon Monoxide attainment-
maintenance area when a Tier Il environmental document is prepared, a project level

hot spot analysis will be conducted.

Assumptions used in the Final Transportation Air Quality Conformity Analysis for
the Transportation 2035 Plan and 2009 Transportation Improvement
Program/Amendment #09-06 (Santa Clara County) analyses included current
modeling assumptions for population, registered vehicles, and the use of the EMFAC
2007 air model. The Metropolitan Transportation Commission also uses the
“Baycast” travel demand model. Other assumptions used included the current
attainment status of pollutants and implementing methods to reduce Greenhouse Gas

eImnissions.
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The portion of the proposed project route adoption alternatives located in Santa Clara
County listed in the Transportation 2030 Plan for the San Francisco Bay Area
Regional Transportation Plan which was found to conform by Metropolitan
Transportation Commission on March 17, 2005 and was federally approved October
2, 2006 as the State Route 25 Widening Project. Funding is anticipated to be
approved before the anticipated project start date.

The State Route 25 Widening project was listed as a constrained project in the
Council of San Benito Governments 2005 Regional Transportation plan. The Council
of San Benito County Governments intends to pursue funding for the highway
segment with the proposed route adoption, between Hudner Lane and the San
Benito/Santa Clara County line. That section of State Route 25 was included in the
constrained project list,

In San Benito County, this project was in the 2002 and 2006 San Benito County
Regional Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP). Ozone impacts were
considered in this document.

Build Alternatives - Alternatives A and B

Transportation conformity must be determined for all nonattainment area pollutants
classified as regional pollutants. In the North Central Coast Air Basin (Hollister),
those pollutants are ozone. Transportation projects also generate CO, which is
considered a localized pollutant. CO micro-scale modeling is required to determine
whether a transportation project would cause or contribute to localized violations of
CO NAAQS. San Benito County is currently listed as a federal attainment area for
Carbon Monoxide; therefore, micro-scale modeling and hot spot analysis was not
required. A study of Carbon Monoxide effects was conducted for this document for
NEPA and CEQA purposes.

Regional conformity must be determined based on a full study at least every 3 years,
In California, it is determined at least every two years when the state-required
Regional Transportation Plan (RTP) updates are done. In addition, a new federal TIP
is required every four years, for which a conformity determination is required.
Amendments to both the RTP and TIP between mandated conformity analysis also
must have conformity demonstrated, including a full-scale revision of the regional
analysis if regionally significant projects are added, deleted, or significantly modified.
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Regional conformity is demonstrated by showing that the project is included in a
conforming RTP and TIP with substantially the same design concept and scope that

was used for the regional conformity analysis.

The State Route 25 Widening project was listed as a constrained project in the
Council of San Benito Governments 2005 Regional Transportation plan (the most
recent plan issued to date). The Council of San Benito Governments intends to
pursue funding for the remaining highway segment with the proposed route adoption,
between Hudner Lane and the San Benito/Santa Clara County line. That section of
State Route 25 was included in the constrained project list.

In San Benito County, this project was in the 2006 San Benito County Regional
Transportation Improvement Program (RTIP). Ozone impacts were considered in

this document.

Project level conformity is demonstrated by showing that it will not cause a localized
exceedance of Carbon Monoxide and/or PMy, and/or PM; 5 standards, and that it will
not interfere with “timely implementation” of Transportation Control Measures called
out in the State Implementation Plan. The March 10, 2006 final conformity rule (71
FR 12468) has the following Key Elements:

s This rule requires that PM; 5 hot spot analyses be performed only for new
transportation projects with significant diesel traffic. Examples of such “projects
of air quality concern” include intermodal freight or bus terminals, and major
highway projects and congested intersections involving significant diesel traffic.
No hot spot analyses will be required for most projects in PM, 5 areas, because
most projects are not an air quality concern. This final rule also streamlines
existing PM,¢ hot spot requirements in a similar way.

o The streamlined approach in this final rule will ensure that transportation and air
quality agencies in PMy 5 and PM;, areas use their resources efficiently, while
achieving clean air goals.

e Inboth PM, s and PM;q areas, a quantitative hot spot analysis is not required until
EPA issues a new motor vehicles emissions model capable of estimating local
emissions as well as future hot spot modeling guidance. Qualitative analyses will
apply in the interim.

o This rule extends an existing flexibility by allowing the U.S. Department of
Transportation to make “categorical hot spot findings,” which waive PM; 5 and
PM, hot spot reviews for categories of projects where modeling shows that there

is no air quality concem.
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7. Regional Climate and Topography

Route Adoption- Alternatives 1 and 2

Wet winters and dry summers characterize the region’s climate. Rainfall totals can
vary widely over a short distance, with coastal mountain areas receiving over 40
inches of rain and inland areas receiving about 15 inches. During rainy periods,
horizontal and vertical air causes air pollutant dispersal. Rain also washes out dust
and other pollutants. Regional wind patterns vary from season to season. Wind tends
to move from areas of high pressure to areas of low pressure. In warmer months, this
means that air currents moves inland. Although Pacific Ocean air is generally free of
harmful air pollutants, it picks up pollutants from numerous sources, and will then
carry these pollutants to areas many miles away.

Build Alternatives - Alternatives A and B

Most of the project lies in San Benito County flanked on each side by the Coast
Ranges. The major surface waters of the area are the Pajaro River, and the Carnadero
Creek. These northwest winds are dominant during the summer when ozone readings
at the Hollister and Gilroy monitors are highest during the year,

8. Emissions Analyses
There is a network of air pollution monitors in California. Monitors for specific

pollutants may or may not be located near a proposed project. A review of data for
Particulate Matter 2.5 and 10 from nearby air monitoring stations was conducted. The
Hollister-Fairview monitor, located at 1979 Fairview Road in Hollister, is
approximately two miles from the SR25/San Felipe Road intersection. The pollutants
PMI10 and Ozone are monitored at the Hollister monitor. The Gilroy 9 Street
monitor that is located at 9™ and Princevalle in Gilroy monitors Ozone and PM2.5.
The 9™ Street monitor is located about three miles north oft the SR 25/US101
interchange (see Figure 1).

Route Adoption- Alternatives 1 and 2

Santa Clara County is currently in state and federal 8-hour ozone nonattainment and
state 1-hour ozone nonattainment. The county is also in a federal Carbon Monoxide
maintenance area. The County is located in a state PM10 and PM2.5 nonattainment
area. It is in attainment for all other state and federal priority pollutants.
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San Benito County is in nonattainment for the state 1-and 8-hour ozone standard and
the state PM10 standard. It is in attainment status for all the other state and federal

priority pollutants.
Build Alternatives - Alternatives A and B

San Benito County is in nonattainment for the state 1-and 8-hour ozone standard. It1is
in attainment status for all the other state and federal priority pollutants.

There is no Carbon Monoxide monitor located near the project location. The closest
Carbon Monoxide monitor is located approximately 28 miles away on Jackson Street
in San Jose. Any data available from this monitor is not relevant to this study, as it

too far away from the project site.

No sensitive receptors were identified.
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Table 2. State and Federal Conformity

Federal Conformity

State Conformity

O, 8-hour Santa Clara County: Santa Clara County:
Nonattainment Nonattainment
San Benito County-Attainment San Benito County-
Nonattainment
Cs 1-hour Federal Standard was revoked in 2005 | Santa Clara County:
Nonattainment
San Benito County-
Nonattainment
CO Santa Clara County: Santa Clara County:
Attainment/ Maintenance Attainment/Unclassified
San Benito County; San Benito County:
Attainment/Unclassified Attainment/Unclassified
PM;, Santa Clara County: Santa Clara County:
San Benito County: San Benito County:
Attainment/Unclassified Nonattainment
PM.; Santa Clara County: Santa Clara County Nonattainment
San Benito County: San Benito County: Attainment
Attainment/Unclassified
SO, Santa Clara County: Santa Clara County:
San Benito County: San Benito County:
Attainment/Unclassified Attainment/Unclassified
Lead Santa Clara County: Santa Clara County:
San Benito County: San Benito County:
Attainment/Unclassified Attainment/Unclassified
H2S Santa Clara County: Santa Clara County:

San Benito County:
Attainment/Unclassified

San Benito County:
Attainment/Unclassified

Source: California Air Rescurces Board Area Designations web site and US EPA web site,
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A. Regional Analysis
Route Adoption- Alternatives 1 and 2

Over the next 25 to 30 years, population growth in Santa Clara and San Benito
counties is expected to increase. The actual amount of growth would depend on local

and national economy, employment opportunities, housing costs and other variables.

Assumptions used in the Final Transportation Air Quality Conformity Analysis for
the Transportation 2035 Plan and 2009 Transportation Improvement
Program/Amendment #09-06 (Santa Clara County) analyses included current
modeling assumptions for population, registered vehicles, and the use of the EMFAC
2007 air model. The Metropolitan Transportation Commission also uses the
“Baycast” travel demand model. Other assumptions used included the current
attainment status of pollutants and implementing methods to reduce Greenhouse Gas
emissions.

The portion of the proposed project route adoption alternatives located in Santa Clara
County listed in the Transportation 2030 Plan for the San Francisco Bay Area
Regional Transportation Plan which was found to conform by Metropolitan
Transportation Commission on March 17, 2005 and was federally approved October
2, 2006 as the State Route 25 Widening Project. Funding is anticipated to be
approved before the anticipated project start date.

The project is included in 2008 Council of San Benito County Governments (not
financially constrained) Regional Transportation Improvement Program, page 9.
Funding is anticipated to be approved before the project start date.

Direct permanent and indirect impacts will be studied in more detail when the route
adoption alternatives are funded for construction in the future and Tier II

environmental documents are prepared.

Direct temporary impacts would include construction activities that could increase
short-term air emissions. This would be studied in more detail and would be
considered a less-than-significant impact. Short-term impacts result from the
following construction-related sources: construction equipment emissions; dust from
grading and earthmoving operations; and emissions from workers’ vehicles traveling

to and from construction sites.

Indirect impacts will not be studied at this time as there are many unknowns
regarding funding, future growth, and future state and local air regulations. The land
use goals and objectives of the San Benito County General Plan emphasize managing

growth to maintain the county’s rural atmosphere, character, and amenities.
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The Community Impact Assessment prepared for this project analyzed existing and
future land uses and the potential for growth inducement. Caltrans concluded that
construction of an expressway within the project area would not cause growth. For
more information please refer to the Draft Environmental Impact Report/Draft Tier T
Environmental Impact Statement sections Existing and Future Land Use, and Growth.

Direct Permanent impacts would include less ajr pollutants from vehicles due to the
improved level of service, and improvements in motor fuel formulations and emission
control devices.

Build Alternatives - Alternatives A and B

Over the next 25 to 30 years, population growth in the San Benito County region
could vary widely based on various factors, mncluding water and land availability,
employment opportunities, housing costs, and interest rates.

Planning assumptions are expected to be consistent with conformity analysis for the
Association of Monterey Bay Area Governments 2005 Metropolitan Transportation
Plan

Direct temporary impacts would include construction activities that could increase
short-term air emissions. This would be considered a less-than-significant impact.
Short-term impacts result from the following construction-related sources:
construction equipment emissions; dust from grading and carthmoving operations;
and emissions from workers’ vehicles traveling to and from construction sites.

There would be construction-related emissions during the building of the project
versus not building the project.

Direct permanent impacts would include less air pollutants from vehicles due to the
improved level of service, and improvements in motor fuel formulations and emission

control devices.

Indirect impacts would include growth issues. There may actually be less particulate
matter near the proposed project due to road paving.

Minimization of air pollutants would include complying with Caltrans Standard
Specifications pertaining to dust control and dust palliative requirement is a required
part of all construction contracts and should effectively reduce and control emission

umpacts during construction.
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B. Project Level Analysis
The applicable state and federal standards are listed in Table 1 of this document and
the conformity status for state and federal air pollutants is shown in Table 2.

As stated above, if a project is located in a non-attainment or maintenance area for a
given pollutant, then additional air quality analysis and reduction measures in regard
to that pollutant are required. This “hot spot” analysis is most frequently done for
carbon monoxide (CO) and particulate matter.

There is a network of air pollution monitors in California. Monitors for specific
pollutants may or may not be located near the proposed route adoption and project
area (see Figurel).

Other key information used in this study is the Level of Service and Annual Average
Daily Traffic data (see Tables 3 and 4, respectively).
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Table 3. Existing and Predicted Level of Service

Level of Service "
Segment Peak With Projects vli,?;]e;&fs:;}:ﬁes
Alternatives on State (worst case scenario)
Hour
Route 25
2006/ 2008/
2007 2015 | 2035 2007 2015 | 2035
San
Felipe AM E B B E E E
Road to
State
Route P E A Al E E E
156
State
Route AM E B B E E E
156 to
Hudner
Lane PM E A B E E E
Hudner
Lane to AM E E E E E E
tUnion
Pacific
Railroad
main line PM E E E E g E
crossing

ource: Caftrans District 5 Traffic Operations May 2009

Table 4. Current and Predicted Annual Average Daily Traffic

Segment on State Daily traffic 10% Trucks

Route 25 2006
(Existing) 2015 2035

Alternatives

San Felipe Road to

| State Route 156 14,700 | 20,700 23,700

State Route 156 to

{ Hudner Lane 21,300 22,900 28,900

Hudner Lane fo the
Union Pacific Ralroad 22,500 22,700 32,200
main line crossing

Source: Caltrans District 5 Traffic Operations 2000
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Table 5. Existing & Predicted Level of Service and Average Speeds

Without Projects
% Time Spent
Segment | oo Following Another Aveir;igI:ST‘;:\:?:OSupr;eed Level of Service
Alternatives on State Hf:" Vehicle
Route 25
2008/ 2006/ 2006/
2007 205 | 2035 2007 2015 2035 2007 2015 | 2035
San
Felipe AM 83.1 83.0 90.9 449 445 388 [ E E
Road fo
State
R:’;;e PM 823 | 850 | 89.3 | 450 | 452 | 404 E E E
State
Route AM | 820 | 879 | 924 | 437 | 408 | 374 | E E E
156 to
Hudner
Lane PM 84.6 89.6 91.2 42 4 41.5 38.8 E E E
Hudner
Lane to AM 82.0 | 879 | 924 | 437 41.7 37.4 E E E
Union
Pacific
Railroad
main line PM B84.6 39.6 91.2 42.4 40.5 388 E E E
crossing

Source: Caltrans Disirict 5 Traffic Operations 2009

Ozone Analysis

Route Adoption- Alternatives 1 and 2

The proposed project route adoption (Alternatives 1 and 2) are located within a

federal and a state 8-hour ozone non-attainment area (Santa Clara portion).

Currently, the San Benito portion is located within an 8- hour ozone federal

attainment area, but a state non-attainment area. The Ozone standards are monitored

closest to the project boundaries at the Fairview Road in Hollister (See Figure 1).

At the time a Tier 1T document is written, the areca may still be in state and/or federal

non-attainment. If there is an approved method for project level analysis, a project-

level analysis will be conducted.

Build Alternatives - Alternatives A and B

San Benito County is located within an 8 - hour ozone federal attainment area, but a

state non-attainment area. The County is located within a state one-hour non-

attainment area. The federal one-hour standard was revoked. The Ozone standards are
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monitored closest to the project boundaries at the Fairview Road in Hollister (See
Figure 1).

Between 2005 and 2007, there was one day which exceeded the federal standard and
eight days exceeded the state standard at the both the Gilroy and Hollister monitors
(See Table 6).  Ozone is a regional pollutant and there are currently no modeling
tools or guidelines for project-level analysis.

Table 6. Monitor Readings- 8-Hour State & Federal Ozone

Number of Days over 8 Hour Standard
Monitor Location/Standard

2005 2006 2007

Gilroy-9th Street

Federal Standard 0 2 0

State Standard 0 8 0
Hollister-Fairview Road

Federail Standard 0 1 0

State Standard 1 5 2

Source: California Air Resources Board ADAM database web site.

Carbon Monoxide (CO) Analysis
Route Adoption- Alternatives 1 and 2

The Santa Clara Portion of the project is located in federal Carbon Monoxide
Maintenance area. If Santa Clara is still a federal Carbon Monoxide Maintenance
area or a non-attainment area, when the Tier II document is written, a screening hot
spot analysis will be required. The 1997 U.C Davis Transportation Carbon Monoxide
Protocol (or current approved guidance document), will be used to study areas
affected by the proposed project improvements.

At the time the Tier I document is written, a project level study will be conducted for
CEQA purposes. This would take into account any findings from reviewing Carbon
Monoxide trends and monitoring data in the area and would include any required hot
spot analysis as discussed above.
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The San Benito portion of the project is located in a federal Carbon Monoxide
attainment area. At the time a Tier II document is written, a project level study will
be conducted for CEQA purposes. The study would take into account any findings

from reviewing Carbon Monoxide trends and air monitoring data in the area.

Build Alternatives - Alternatives A and B

The build alternatives are located within the San Benito County. San Benito is located
in a federal Carbon Monoxide attainment area, therefore, a hot spot analysis is not
required. The Transportation Project-Level Carbon Monoxide Protocol, Section 2.1,
and “Affected Projects” states that: “projects affected by the Protocol include projects
in attainment, nonattainment or maintenance areas.” Therefore, all projects would
still be subject to an air study for NEPA/CEQA review, even if a specific hot spot
analysis was not required.

The Air Study followed the guidance in the Transportation Project-Level Carbon
Monoxide Protocol. The Protocol Section 3.1, decision process was used. The
following questions were answered: Is the Project exempt from all Emissions
analysis? Noj; Is Project exempt from regional emission analyses? No; Is project
locally defined as regionally significant? Yes; Is the projectina federal/California

attainment area? Yes; examine local impacts:

San Benito County has never been in non-attainment for Carbon Monoxide.
Carbon Monoxide is primarily caused by motor vehicles idling or at start-up
during the colder months of the year. If built, this project would improve the
level of service from E to A or B or C. Considering the improved level of
service and the historic Carbon Monoxide levels, Caltrans considers that the
proposed alignment would promote smoother traffic flow and would help

improve carbon monoxide levels in an area that is currently in attainment.

The closest Carbon Monoxide monitor is located approximately 28 miles
away on Jackson Street in San Jose. No exceedences of the state or federal
standard were reported at this monitor between 2006 and 2008. (See
attachment 1). The highest reading was 2.92 parts per million (PPM) in 2006,
which is still well below the 9 PPM eight-hour federal and state standards.
Carbon Monoxide is primarily caused by vehicle emissions and the traffic
between Gilroy and Hollister is considerably less than the traffic in the San
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Jose area. Gasoline and diese! vehicles continue to emit fewer pollutants due
to design changes over the years.

This project would improve traffic flow and decrease idling time which
contributes to Carbon Monoxide emissions. Therefore, this project would be
expected to improve Carbon Monoxide emissions in the project area.

Particulate Matter Analysis
Route Adoption- Alternatives 1 and 2

Both San Benito and Santa Clara Counties are located within Particulate Matter 2.5
and 10 and federal attainment areas. If the federal Particulate Matter attainment
status would deteriorate to non-attainment at the time of a Tier 11 document, a
qualitative hot spot analysis would then be conducted based on applicable guidelines.
A general study is required for NEPA and CEQA purposes.

As this area has historically been in federal Particulate Matter 10 and 2.5 attainment,
it 1s anticipated that future conditions in land use and improvements of gasoline and
diesel emissions controls will not cause a new air quality violation,

The state PM10 standard is more strict (50 vs. 150 micrograms per cubic meter) than
the federal standard. There has not been an exceedence of the state standard at the
Gilroy monitor between 2005 and 2008. The state PM2.5 standard is slightly lower
than the federal standard: 12 micrograms per cubic meter vs. 17 micrograms per cubic
meter. Both the Gilroy and the Hollister air monitors have only been monitoring
PM2.5 since 2007. No exceedences of the state or federal standards were recorded for
those years. Exceedences were recorded in the San Jose area monitors, indicating
that the particulate emissions are related to city traffic and stationary sources.

Build Alternatives - Alternatives A and B

San Benito County is located within a federal Particulate Matter 2.5 and 10
attainment areas. A Project-level Hot Spot analysis is not required for these
pollutants; however an air quality analysis is still required for NEPA and CEQA
requirements.

For the analysis, a review of data for Particulate Matter 2.5 and 10 from nearby air
monitoring stations was conducted. The Hollister-Fairview PM10 and PM2.5
monitor, focated at 1979 Fairview Road in Hollister is approximately two miles from
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the SR25/San Felipe Road intersection. The Gilroy 9" Street PM10 and PM2.5
monitor is located at 9 and Princevalle in Gilroy. Both air monitors began
monitoring PM2.5 in 2007. There are only two years of data from this monitor which
is why a table is not included. The Gilroy monitor is located about three miles from
the project limit, north of the SR 23 and US101 interchange.

PM10

The PM10 data from the Hollister monitor is shown below (see Figure 2). This graph
indicates that the area has been below the federal and state standards from 2003
through 2008.

Figure 2. Particulate Matter 10 Trends 2003-2008 Hollister
Monitor
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PM2.5

The Gilroy-9™ Street monitor has been monitoring PM2.5 only since 2007 (two
years), so no trend table was included. Both the federal and state 2007 Annual
Average was 6.3 micrograms per cubic meter, The 2008 federal and state averages
were both 7.0. The 2007 and 2008 annual averages were well below the state limit of
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12 micrograms per cubic meter and the federal limit of 15 micrograms per cubic
meter.

The proposed project will improve the Level of Service (LOS). Currently all
segments are operating at LOS E. The No Build projection indicates operation
continuing at LOS E. The projected build scenarios indicate service would improve
to LOS A or B or C (See Table 3). Less stop and go traffic and smoother traffic flow
would contribute to lowered Particulate Matter levels. Paving road shoulders will help
minimize re-entrained road dust. State and federal requirements to progressively
decrease various air pollutants from diesel and gasoline fuels are expected to
continue. This would promote decreased diesel particulate (PM2.5) in the future.
More stringent state and federal requirements and retrofit grant programs for heavy-
duty diesel engines are also expected to decrease PM2.5 over time. Based on the
above factors affecting particulate matter, this project is not expected to worsen the
particulate matter or cause a violation of existing state or federal PM10 and/or PM2.5

The conclusion for PM10 and PM2.5 air pollutants is that this project would not be
expected to cause or contribute to an exceedence of the existing standard state and
federal standards.

C. Other Air Issues

1. Mobile Source Air Toxics

In addition to the criteria air pollutants for which there are National Ambient Air
Quality Standards, the EPA also regulates air toxics. Most air toxics originate from
human-made sources, including on-road mobile sources, non-road mobile sources
(e.g., airplanes), area sources (e.g., dry cleaners) and stationary sources (e.g., factories
or refineries).

Mobile source air toxics are a subset of the 188 air toxics defined by the Clean Air
Act. Mobile source air toxics are compounds emitted from highway vehicles and non-
road equipment. Some toxic compounds are present in fuel and are emitted fo the air
when the fuel evaporates or passes through the engine unburned. Other toxics are
emitted from the incomplete combustion of fuels or as secondary combustion
products. Metal air toxics also result from engine wear or from impurities in oil or
gasoline.

The Federal Highway Administration has issued interim guidance on how mobile
source air toxics (MSAT) should be addressed in National Envirenmental Policy Act
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documents for highway projects. The Federal Highway Administration has developed
a tier approach for analyzing mobile source air toxics in such documents. Depending
on the specific project circumstances, the Federal Highway Administration has
identified three levels of analysis:

1. No analysis for exempt projects with no potential for meaningful mobile source

air toxics effects

2. Qualitative analysis for projects with low potential mobile source air toxics
effects

3. Quantitative analysis to differentiate alternatives for projects with higher potential

mobile source air toxics

Exempt Projects or Projects with No Meaningful Potential Mobile Seurce Air
Toxics Effects:

The types of projects included in this category are:

» Projects qualifying as a categorical exclusion under 23 CFR 771.117(c);

o Projects exempt under the Clean Air Act conformity rule under 40 CFR 93.126;
or

o  Other projects with no meaningful impacts on traffic volumes or vehicle mix.

Controlling air toxic emissions became a national priority with the passage of the
Clean Air Act Amendments (CAAA) of 1990, whereby Congress mandated that the
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) regulate 188 air toxics, also known as
hazardous air poliutants. The EPA has assessed this expansive list in their latest rule
on the Control of Hazardous Air Pollutants from Mobile Sources (Federal Register,
Vol. 72, No. 37, page 8430, February 26, 2007) and identified a group of 93
compounds emitted from mobile sources that are listed in their Integrated Risk
Information System (IRIS) (http://www.epa.gov/ncea/iris/index.html}. In addition,
EPA identified seven compounds with significant contributions from mobile sources
that are among the national and regional-scale cancer risk drivers from their 1999
National Air Toxics Assessment (NATA) (http://www.cpa.gov/ttn/atw/natal999/).
These are acrolein, benzene, 1,3-butadiene, diesel particulate matter plus diesel
exhaust organic gases (diesel PM), formaldehyde, naphthalene, and polycyclic
organic matter, While FHWA considers these the priority mobile source air toxics,
the list is subject to change and may be adjusted in consideration of future EPA rules.
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The 2007 EPA rule mentioned above requires controls that will dramatically decrease
MSAT emissions through cleaner fuels and cleaner engines. According to an FHWA
analysis using EPA's MOBILE6.2 model, even if vehicle activity (vehicle-miles
travelled, VMT) increases by 145 percent as assumed, a combined reduction of 72
percent in the total annual emission rate for the priority MSAT is projected from 1999
to 2050, as shown in the following figure:
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Note;

{1) Annual emissions of polycyclic organic matter are projected to be 561 tonsfyr for 1999, decreasing to 373
tons/yr for 2050.

(2) Trends for specific locations may be different, depending on locally derived infarmation representing
vehicle-miles travelled, vehicle speeds, vehicle mix, fuels, emission control programs, meteorcicgy, and other
factors

Source: U.S. Environmental Protection Agency. MOBILES.2 Model run 20 August 2009.

As aresult, the EPA concluded that no further motor vehicle emissions standards or
fuel standards were necessary to further control mobile source air toxics. The agency
is preparing another rule under authority of Clean Air Act Section 202¢1) that wiil
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address these issues and could adjust the full 21 and the primary six mobile source air

toxics.

Unavailable Information for Project-Specific Mobile Source Air Toxics Impact
Amnalysis

This air quality study includes a basic analysis of the likely mobile source air toxics
emission impacts of this project. However, available technical tools do not enable us
to predict the project-specific health impacts of the emission changes associated with
the alternatives in the proposed project. Due to these limitations, the following
discussion is included in accordance with Council of Environmental Quality
regulations (40 CFR 1502.22(b)) regarding incomplete or unavailable information:

Information that is Unavailable or Incomplete. Evaluating the environmental and
health impacts from mobile source air toxics on a proposed highway project would
involve several key elements, including emissions modeling, dispersion modeling to
estimate ambient concentrations resulting from the estimated emissions, exposure
modeling to estimate human exposure to the estimated concentrations, and then final
determination of health impacts based on the estimated exposure. Each of these steps
is encumbered by technical shortcomings or uncertain science that prevents a more

complete determination of the mobile source air toxics health impacts of this project.

Emissions: The EPA tools to estimate mobile source ait toxics emissions from motor
vehicles are not sensitive to key variables determining emissions of mobile source air
toxics in the context of highway projects. While MOBILE 6.2 is used to predict
emissions at a regional level, it has limited applicability at the project level. In
California, the model used is the EMFAC (for Emission FACtors 2007).

Dispersion. The tools to predict how mobile source air toxics disperse are also
limited. The EPA’s current regulatory models, CALINE3 and CAL3QHC, were
developed and validated more than a decade ago for the purpose of predicting
episodic concentrations of carbon monoxide to determine compliance with the
National Ambient Air Quality Standards.

The performance of dispersion models is more accurate for predicting maximum
concentrations that can occur at some time at some location within a geographic area.
This limitation makes it difficult to predict aceurate exposure patterns at specific
times at specific highway project locations across an urban area to assess potential
health risk. The National Cooperative Highway Research Program models and other

technical methods in the analysis of mobile source air toxics. This work also will
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focus on identifying appropriate methods of documenting and communicating mobile
source air toxics impacts in the National Environmental Policy Act process and to the
general public. Along with these general limitations of dispersion models, the Federal
Highway Administration is also faced with a lack of monitoring data in most areas for
use in establishing project-specific mobile source air toxics background
concentrations.

Exposure Levels and Health Effects. Finally, even if emission levels and
concentrations of mobile source air toxics could be accurately predicted,
shortcomings in current techniques for exposure assessment and risk analysis
preciude us from reaching meaningful conclusions about project-specific health
impacts.

Exposure assessments are difficult because it is difficult to accurately calculate
annual concentrations of mobile source air toxics near roadways, and to determine the
portion of a year that people are actually exposed to those concentrations at a specific
location. These difficulties are magnified for 70-year cancer assessments, particularly
because unsupportable assumptions would have to be made regarding changes in
trave] patterns and vehicle technology (which affects emissions rates) over a 70-year
period.

There are also considerable uncertainties associated with the existing estimates of
toxicity of the various mobile source air toxics, because of factors such as low-dose
extrapolation and translation of occupational exposure data to the general population.
Because of these shortcomings, any calculated difference in health impacts between
alternatives is likely to be much smaller than the uncertainties associated with
calculating the impacts. Consequently, the results of such assessments would not be
useful to decision-makers, who would need to weigh this information against other
project impacts that are better suited for quantitative analysis.

Summary of Existing Credible Scientific Evidence Relevant to Evaluating the Impacts
of Mobile Source Air Toxics. Research into the health impacts of mobile source air
toxics is ongoing. For different emission types, there are a variety of studies that show
that some either are statistically associated with adverse health outcomes through
epidemiological studies (frequently based on emissions levels found in occupational
settings) or that animals demonstrate adverse health outcomes when exposed to Jarge
doses.

Exposure to toxics has been a focus of a number of EPA efforts. Most notably, the
agency conducted the National Air Toxics Assessment in 1996 to evaluate modeled

05-48540 Gilroy to Hollister SR 25 » 31




estimates of human exposure applicable to the county level. While not intended for
use as a measure of or benchmark for local exposure, the modeled estimates in the
National Air Toxics Assessment database best illustrate the levels of various toxics
when aggregated to a national or state level.

The EPA is in the process of assessing the risks of various kinds of exposures to these
pollutants. The EPA Integrated Risk Information System (IRIS) is a database of
human health effects that may result from exposure to various substances found in the
environment. The IRIS database is located at http://www.epa.gov/iris. The following
toxicity information for the six prioritized mobile source air toxics was taken from the
TRIS database Weight of Evidence Characterization summaries. This information is
taken verbatim from EPA’s IRIS database and represents the agency’s most current

evaluations of the potential hazards and toxicology of these chemicals or mixtures.

¢ Benzene is characterized as a known human carcinogen.

» The potential carcinogenicity of aerolein cannot be determined because the
existing data are inadequate for an assessment of human carcinogenic potential
for either the oral or inhalation route of exposure.

s Formaldehyde is a probable human carcinogen, based on limited evidence in

humans, and sufficient evidence in animals.
o 13-butadiene is characterized as carcinogenic to humans by inhalation.

o Acetaldehyde is a probable human carcinogen based on increased incidence of
nasal tumors in male and female rats and laryngeal tumors in male and female

hamsters after inhalation exposure.

« Diesel exhaust (DE) is likely to be carcinogenic to humans by inhalation from
environmental exposures. Diesel exhaust as reviewed in this document is the
combination of diesel particulate matter and diesel exhaust organic gases.

« Diesel exhaust also represents chronic respiratory effects, possibly the primary
noncancer hazard from mobile source air toxics. Prolonged exposures may impair
pulmonary function and could produce symptoms, such as cough, phlegm, and
chronic bronchitis. Exposure relationships have not been developed from these
studies.

Other studies exist that address mobile source air toxics health impacts in proximity

to roadways. The Health Effects Institute, a non-profit organization funded by the

EPA, Federal Highway Administration, and indusiry, has done a series of studies to

research near-roadway mobile sousce air toxics hot spots, the health implications of
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the entire mix of mobile source pollutants, and other topics. The final summary of the
series is not expected for several years.

Recent studies (the Coast Air Quality Management District, Multiple Air Toxic
Exposure Study-II) have reported that proximity to roadways is related to adverse
health ouicomes, particularly respiratory problems, Much of this research is not
specific to mobile source air toxics, instead surveying the full spectrum of both
criteria and other pollutants. The Federal Highway Administration cannot evaluate
the validity of these studies, but more importantly, they do not provide information
that would be useful to alleviate the uncertainties listed above and enable us to
perform a more comprehensive evaluation of the health impacts specific to this
project.

Relevance of Unavailable or Incomplete Information to Evaluating Reasonably
Foreseeable Significant Adverse Impacts on the Environment, and Evaluation of
impacts based upon theoretical approaches or research methods generally accepted
in the scientific community. Because of the uncertainties outlined above, a
quantitative assessment of the effects of air toxic emissions impacts on human health
cannot be made at the project level, While available tools do allow us to reasonably
predict relative emissions changes between alternatives for larger projects, the
amount of mobile source air toxics emissions from each of the project alternatives
and mobile source air toxics concentrations or exposures created by each of the
project alternatives cannot be predicted with enough accuracy to be useful in
estimating health impacts. (As noted above, the current emissions mode] s not
capable of serving as a meaningful emissions analysis tool for smaller projects.)
Therefore, the relevance of the unavailable or incomplete information is that it is not
possible to make a determination of whether any of the alternatives would have
“significant adverse impacts on the human environment.”

ANALYSIS:
Route Adoption- Alternatives 1 and 2

There are many uncertainties for modeling Mobile Source Air Toxics, and there is
uncertainty of future funding for the route adoption alternatives. These two factors
added to the shortcomings in current techniques for exposure assessment and risk
analysis preclude us from reaching meaningful conclusions about the future route

adoption.
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In the future, it is expected that both state and federal guidelines for using modeling
tools will be in place. It is also expected that there may be project threshold limits for
these pollutants. The California Air Toxics rules are expected to be similar to federal
Mobile Source Air Toxics guidelines. At the time a Tier Il document is written, a
project level study will be conducted for both NEPA and CEQA purposes.

Build Alternatives - Alternatives A and B

In this document, Caltrans has provided a qualitative analysis of mobile source air
toxics emissions relative to the various alternatives, and has acknowledged that the
project alternatives may result in overall slightly increased exposure to mobile source
air toxics emissions in certain locations, although the concentrations and duration of
exposures are uncertain, and because of this uncertainty, the health effects from these

emissions cannot be estimated.

The Build Alternatives A and B, meet the criteria for the Low Potential for Mobile
Source Air Toxics Fmissions category. The Federal Highway Administration
guidance states that minor highway widening projects are those efforts for which the
ultimate traffic level is predicted to be less than 150,000 Average Annual Daily
Traffic (see Table 4). The projected 2035 traffic is less than 33,000 for all alternatives
including the no-build alternative.

There were no sensitive receptors identified within 500 feet of the project limit. The
FHWA guidance identifies Sensitive Land Uses as schools, medical centers and
similar health care facilities, child care facilities, parks, and playgrounds. Vicinity of
the project is defined as 500 feet or 150 meters from the edge of the nearest traveled

lane.

The CT-EMFAC 2007 air model was used to estimate current and future Mobile
Source Air Toxics, as follows in Table 7:
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Table 7. Projected Mobile Source Air Toxics-Tons per Year

64,440 | 0.0038 | 0.0087 | 0.0011 | 0.0054 0.0000 0.0036
| 80,120 | 0.0158 | 00053 | 0.0006 | 0.0032 | 0.0001 0.0022
No. | 80,120 | 00024 | 0.0008 | 0.0001 | 0.0005 | 0.0000 0.0003
96,820 | 0.0030 | 00014 | 0.0003 @ 00012 | 0.0001 0.0005

2035
96,820 | 0.0055 | 0.0026 | 0.0005 | 0.0022 | 0.0001 0.0010

Source: Caltrans Districy 6 Environniemal Engineering CT-EMFAC runs

The estimated vehicle miles traveled is the same for the build and for the no-build
alternatives in years 2015 and 2035. The build alternatives would have a better
(higher) level of service and less stop and go traffic. In the design year the MSAT
emissions are lower than no-build for either of the build alternatives. The table above
indicated that the pollutants would be slightly higher for the build alternatives in
2015. Regardless of the alternative chosen, emissions will likely be lower than
present levels in the design year because of the EPA’s national control programs that
are projected to reduce mobile source air toxics emissions by 57% to 87% between
2000 and 2020. Local conditions may differ from these national projections in terms
of fleet mix and vehicle turnover, vehicle miles traveled growth rates, and local
control measures. However, the magnitude of the EPA-projected reductions is so
great (even after accounting for vehicle miles traveled growth) that mobile source air
toxics emissions in the study area are likely to be lower in the future in nearly all
cases.

As discussed above, the magnitude and the duration of these potential increases in the
build alternatives compared to the No-Build Alternative cannot be accurately
quantified due to the inherent deficiencies of current models. When a highway is
widened and, as a resuit, moves closer to receptors, the localized level of mobile
source air toxics emissions for the Build Alterative could be higher relative to the
No-Build Alternative. The higher emissions would be made up for by an overall

decrease in pollutants in the Hollister area due to increases in speeds and reductions
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in congestion (which are associated with lower mobile source air toxics emissions).
However, on a regional basis, the EPA’s vehicle and fuel regulations, coupled with
fleet turnover, will over time cause substantial reductions that, in almost all cases,

will cause region wide mobile source air toxics levels to be significantly lower than

today.
Mobile Source Air Toxics Conclusion

The EPA projections indicate a continuing downward trend of the six primary mobile
source air toxics. As discussed above, the study of mobile source air toxics, dose-
response effects and modeling tools are currently in a state where accurate
information is incomplete or unavailable. This is relevant to making an accurate
prediction of any reasonably foreseeable adverse effects on the human environment.
There is currently no specific significance level for receptor exposure. Without a
significance level for exposure, one cannot accurately and scientifically predict the
effects on the human environment. Studies are currently being conducted to clarify

some of these unknowns; however the information is not available now.

Because the emission effects of these projects are low, we expect there would be no
appreciable difference in overall MSAT emissions among the two alternatives. The

horizon year build estimates are lower than 2006 estimated emissions. In addition,

quantitative analysis of these types of projects will not yield credible results that are
useful to project-level decision-making due to the limited capabilities of the

transportation and emissions forecasting tools.
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Climate Change under the California Environmental Quality Act
Regulatory Setting

While climate change has been a concern since at least 1988, as evidenced by the
establishment of the United Nations and World Meteorological Organization’s
Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), the efforts devoted to
greenhouse gas emissions reduction and climate change research and policy have
increased dramatically in recent years. These efforts are primarily concerned with the
emissions of greenhouse gases related to human activity that include carbon dioxide
(CO»), methane, nitrous oxide, tetrafluoromethane, hexafluoroethane, sulfur
hexafluoride, HFC-23 (fluoroform), HFC-134a (1,1,1,2 ~tetrafluoroethane), and
HFC-152a (difluoroethane).

In 2002, with the passage of Assembly Bill 1493 (AB 1493), California launched an
innovative and pro-active approach to dealing with greenhouse gas emissions and
climate change at the state level. AB 1493 requires the California Air Resources
Board (CARB) to develop and implement regulations to reduce automobile and light
truck greenhouse gas emissions. These stricter emissions standards were designed to
apply to automobiles and light trucks beginning with the 2009-model year; however,
in order to enact the standards California needed a waiver from the U.S.
Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). The waiver was denied by Environmental
Protection Agency in December 2007 and efforts to overturn the decision have been
unsuccessful. See California v. Environmental Protection Agency, 9th Cir. Jul. 25,
2008, No. 08-70011. However, on January 26, 2009, it was announced that EPA will
reconsider their decision regarding the denial of California’s waiver. On May 18,
2009, President Obama announced the enactment of a 35.5 miles per gallon fuel
economy standard for automobiles and light duty trucks which will take effect in
2012. On June 30, 2009 EPA granted California the waiver. California is expected to
enforce its standards for 2009 to 2011 and then look fo the federal government to
implement equivalent standards for 2012 to 2016. The granting of the waiver will also
allow California to implement even stronger standards in the future. The state is
expected to start developing new standards for the post-2016 model years later this
year,

On June 1, 2005, Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger signed Executive Order S-3-05.
The goal of this order is to reduce California’s greenhouse gas emissions to: 1) 2000
levels by 2010, 2) 1990 levels by the 2020 and 3) 80 percent below the 1990 levels by
the year 2050. In 2006, this goal was further reinforced with the passage of Assembly
Bill 32 (AR 32), the Global Warming Solutions Act of 2006. AB 32 sets the same

overall greenhouse gas emissions reduction goais while further mandating that casfomie

05-48540 Gilroy to Holflister SR 25 » 37




Air Resources Board CTeate a plan, which includes market mechanisms, and implement rules
to achieve “real, quantifiable, cost-effective reductions of greenhouse gases.”
Executive Order $-20-06 further directs state agencies to begin implementing AB 32,
including the recommendations made by the state’s Climate Action Team.

With Executive Order S-01-07, Governor Schwarzenegger set forth the low carbon
fuel standard for California. Under this order, the carbon intensity of California’s
transportation fuels is to be reduced by at least 10 percent by 2020.

Climate change and greenhouse gas reduction is also a concern at the federal level;
however, at this time, no legislation or regulations have been enacted specifically
addressing greenhouse gas emissions reductions and climate change. California, in
conjunction with several environmental organizations and several other states, sued to
force the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) to regulate greenhouse gas as
a pollutant under the Clean Air Act (Massachusetts vs. Environmental Profection
Agency et al., 549 U.S. 497 (2007). The court ruled that greenhouse gases do fit
within the Clean Air Act’s definition of a pollutant, and that the Environmental
Protection Agency does have the authority to regulate greenhouse gases. Despite the
Supreme Court ruling, there are no promulgated federal regulations to date limiting

greenhouse gas emissions.

According to Recommendations by the Association of Environmental Professionals
on How to Analyze Greenhouse Gas Emissions and Global Climate change in CEQA
Documents (Hendrix and Wilson, March 5, 2007), an individual project does not
generate enough greenhouse gas emissions to significantly influence global climate
change. Rather, global climate change is a cumulative impact. This means that a
project may participate in a potential impact through its incremental contribution
combined with the contributions of all other sources of greenhouse gases. In assessing
cumulative impacts, it must be determined if a project’s incremental effect is
“cumulatively considerable.” See CEQA Guidelines sections 15064(i)(1) and 15130.
To make this determination the incremental impacts of the project must be compared
with the effects of past, current, and probable future projects. To gather sufficient
information on a global scale of all past, current, and future projects to make this
determination is a difficult if not impossible task.

As part of its supporting documentation for the Draft Scoping Plan, California Air
Resources Board released an updated version of the greenhouse gas inventory for
California (June 26, 2008). Shown below is a graph from that update that shows the
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total greenhouse gas emissions for California for 1990, 2002-2004 average, and 2020
projected if no action is taken.

California GHG Inventory Forecast
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Figure 2 California Greenhouse Gas Inventory

Caltrans and its parent agency, the Business, Transportation, and Housing Agency,
have taken an active role in addressing greenhouse gas emission reduction and
climate change. Recognizing that 98 percent of California’s greenhouse gas emissions
are from the burning of fossil fuels and 40 percent of all human-made greenhouse gas
emissions are from transportation, Caltrans has created and is implementing the
Climate Action Program at Caltrans that was published in December 2006. This
document can be found at: http://www.dot.ca.gov/does/ClimateReport.pdf

One of the main strategies in the Department’s Climate Action Program to reduce
greenhouse gas emissions is to make California’s transportation system more
efficient. Transportation’s contribution to greenhouse gas emissions depends on 3
factors: the types of vehicles on the road, the type of fuel the vehicles use, and the
time/distance the vehicles travel. The highest levels of carbon dioxide from mobile
sources, such as automobiles, occur at stop-and-go speeds (0 to 25 miles per hour).
Optimum speeds are between 45 and 50 miles per hour. Looking at the state
transportation system as a whole, enhancing operations and improving travel times in
high congestion travel corridors will lead to an overall reduction in greenhouse gas

enissions.
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Project Analysis

The majority of the route adoption alternatives lies in San Benito County and a minor
portion in Santa Clara County. The build alternatives proposed are located in San
Benito County.

Economic growth in the neighboring county of Santa Clara has created pressure for
residential growth in San Benito County where housing is more affordable.
According to the 2000 U.S. Census Bureau, almost half of the workers that are 16
years and older in San Benito County commute outside San Benito County for
employment. This growth trend has increased demands on the regional transportation
system.

The U.S. Census Bureau indicates that the population of San Benito County has
grown at a rapid rate. Between 1990 and 2000, the county experienced a 45.1 percent
population increase, over 90 percent of which occurred in the City of Hollister.
However, in 2003 growth slowed considerably.

The City of Hollister was placed under a building moratorium by the Central Coast
Regional Water Quality Board in 2002, after a major spill occurred at the wastewater
treatment plant. That moratorium ended in December 2008, after the newly
completed wastewater treatment plant was approved by the Regional Water Quality
Board. However, a growth control initiative which passed in November of 2002 is
still in effect until June 13, 2012 that limits new housing in Hollister to 244 units per

year.

Despite growth in the Hollister area, San Benito County remains a low-density, rural,
and agricultural area outside the two cities of Hollister and San Juan Bautista.

According to the U.S. Census Bureau 2006 estimates, Santa Clara County has an
estimated population of 1.7 million people. It is the fifth most populous county in
California, and has 24 percent of the population of the San Francisco Bay area.

Santa Clara County has strict controls to keep growth within or adjacent to cities and

to preserve the remaining farmland and rural areas in the county.

The build alternatives would relieve traffic congestion and improve traffic flow by
providing additional trave! lanes. Gasoline and diesel-powered vehicles operate less
efficiently at low speeds. The existing conditions for the peak hour Level of Service
within the entire project arca on State Route 25 are at a peak hour Level of Service E.
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For the build alternatives, Alternative A and Alternative B, existing average travel
speeds are 44.9 miles per hour between San Felipe Road and State Route 156 during
the morning peak hour, and 45.0 miles per hour during the evening peak traffic hour.
For the segment between State Route 156 and Hudner Lane, average travel speeds are
currently 43.7 miles per hour during the morning peak hour, and 42.4 miles per hour
during the evening peak traffic hour.

If neither Alternative A nor Alternative B is constructed, average travel speeds on the
existing highway would not decrease significantly by 2015 within the proposed build
project limits. However, by 2035 speeds between San Felipe Road and State Route
156 are predicted to be reduced to 38.8 miles per hour during the morning peak traffic
hour, and to 40.4 miles per hour during the evening peak. Between State Route 156
and Hudner Lane, average travel speeds during the morning peak hour would be 37.4
miles per hour, and 38.8 miles during the evening peak traffic hour.

A four-lane expressway between San Felipe Road and Hudner Lane would operate at
Level of Service B or better during the peak traffic hours, except that, in Scenario 2 (a
worst case scenario), the Level of Service for Alternative B would drop to Level of
Service C by 2035 during the morning peak traffic (still an acceptable Level of
Service). Although the vehicle density (passenger car per mile per lane) would
increase, the average travel speed would remain constant at 59-60 miles per hour
during the morning peak hour and at about 59.5 miles per hour during the evening
peak hour between 2015 and 2035.

Greenhouse gas emissions analysis and forecasting are a relatively new science using
existing air modeling tools that were not originally designed for modeling greenhouse
gases.

Quantitative Analysis

Estimated annual Carbon Dioxide emissions were modeled using CT-EMFAC 2007,
The assumptions used in the model are a non-peak hour (two hours per day)
prevailing free-flow speed of 38-45 miles per hour and a non-peak hour prevailing
free-flow speed of 55-60 miles per hour for the No-Build Alternative and both Build
Alternatives. The total vehicle miles traveled were allotted 2 hours for peak and 22
hours for off-peak for all scenarios. Annual average daily traffic includes 10 percent
truck traffic.

The results indicate only a rough estimate of emissions based on projected annual
average daily traffic data. Table 8 displays carbon dioxide emissions in tons per year
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for the build alternatives and the No-Build Alternative There are other influences on
the total effect that a project would have on greenhouse gasses. Current modeling
tools and guidelines are not available at this time to project any effect from this
specific project on global warning,

Table 8 Estimated Carbon Dioxide Emissions for Build and
No-Build Alternatives

Daily traffic with 10% Trucks
Alternative Segment on State Route 25 CO; Emissions (Tons per year)
2006
L 2015 2035
(Existing)
. Sgn Felipe Road to State Route 156 (2.5 20 27 30
No-Build miles)
Alternative
State Route 156 to Hudner Lane (1.3 miles} 10 16 18
. Sap Felipe Road to State Route 156 (2.5 20 29 29
Alternative A or | Miles)
Alternative B
State Route 156 to Hudner Lane (1.3 miles) 10 16 20

Source: Air Quality Report, June 2009

Only the build alternatives were studied at this time. The Route Adoption portion will
undergo more detailed study in the future, and it is expected that modeling for
greenhouse gasses will have improved by that time.

According to EMFAC modeling results, both the Build and No-Build Alternatives
would result in more greenthouse gasses than the existing condition.. This is primarily
because of EMFAC’S focus on predicted traffic volumes and speeds, which would
increase with the additional two lanes the project adds to the highway.

Looking at the project alternatives solely in this manner creates an interesting
situation. The highway segment is already operating at level of service E in the peak
hour, which is considered failing, although it operates near the optimum speed of 45
miles per hour for lower CO, emissions. Based on the traffic study conducted for this
project, the level of service for the No-Build Alternative will continue to deteriorate
in the future years. As speeds sink further below 45 miles per hour, CO; emissions
would show a corresponding increase. In both the No Build and Build conditions in
the future years, CO, emissions will increase. For the 2015 year, the State Route 156
to Hudner Lane segment shows that both the No-Build and Build alternatives will
have similar carbon dioxide emissions; for the San Felipe Road to Sate Route 156

segment, the Build alternative will have a slightly higher increase m emissions. For
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the 2035 year, the pattern is similar, except that for the San Felipe Road to State
Route 156 segment, the No-Build alternative would have higher CO, emissions. s
The Build alternative will improve mobility in the corridor.

Limitations and Uncertainties with Modeling

EMFAC

Although EMFAC can calculate CO, emissions from mobile sources, the model does
have limitations when it comes to accurately reflecting CO; emissions. According to
the National Cooperative Highway Research Program report, Development of a
Comprehensive Modal Emission Model (April 2008), studies have revealed that brief
but rapid accelerations can contribute significantly to a vehicle’s carbon monoxide
and hydrocarbon emissions during a typical urban trip. Current emission-factor
models are insensitive to the distribution of such modal events (i.e., cruise,
acceleration, deceleration, and idle) in the operation of a vehicle and instead estimate
emissions by average trip speed. This limitation creates an uncertainy in the model’s
results when compared to the estimated emissions of the various alternatives with
baseline in an attempt to determine impacts. Although work by EPA and the CARB is
underway on modal-emission models, neither agency has yet approved a modal
emissions model that can be used to conduct this more accurate modeling. In
addition, EMFAC does not include speed corrections for most vehicle classes for
COy—for most vehicle classes emission factors are held constant which means that
EMFAC is not sensitive to the decreased emissions associated with improved traffic
flows for most vehicle classes. Therefore, unless a project involves a large number of
heavy-duty vehicles, the difference in modeled CO; emissions due to speed change
will be slight.

It is interesting to note that CARB is currently not using EMFAC to create its
inventory of greenhouse gas emissions. It is unclear why the CARB has made this
decision. Their website only states:

REVISION: Both the EMFAC and OF FROAD Models develop CO; and CH,
[methane] emission estimates: however, they are not currently used as the
basis for [CARB’S] official [greenhouse gas| inventory which is based on fuel
usage information...However, ARB is working towards reconciling the
emission estimates from the fuel usage approach and the models.
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Other Variables

With the current science, project-level analysis of greenhouse gas emissions is

limited. There are numerous key greenhouse gas variables that are likely to change

dramatically during the design life of the proposed project and would thus

dramatically change the projected carbon dioxide emissions.

First, vehicle fuel economy is increasing. The Environmental Protection Agency’s

annual report, Light-Duty Automotive Technology and Fuel Economy Trends: 1975

through 2008 (hitp://www.epa. cov/oms/fetrends.htm), which provides data on the

fuel economy and technology characteristics of new light-duty vehicles including

cars, minivans, sport utility vehicles, and pickup trucks, confirms that average fuel

economy, has improved each year beginning in 2005, and is now the highest since
1993. Most of the increase since 2004 is due to higher fuel economy for light trucks,
following a long-term trend of slightly declining overall fuel economy that peaked in

1987. These vehicles also have a slightly lower market share, peaking at 52 percent in

2004 with projections at 48 percent in 2008.

Table 9 Required Miles Per Gallon by Alternative
2015 Required Miles Per Gailon by Alternative
25 Percent - 25 Percent 50 Percent | Total Costs
No Acticn Below gﬁgg:ﬁgg) Above Above Equal Total ;i;’;ﬁgl?fg
Optimized Optimized Optimized Benefits
Cars 27.5 339 35.7 arb 39.5 43.3 528
Trucks | 23.5 27.5 286 28.8 30.9 331 34.7

Table 9 shows the alternatives for vehicle fuel economy increases currently being
studied by the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration in its Draft

Environmental Impact Statement for New Corporate Average Fuel Economy
Standards (June 2008).

Second, near zero carbon vehicles will come into the market during the design life of
this project. According to a March 2008 report released by University of California

Davis (UC Davis), Institute of Transportation Studies:

“Large advancements have occurred in fuel cell vehicle and hydrogen

infrastructure technology over the past 15 years. Fuel cell technology has

progressed substantially resulting in power density, efficiency, range, cost,

and durability all improving each year. In another sign of progress,
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automotive developers are now demonstrating over 100 fuel cell vehicles
(FCVs) in California — several in the hands of the general public - with
configurations designed to be attractive to buyers. Cold-weather operation and
vehicle range challenges are close to being solved, although vehicle cost and
durability improvements are required before a commercial vehicle can be
successful without incentives. The pace of development is on track to
approach pre-commercialization within the next decade.

“A number of the U.S. Department of Energy 2010 milestones for fuel cell
vehicles development and commercialization are expected to be met by 2010.
Accounting for a five to six year production development cycle, the scenarios
developed by the U.S. DOE suggest that 10,000s of vehicles per year from
2015 to 2017 would be possible in a federal demonstration program, assuming
large cost share grants by the government and industry are available to reduce

sl

the cost of production vehicles.

Third, driver behavior has been changing as the U.S. economy and oil prices have
changed. In its January 2008 report, Effects of Gasoline Prices on Driving Behavior
and Vehicle Market, http://www.cbo.gov/ftpdocs/88xx/doc8893/01-14-
(GasolinePrices.pdf, the Congressional Budget Office found the following results
based on data collected from California: 1) freeway motorists have adjusted to higher
gas prices by making fewer trips and driving more slowly; 2) the market share of
sports utility vehicles is declining; and 3) the average prices for larger, less-fuel-
efficient models have declined over the past five years as average prices for the most-
fuel-efficient automobiles have risen, showing an increase in demand for the more
fuel-efficient vehicles.

Limitations and Uncertainties with Impact Assessment

Taken from pp. 3-48 and 3-49 of the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration
Draft Environmental Impact Statement for New Corporate Average Fuel Economy
Standards (June 2008}, Figure 3, illustrates how the range of uncertainties in
assessing greenhouse gas impacts grows with each step of the analysis “Cascade of
uncertainties typical in impact assessments showing the “uncertainty explosion™ as
these ranges are multiplied to encompass a comprehensive range of future
consequences, including physical, economic, social, and political impacts and policy

responses.”

' Cunningham, Joshua, Sig Cronich, Michael A. Nicholas. March 2008. Why Hydrogen and Fue! Cells are
Needed to Support California Climate Policy, UC Davis, Institute of Transportation Studies, pp. 9-10.
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Figure 3 Cascade of Uncertainties

Much of the uncertainty in assessing an individual project’s impact on climate change
surrounds the global nature of the climate change. Even assuming that the target of
meeting the 1990 levels of emissions is met, there is no regulatory framework in
place that would allow for a ready assessment of what the modeled 11.4- to 20.9-ton
increase in carbon dioxide (CO,) emissions would mean for climate change given the
overall California greenhouse gas emissions inventory of approximately 430 million
tons of carbon dioxide (CO,) equivalent. This uncertainty only increases when
viewed globally. The IPCC has created multiple scenarios to project potential future
global greenhouse gas emissions as well as to evaluate potential changes in global
temperature, other climate changes, and their effect on human and natural systems.
These scenarios vary in terms of the type of economic development, the amount of
overall growth, and the steps taken to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. Non-
mitigation TPCC scenarios project an increase in global greenhouse gas emissions by
9.7 up to 36.7 billion metric tons carbon dioxide from 2000 to 2030, which represents
an increase of between 25 and 90 percent.”

The assessment is further complicated by the fact that changes in greenhouse gas
emissions can be difficult to attribute to a particular project because the projects often
cause shifts in the locale for some type of greenhouse gas emissions, rather than
causing “new” greenhouse gas emissions. Although some of the emission increases
might be new, a net global increase, reduction, or no change, is uncertain and there
are no models approved by regulatory agencies that operate at the global or even
statewide scale.

? Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC). February 2007. Climate Change 2007: The
Physical Science Basis: Summary for Policy Makers. Lt Awww inee.ch/SPM2feb07.pdf.
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The complexities and uncertainties associated with project-level impact analysis are
further borne out in the recently released Draft Environmental Impact Statement
completed by the National Highway Traffic Safety Administration Corporate
Average Fuel Economy standards, June 2008. As the text quoted below shows, even
when dealing with greenhouse gas emission scenarios on a national scale for the
entire passenger car and light truck fleet, the numerical differences among
alternatives is very small and well within the error sensitivity of the model.

“In analyzing across the Corporate Average Fuel Economy 30 alternatives, the
mean change in the global mean surface temperature, as a ratio of the increase
in warming between the B1 (low) to A1B (medium) scenarios, ranges from
0.5% to 1.1%. The resulting change in sea level rise {compared to the No
Action Alternative) ranges, across the alternatives, from 0.04 centimeter to
0.07 centimeter. In summary, the impacts of the Mode Year 2011-2015
Corporate Average Fuel Economy alternatives on global mean surface
temperature, sea level rise, and precipitation are relatively small in the context
of the expected changes associated with the emission frajectories. This is due
primarily to the global and mulii-sectoral nature of the climate problem.
Emissions of CO,, the primary gas driving the climate effects, from the United
States automobile and light truck fleet represented about 2.5 0% f total global
emissions of all greenhouse gases in the year 2000 (EPA, 2008; CAIT, 2008).
While a significant source, this is a still small percentage of global emissions,
and the relative contribution of CO, emissions from the United States light
vehicle fleet is expected to decline in the future, due primarily to rapid growth
of emissions from developing economies (which are due in part to growth in
global transportation sector emissions).” [NHTSA Draft Environmental
Impact Statement for New Corporate Average Fuel Economy Standards, June
2008, pp.3-77 to 3-78]

CEQA Conclusion

Based on the above, it is Caltrans’ determination that in the absence of further
regulatory or scientific information related to greenhouse gas emissions and
California Environmental Quality Act significance, it is too speculative to make a
determination regarding the project’s direct impact and its contribution on the
cumulative scale to climate change. However, Caltrans does anticipate a reduction in
greenhouse gas emissions with the project. Nonetheless, Caltrans is firmly committed
to implementing measures to help reduce the potential effects of the project. These

measures are outlined in the following section.
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Assembly Bill 32 Compliance

Caltrans continues to be actively involved on the Governor’s Climate Action Team as
California Air Resources Board works to implement AB 1493 and help achieve the
targets set forth in AB 32. Many of the strategies Caltrans is using to help meet the
targets in AB 32 come from the California Strategic Growth Plan, which is updated
each year. Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger’s Strategic Growth Plan calls for a $222
billion infrastructure improvement program to fortify the state’s transportation
system, education, housing, and waterways, including $107 in transportation funding
during the next decade.

As shown on Figure 4 below, the Strategic Growth Plan targets a significant decrease
in traffic congestion below today’s level and a corresponding reduction in greenhouse
gas emissions. The Strategic Growth Plan proposes to do this while accommodating
growth in population and the economy. A suite of investment options has been
created that combined together yield the promised reduction in congestion. The
Strategic Growth Plan relies on a complete systems approach of a variety of
strategies: system monitoring and evaluation, maintenance and preservation, smart
land use and demand management, and operational improvements.
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Figure 4 Outcome of Strategic Growth Plan

As part of the Climare Action Program at Calirans {December 2006,
http://www.dot.ca. gov/docs/ClimateReport.pdf), Caltrans is supporting efforts to

reduce vehicle miles traveled by planning and implementing smart land use
strategies: job/housing proximity, developing transit-oriented communities, and high
density housing along transit corridors. Caltrans is working closely with local
jurisdictions on planning activities; however, Caltrans does not have loca] land use
planning authority.

Caltrans is also supporting efforts to improve the energy efficiency of the
transportation sector by increasing vehicle fuel economy in new cars, light and heavy-
duty trucks; Caltrans is doing this by supporting ongoing research efforts at
universities, by supporting legislation efforts to increase fuel economy, and by its
participation on the Climate Action Team. It is important to note, however, that the
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control of the fuel economy standards is held by the U.5. Environmental Protection
Agency and California Air Resource Board.

Lastly, the use of alternative fuels is also being considered; Caltrans is participating in
funding for alternative fuel research at the University of California at Davis.

Table 10 summarizes the Department and statewide efforts that Caltrans is
implementing to reduce greenhouse gas emissions. For more detailed information
about each strategy, please see Climate Action Program at Caltrans (December
2006); it is available at http/fwww dot.ca.cov/does/ClimateReport.pdf.
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To the extent that it is applicable or feasible for the project and through coordination
with the project development team, the following measures will also be included in
the project to reduce the greenhouse gas emissions and potential climate change
impacts from the project:

1. Trees will be planted and native plants and grasses will be planted or seeded.
Trees sequester atmospheric carbon to create beneficial greenhouse gas sinks.
Tree canopy also creates a drop in paved surface temperatures through shade and
the cooling effect of water as it evaporates into the air from leaves through
transpiration. Vegetation, especially light-colored groundcovers such as grasses,
generally increases albedo as compared to bare earth. Albedo is the extent to
which an object diffusely reflects light from the sun. Plants also increase the
amount of vapor in the air and rainwater retained in a location, thereby adding to
the cooling effect as well as increasing groundwater recharge, decreasing the
amount of rainwater that is runoff into storm drains and reducing the transport of
pollutants into streams, and thus ultimately into the ocean.

2. Portland cement is lighter in color, which helps to reduce the albedo effect and
cool the roadway surface. In addition, Caltrans has been a leader in the effort to
add fly ash to Portland cement mixes, which can make the pavement stronger and

reduces the greenhouse gas emissions associated with cement production.

3. The project would incorporate the use of energy-efficient lighting, such as LED
traffic signals. LED bulbs—or balls, in the stoplight vernacular—cost $60 to $70
apiece but last five to six years, compared to the one-year average lifespan of the
incandescent bulbs previously used. The LED balls themselves consume 10
percent of the electricity of traditional lights, which will also help reduce the
project’s CO; emissions.

4. According to Caltrans Standard Specification Provisions, idling time for lane

closure during construction is restricted to 10 minutes in each direction.

5. In addition, the contractor must comply with Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution
Control District's rules, ordinances, and regulations in regards to air quality

restrictions.

The following “green” practices and materials would be used in the project as part of
highway planting and erosion control work:

e PVC irrigation pipe with recycled content
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* Non-chlorinated High Density Polyethylene (HDPE) irrigation crossover conduit

* Compost and soil amendments derived from sewage sludge and green waste

materials
o Fiber produced from recycled pulp such as newspaper, chipboard, cardboard

¢  Wood mulch made from green waste and/or clean manufactured wood or natural

wood
e Native and drought-tolerant seed and plants species
o Irrigation controllers, including water conservation features
¢ Restricted pesticide use and reduction goals
» Landscaping will use reclaimed water where feasible if it becomes available

The State of California maintains several websites, which provide public information
measures to improve renewable energy use, energy efficiency, water conservation and
efficiency, land use and landscape maintenance, solid waste measures, and
transportation alternatives.

9. Short-Term Construction Impacts
Route Adoption- Alternatives 1 and 2

Since this is a route adoption, it is not appropriate to discuss construction impacts at
this time. There may be additional air issues or gnidance for Mobile Source Air
Toxics by the time the project is funded and the Tier II document is written. All
appropriate issues will be discussed at that time.

Build Alternatives - Alternatives A and B

During construction, the proposed project will generate air pollutants. The exhaust
from construction equipment contains hydrocarbons, oxides of nitrogen, carbon
monoxide, suspended particulate matter, and odors. However, the largest percentage
of pollutants would be windblown dust generated during excavation, grading,
hauling, and various other activities. The impacts of these activities would vary each
day as construction progresses. Dust and odors at some residences very close to the
right of way could probably cause occasional annoyance and complaints.
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Mobile Source Air Toxics emissions would also be expected from the diesel powered
construction equipment. However, it is anticipated that the pollutant levels emitted
from this equipment would be less in 2015 and 2035 than now in 2008, due to
changes in diesel fuel and progressively more stringent air pollution limitation

requirements on diesel engines.

San Benito County are among the counties listed as containing serpentine and
ultramafic rock (Governor's Office of Planning and Research, October 26, 2000).
However, the known areas are not near the proposed project location. Therefore, the
impact from Naturally Occurring Asbestos (NOA) during project construction would
be minimal to none. If structures that may contain asbestos are to be demolished, it is
the responsibility of the contractor to comply with the Rules and Regulations of the
local Air Pollution Control Districts.

10. Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures
Caltrans Standard Specifications pertaining to dust control and dust palliative

requirement is a required part of all construction contracts and should effectively
reduce and control emission impacts during construction. The provisions of Caltrans
Standard Specifications, Section 7-1.01F “Air Pollution Control” and Section 10
“Pust Control” require the contractor to comply with rules, ordinances, and
regulations. Currently there are no requirements for Dust Control plans from either
the Monterey Bay Unified Air Pollution Control District or for the Bay Area Air
Quality Management District.
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Appendices
Attachment 1: Carbon Monoxide monitor data-San Jose Jackson Street 2005-2007
Attachment 2: Gilroy-Hollister Monitor Data-ozone, PM10 and PM2.5

Attached CT-EMFAC Carbon Dioxide and MSAT model data
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA ¢ DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION

RELOCATION IMPACT REPORT
(Exhibit #10-EX-4 (REV 12/2005) Page 1 0f20

State of California
Department of Transportation
FINAL RELOCATION IMPACT REPORT

San Benito and Santa Clara County, CA

State Route 25 widening and Route Adoption Project
05-SBT-25--51.5/60.1

04-SCL-25-PM0.0/2.6

05-SBT-156-R10.5/12.2

EA: 05-485400

SUMMARY OF ALTERNATIVES FOR DRAFT RELOCATION IMPACT REPORT:

The five alternatives under evaluation are:

e Alternative 1: A Route Adoption Alignment (11.2 miles)
e Alternative 2: A Route Adoption Alignment (11.2 miles)
e Alternative A: A 3.8 mile constructed portion of Alternative 1 Route Adoption Alignment
e Alternative B: A 3.5 mile constructed portion of Alternative 2 Route Adoption Alignment

e No Build: If this alternative is chosen no action would be taken and no further improvements would be
made to Route 25 within these limits.

The undersigned has completed this report of the above-referenced project and recommends approval of
the report.

P

Phyllis Sarto,
Associate Right of Way Agent

i
Jamie Lupo ~"

Office Chief, Environmental Mitigation &
Community Studies Branch

Date: 3)\ \8 \9‘0\\

The undersigned has reviewed and approved this report.

Distribution:  Original File

c: Region/District R/W Manager, Project Manager
Region/District R/W Branch Managers, Environmental
Planning Branch-Design

Attachments: Area Map

ADA Notice For individuals with disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats. For information call
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SUMMARY AND PROJECT DATA

A. Purpose of Study:

The purpose of this study is to provide the Department of Transportation, local agencies and the
public with information as what effect a proposed “route adoption” and “new expressway alternative”
for State Route 25 would have on the residential and nonresidential occupants within the proposed
project alternatives. Specifically, this report is concerned with potential problems that may be caused
by the displacement of existing structures and their occupants.

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), in cooperation with San Benito Council of
Governments and Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority are evaluating the “route adoption™
and conversion of 11.2 miles of the existing Route 25 two-lane conventional highway to a four-lane
expressway in San Benito and Santa Clara counties. This Relocation Impact Report addresses both a
Route Adoption Study for San Benito and Santa Clara counties and a proposed build project within
the limits of the proposed route adoption alignment in San Benito County

B. Limits, Purpose and Need of Project:

The Route Adoption study extends from San Felipe Road within the City of Hollister (post mile 51.5)
to the San Benito/Santa Clara County line (post mile 60.1) and on to the end of State Route 25 at U.S.
101 south of the City of Gilroy (post miles 0.0/2.6 in Santa Clara County).

The proposed construction project limits extend 3.8 miles in San Benito County, from San Felipe
Road to just west of Hudner Lane (post miles 51.5/55.3).

Route 25, a two-lane conventional highway, runs northwest through the relatively flat terrain of the
Hollister Valley, terminating at US 101 after crossing the Pajaro River and Carnadero Creek.
Agriculture dominates the surrounding landscape, farms and houses are scattered along the length of
the study area. Residences, retail businesses, and agriculture-related commercial operations are more
concentrated at both ends of the route adoption study area, on the outskirts of Gilroy and Hollister.

Purpose

The purpose of the proposed route adoption project is to:
e Select a corridor for State Route 25 between Hollister and Gilroy that will accommodate existing

and future travel demand.
e Facilitate local and regional land use planning by identifying future right-of-way needed for the
State Route 25 corridor.

The purpose of the proposed build project is to:
e Improve traffic flow and reduce delays on State Route 25 between San Felipe Road in Hollister

and Hudner Lane in San Benito County.
o Increase capacity along State Route 25 between San Felipe Road in Hollister and Hudner Lane in
rural San Benito County.

Need
A lot of slow-moving farm equipment and trucks share this two-lane roadway with local and
commuter traffic. An increased number of vehicles travel this stretch of State Route 25 and during
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peak commute hours, the roadway is congested. Traffic flow is delayed due to vehicles turning into
and out of the many intersecting driveways and local roads, which affect the flow of the faster moving
vehicles. Commercial truck traffic traveling through the area on State Route 25 is subject to delays as
well. A new route alignment should be adopted so that the appropriate area for a future expressway
can be incorporated into the San Benito and Santa Clara County General Plans now, before future
development occurs along this stretch of highway.

C. Description of the alternatives under consideration:

This project encompasses two proposed projects: (1) a route adoption for an 11.2-mile four-lane
expressway, and (2) construction of a proposed 3.8-mile four-lane expressway project within the
limits of the proposed route adoption.

Route Adoption Alternatives

Alternatives 1 and 2 (the route adoption alternatives) extend from San Felipe Road within the City of
Hollister (post mile 51.5) to the San Benito/Santa Clara County line (post mile 60.1) and on to the end
of State Route 25 at U.S. 101 south of the City of Gilroy (post miles 0.0 to 2.6) in Santa Clara County,
a total length of 11.2 miles. The alignments would be wide enough to accommodate an interchange
near the existing intersection of State Route 25 and State Route 156 and a replacement State Route
25/U.8. 101 interchange north of the existing interchange.

Alternative 1 would be 342 feet in width including the median and drainage system, but this does not
include the frontage roads on both sides. The alignment of Alternative 1 would begin at San Felipe
Road and would follow the existing alignment of State Route 25 to the northern intersection of Briggs
Road and State Route 25. The new alignment would remain east of the existing route from that point
until just past Hudner Lane, where it would cross the existing State Route 25. The new alignment
would be west of the existing highway for only a short distance before crossing the highway again
between Hudner Lane and Shore Road. From that point, the new alignment would stay east of the
existing State Route 25 until just past Carnadero Creek where it would realign with the existing State
Route 25 until reaching U.S. 101.

Alternative 2 would be 240 feet wide or more, including the median and the drainage system, but this
does not include frontage roads. The alignment of Alternative 2 would begin at San Felipe Road and
run west of and parallel to the existing State Route 25 before crossing the route south of Shore Road.
From that point, the new alignment would be the same as for Alternative 1, remaining east and north
of the existing State Route 25 until just past Carnadero Creek where it would realign with the existing
State Route 25 until reaching U.S. 101.

Build Alternatives

The proposed construction project limits extend 3.8 miles in San Benito County, from San Felipe
Road in Hollister to near Hudner Lane (post miles 51.5 to 55.3). A four-lane expressway would
replace the existing two-lane conventional highway. Unlike the route adoption alternatives, the build
alternatives propose a realigned and widened at-grade intersection—instead of an interchange—at
State Route 25/State Route 156.

Alternative A would be 342 feet in width including the median and drainage system, but this does not
include the frontage roads on both sides. Alternative A would be constructed at the southeastern end
of the Alternative 1 route adoption alignment. This alternative would transition back to the existing
two-lane highway just northwest of Hudner Lane. Direct access to the expressway would be available

ADA Notice For individuals with disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats. For information call
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from San Felipe Road, Wright Road, Flynn Road, State Route 156, two west-side frontage roads and
one eastside frontage road. An undercrossing would be built at the Don Chapin gravel quarry
driveway to provide access to this parcel.

Alternative B would be 240 feet wide or more, including the median and the drainage system, but
this does not including frontage roads. Alternative B would be built at the southwestern end of the
Alternative 2 route adoption alignment. This alternative would be shorter than Alternative A,
transitioning back into the existing highway at post mile 55.0 between State Route 156 and Hudner
Lane. Direct access to the expressway would be possible from San Felipe Road, Wright Road, State
Route 156, and a frontage road northeast of State Route 156.

No Build Alternative
No action would be taken with this alternative and no further improvements would be made to State
Route 25 within the Route Adoption limits.

Corridor
There is a “core” corridor common to all alternatives. All alternatives are aligned near the existing
State Route 25.

This study does not include the one-mile segment of State Route 25 between the Union Pacific main
line tracks and the end of the highway at U.S. 101. A detailed relocation analysis report is being
prepared for the U.S. 101 Widening Project State Route 129 to Monterey Road Environmental Impact
Report, which is a District 4 over-site project.

D. Basis of Findings:

The sources used in the preparation of this report were both primary and secondary in nature, and
include, The U.S. Census City of Hollister, San Benito County Housing Authority, California
Department of Finance, Hollister Free Lance, and Hollister Realtors-Multiple Listing Service
provided current data and statistical information for this report.

E. Description of the Displacement Area:

Alternative 1

Parcels impacted by this alternative are diversified agricultural lands, housing, businesses, church,
recreational vehicle storage and a newly constructed large recreational vehicle sales business. This
segment will have mainly strip acquisitions off the frontage of agricultural parcels. Full acquisition
may be required and Relocation Benefits paid to the occupants/businesses affected by this Segment
because several of these parcels are newly constructed with improvements.

Alternative A

There are less residential and non-residential units impacted by the Alternative A proposals which is
only 3.8 miles long. Seven residential units and two non- residential units will require relocation
assistance. Strip acquisitions off the frontage of agricultural parcels are required for some parcels.

Alternative 2

Alternative 2 parcels impacted by this alternative are diversified agricultural lands, with minimal
impact to developed improvements. This alternative adopts a new right of way Alternative west of
the existing SR-25. This segment will also require some strip acquisitions off the frontage of
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agricultural parcels. The full acquisition and payment of Relocation Benefits to the
occupants/businesses may be required but it is significantly less with this alternative compared to
Alternative 1. This alternative will not impact the church, or new commercial improvements. The
payment of severance damages will be required to the landowners and in some cases Relocation

Assistance Payments.

Alternative B has the least impact to developed and agricultural parcels of all the build alternatives.
The area is only 240 feet wide and avoids commercial developments. This alternative has the least
impact on the project area and is the preferred alternative. It will require strip acquisitions off several

parcels which would involve no relocation assistance.

F. Estimated displacement units by Alternative:

Residential: Alt1 Alt A Alt2  AltB
Owner Occupants of Single Family 14 12 7 0
Residences:

Tenant Occupants of Single Family 2 0 1 0
Residences:

Tenant Occupants of Multiple Unit 2 2 12 0
Residences:

Owner Occupants of Mobile Homes: 3 0 3 0
Tenant Occupants of Mobile Homes: 0 0 0 0
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL UNITS: 21 14 23 0
TOTAL PERSONS: 70 53 32 0
Nonresidential: Alt 1 Alt A Alt2 AltB
Commercial Businesses: 5 3 8 0
Industrial/Manufacturing Businesses: 2 2 2 0
Nonprofit Organizations: 1 1 0 0
Agricultural/Farms: 2 2% 47** 2=
TOTAL NONRESIDENTIAL UNITS: 10 8 57 22
TOTAL UNITS: 31 22 80 22

Note: Relocation of personal property only should be counted separately and noted whether the

items will be moved to the remainder or to a separate site.
*full acquisition relocation required

G. Type of Residential Displacement Improvements:

Alt1 AltA Alt2 AltB

Single Family Residence 14 12 8 0
Duplex/Triplex (Multi-Res) 2 2 0 0
Apartments (Multi-Res) 4 or more 2 0 0 0
Sleeping rooms/Shared Quarters 0 0 0 0
Mobile Homes 3 0 3 0
TOTAL UNITS: 21 14 11 0

ADA Notice For individuals with disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats. For information call
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H.

H. Adequate relocation resources exist for:

Yes No
Residential OWNETS ..oveivveeeeiieieeeiceieee ettt X ]
Restdential teliant S rommmmmmmsin i v s i s e s X ]
Mobile HOMES ....oeeeiiiiecieeciee et rr e esan e s snne e smane s = L]
BUSITIESSES suvviminomsrsmostine s e s s S s 150 s R Y X ]
Nonprofit Organizationg ..cvmmssssivm s sssmmio X ]
DBTICUILUTE. . ... oo eemseessnssrsssnnes sioessrns ts Bl bR s e W DY P A & []

On Alternative 1 and A, it will be difficult to replace the Abundant Life Church that will require full
acquisition of this new church building, youth facility and single family home. The impact to the San
Benito County Sheriff’s department’s parking at their gun range will have minimal impact. Valley
Trailer sales has constructed a new building and parking area for their trailers, after being displaced
by State Route 25 Hollister Bypass.

I. Adequate relocation resources exist for:

1. The replacement neighborhood studied is the City of Hollister and surrounding rural areas of San
Benito County. Due to the current market conditions replacement housing in the rural farm area
is available within the City of Hollister and other areas of rural San Benito County.

2. The relocation areas are comparable in terms of amenities, public utilities, and accessibility to
public services, transportation and shopping. Yes [X] No []

3. The relocation resources are affordable to residential displacees given the use of replacement
housing payments.

4, There are public projects in the area that will displace other families or require additional
housing, there is adequate available housing that will provide “decent safe and sanitary” housing.

5. The State’s relocation program is adequate to successfully relocate all displacees.
6. There are no special/significant relocation problems associated with this project.

7. The Last Resort Housing Program payments will be utilized to relocate residential households
being displaced that will require “replacement housing payments”, in excess of the statutory limit.

Percentage of owners 50% 50%

Percentage of renters 50% 50%

8. The construction of replacement housing under the Last Resort Housing Program will be possible
on agriculture properties that are improved with single family residences and farm husbandry

buildings.

DISPLACEMENT AREA DETAILED ANALYSIS

Santa Clara, portion of the project will affect two businesses, three residences and two farms. The
U.S. 101widening project from State Route 129 to Monterey Road and State Route 25 will be
discussed later in a Relocation Impact Report, prepared by District-04 for that segment.
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1. Residential Displacements

Alternative 1
Parcels impacted by this alternative are in a diversified fringe area of Hollister developed with
housing on ranches and farm housing on agricultural lands. The project encompasses 11.2 miles.
There are impacts to single family residences, multi-family dwellings, and non-residential
improvements. The quality and size of these houses varies greatly. Some remaining housing will
be served by private access easements or existing County roads.

Alternative A

Fewer parcels will be impacted by Alternative A which would only construct 3.8 miles of
Alternative 1. This alternative impacts 14 residential properties and eight non residential units
which is less than Alternative 1.

Alternative 2

Parcels impacted by this alternative are in a diversified fringe area of Hollister developed with
housing on ranches and farm housing on agricultural lands. The project encompasses 11.2 miles.
There are no impacts to subdivisions or multi-family dwellings. The quality and size of these
houses varies greatly. Most remaining housing will be served by private access easements or
existing County roads.

Alternative B

This project only requires 3.5 miles which is a portion of Alternative 2 Route Adoption.
This project does not impact any family residences, industrial/manufacturing businesses or
commercial businesses. This alternative has the least impact of the build alternatives.

2. Business and Nonprofit

Some businesses impacted by these alternatives may require the payment of severance damages and
in some cases full acquisition of the structure because it will not be functional in the after condition.
The ability of the business to rebuild and establish new parking on the remainder would have to be
considered on a case by case basis during appraisal with appropriate severance damages or
Relocation Assistance or in some instances both provided to the owner and/or tenants. There is
always the possibility that an owner, manager or others may reside on the premise of a business, if
so Relocation Assistance will be offered. It is assumed that the businesses impacted by this project
are in compliance with allowable land uses as specified by the City of Hollister and San Benito

County.

Alternative 1

Businesses impacted by this project are in compliance with allowable land uses as specified by the
City of Hollister and San Benito County. Several of the businesses impacted, are relatively new in
age, two of these businesses a non-profit church and a newly constructed recreational vehicle
business. There is a county sheriff gun range that will maintain their parking. Some businesses are
setback and will have minor impact from this project. Full acquisitions and payments of Relocation
Benefits will be required to the occupants/businesses affected by this Segment, because several of
these parcels have been constructed recently and are unique in their use. Relocation of the 80 plus
recreation vehicles and boats will be a challenge, but it is likely that an adjacent parcel can be
obtained and the business can improve the land and move these tenants.

ADA Notice For individuals with disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats. For information call
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Alternative A
The project is only constructing a portion of Alternative 1 about 3.8 miles. This alternative reduces
the impact on non residential units by nine as compared to Alternative 1.

Alternative 2

This alternative has less impact to the business community than Alternative 1, there are 6
commercial/industrial businesses will be relocated due to the project. Some businesses are setback
and will have minor impact from this project. There is the possibility of full acquisition and payment
of Relocation Benefits to the occupants/businesses affected by this Segment.

Alternative B
This alternative has no impact to the business or residential community. Partial acquisitions will be

required from 20 agricultural uses.

a. Number of businesses directly impacted by the project:

Alternative
Altl Alt Alt2 AltB

A
Construction 0 0 0 0
Manufacturing 2 2 4 0
Retail 5 5 0 0
Government 0 0 0 0
Nonprofit 1 1 0 0
Service 2 0 2 0
TOTAL 10 8 6 0
b. Age of business: Alternative
Alt1 Alt Alt2 Alt B
A

1 - 3 years 0 0 4 0

4 -7 years 0 0 0 0

8- 15 years 3 3 1 0

Over 15 years 3 5 1 0

c. Estimated number of employees:
Note: Small business is defined as less than 500. Over 500 = No reestablishment payment.

Alternative
Altl  Alt Alt 2 Alt B
A
1-20 5 5 5 0

ADA Notice For individuals with disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats. For information call
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21-100 3 3 1 0
101 —500 0 0 0
Over 500 0 0 0 0

d. Minority Owned Businesses
There is a possibility that some of these businesses impacted by the project and route adoption
that they are minority owned.

e. Number of the different type of facilities:

Alternative
Altl AltA Alt2 Alt B

Strip Commercial 0 0 0 0
Small Shop-Center 0 0 0 0
Regional Center 0 0 0 0
Single Structure 5 5 6 0
Mixed Residential 3 3 0 0
Industrial Park 0 0 0 0
Low Rent Area 0 0 0 0

One unique displacement of note for Alternative 1 and A is the Flynn Road Mini Storage, which will
require the relocation of 80 recreation vehicles and boats, there appears to be minimal impact to the
actual mini storage business. To relocate these vehicles and boats will require an expanded relocation
area, to surrounding counties and cities. Relocation resources are available, but the time to relocate
these boats and recreation vehicles will be considerable. It does not appear that anyone lives in these
vehicles. Alternative 2 and B will not affect this parcel. There is a parcel for sale east of the Mini
Storage that could be acquired and improved to relocate the 80 recreational vehicles.

3. Agricultural Impact:

The agricultural land impacted by this project varies from class “A” fertile soil, rolling hill
pastureland to swamp and overflow creek/river frontage. The route adoption and build alternatives
propose to acquire strips of land off the frontage of agricultural parcels abutting the project, and in
some cases for new or realignment of local roads. Years ago there were more than two alternatives
being discussed. The alternatives allow for frontage roads and private road easements in order to
prevent parcels from being land locked. These alternatives will have some excess parcels, but
considering the length and scope of this project’s alternatives and route adoption, the acquisition of
excess parcels is minimal. On many of these ranches/farms/ranchettes, the different alternatives will
require of some or all of the improvements, with a remainder parcel left, which is suitable to rebuild
functional improvements. The preferred Alternative B will have the least agricultural impact.

a. Type of agriculture that will require full acquisitions versus partial acquisitions.

ADA Notice For individuals with disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats. For information call
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Alternative
Alt1 Alt A Alt 2 AltB
Partial Partial Partial Partial
Acquisition Acquisition Acquisition  Acquisition
Row Crops 28 25 30 20
Trees 3 1 1 1
Livestock 7 6 1 1
Other 0 0 0
II. REPLACEMENT AREA

A. Residential

Describe in relationship to the local town/community and to the Displacement Area:

The housing stock of Hollister and San Benito County is typical for a small rural farm town with
minimal industry. The availability of housing varies with the time of year. Peak agricultural seasons
of summer and fall find few vacant houses or apartments for rent, because of the influx of seasonal
labor. There are many houses available for sale, the market is slow, and availability would meet the
requirements of relocation for this project.

There have been several new subdivisions and housing stock constructed in Hollister over the past
five years. There is a demand for affordable housing according to local realtors. The demand for
used houses is constant.

The two main cities within San Benito County are Hollister and San Juan Bautista contain the
majority of the housing stock.

1. Housing stock:
a. Number of single family residences 14,024
b. Number of multiple family units 3001
¢. Number of mobile homes 785
d. Total housing units 17,814

“Table DP-4. San Benito County, CA Census Quick Facts, Census 2009”

2. Gross Monthly Rent of San Benito County rental units:

Less than $200 186 3.5%
$200-$299 121 2.3%
$300-$499 236 4.5%
$500-8749 579 11.0%
$750-$999 958 18.3%
$1,000-$1499 1,634 31.2%
$1,500 or more 1,527 290.1%
No Cash Rent 341 5.5%
Median Monthly Rental Rate $1,151

ADA Notice For individuals with disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats. For information call
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A. Residential
3. Housing Occupancy:

Occupied housing units 16,671  93.6%
Vacant housing units 1,143 6.4%
Home owner vacancy rate 0.8%
Renter occupied vacancy rate 3.7%

“Table DP-1. Profile of Selected Housing Characteristics, Census 2009”

4, Housing characteristics
Residential housing characteristics within the project displacement area are mixed. The proposed
project and its alternative closely follow the existing State Route 25, which is a mix of single-
family homes, ranchettes and farmstead housing. In some cases the farmsteads also provide
housing for their field workers on a seasonal basis. The impacted houses are not within
traditional neighborhoods, but situated in a rural area of San Benito County.

Houses impacted by the alternatives are modest in size, in good to fair condition, they are older
houses constructed from 2 to 50 years ago. Over the past 10 years, some have been remodeled;
the majority of the houses are functional. Some of the houses are newer and well kept while
others suffer from deferred maintenance. The predominant housing types for this area are single-
family residences.

All of the houses impacted by this project have access to shopping and schools.

5. Average prices of typical single-family homes that are DS&S, in San Benito County:

Less than $50,000 143 1.3%
$50,000-$99,999 183 1.7%
$100,000-$149,999 221 2.0%
$150,000-$199,999 144 1.3%
$200,000-$299,999 954 8.6%
$300,000-$499,999 2,282 20.6%
$500,000-$999,999 840 9.0%
$1,000,000 or more 977 8.8%
Median House Price $594,900

“Table DP-4. Profile of Selected Housing Characteristics, Census 2009”
B. Residential Replacements Available on the Market

Current stock of relocation housing available for displaces, information provided by the San
Benito County Association of Realtors and the Hollister Free Lance newspaper, January 2011.

Manufactured and Mobile Homes 50
Townhouses and Condos 285
Single Family Residences 508
Total Residential Replacement Stock 843 units
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C. Business and Nonprofit Replacement:

1. Number of business sites that will be available for rent, purchase, or development:

Alternative

Alt 1 Alt 2 Alt A AltB
Construction 5 5 5 5
Manufacturing 36 36 36 36
Retail 9 15 15 15
Government
Nonprofit
Service 17 17 17 17
TOTAL 71 71 71 71

This does not include lots that could be developed for industrial and business use that could
be developed on lots within the Airport Industrial Development Complex that is within one

mile east of the project area.

Provided by the San Benito County Association of Realtors and the Hollister Free Lance

newspaper.

2. Discuss difficulties the businesses may encounter in finding replacement property because of:

a. Replacement site requirements:

In 2003, the County had a moratorium on new construction, because of water quality
issues and the construction of a new water treatment plant. This construction moratorium
was to hold the construction of new businesses and housing at a rate of one percent per

year. There is no longer a moratorium on construction.
b. Lease rates or purchase price:

At the time of appraisal the compensation should be adequate for the displacee to replace

their existing facility with a functional similar facility.
¢. Financial capacity of the businesses to accomplish the move:

Businesses affected by this project appear to have the financial ability to replace
themselves with relocation and acquisition monies that will be paid the displacement

business.

d. Special services that may be needed to assist businesses relocate (e.g., rezoning, reduced
CUP costs, advanced payments, construction of replacement site, professional services to
plan the move or obtain replacement site, business loans, special consideration by the

local agency)

At the ”public meeting” for this project held in Hollister, Public Officials expressed a
desire to work with all persons businesses and services that may require relocation for the
construction of this project. This was reaffirmed with a recent visit with the San Benito
Association of Governments who shared they will do everything to facilitate relocation of

businesses in the project area.

3. Discuss issues the employees may have if the business relocates as planned:

There does not appear to be any issues that would impact employees and their ability to work

at any of the impacted businesses.

ADA Notice
(916) 654-5413 Voice, CRS: 1-800-735-2929, or write Right of Way, 1120 N Street, MS-37,

Sacramento, CA 95814.

For individuals with disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats. For information call
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4. Discuss issues the employees may have if the business cannot relocate as planned:
There appear to be adequate resources that would not prevent the businesses from relocating
within their existing community.

C. Residential Replacement:

1. Section 8 rental limits: The latest and most current information that is available from the San
Benito County Housing Authority is listed below.

County of San Benito, California
Fair Market Rents
Effective October 1, 2011

This table shows the Fair Market Rents established by the Department of Housing and Urban
Development. The Fair Market Rent is the 40th percentile of existing rents in the area. These
figures are not the maximum rent the Housing Authority will pay to owners. That figure is
determined using the Housing Authority's own studies of the local rental market.

Number of Bedrooms FMRs

Mobile Home Space $ 373
SRO $ 464

0 $ 847

1 $1,147

2 $1,276

3 $1,808

4 $2,238

San Benito County Income Limits for Federal Programs

Effective May 14, 2010
Area Median: $74,100
Number of Persons in 30% of 50% of 80% of
Family Median Median Median
1 $17,050 $28,400 §41,500
2 $19,500 $32,450 $51,550
3 $21,950 $36,500 $58,000
4 $24.350 $40,550 $64,400
5 $26,300 $43,850 $69,600
6 $28,250 $47,050 $74,7500
7 $30,200 $50,300 $79,900
8 $32,150 $53,550 $85,050

C. Residential Replacement: Schedule of Payments Standards
Effective October 1, 2010

ADA Notice For individuals with disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats. For information call
(916) 654-5413 Voice, CRS: 1-800-735-2929, or write Right of Way, 1120 N Street, MS-37,
Sacramento, CA 95814.
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The figures in these tables are established by the Housing Authority and reflect 90 to 110 percent
of the Fair Market Rent. They are used to calculate how much assistance the Housing Authority
will provide to families in the Housing Choice Voucher Program. These figures are not the
maximum rent the Housing Authority will pay to owners. That figure is determined using the
Housing Authority's own studies of the local rental market.

ADA Notice

Number of Bedrooms girgst}(;mz I];I;)iltiissttzr <& Jua
SRO* $ 760 § 597
O $1,024 § 796
1 $1,234 $1,078
2 $1,609 $1,199
3 $2,315 $1,700
4 $2,386 $2,104
5 $2,685 $2,419
6 $3,036 $2,735
7 $3,386 $3,050
8 $3,736 $3,366
Mobile Home Space $630 $480

* Single Room Occupancy
** Studio

Replacement neighborhood is not homogeneous to displacement area.

This project is proposed in a semi-rural agricultural area and at the time of relocation there
could possibly be no relocation resources available. To be realistic, these displaces will most
likely have to relocate to the more urban area of Hollister or San Juan Bautista where the
majority of the housing stock is centered, provided they do not choose to re-build on their
remainder parcel.

Displacement neighborhood: Is a mix of rural ranchettes, businesses and farms. The age and
condition of improvements varies from parcel to parcel. Some parcels are developed with
new good quality improvements, while others have improvements that suffer from functional
obsolesce.

Condition of units being displaced: Fair[_] AverageDd Good[ |
Compared to condition of units in replacement area. Fair[_] Average[{] Good[ ]

Number of mobile home parks directly impacted by the project is none.

For individuals with disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats. For information call
(916) 654-5413 Voice, CRS: 1-800-735-2929, or write Right of Way, 1120 N Street, MS-37,
Sacramento, CA 95814,
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D. Total Residential Replacement Stock 2009 Data

PROJECT REPLACEMENT

DISPLACEMENTS AREA AREA
Total Housing Units 13 Same 17,814
% Owner Occupied 55% Same 68.2%
% Renter Occupied 45% Same 31.8%
Total Housing Units Vacant 5% Same 843
Vacancy Rate 1% Same 6.4%
Housing Units For Sale 491 Same 502
Housing Units For Rent i Same 76
Persons per Household 3.82 Same 3.82
Median Housing Value $284,000 Same $284,000

III. RELOCATION RESOURCES
A. Adequate resources (availability, funds, staffing, time) exist for all displacees except (list):

Owner occupied SFR N/A Tenant occupied multi-res N/A
Owner occupied duplex N/A Tenant occupied sleeping rooms ~ N/A
Owner occupied multi-res N/A Mobile homes N/A
Tenant occupied SFR N/A Nonresidential N/A
Tenant occupied duplex ~ N/A Nonprofit N/A

Explain how relocation will occur for those listed: Over a 24 month period appraisal, acquisition,
payment of severance damages and relocation assistance payments will be made to displacees for a
professional relocation of all parties that may require moving from impacted parcels.

B. The replacement area chosen and used as a basis for relocation resources is:
The relocation area studied for this report comprise the San Benito County cities of Hollister and San
Juan Bautista, all have similar amenities as those present in the displacement area. In some cases
housing on farms and ranchettes may be re-constructed on the remainder parcel.

C. Market availability is expected to remain adequate through the time of displacement. The current real
estate market in the project area is providing an adequate supply and a stable if not decreasing cost for
replacement parcels.

IV. RELOCATION PROBLEMS AND PROGRAMS

A. Relocation Problems discussed in detail, especially for the following categories. Just because no one
fits one of the categories below, does NOT mean you DON’T have a problem.

Elderly* Yes ] No ] Minorities Yes [ No []
Low Income (30%) Yes [X] No [] Overcrowded Yes X No [
Residence

Low Income (Poverty) Yes [X] No [] Handicapped* Yes X No [
Last Resort Housing Yes [X] No [] Minority Business Yes X No []
Const

Marginal Business* Yes [X] No [] Other Yes [X] No []
Lack of Availability Yes No []

ADA Notice For individuals with disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats. For information call
(916) 654-5413 Voice, CRS: 1-800-735-2929, or write Right of Way, 1120 N Street, MS-37,
Sacramento, CA 95814.
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* All indicate special advisory assistance will be needed.
Without the opportunity to meet and interview the displacees of this project, it has to be assumed
that all of the above are a possibility.

IV. RELOCATION PROBLEMS AND PROGRAMS

1. Residential and Mobile Home Displacees:

a. The Department will provide uniform and equitable treatment of persons displaced from their
homes.

Comparable replacement housing will be offered the displacee.

Replacement housing will be Decent Safe and Sanitary.

d. Residents not lawfully present in the United States are not eligible to receive relocation
payments and assistance.

e. Ifa displacee qualifies as a displaced person, they are entitled to reimbursement of their
moving costs and certain related expenses incurred in moving.

f. Replacement Housing Payments depend on whether the displacee is an owner or tenant and
their length of occupancy.

¢. In some cases the displacee may elect to forego the Rent Differential payment and elect that
they receive a Down Payment Option instead.

h. In some locations where the available housing is insufficient to provide necessary housing,
Caltrans will utilize Last Resort Housing. Last Resort Housing allows Caltrans to construct,
rehabilitate or modify housing in order to meet the needs of the displacee.

i. All displacees will be offered relocation advisory assistance for the purpose of locating a
replacement property.

j. All eligible displacee have a freedom of choice in the selection of their replacement housing.

& g

2. DBusiness, Farm or Nonprofit Organization:

a. The Department will work toward to ensure that persons displaced are treated fairly,
consistently and equitably so that such persons will not suffer disproportionate injuries as a
result of projects designed for the benefit of the public as a whole.

b. The Relocation Advisory Assistance Program, which is to aid in the locating of a suitable
replacement property.

c. Relocation Payments for the displacee for certain costs involved in the move to the new
property, can be either “actual reasonable moving costs”, “self-move agreement” or In-Lieu
payment.

d. Loss of Goodwill is considered an acquisition cost.

e. Displaced businesses, farms and nonprofit organizations are entitled to reimbursement for
actual reasonable expenses incurred in searching for a replacement property.

f. Displaced businesses, farms and nonprofit organizations may be eligible for a payment for the
actual direct loss of tangible personal property, which is incurred as a result of the move or
discontinuance of the operation.

g. Displaced businesses, farms and nonprofit organizations may be eligible for a payment, not to
exceed $10,000, for expenses actually incurred in relocating and reestablishing the enterprise
at the replacement site.

h. All displacees will be offered relocation advisory assistance for the purpose of locating a
replacement property.

i, Your relocation benefits will not have an adverse effect on your Social Security Eligibility,
Welfare Eligibity or Income Taxes.

ADA Notice For individuals with disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats. For information call
(916) 654-5413 Voice, CRS: 1-800-735-2929, or write Right of Way, 1 120 N Street, MS-37,
Sacramento, CA 95814,
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B. Housing Impact:
This project will not significantly impact the local housing stock for the community except as outlined
below. There may be a significant effect on the local community housing stock caused by
Alternative(s):
Alternative 1 & A _ N/A Alternative 2 & B _ N/A

B. Conclusion:
It appears that the Relocation Assistance Program and the payment of severance damages will be
adequate to provide for the needs of anyone affected by the project.

FINAL CONCLUSION: Number of impacts by Alternative.
Alternative 1

Alternative 1 would be 342 feet in width including the median and drainage system, not including the
frontage roads on one or both sides. The proposed Route Adoption Alignment covers 11.2 miles. It
would impact 68 parcels and over 523.33 acres. In addition a portion of seven parcels would be
required for private access easements for frontage roads.

Alternative A

Alternative A would be 342 feet in width including the median and drainage system, not including the
frontage roads on one or both sides. Alternative A would be constructed at the southeastern end of the
Alternative 1 route adoption alignment. This Alternative is 3.8 miles long. This proposed Alternative
would impact 48 properties and 179.93 acres which has more of an impact on acreage and parcels
than the preferred Alternative B.

Parcels impacted by this alternative are diversified agricultural lands, housing, businesses, and a large
recreational vehicle sales business. This segment will have mainly strip acquisitions off the frontage
of the agricultural parcels. This alternative may require the payment of moving expenses for 80
recreation vehicles and boats out of the proposed right of way. A full acquisition and payment of
Relocation Benefits to the businesses affected by this Segment would be required. Payments for
damages and in some cases Relocation Assistance Payments would be offered to qualified occupants.

One of the most complicated relocation challenges of this alternative are the Flynn Mini Storage along
with 80 recreation vehicles, which would require locations to relocate these vehicles.

The church appears to be newly constructed, though relocation resources are adequate, the chance of
satisfying all church members with their new property would be a challenge.

South Valley Trailer sales has recently constructed this new facility for their sales. The challenge of
this relocation would be to identify a property that would offer a functionally similar location.

Alternative 2

Alternative 2 would be 240 feet in width including the median and drainage system, not including the
frontage roads on one or both sides. The proposed Route Adoption Alignment covers 11.2 miles. It
would impact 38 parcels and 400.62 acres. In addition a portion of nine parcels would be required for
private access easements for frontage roads.

ADA Notice Forindividuals with disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats. For information call
{(916) 654-5413 Voice, CRS: 1-800-735-2929, or write Right of Way, 1120 N Street, MS-37,
Sacramento, CA 95814.
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The addition of additional frontage roads decreased the impact of this alternative on businesses and
residents.

Alternative B

Alternative B would be 240 feet wide or more, including the median and drainage system but not
including frontage roads. The alignment impacts 19 property owners and 124.32 acres. This alignment

has the least impact on the surround community and is the preferred alternative and supported by
documentation of available replacement properties.

ADA Notice

For individuals with disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats. For information call

(916) 654-5413 Voice, CRS: 1-800-735-2929, or write Right of Way, 1120 N Street, MS-37,
Sacramento, CA 95814.
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To: Lou Birdwell ) pate:  April 8, 2010
Right of Way Agent
Environmental Mitigation and
Community Studies Branch, Central Region File:  05-48540

05-SBt-25 (PM 51.5/60.1)
04-SCI-25 (PM 0.0/2.6)
and 05-SBt-156 (PM R10.5/R12.2)

From: G. William ‘Trais’ Norris III A\ \ \‘
Branch Chief _} ‘/"’
Sierra Pacific Environmental AnalyS1s Branch

subject: Change to Purpose Statement

The Purpose statement for the SR25 Widening and Route Adoption project has changed. The
new wording is

The purpose of the proposed route adoption project is to:

o Select a corridor for State Route 25 between Hollister and Gilroy that will accommodate

existing and future travel demand.

 Facilitate local and regional land use planning by identifying future right-of-way needed for
the State Route 25 corridor.

The purpose of the proposed build project is to:

o Improve traffic flow and reduce delays on State Route 25 between San Felipe Road in
Hollister and Hudner Lane in San Benito County.

o Increase capacity along State Route 25 between San Felipe Road in Hollister and Hudner
Lane in rural San Benito County.

The new purpose does not affect the conclusions of the Draft Relocation Impact Report for this
project, last revised in November 2008.

c: Project file

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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State of California
Department of Transportation
DRAFT RELOCATION IMPACT REPORT

New Expressway and Route Adoption
San Benito and Santa Clara County, CA
Hollister to Gilroy Widening
05-SBT-25-PM 51.5/60.1
04-SCI-25-PM 0.0/2.6
05-SBT-156-PM R10.5/R12.2

EA: 05-485400

SUMMARY OF ALTERNATIVES FOR DRAFT RELOCATION IMPACT REPORT:
The five alternatives under evaluation are:
The five alternatives under evaluation are:

e Alternative 1: A Route Adoption Alignment (11.2 miles)

e  Alternative 2: A Route Adoption Alignment (11.2 miles)

e  Alternative A: A 3.8 mile constructed portion of Alternative 1 Route Adoption Alignment

e  Alternative B: A 3.8 mile constructed portion of Alternative 2 Route Adoption Alignment

e No Action: If this alternative is chosen no action would be taken and no further improvements would be made to
Route 25 within these limits other than those already programmed/funded or under construction.

The undersigned has completed this report of the above-referenced project and recommends approval of the report.

Loswcis Briieet

LOUIS BIRDWELL
Associate Right of Way Agent

(e ey

,on/
MARIA TOLES" - JAMIE LUPO /
Chief, Relocation Assistance Branch Office Chief, Central Reglon
District-06 Right of Way Right of Way

Das u&oéy
/]

Distribution: Original File

c: Region/District R/W Manager Project Manager

Region/District R/W Branch Managers Environmental Planning Branch-Design
Attachments:
Area Map

LB/tl Rev 11/20/08

ADA Notice For individuals with disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats. For information call
(916) 654-5413 Voice, CRS: 1-800-735-2929, or write Right of Way, 1120 N Street, MS-37,
Sacramento, CA 95814.
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I. SUMMARY AND PROJECT DATA

A. Purpose of Study:
The purpose of this study is to provide the Department of Transportation, local agencies and the public with
information as to what effect a proposed “route adoption” and “new expressway alternative” for State Route 25
would have on the residential and nonresidential occupants within the proposed project alternatives. Specifically,
this report is concerned with potential problems that may be caused by the displacement of existing structures and
their occupants.

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), in cooperation with San Benito Council of Governments
and Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority is evaluating the conversion of 11.2 miles of the existing State
Route 25 two-lane conventional highway to a four-lane expressway in San Benito and Santa Clara counties. The
Draft Environmental Impact Report and Environmental Impact Statement includes two proposed projects: (1)
TIER I route adoption and (2) a proposed construction project within the limits of the proposed route adoption.

1. The route adoption study extends from San Felipe Road within the City of Hollister (post mile 51.5) to
the San Benito/Santa Clara County line (post mile 60.1) and on to the end of State Route 25 at U.S. 101
south of the city of Gilroy (post miles 0.0 to 2.6 in Santa Clara County).

2. The proposed construction project limits extend 3.8 miles in San Benito County, from San Felipe Road
in Hollister to just west of Hudner Lane (post miles 51.5 to 55.3). The existing 2-lane conventional
highway would be replaced by a 4-lane expressway.

State Route 25, a two-lane conventional highway, runs northwest through the relatively flat terrain of the
Hollister Valley, terminating at U.S. 101 after crossing the Pajaro River and Carnadero Creek. Agriculture
dominates the surrounding landscape, and farmsteads and houses are scattered along the length of the study area.
Residences, retail businesses, and agriculture-related commercial operations are more concentrated at both ends
of the route adoption study area, on the outskirts of Gilroy and Hollister.

B. Limits, Purpose and Need of Project:
The Route Adoption study extends from San Felipe Road within the City of Hollister (post mile 51.5) to the San
Benito/Santa Clara County line (post mile 60.1) and on to the end of State Route 25 at U.S. 101 south of the City
of Gilroy (post miles 0.0/2.56 in Santa Clara County).

The proposed construction project limits extend 3.8 miles in San Benito County, from San Felipe Road to just
west of Hudner Lane (post miles 51.5/55.3).

Route 25, a two-lane conventional highway, runs northwest through the relatively flat terrain of the Hollister
Valley, terminating at Route 101 after crossing the Pajaro River and Carnadero Creek. Agriculture dominates the
surrounding landscape, and farmsteads and houses are scattered along the length of the study area. Residences,
retail businesses, and agriculture-related commercial operations are more concentrated at both ends of the route
adoption study area, on the outskirts of Gilroy and Hollister.

Purpose
The purposes of the proposed project is to:
e Select a route adoption corridor for State Route 25 between Hollister and Gilroy for planning purposes.

e Improve traffic flow, reduce delays, and enhance the movement of goods on State Route 25 between
San Felipe Road in Hollister and Hudner Lane in San Benito County.

e Increase capacity along State Route 25 between San Felipe Road in Hollister and Hudner Lane in San
Benito County.

ADA Notice For individuals with disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats. For information call
(916) 654-5413 Voice, CRS: 1-800-735-2929, or write Right of Way, 1120 N Street, MS-37,
Sacramento, CA 95814.
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Need
A route adoption alignment would be defined to ensure that the appropriate area is incorporated into city and
county general and specific plans for future growth and development.

Slow moving farm equipment, trucks, and local and commuter traffic share this two-lane roadway. An increasing
number of vehicles travel this stretch of State Route 25 and, during peak commute hours, the roadway is
congested. Traffic flow is delayed by vehicles turning onto and/or out of the many driveways and local roads,
affecting the flow of the faster moving vehicles. Many commuters whose destination is beyond the local area
take local roads (Bloomfield Road, Frazier Lade Road, and Shore Road) as shortcuts between State Route 25 and
State Route 156 and also State Route 152. Significant commercial truck traffic travels through the area on State
Route 25, and is subject to delays as well. A new route alignment should be adopted so that the appropriate area
for a future expressway can be incorporated into the San Benito and Santa Clara County general plans now,
before future development occurs along this stretch of highway.

Serving as a bedroom community for the Bay Area since about 1990, San Benito County, especially in the
project area, has been growing rapidly. According to the U.S. Census Bureau, between 1990 and 2000, San
Benito County’s population increased by 45.1 percent, with most of the county’s population growth in or near the
two incorporated cities of Hollister and San Juan Bautista. Between 2003 and 2004, however, population growth
in the county slowed down and increased by only 1.4 percent.

Economic growth in the neighboring county of Santa Clara has created pressure for residential growth in San
Benito County where housing is more affordable. As a result, San Benito County’s population growth rate has
outpaced the State’s and the proportion of employed persons commuting from San Benito County to Santa Clara
County each day has grown. According to the U.S. Census Bureau, almost half of the residents in San Benito
County, including its two incorporated cities, commute outside San Benito County for employment. The number
of registered vehicles and registered drivers has also grown accordingly. This growth trend has increased
demands on the regional transportation system.

C. Description of the three alternatives studied:
The five alternatives under evaluation are:

e Alternative 1: A Route Adoption Alignment (11.2 miles)

e  Alternative 2: A Route Adoption Alignment (11.2 miles)

e  Alternative A: A 3.8 mile constructed portion of Alternative 1 Route Adoption Alignment

e Alternative B: A 3.8 mile constructed portion of Alternative 2 Route Adoption Alignment

®  No Action: If this alternative is chosen no action would be taken and no further improvements would be

made to Route 25 within these limits other than those already programmed/funded or under construction.

Route Adoption Alignment Alternatives (1 and 2)
Both of the route adoption alternatives, Alternatives 1 and 2, are 11.2 miles long, and share the same
alignment from approximately /2 mile south of Shore Road (post mile 56.1) in San Benito County to U.S.
101 in Santa Clara County. Between post mile 56.1 in San Benito County and the southern end of the
proposed project at San Felipe Road, the two alignment alternatives separate: Alternative 1 proposes to align
the future four-lane expressway generally to the east (or north) of the existing two-lane north/south highway
while Alternative 2 would align mostly to the west (or south) of the existing two-lane highway. The
alignments would be wide enough to accommodate a future four-lane expressway with a 62-foot median
(342 feet) and frontage roads on one or both sides. The alignments would also be wide enough to
accommodate a future interchange near the existing intersection of State Route 25 and State Route 156 and a
future State Route 25/U.S. 101 interchange north of the existing interchange. Other improvements include
new bridges over Carnadero Creek and the Pajaro River, and overcrossings of the Union Pacific Railroad
Hollister branch line and the Union Pacific main line just east of U.S. 101.

ADA Notice For individuals with disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats. For information call
(916) 654-5413 Voice, CRS: 1-800-735-2929, or write Right of Way, 1120 N Street, MS-37,
Sacramento, CA 95814.
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Build Alternatives (A and B)
Both build alternatives, Alternative A and Alternative B would extend 3.8 miles in San Benito County, from
San Felipe Road (post mile 51.5) to just west of Hudner Lane (post mile 55.3). Unlike the route adoption
alternatives, the build alternatives propose a realigned and widened at-grade intersection at State Route 25
and State Route 156 instead of an interchange. Both construction alternatives would transition back to the
existing two-lane highway just west of Hudner Lane. For Alternative A, an undercrossing would be built at
the gravel quarry driveway to provide access to this parcel.

No Action Alternative
The No-Action Alternative would result in no action being taken, and no further improvements would be
made to State Route 25 within the route adoption limits other than the State Route 25 Safety and Operations
Enhancement Project. It is anticipated that work will begin early in 2009 and will be completed by early
2010. Work will begin just sough of Hudner Lane (post mile 55.1) and end just south of the Union Pacific
Railroad crossing (post mile 60.0) in San Benito County. Roadway widening will consist of two 10-foot
outside shoulders, two 120-foot travel lanes, two 5-foot inside shoulders and placement of a temporary
concrete median barrier. Rumble strips will be installed on all inside and outside shoulders. The Hudner
Lane and Shore Road intersections will be improved.

Corridor

There is a “core” corridor common to all alternatives. All alternatives are aligned with the existing State
Route 25.

Alternatives 1 and A are designed along and near the existing State Route 25 from the beginning to the
intersection of State Route 25 and State Route 156 Bypass at which point the alternatives will merge into a
similar alignment as Alternative 2.

Alternatives 2 and B are designed to the west of the existing State Route 25 from the beginning to the
intersection of State Route 25 and State Route 156 Bypass, at which point the alternatives will merge into a
similar alignment as Alternative 1.

D. Basis of Findings:
The sources used in the preparation of this report were both primary and secondary in nature, and include: The
“U.S. Census”, City of Hollister, San Benito County Housing Authority, California Department of Finance,
Hollister Free Lance, and Hollister Realtors-Multiple Listing Service provided current data and statistical
information for this report.

E. Description of the Displacement Area:

Alternative 1 and Alternative A
Parcels impacted by this alternative are diversified agricultural lands, housing, businesses, church and sheriffs
target range, recreational vehicle storage and a newly constructed large recreational vehicle sales business.
This segment will have mainly strip acquisitions off the frontage of agricultural parcels. There is a likelihood
of full acquisition and payment of Relocation Benefits to the occupants/businesses affected by this Segment
because several of these parcels are newly constructed.

Alternative 2 and Alternative B
Parcels impacted by this alternative are diversified agricultural lands, with minimal impact to developed
improvements. This alternative adopts a new right of way Alternative west of the existing SR-25 along with
frontage roads. This segment will also require strip acquisitions off the frontage of agricultural parcels. The
likelihood of full acquisition and payment of Relocation Benefits to the occupants/businesses is significantly
less with this alternative compared to Alternative 1. This alternative will not impact the church, or new
commercial improvements. The payment of severance damages will be required to the landowners and in
some cases Relocation Assistance Payments.
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F. Estimated displacement units by Alternative:

Residentiak Alt 1 AltA Al AltB
Owner Occupants of Single Family Residences: 14 12 5 3
Tenant Occupants of Single Family Residences: 2 0 4 4
Tenant Occupants of Multiple Unit Residences: 2 2 2 2
Owner Occupants of Mobile Homes: 3 0 3 0
Tenant Occupants of Mobile Homes: 0 0 0 0
TOTAL RESIDENTIAL UNITS: 21 14 14 9
TOTAL PERSONS: 70 53 46 30
Nonresidential: Alt1  AltA  Alt2  AltB
Commercial Businesses: 5 3 1 1
Industrial/Manufacturing Businesses: 2 2 1 1
Nonprofit Organizations: 1 1 0 0
Agricultural/Farms: 2 2 2 2
TOTAL NONRESIDENTIAL UNITS: 10 8 4 4
TOTAL UNITS: 31 22 18 13

Note:  Relocation of personal property only should be counted separately and noted whether the items will be
moved to the remainder or to a separate site.

G. Type of Residential Displacement Improvements:

Alt 1 Alt A Alt 2 AltB
Single Family Residence 14 12 9 7
Duplex/Triplex (Multi-Res) 2 2 2 2
Apartments (Multi-Res) 4 or more 2 0 0 0
Sleeping rooms/Shared Quarters 0 0 0 0
Mobile Homes 3 0 3 0
TOTAL UNITS: 21 14 14 9
H. Adequate relocation resources exist for:

Yes No
Residential OWINETS . ......ccovviiiiiuiieiiiiee et e e e evae e X ]
Residential tenantS..........eeeeiiiiviieiieeiiiiiiieiee e e e e e e eeivee e e e e e eeeinnes ] X
MODILE HOMIES .covvvviiiiiiiiieeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeeee e & ]
BuSIACESEE s vmsssscismnmmmms s ey ias T T TS SRS H i X ]
Nonprofit Organizations ...........coceereerierieenieneniienie s e e seenes ] X
AGLICUITUTE ...ttt X ]

On Alternative 1 and A, it will be difficult to replace the Abundant Life Church that will require full acquisition
of this new church building, youth facility and single family home. The impact to the San Benito County
Sheriff’s department’s parking at their gun range will have minimal impact, with new design that will miss their
parking area. Valley Trailer sales has constructed a new building and parking area for their trailers, after being
displaced by the intersection safety project at State route 156 Business Route and State Route 25 Hollister

Bypass.
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I

Adequate relocation resources exist for:

1.

The replacement neighborhood studied is the City of Hollister and surrounding rural areas of San Benito
County. It may be impossible to find replacement housing in the rural farm areas, which will require a
replacement housing search, within the City of Hollister and other areas of rural San Benito County.

The relocation areas are comparable in terms of amenities, public utilities, and accessibility to public
services, transportation and shopping. Yes [X] No []

The relocation resources are affordable to residential displacees given the use of replacement housing
payments.

There are public projects in the area that will displace other families or require additional housing, there is
adequate available housing that will provide “decent safe and sanitary” housing.

The State’s relocation program is adequate to successfully relocate all displacees.
There are not special/significant relocation problems associated with this project.

The Last Resort Housing Program payments will be utilized to relocate residential households being
displaced that will require “replacement housing payments”, in excess of the statutory limit.

Altl & Alt A Alt2 & Alt B
Percentage of owners 50% 50%
Percentage of renters 50% 50%

The construction of replacement housing under the Last Resort Housing Program will be possible on
agriculture properties that are improved with single family residences and farm husbandry buildings.

A field office would be beneficial for this project and route adoption, considering the commute distance
from San Luis Obispo to Hollister and the cost of commuting.

DISPLACEMENT AREA DETAILED ANALYSIS

Santa Clara, portion of the project will affect two or three businesses, plus the acquisition of access rights for
parcels off of State Route 101; these impacts will be discussed in detail within the State Route 101 and State
Route 25 Relocation Impact Document, prepared by District-04.

1. Residential Displacements

Alternative 1 and A

Parcels impacted by this alternative are in a diversified fringe area of Hollister developed with housing on
ranchettes and farm housing on agricultural lands. There are no impacts to subdivisions or multi-family
dwellings. The quality and size of these houses varies greatly. Most remaining housing will be served by
frontage roads or existing County roads.

Alternative 2 and B

Parcels impacted by this alternative are in a diversified fringe area of Hollister developed with housing on
ranchettes and farm housing on agricultural lands. There are no impacts to subdivisions or multi-family
dwellings. The quality and size of these houses varies greatly. Most remaining housing will be served by
frontage roads or existing County roads.

2. Business and Nonprofit

Some businesses impacted by these alternatives may require the payment of severance damages and in some
cases full acquisition of the structure because it will not be functional in the after condition. The ability of
the business to rebuild and establish new parking on the remainder would have to be considered on a case by
case basis during appraisal with appropriate severance damages or Relocation Assistance or in some
instances both provided to the owner and/or tenants. There is always the possibility that an owner, manager
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or others may reside on the premise of a business, if so Relocation Assistance will be offered. It is assumed
that the businesses impacted by this project are in compliance with allowable land uses as specified by the
City of Hollister and San Benito County.

Alternative 1 and A

Businesses impacted by this project are in compliance with allowable land uses as specified by the City of
Hollister and San Benito County. Several of the businesses impacted, are relatively new in age, two of these
businesses is a non-profit church and a newly constructed recreational vehicle business. There is a county
sheriff gun range that will maintain their parking. Some businesses are setback and will have minor impact
from this project. There is the likelihood of full acquisition and payment of Relocation Benefits to the
occupants/businesses affected by this Segment, because several of these parcels have been constructed
recently and are unique in their use. Relocation of the 80 plus recreation vehicles and boats will be a
challenge, but there it is likely that an adjacent parcel can be obtained and the business improve the land and
move these tenants.

Alternative 2 and B

This alternative has less impact to the business community than Alternative 1, notably the recreation vehicle
sales company, a newly constructed trailer company, mini storage company with 80 plus recreational
vehicles and boats along with a church and sheriffs target range. A gravel mine %4 mile south of the SR-25
and SR-156 interchange will not be impacted by this Alternative. Some businesses are setback and will have
minor impact from this project. There is the possibility of full acquisition and payment of Relocation
Benefits to the occupants/businesses affected by this Segment.

Santa Clara County Route Adoption

Some businesses impacted by this Route Adoption may require the payment of severance damages and in
some cases full acquisition of the structure because it will not be functional in the after condition, because of
parcel acquisition and access controls.

a. Number of businesses directly impacted by the project:

Alternative
Alt1 Alt A Alt 2 Alt B
Construction 0 0 0 0
Manufacturing 2 2 1 1
Retail 5 5 0 0
Government 0 0 0 0
Nonprofit 1 1 0 0
Service 0 0 1 1
TOTAL 8 8 2 2
b. Age of business:
Alternative
Alt 1 Alt A Alt 2 AltB
1 - 3 years 0 0 0 0
4 -7 years 0 0 0 0
8 - 15 years 3 3 1 1
Over 15 years 5 5 1 1

c¢. Estimated number of employees:
Note: Small business is defined as less than 500. Over 500 = No reestablishment payment.
Alternative
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Alt1 Alt A Alt 2 Alt B
1-20 5 5 1 1
21-100 3 3 1 1
101 - 500 0 0 0 0
Over 500 0 0 0 0

d. Minority Owned Businesses
There is a possibility that some of these businesses impacted by the project and route adoption that they

are minority owned.

e. Number of the different type of facilities:

Alternative
Alt1 Alt A Alt2 Alt B
Strip Commercial 0 0 0 0
Small Shop-Center 0 2 1 1
Regional Center 0 5 0 0
Single Structure 5 0 0 0
Mixed Residential 3 1 0 0
Industrial Park 0 0 1 1
Low Rent Area 0 0 0 0

One unique displacement of note for alternative 1 is the Flynn Road Mini Storage, which will require the
relocation of 80 recreation vehicles and boats, there appears to be minimal impact to the actual mini storage
business. To relocate these vehicles and boats will require an expanded relocation area, to surrounding
counties and cities. Relocation resources are available, but the time to relocate these boats and recreation

vehicles will be considerable. It does not appear that anyone lives in these vehicles. Alternative 2 will not
affect this parcel. There is a parcel for sale east of the Mini Storage that could be acquired and improved to
relocate the 80 recreational vehicles.

3. Agricultural Impact:
The agricultural land impacted by this project varies from class “A” fertile soil, rolling hill pastureland to
swamp and overflow creek/river frontage. Both alternatives propose to acquire strips of land off the frontage
of agricultural parcels abutting the project, and in some cases for new or realignment of local roads. Both
alternatives and route adoption allow for frontage roads to reduce the number of agricultural parcels that
would be landlocked. Both alternatives will have some excess parcels, but considering the length and scope
of this project’s alternatives and route adoption, the acquisition of excess parcels is minimal. On many of
these ranches/farms/ranchettes, the different alternatives will require of some or all of the improvements, with
a remainder parcel left, which is suitable to rebuild functional improvements.

a. Type of agriculture that will require full acquisitions versus partial acquisitions.

Alternative
Alt1 Alt A Alt 2 Alt B
Partial Partial Partial Partial
Acquisition Acquisition Acquisition Acquisition

Row Crops 28 25 28 18
Trees 3 1 6 1
Livestock 7 6 6 1
Other 0 0 0 0
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II. REPLACEMENT AREA

A. Residential

Describe in relationship to the local town/community and to the Displacement Area:

The housing stock of Hollister and San Benito County is typical for a small rural farm town with minimal

industry. The availability of housing varies with the time of year. Peak agricultural seasons of summer and fall
find few vacant houses or apartments for rent, because of the influx of seasonal labor. Houses for sale is static,
and would meet the requirements of relocation for this project.

There have been several new subdivisions and housing stock constructed in Hollister over the past five years.
There is a demand for affordable housing according to local realtors. The demand for used houses is constant.

The two main cities of San Benito County, Hollister and San Juan Bautista contain the majority of the housing

stock.

1. Housing stock:

a.
b.
c.
d.

Number of single family residences
Number of multiple family units
Number of mobile homes

Total housing units

17,723
2,109
858
20,690

“Table DP-4. San Benito County, CA Census Quick Facts, Census 2005

2. Gross Monthly Rent of San Benito County rental units:

Less than $200 132
$200-$299 157
$300-5499 371
$500-$749 1,472
$750-$999 1,332
$1,000-$1499 808
$1,500 or more 240
No Cash Rent 265
Median Monthly Rental Rate $765

3. Housing Occupancy:

Occupied housing units 15,885
Vacant housing units 614
Other vacant housing 134

Home owner vacancy rate
Renter occupied vacancy rate
“Table DP-1. Profile of Selected Housing Characteristics, Census 2000

4. Housing characteristics
Residential housing characteristics within the project displacement area are mixed. The proposed
project and its alternative closely follow the existing State Route 25, which is a mix of single-family
homes, ranchettes and farmstead housing. In some cases the farmsteads also provide housing for their

2.8%
3.3%
7.8%
30.8%
27.9%
16.9%
5.0%
5.5%

95.5%
3.7%
8%

1.0%
2.7%
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field workers on a seasonal basis. The impacted houses are not within traditional neighborhoods, but
situated in a rural area of San Benito County.

Houses impacted by the alternatives are modest in size, in good to fair condition, they are older houses
constructed from 2 to 50 years ago. Over the past 10 years, some have been remodeled; the majority of
the houses are functional. Some of the houses are newer and well kept while others suffer from deferred
maintenance. The predominant housing types for this area are single-family residences.

All of the houses impacted by this project have access to shopping and schools.

Average prices of typical single-family homes that are DS&S, in San Benito County:

Less than $50,000 27 0.3%
$50,000-$99,999 87 0.9%
$100,000-$149,999 283 3.0%
$150,000-$199,999 963 10.3%
$200,000-$299,999 3,983 42.4%
$300,000-$499,999 3,167 33.7%
$500,000-$999,999 840 9.0%
$1,000,000 or more 35 0.4%
Median House Price $284,000

“Table DP-4. Profile of Selected Housing Characteristics, Census 2006”

B. Residential Replacements Available on the Market

Current stock of relocation housing available for displaces, information provided by the San Benito
County Association of Realtors and the Hollister Free Lance newspaper.

Manufactured and Mobile Homes 27
Townhouses and Condos 24
Single Family Residences 335
Total Residential Replacement Stock 386 units

C. Business and Nonprofit Replacement:

1. Number of business sites that will be available for rent, purchase, or development:
Alternative
Alt1 & Alt A Alt2 & AltB
Construction 5 5
Manufacturing 36 36
Retail 9 9
Government 0 0
Nonprofit 0 0
Service 17 17
TOTAL 67 67
This does not include lots that could be developed for industrial and business use that could be
developed on lots within the Airport Industrial Development Complex that is within one mile east of the
project area.
Provided by the San Benito County Association of Realtors and the Hollister Free Lance newspaper.
2. Discuss difficulties the businesses may encounter in finding replacement property because of:
a. Replacement site requirements:
Since September 2003, The County has had a moratorium on new construction, because of water
quality issues and the construction of a new water treatment plant that should be on line running in
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the Fall 2008. This construction moratorium was to hold the construction of new businesses and
housing at a rate of one percent per year. The County and the San Benito Association of
Governments are committed to help any businesses or residential parcels that would like to rebuild
on the remainder, because they had provided their existing improvements for a public project.

b. Lease rates or purchase price:

At the time of appraisal the compensation should be adequate for the displacee to replace their
existing facility with a functional similar facility.

c. Financial capacity of the businesses to accomplish the move:

Businesses affected by this project appear to have the financial ability to replace themselves
with relocation and acquisition monies that will be paid the displacement business.

d. Special services that may be needed to assist businesses relocate (e.g., rezoning, reduced CUP
costs, advanced payments, construction of replacement site, professional services to plan the move
or obtain replacement site, business loans, special consideration by the local agency)

At the “public meeting” for this project held in Hollister, Public Officials expressed a desire to
work with all persons businesses and services that may require relocation for the construction of
this project. This was reaffirmed with a recent visit with the San Benito Association of
Governments who shared they will do everything to facilitate relocation of businesses in the project
area.

3. Discuss issues the employees may have if the business relocates as planned:
There does not appear to be any issues that would impact employees and their ability to work at any of
the impacted businesses.

4. Discuss issues the employees may have if the business cannot relocate as planned:
There appear to be adequate resources that would not prevent the businesses from relocating within their
existing community.

D. Residential Replacement:
1. Section 8 rental limits: The latest and most current information that is available from the San Benito
County Housing Authority is listed below.

County of San Benito, California

Fair Market Rents
Effective October 1, 2006

This table shows the Fair Market Rents established by the Department of Housing and Urban Development.
The Fair Market Rent is the 40th percentile of existing rents in the area. These figures are not the maximum
rent the Housing Authority will pay to owners. That figure is determined using the Housing Authority's own
studies of the local rental market.

Number of Bedrooms FMRs
Mobile Home Space $373
SRO $464
0 $619
1 $838
2 $932

3 $1,321

4 $1,635

5 $1,880

6 $2,126

7 $2,371

8 $2,616
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San Benito County Income Limits for Federal Programs
Effective March 8, 2006
Area Median: $74,100
Number of Persons in Family 30% of Median 50% of Median 80% of Median

1 $15,600 $25,950 $41,500
2 $17,800 $29,650 $47,450
3 $20,050 $33,350 $53,350
4 $22,250 $37,050 $59,300
5 $24,050 $40,000 $64,050
6 $25,800 $43,000 $68,800
7 $27,600 $45,950 $73,550
8 $29,350 $48,900 $78,300

Schedule of Payments Standards
Effective October 1, 2006

The figures in these tables are established by the Housing Authority and reflect 90 to 110 percent of the Fair
Market Rent. They are used to calculate how much assistance the Housing Authority will provide to families
in the Housing Choice Voucher Program. These figures are not the maximum rent the Housing Authority
will pay to owners. That figure is determined using the Housing Authority's own studies of the local rental

market.
Number of Bedrooms  Santa Cruz County  Hollister & San Juan Bautista
SRO* $612 $485
0** $850 3646
1 $1042 $875
2 $1,359 $973
3 $1,956 $1,379
4 $2,114 $1,707
5 $2,431 $1,963
6 $2,748 $2,219
7 $3,065 $2,475
8 $3,382 $2,731
Mobile Home Space $519 $389
* Single Room Occupancy
** Studio
2. Replacement neighborhood is not homogeneous to displacement area.

This project is proposed in a semi-rural agricultural area and at the time of relocation there could
possibly be no relocation resources available. To be realistic, these displaces will most likely have to
relocate to the more urban area of Hollister or San Juan Bautista where the majority of the housing stock
is centered, provided they do not choose to re-build on their remainder parcel.

3. Displacement neighborhood: Is a mix of rural ranchettes, businesses and farms. The age and condition
of improvements varies from parcel to parcel. Some parcels are developed with new good quality
improvements, while others have improvements that suffer from functional obselence.

4. Condition of units being displaced: Fair[_] Average& Good[ ]

5. Compared to condition of units in replacement area.  Fair[ ] Average[X] Good[ ]
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6. Number of mobile home parks directly impacted by the project is none.

D. Total Residential Replacement Stock

PROJECT REPLACEMENT

DISPLACEMENTS AREA AREA
Total Housing Units 13 Same 16,499
% Owner Occupied 55% Same 68.2%
% Renter Occupied 45% Same 31.8%
Total Housing Units Vacant 5% Same 748
Vacancy Rate 1% Same 2.7%
Housing Units For Sale 491 Same 491
Housing Units For Rent 73 Same 73
Persons per Household 3.82 Same 3.82
Median Housing Value $284,000 Same $284,000

III. RELOCATION RESOURCES

A. Adequate resources (availability, funds, staffing, time) exist for all displacees except (list):

Owner occupied SFR N/A Tenant occupied multi-res N/A
Owner occupied duplex N/A Tenant occupied sleeping rooms N/A
Owner occupied multi-res N/A Mobile homes N/A
Tenant occupied SFR N/A Nonresidential N/A
Tenant occupied duplex N/A Nonprofit N/A

Explain how relocation will occur for those listed: Over a 24 month period appraisal, acquisition, payment of
severance damages and relocation assistance payments will be made to displacees for a professional relocation of
all parties that may require to move from impacted parcels.

B. The replacement area chosen and used as a basis for relocation resources is:
The relocation area studied for this report comprise the San Benito County cities of Hollister and San Juan
Bautista, all have similar amenities as those present in the displacement area. In some cases housing on farms
and ranchettes may be re-constructed on the remainder parcel.

C. Market availability is expected to remain adequate through the time of displacement. The current real estate
market in the project area is providing an adequate supply and a stable if not decreasing cost for replacement
parcels.

IV. RELOCATION PROBLEMS AND PROGRAMS

A. Relocation Problems discussed in detail, especially for the following categories. Just because no one fits one of
the categories below, does NOT mean you DON’T have a problem.

Elderly* Yes [X] No [] Minorities Yes No []
Low Income (30%) Yes X No [] Overcrowded Residence Yes [X] No []
Low Income (Poverty) Yes X  No [] Handicapped* Yes X  No []
Last Resort Housing Const ~ Yes [X No [] Minority Business Yes [X] No []
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Marginal Business* Yes No [] Other Yes X  No [
Lack of Availability Yes No []

* All indicate special advisory assistance will be needed.
Without the opportunity to meet and interview the displacees of this project, it has to be assumed that all of the

above are a possibility, that they will be impacted by one or both alternatives and route adoptions.

1.  Residential and Mobile Home Displacees:

a. The Department will provide uniform and equitable treatment of persons displaced from their homes.

b. Comparable replacement housing will be offered the displacee.

c. Replacement housing will be Decent Safe and Sanitary.

d. Residents not lawfully present in the United States are not eligible to receive relocation payments and
assistance.

e. Ifadisplacee qualifies as a displaced person, they are entitled to reimbursement of their moving costs
and certain related expenses incurred in moving.

f.  Replacement Housing Payments depend on whether the displacee is an owner or tenant and their length
of occupancy.

g. Insome cases the displacee may elect to forego the Rent Differential payment and elect that they receive
a Down Payment Option instead.

h. In some locations where the available housing is insufficient to provide necessary housing, Caltrans will
utilize Last Resort Housing. Last Resort Housing allows Caltrans to construct, rehabilitate or modify
housing in order to meet the needs of the displacee.

i.  All displacees will be offered relocation advisory assistance for the purpose of locating a replacement
property.

j.  All eligible displacee have a freedom of choice in the selection of their replacement housing.

2. Business, Farm or Nonprofit Organization:
a. The Department will work toward to ensure that persons displaced are treated fairly, consistently and
equitably so that such persons will not suffer disproportionate injuries as a result of projects designed

for the benefit of the public as a whole.

b. The Relocation Advisory Assistance Program, which is to aid in the locating of a suitable replacement
property.

c. Relocation Payments for the displacee for certain costs involved in the move to the new property, can
be either “actual reasonable moving costs”, “self-move agreement” or In-Lieu payment.

Loss of Goodwill is considered an acquisition cost.

e. Displaced businesses, farms and nonprofit organizations are entitled to reimbursement for actual
reasonable expenses incurred in searching for a replacement property.

f.  Displaced businesses, farms and nonprofit organizations may be eligible for a payment for the actual
direct loss of tangible personal property, which is incurred as a result of the move or discontinuance of
the operation.

g. Displaced businesses, farms and nonprofit organizations may be eligible for a payment, not to exceed
$10,000, for expenses actually incurred in relocating and reestablishing the enterprise at the replacement
site.

h. All displacees will be offered relocation advisory assistance for the purpose of locating a replacement
property.

i.  Your relocation benefits will not have an adverse effect on your Social Security Eligibility, Welfare
Eligibity or Income Taxes.

B. Housing Impact:
This project will not significantly impact the local housing stock for the community except as outlined below.
There may be a significant effect on the local community housing stock caused by Alternative(s):
Alternative 1 & A _ N/A Alternative 2 & B __ N/A

C. Conclusion:
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It appears that the Relocation Assistance Program and the payment of severance damages will be adequate to
provide for the needs of anyone affected by the proposed Route Adoption and either Alternative.

FINAL CONCLUSION: Number of impacts by Alternative and time/funding/staff needed to adequately relocate all.
Alternative 1 and Alternative A

Parcels impacted by these alternatives are diversified agricultural lands, housing, businesses, church, and a
large recreational vehicle sales business. This segment will have mainly strip acquisitions off the frontage of
the agricultural parcels. This alternative may require the payment of moving expenses for 80 recreation
vehicles and boats out of the proposed right of way. There is a likelihood of full acquisition and payment of
Relocation Benefits to the businesses affected by this Segment. A major impact would have been to a gravel
mine % mile south of SR-25 and SR-156 interchange, which has been mitigated by the proposal of an under-
crossing to their entrance. It will be likely that the payment of damages and in some cases Relocation
Assistance Payments will be offered.

Four of the most complicated relocation challenges of this alternative are the Flynn Mini Storage along with
80 recreation vehicles, which would present a challenge to identify adequate facilities to relocate these
vehicles.

The church appears to be newly constructed, though relocation resources are adequate, the chance of
satisfying all church members with their new property would be a challenge.

South Valley Trailer sales would be a challenge since they have recently constructed this new facility for
their sales. The challenge of this relocation would be to identify a property that would offer a functionally
similar location.

Alternative 2 and Alternative B

Parcels impacted by this alternative are diversified agricultural lands, with minimal impact to developed
improvements. This alternative adopts a new right of way Alternative west of the existing SR-25 along with
frontage roads. This segment will also require strip acquisitions off the frontage of these agricultural parcels.
The likelihood of full acquisition and payment of Relocation Benefits to the occupants/businesses is
significantly less with this alternative compared to Alternative 1. This alternative will not impact the church,
or new commercial improvements. The payment of severance damages will be required to the landowners
and in some cases Relocation Assistance Payments.

The addition of additional frontage roads decreased the impact of this alternative on businesses and
residents.

The main disadvantage of this alternative is that it will increase the impact to prime agricultural lands and
increase payments of severance damages because of partial acquisition of the larger parcel. There will be
potentially more excess parcels in conjunction with this alternative but payment of damages and cost to cure
payments should make the landowners whole.

ADA Notice For individuals with disabilities, this document is available in alternate formats. For information call
(916) 654-5413 Voice, CRS: 1-800-735-2929, or write Right of Way, 1120 N Street, MS-37,
Sacramento, CA 95814.
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File: SBT-25 (PM 51.5/60.1),
SCL-25 (PM 0.0/2.6), SBT-
156 (PM R10.5/R12.2)
EA 05-485400

From: JUERGEN VESPERMANN

Senior Environmental Planner | |,

Central Region Hazardous Waste and Paleontology Branch

Subject: Revised Initial Site Assessment (ISA) for the Hollister to Gilroy SR-25 Widening and
Route Adoption Project

A revised evaluation for hazardous waste was conducted for the project located on State Route
(SR)-25 in Santa Clara and San Benito counties and on SR-156 in San Benito County and
supersedes previous reports. The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), in
cooperation with San Benito Council of Governments and Santa Clara Valley Transportation
Authority, is proposing the eventual replacement of 11.2 miles of the existing two-lane highway
with a four-lane expressway. A future interchange at SR-25/156 would require widening SR-156
between PM R10.5/R12.2. This report, as well as the Draft Environmental Impact Report/TIER I
Environmental Impact Statement includes two proposed projects: 1) a route adoption (Alternatives
1 and 2) and 2) a proposed construction project within the limits of the proposed route adoption
project (Alternatives A and B). There were five alternatives under consideration: a No-Build,
Alternatives 1 and 2, and Alternatives A and B.

e The route adoption study extends from San Felipe Road in Hollister (PM 51.5) to the San
Benito/Santa Clara County line (PM 60.1) and on to the end of SR-25 at U.S. 101 south of
Gilroy (PM 0.0 to 2.6 in Santa Clara County).

e The proposed construction project extends 3.8 miles in San Benito County from San Felipe
Road in Hollister to just west of Hudner Lane (PM 51.5 to 55.3).

Project Description Changes
Alternative 2 (ALT 2) was selected as the preferred route adoption alternative and Alternative B

(ALT B) was selected as the preferred build alternative. The changes for both alternatives include:
¢ Reducing the median width from 62 feet to 46 feet,
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Reducing the minimum right-of-way width from 342 ft to 240 ft,
Moving the new alignment closer to the existing highway, and
Replacing some frontage roads with private access easements.

In addition, the route adoption Alternative 2 would include:

Moving the proposed future interchange at SR-156/25 to the east,

Shortening a west side frontage road to end in a cul-de-sac south of Hudner Lane, and
Moving the above frontage road closer to the expressway alignment in the vicinity of
Hudner Lane.

Modifications made specifically to the build Alternative B include:

Removing the Briggs Road extension that would intersect with the expressway,
Reducing the project limit by 0.3 mile to end south of Hudner Lane, and
Replacing the proposed west side frontage roads with private road easements.

Hazardous Waste

Investigation for this ISA included examination of previous ISAs, aerial photographs, USGS
Topographical Quadrangle Maps, review of the Regional Water Quality Control Board’s Leaking
Underground Storage Tank Information System (GEOTRACKER) list, review of EPA ECHO
database, and the EnviroStor database systems, City of Hollister Fire Department records, County
of San Benito and County of Santa Clara Environmental Health Department records and thorough
site visits conducted during August and September 2006, February, September, and October 2007.

Categories of Concern

L.

th I b

Hazardous waste sites with active underground storage tanks (USTs), aboveground storage
tanks (ASTs), or high hazardous waste potential,

Hazardous waste sites with “no further action” letters,

Hazardous waste sites with low to moderate potential to affect the project,
Aerially-Deposited Lead (ADL), and

Asbestos-Containing Materials (ACMs), Lead-Based Paint (LBP) and Treated Wood Waste
(TWW).

Category 1: Site #9, County of San Benito Sheriff’s Department Shooting Range, is not within
project boundaries. The proposed alternatives were designed to avoid this property.

No other sites due to the selected alternatives.

Category 2: No sites due to the selected alternatives.

Category 3:

Site #7, Hollister Truck Parts at 4364 Highway 235, is a truck repair shop with an AST on-site.
ACMs and minor soil contamination may be encountered. This facility has a moderate potential for
impacting ALT 2. No impact to ALT B; it is currently outside project limits.

Site #12, Hollister Equipment, Chapman Woodworks, and DeBrito Chocolate Factory at 160 Briggs
Road and Ferguson Plumbing HVAC at 132 Briggs Rd, have a low to moderate potential for
impacting both ALT 2 and ALT B. It is unlikely that the project would be impacted. Acquisition

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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for either alternative would be from the farming portion of the parcel, thus avoiding the location of
the former USTs.

Site #60, Single family residence and repair shop at 4020 Bolsa Rd/Hwy 25, ACMs, LBP and/or
minor soil contamination may be encountered. This parcel has a moderate potential for impacting
ALT 2. No impact to ALT B; it is currently outside project limits.

Site #93, El Camino Packing Inc at 1404 Bolsa Rd, is a cold storage facility and may handle
hazardous materials/waste. This facility has a moderate potential for impacting ALT 2. No impact
to ALT B.

Site #95, A&D Christopher Ranch at 415 Bloomfield Ave, is a food processing plant complex and
may handle hazardous materials/waste, including USTs and/or ASTs. This facility has a low to
moderate potential for impacting ALT 2. It is unlikely that the project would be impacted.
Acquisition would be from the orchard portion of the parcel, thus avoiding the location of
processing plant. No impact to ALT B.

No other sites due to the selected alternatives.

Category 4:

Aerially-deposited lead (ADL) studies were conducted within the median of SR 101 between PM
0.37 and PM 4.2 in accordance with Task Order No. 04-275601-VX. The Soil Investigation Report
is dated June 13, 2002 and concludes that there is no significant ADL contamination of soil within
the study area that will require special handling. All excess soils can be reused or disposed of
without restriction. An ADL study had also been conducted for portions of SR-25 in December
2001. The results indicated that lead levels in the soil were well below regulatory criteria and may
be reused on-site or relinquished to the contractor without restriction.

Due to soil disturbing activities, SSP 15-027 would be included in the contractor’s bid package to
address the need for a Lead Compliance Plan for worker and public safety. The estimated cost for a
LCP is $2500.

Category S:

Asbestos-containing materials were not found in either Pajaro River Bridge (#43-0001) or
Carnadaro Creek Bridge (#37-0008L) constructed in 1950 and 1949, respectively. However, ACMs
and/or LBP may have been used in the construction of older homes/buildings in ALT 2. No impact
to ALT B.

SSP 14-010 would be included in the contractor’s bid package for the management of treated wood
waste of removed/upgraded guardrail posts.

Both yellow and white striping, pavement markings, and paint have been known to contain high
levels of lead. The appropriate SSP will be provided depending on whether white and/or yellow
will be removed and the method in which they are removed (separate from or with asphalt

grindings).

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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Additional Studies

Additional studies are not anticipated for Alternative B. Sites within Alternative 2 will require
further invasive studies (Preliminary Site Investigations) which would be conducted in the future
when TIER II environmental documents are prepared for projects occurring within the limits of
route adoption Alternative 2.

Previously provided Attachment A is attached for reference. It includes individual assessor’s parcel
numbers (APNs) and detailed comments. If more information is needed, please contact Lea Spann
at (559) 445-6466.

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”



Attachment A. By parcel description of findings, San Benito County.

1) Situs: 160 BRIGGS RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9001 R002

APN:  019-090-014-0 Rec Date:  00/1987 Total Value: $24,902
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use: RESIDENTIAL LOT Document #: 7375 Land Value: $24,902
Card #: Zoning; Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: HAYHURST FARMING & HARVESTINGINC Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 5620 SOUTHSIDE RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9123 R001

ALT-B

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as a Residential Lot. The parcel is located on the west side of SR-25. The situs
address is 160 Briggs Road, includes an SFR, and is owned by Hayhust Farming and Harvesting, Inc. Records
research did not reveal anything in the GEOTRACKER database. The VISTA report indicates that the site is
doing business as Tony Lomanto Trucking and has six (6) active/inservice underground storage tanks (UST’s)
on-site; however, aerial photographs clearly show that this parcel only accommodates an SFR and not the former
Tony Lomanto Trucking operation (see APN 019-090-013). The take portion of this property would include the
SFR, to accommodate a frontage road cul-de-sac for ALT-A. The facility has a moderate potential of impacting
the proposed widening project for ALT-A.

2) Situs: 800 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9361 R007

APN:  053-380-010-0 Rec Date: 08/05/1991 Total Value: $308,000
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $587,000 Imprv Value: $43,000
Use: COMMERCIAL (NEC) Document #: 6351 Land Value: $265,000
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: 831/637-6574 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: ROBERTS JANET P Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 1401 THOMAS RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9120 RO01

ALT-A

COMMENTS: In the original scoping for this project; County records list parcel use as Commercial (Nec). The parcel is located
on the west side of SR-25. Records research did not reveal anything on VISTA, but GEOTRACKER indicates
there are two, possibly four UST’s on-site, and the site was formerly doing business as Spencer Rentals. San
Benito County Environmental Health did not have any files regarding business activities or UST’s, according to
Ray Stevenson, Environmental Health Specialist. Field inspection in August 2001 revealed that the occupant was
doing business as Our Earth Environmental Inc, The parcel had a chain link fence, overhead utilities, a tanker
truck and 55 gallon barrels. A followup inspection conducted on February 22, 2002 revealed that Our Earth
Environmental Inc. vacated the site and Abundant Four Square Church currently occupies the site with an office
and storage building. The church also operates the adjacent parcel identified as APN: 053-380-011-0 at 790
Bolsa Road. The existing warchouse at 790 Bolsa Road is being remodeled as the church sancturary and is
nearing completion. Pastor Bob Rueffner indicated that an environmental firm was hired to evaluate the potential
for site contamination at this site (800 Bolsa Road) due to the previously operated businesses. A report was
prepared by Enviro Consulting (Enviro) and concluded that soil staining ocurred in an area approximately 3 feet
by 3 feet adjacent to the storage building, Contamination exists from oil and grease (O&G) and total petroleum
hydrocarbons as diesel (TPHd). Although the Enviro report indicates regulatory record reviews did not reveal
hazardous materials releases, it is clear contamination exists from some form of above ground storage tanks or
drums, UST’s may have existed on-site, however the location(s) are unknown. The facility has a high potential
of impacting the proposed widening project, and additional studies would be needed to define the lateral and
vertical extent of contamination cited in the Enviro report and to confirm the presence or absence of UST’s, This
triangular shaped parcel will likely be a full take for ALT-A. As of 2008 the property has received letters from
the lead regulatory agency, San Benito County Environmental Health Department that the above address has met
the remediation goals outlined in the cleanup plan and requires no further action for cleanup.



3) Situs: 2735 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-090-056-0 Rec Date: 04/28/2000 Total Value: $1,104,311.00
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $933,000 Imprv Value:

Use: INDUSTRIAL, MINE/QUARRY (NEC) Document #: Land Value:
Card #: Zoning: st TD Amt: $885,966 Lot Width: Depth:

New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:

Phone: Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners: REDTREE PROPERTIES, A DEL LTD PARTNERSHIP Yr Built/Eff:

Mail: P. O. Box 1041, Santa Cruz Ca, 95023
ALT-1/SBT-156

COMMENTS: The property is currently being operated as a mining facility supplying aggragate sand and gravels. There is no
significant potential for encountering hazardous waste,

4) Situs: 720 BRIGGS RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9047 R002

APN:  019-090-031-0 Rec Date: 06/27/1997 Total Value: $317,949
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $283,000 Imprv Value: $188,091
Use: RESIDENTIAL (NEC) Document #: 6260 Land Value: $129,858
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: $110,000 Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: HERSEY RICHARD W Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 720 BRIGGS RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9047 R002

ALT-A

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Residential (Nec). It does not appear that the property is zoned for the current
use. The Hershey residence is about 4 years old, which includes a commercial part-time auto body repair and
paint shop. The parcel is located on the east side of SR-25. Records research did not reveal anything on
GEOTRACKER or VISTA. According to the owner, Mr. Richard Hershey, no liquid waste is generated;
however, that statement does not reconcile to the type of hazardous chemicals used for painting, which includes

volatile and semi-volatile materials. The facility has a high potential of impacting the proposed widening
project.

5) Situs: 660 BRIGGS RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9047 R002

APN:  019-090-032-0 Rec Date: Total Value: $1,144,440.00
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use: RESIDENTIAL (NEC) Document #: 6260 Land Value:
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: AVILA, VINCENT Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 660 BRIGGS RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9047 R0O02

ALT-A

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Residential (Nec). It does not appear that the property is zoned for the current
use. The Hershey residence is about 4 years old, which includes a commercial part-time auto body repair and
paint shop. The parcel is located on the east side of SR-25. Records research did not reveal anything on
GEOTRACKER or VISTA. According to owner, Mr. Richard Hershey, no liquid waste is generated; however,
that statement does not reconcile to the type of hazardous chemicals used for painting, which includes volatile
and semi-volatile materials. The facility has a high potential of impacting the proposed widening project.

6) Situs: BRIGGS RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9316 R007

APN:  019-090-038-0 Rec Date: 00/1993 Total Value: $131,404
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $50,128
Use: ORCHARD Document #: 479 Land Value: $81,276
Phone: 831/637-3702 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: JACOBSON FAMILY LIVING TRUST Yr Built/Eff:

Mail: 1083 YORKTOWN DR, SUNNYVALE CA. 94087
ALT-A CUL DE SAC
COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as agricultural farm land. No significant potential for hazardous waste.



7 Situs: HUDNER LN, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-020-003-0 Rec Date: 00/1992 Total Value: $624,305
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $198,965
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 12344 Land Value: $425,340
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:

New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:

Phone: 831/637-3701 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area;

Owners: RAJKOVICH MARTIN Yr Built/EfT:

Mail: PO BOX 189; HOLLISTER CA 95024-0189 B002
ALT-A, ALT-B, ALT-2

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Truck Crops. The parcel is located on the west side of SR-25, Records
research did not reveal anything in the GEOTRACKER database or VISTA report. In addition to farming, a
truck repair shop is doing business on-site as Hollister Truck Parts. According to Richard Terry, employee, the
shop address is 4364 Hwy 25. An above ground tank (AGT) is located in a locked shed and is used to store
waste oil. An active Ag well is immediately adjacent to the shed. Soil has minor stains from diesel and gasoline
spills at AGT’s, which appear to be associated with the farming business, There is also an inactive Ag well that
would need to be properly abandoned. The facility has a moderate potential of impacting the proposed
widening project.

8) Situs: WRIGHT RD, CA

APN:  019-130-025-0 Rec Date: Total Value: $121,901
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use:  TRUCK CROPS Document #: 1968 Land Value:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: HUDNER, PAUL J TRUST ) Yr Built/Eff:
Mail:  P.0. BOX 1066, HOLLISTER CA. 95024

ALT-B

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as agricultural farm land. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

9) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA

APN:  019-020-014-0

County: SAN BENITO, CA

ALT-A and ALT-B for construction of access to this parcel.

COMMENTS: County records do not include this parcel. The parcel is located on the west side of SR-25. Records research
did not reveal anything in the GEOTRACKER database or VISTA report. A windshield survey revealed that the
property is used as a shooting range for the County Sheriffs department and apparently is owned by the County
of San Benito. High levels of lead are anticipated. The site includes an Ag well, and is otherwise in fallow.
The facility has a high potential of impacting the proposed widening project.

10) Situs: OLD SALINAS HIGHWAY, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  053-350-005-0 Rec Date: Total Value: $518,332
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:

Use: AGRICULTRUAL FARMS Document #: Land Value
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners: VIDOVICH, JOHN ETAL Yr Built/Eff;

Mail: 11950 CIENEGA RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023
ALT-A Realign county road.
COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as agricultural farm land. No significant potential for hazardous waste.



1) Situs: BOLSA , HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  053-380-003-0 Rec Date: 00/1982 Total Value: $209,487
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $72,234

Use: GARAGE Document #: 481-392 Land Value: $137,253
Phone: 831/637-6574 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners: ROBERTS JANET P Yt Built/Eff:

Mail: 1401 THOMAS RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9120 R00!
ALT-A, ALT-B Partially Constructed Interchange.

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Garage. The situs address is 530 San Felipe Road, is located east of SR-25 and
is currently doing business as South Valley Trailers. According to the owner of the business, the site was
operated as a gas and setvice station over 20 years ago and the underground fuel tanks were removed.
GEOTRACKER records list the site as a leaking underground fuel tank (LUFT) site and was operated as M &
M Exxon. Soil only was contaminated and was remediated by excavation and aeration. VISTA records indicate
the site is closed as an underground storage tank (UST) site. The City of Hollister Fire Department files
indicated that four tanks were removed, including two 5,000 gallon gasoline tanks, one 3,000
gallon gasoline tank and one 550 gallon waste oil tank. The tank(s) were reported as leaking in 1988, soil
samples were taken, soil was excavated and a permit to aerate was obtained from the Monterey Bay Air
Pollution District the same year. An on-site domestic well serves the property and is located adjacent to
Highway 156, along with power poles. The facility has a moderate potential of impacting the proposed widening
project. The San Benito County appears to be in condemnation litigation for this and the adjacent parcel.

12) Situs: 132 BRIGGS RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9001 R002

APN:  019-090-013-0 Rec Date: 00/1987 Total Value: $926,313
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $286,595
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 7375 Land Value: $639,718
Owners: HAYHURST FARMING INC A CALIF CORP Yr Built/Eff:

Mail: 5620 SOUTHSIDE RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9123 R001
ALT-A for access CUL DE SAC, ALT-B Bisects the parcel.

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Truck Crops and is located on the west side of SR-25, at the northwest corner
of Wright and Briggs Roads, and is immediately adjacent to APN 013-090-014. The parcel is twenty acres in
size and has an SFR, mobile home at 540 Wright Road, and four (4) businesses identified as 132 Briggs Road
and 160 Briggs Road, A, B and C. Records research did not reveal anything in the GEOTRACKER database
and according to Ray Stevenson of San Benito County Environmental Health Department, no files exist for the
property. The VISTA report indicates that the site is reportedly doing business as (DBA) Tony Lomanto
Trucking and has six (6) active/inservice underground storage tanks (UST’s) on-site. One 300 and one 500
gallon UST contains oil (not specified); one 500 gallon UST contains unknown material, one 2000 gallon UST
contains unleaded gas, and two 10,000 gallon UST’s contain diesel. On-site inspection revealed that the
trucking company is no longer in business and there are no active or inactive tanks on-site.

The businesses at 160 Briggs A, B and C are identified as: Hollister Equipment, Chapman Woodworks, and
DeBrito Chocolate Factory. At least two rusted and out-of-service UST’s are stored on-site. A follow-up
inspection was conducted on February 22, 2002, According to Mr. Arnold DeBrito, owner of Hollister
Equipment, he believes the UST’s mentioned in the VISTA report were removed prior to 1986, and pointed out
the approximate location of the former UST locations within the same parcel but adjacent to the newer business
DBA Ferguson Plumbing HVAC. In addition, an old concrete wash rack pad exists adjacent to Mr. DeBritos
shop. Mr. DeBrito indicated that his shop was once DBA Lomanto Trucking and that is why the wash rack
exists. It is no longer used but apparently empties into a septic tank. The wash rack appears to be outside of
the APE. How the liquid waste was discharged from the tank is unknown but solvent and heavy metals may be
of concern if the project boundaries change or it is determined that the wash rack is within the APE. No
obvious staining of the ground surface was noted. Mr. DeBrito operates a 50-gallon waste 0il AGT. Old
rusting agricultural machinery is stored on-site by the landlords located outside of the APE.

Ferguson Plumbing HVAC business sells PVC, iron and copper pipe and does not have any UST’s or AGT’s
on-site. During a field investigation on October 24, 2002, Mr. Rick Gambetta, local property owner and an
employee of Ferguson Plumbing HVAC indicated that a 500-gallon UST was removed from the area Mr.
DeBrito had previously pointed out at the Ferguson Plumbing HVAC site about five (5) years ago. Upon



further investigation, it appeared that a large area was subsiding as the possible result of tank removal(s). No
vent pipes or fuel dispensers were noted, the area in question is outside the APE and downdgrade from the

proposed project.

Adjacent and east of Ferguson Plumbing HVAC is an older SFR, situs address of 132 Briggs Road and may
contain lead based paint and asbestos. The parcel facilities have a low potential of impacting the proposed
widening project for ALT-B, Moderate potential for hazardous waste impacts to ALT-A.

13) Situs: 4153 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9309 R007

APN:  014-040-002-0 Rec Date;  00/1993 Total Value: $491,526
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $177,157
Use: ORCHARD Document #: 483 Land Value: $285,723
Owners: RAJKOVICH MARTIN-GEORGE-LUCILL Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: PO BOX 189; HOLLISTER CA 95024-0189 B002

ALT-B

COMMENTS: County records list parcei use as Orchard and is located east of SR-25. Records research of the
GEOTRACKER list did not reveal underground storage tanks (UST’s) or leaking underground fuel tanks
(LUFT’s). According to the VISTA list, there are five UST’s onsite. Two 550 gallon UST’s contain unleaded
gasoline; one 550 gallon and one 2000 gallon UST contains diesel, and one 2000 gallon UST contains leaded
gas. No above ground tanks are reported. No files exist regarding either above ground tanks (AGT’s) or UST’s
at the San Benito County Environmental Health office. A field investigation was conducted on February 22,
2002. Mr. Martin Rajkovich, owner, was met on-site and he indicated that there are no longer any UST’s on-
site as they were removed about 30 years ago. There is currently a 1,000 gallon gasoline and diesel AGT on-
site, both located within the area of potential effect. The facility has a high potential of impacting the proposed
widening project.

14) Situs: 1980 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9316 R007

APN:  019-020-013-0 Rec Date: 00/1992 Total Value: $41,023
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $25,175
Use: LIGHT INDUSTRIAL Document #: 10133 Land Value: $15,848
Owners: MARTIN DELPHIN JR Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 1980 BOLSA RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9316 R007

ALT-A

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Light Industrial. The parcel is located on the west side of SR-25. Records
research did not reveal anything on GEOTRACKER or VISTA. The site is doing business as Dels Machine
Shop. According to Mark Collison, business owner, he has been doing business for about 7 years. Inspection of
the site did not reveal any soil staining or other hazardous waste activities. There are no USTs on-site. An SFR
(mobile home) is also located on the site. Domestic well(s) and septic tank systems would need to be abandoned
according to State water and local health agency regulations. The potential for inappropriate liquid hazardous
waste disposal to septic tank system exists at this site, contaminating soil and/or groundwater. The facility has a
minimal potential of impacting the proposed widening project, unless it becomes a full take.

15) Situs: 790 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9361 R007

APN: 053-380-011-0 Rec Date: 08/05/1991 Total Value: $461,000
County; SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $587,000 Imprv Value: $196,000
Use: GARAGE Document #; 6351 Land Value: $265,000
Phone: 831/637-6574 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: ROBERTS JANETP Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 1401 THOMAS RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9120 R001

ALT-A

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Garage. The parcel is located on the west side of SR-25. Records research did
not reveal anything on GEOTRACKER or VISTA. The existing warehouse has been remodeled as the Abundant
Life Four Square Church and is nearing completion, The parcel is immediately adjacent to and south of the
church office and storage building, which formerly did business as Spencer Rentals (APN: 053-380-010) and QOur
Earth Environmental Inc. where contamination exists from oil and grease (O&G) and total petroleum
hydrocarbons as diesel (TPHd). The facility has a moderate potential of impacting the proposed widening
project, until determined otherwise.



16) Situs: 231-233 BRIGGS RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9001 R002

APN:  019-090-010-0 Rec Date: 00/1994 Total Value: $411,069
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $192,966
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 2408 Land Value: $214,873
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: 831/637-2187 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: CORDA BOB JR Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 231 BRIGGS RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9001 R002

ALT-A

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Truck Crops. The parcel is located on the east and west side of SR-25. Records
research did not reveal anything on GEOTRACKER or VISTA. A concrete culvert crosses SR-25 to APN 019-
090-021. The site includes above ground storage tank and two residences at 231 and 233 Bridge Road.
Approximately five 55 gallon barrels are stored on-site. In addition, an old barn exists on the parcel and may
contain lead based paint. It is not uncommon to encounter elevated concentrations of lead in surface soils
outside of older structures as a result of lead-based paint that has degraded or scraped off intentionally. The site
has a moderate potential of impacting the proposed widening project unless otherwise determined.

17) Situs: BRIGGS RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  019-090-018-0 Rec Date: 00/1993 Total Value: $73,970
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $61,601
Use: ORCHARD Document #: 484 Land Value: $12,369
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: 831/637-3702 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: RAJKOVICH MARTIN-GEORGE-LUCILL Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: PO BOX 189; HOLLISTER CA 95024-0185 B002

ALT-A

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Orchard and is located on the east side of SR-25. Records research did not
reveal anything on GEOTRACKER or VISTA. An old barn exists on the parcel and may contain lead based
paint. It is also not uncommon to encounter elevated concentrations of lead in surface soils outside of older
structures as a result of lead-based paint that has degraded or scraped off intentionally. The facility has a low
potential of impacting the proposed widening project.

18) Situs: 2731 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9300 R007

APN:  014-080-005-0 Rec Date:  03/25/1999 Total Value: $338,427
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $160,000
Use: RESIDENTIAL (NEC) Document #: 4600 Land Value: $135,000
Card #: Zoning;: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:

New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:

Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners: CLARK, EVERETT & PAMELA Yr Built/Eff:

Mail: 2731 BOLSA RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9300 R007

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Residential (Nec). The parcel is located on the east side of SR-25. Records
research did not reveal anything on GEOTRACKER or VISTA. The site is the former location of Fairhaven
school. It appears that the school may have been renovated as a single family residence. The domestic well and
septic tank system would need to be abandoned according to State water and local health agency regulations.
Asbestos containing materials may still exist in the home and would need to be removed and disposed according
to State and local regulations. The facility has a moderate potential of impacting the proposed widening project.



19) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9300 R007

APN:  053-420-001-0 Rec Date: Total Value:

County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:

Use: AIRPORT ACCESS/FRONTAGE Document #: 4600 Land Value:
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:

New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:

Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners: AIRPARK ASSC. LLC Yr Built/Eff:

Mail:  P.O. BOX 721 APTOS CA. CA 95001
ALT-A + EASEMENT

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as access frontage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

20) Situs: 1020 HWY 25, GILROY CA 95020

APN:  053-420-034 Rec Date: Total Value: $2,731,198
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use: VACANT LAND/INDUSTRIAL Document #: 4600 Land Value:
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half! Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners; AIRPARK ASSC. LLC Yr Built/Eff:
Mail:  P.O. BOX 721 APTOS CA. CA 95001
ALT-A

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as recovery frontage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

20 Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  014-060-003-0 ' Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use:  AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: BERTUCCIO, TINA Yr Buillt/Eff:
Mail: 2360 AIRLINE WAY, HOLLISTER CA 95023
ALT-B

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

22) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  014-060-004-0 Rec Date: 00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:

Use: AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:

Owners: BERTUCCIO, TINA Yr Built/Eff:

Mail: 2360 AIRLINE WAY, HOLLISTER CA 95023
ALT-B Bisects this property.
COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

23) Situs: 2533 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9300 R007

APN:  019-010-004-0 Rec Date: 06/04/1997 Total Value: $207,775
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $250,000 Imprv Value: $119,471
Use: SFR Document #: 5323 Land Value: $88,304
Phone: 530/888-6836 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: GAMBETTA RICK Yr Built/Eff:

Mail: 2533 BOLSA RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9300 R007

ALT-A

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as SFR (Single Family Residence). The parcel is located on the west side of SR-
25. Records research did not reveal anything on GEOTRACKER or VISTA. A stucco house and domestic
exist on the property. The well would need to be abandoned according to State water and local health agency
regulations. The facility has a low potential of impacting the proposed widening project.



24) Situs: 1940 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9316 R007

APN:  019-020-012-0 Rec Date: 01/31/1994 Total Value: $276,461
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $200,000 Imprv Value: $161,755
Use: RESIDENTIAL (NEC) Document #: 1073 Land Value: $107,836
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: $182,000 Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: 831/637-6970 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: CHAMBERLAINS CHILDREN CENTER INC Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: PO BOX 1269; HOLLISTER CA 95024-1269 B011

ALT-A

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Residential (Nec). The parcel is located on the west side of SR-25. Records
reseatch did not reveal anything on GEOTRACKER or VISTA. The well would need to be abandoned according

to State water and local health agency regulations. The facility has a low potential of impacting the proposed
widening project.

25) Situs: WRIGHT RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  019-090-015-0 Rec Date: 12/30/1998 Total Value: $56,850
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 18065 Land Value: $56,850
Phone: 408/268-5347 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: MCNAMEE CHARLES F & MARGARET G Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 1202 CHATEAU DR; SAN JOSE CA 95120-4709 C001

ALT-A

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Truck Crops. The parcel is located on the east and west side of SR-25. Records
research did not reveal anything on GEOTRACKER or VISTA. Overhead utilities cross SR-25 at the parcel

and a cell box exists. The site is currently planted in peppers. The facility has a low potential of impacting the
proposed widening project.

26) Situs: 741 FLYNN RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9308 R007

APN:  053-360-030-0 Rec Date: 05/02/1995 Total Value: $1,513,974
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $200,000 Imprv Value: $1,112,551
Use: MINI WAREHOUSE Document #: 3701 Land Value: $395,236
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: $35,000 Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners; CLINK RICHARD E & LINDA C 2001 Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 458 COAKLEY DR; SAN JOSE CA 95117-1518 C003

ALT-A

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Mini Warehouse. The parcel is located on the east side of SR-25. Records
research did not reveal anything on GEOTRACKER or VISTA. The site is doing business as Flynn Road
Storage and RV Storage. The facility has a low potential of impacting the proposed widening project.

27) Situs: 463 MCCONNEL RD. HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  018-020-005-0 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Impry Value:

Use: AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:

Card #: Zoning; Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:

Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners: VIERA FAMILY TRUST Yr Built/Eff:

Mail: 1801 CUSHMAN, HOLLISTER CA 95023
ALT-2 SR-156 Interchange.
COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage, with a small segment located in the proposed take area
configured as residential and shop facilities. Demolition of these structures will likely encounter lead based paint
and asbestos containing materials. No significant hazardous waste other than demolition debris anticipated.



28) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  053-380-002-0 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $288,957
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $14,442

Use: COMMERCIAL (NEC) Document #: 481-392 Land Value: $274,515
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:

New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:

Phone: 831/637-6574 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners: ROBERTS JANET P Yr Buil/EfT:

Mail: 1401 THOMAS RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9120 R001
ALT-A, ALT-B
COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Commercial (Nec). The parcel is located on the east side of SR-25, adjacent and
north of South Valley Trailers (APN: 053-380-003). Records research did not reveal anything on
GEOTRACKER or VISTA. The site appears to be vacant. The facility has been demolished and a new
intersection for existing SR-23 has been constructed.

29) Situs: 156 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  053-380-006-0 Rec Date:  00/1989 Total Value: $629,000
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:

Use: COMMERCIAL LOT Document #: 9681 Land Value: $629,000
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:

New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:

Phone: 831/637-6574 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners: ROBERTS JANET P Yr Built/Eff:

Mail: 1401 THOMAS RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9120 R001
ALT-A and ALT-B interchange improvements.
COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Commercial Lot. The parcel is located on the east side of SR-25 and is currently
in fodder. Records research did not reveal anything on GEOTRACKER or VISTA. The facility has a low
potential of impacting the proposed widening project.

30) Situs: 2730 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  018-020-012-0 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: [mprv Value:

Use:  AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:

Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:

Phone: Stories: Full Baths;  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners: HART, DONNA & CAROL Yr BuilVEST:

Mail: 2730 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023
ALT-2 SR-156 Interchange
COMMENTS: This property consists of several sets of shop buildings and residential structures similar to farm labor facilities.
Demolition of these structures will likely encounter lead based paint and asbestos containing materials. Minor
soil staining and wastes from agriculture related activities such as plastic irrigation tubing, empty drums,
packing materials and refuse will be encountered about the site.

31) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  018-210-006-0 Rec Date: 00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use: AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:
Owners: VIERA FAMILY TRUST Yr Built/Eff;
Mail: 1801 CUSHMAN ST, HOLLISTER CA 95023
ALT-2

COMMENTS: This property consists of several sets of shop buildings and residential structures similar to farm labor facilities.
Demolition of these structures will likely encounter lead based paint and asbestos containing materials. Minor
soil staining and wastes from agriculture related activities such as plastic irrigation tubing, empty drums,
packing materials and refuse will be encountered about the site.



32)  Situs: BOLSA RD, CA

APN:  013-040-009-0 Rec Date: 02/08/2001 Total Value: $979,000
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $480,000 Imprv Value:

Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 1919 Land Value: $979,000
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:

New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:

Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners: LA  KHAKIETL
Mail: 3133 IRVING ST; SAN FRANCISCO CA 94122-1427 C017
ALT-A
COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

33) Situs: BOLSA RD, CA

APN:  013-040-013-0 Rec Date: 10/15/1991 Total Value: $174,763
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $704
Use:  AGRICULTURAL (NEC) Document #: 8512 Land Value: $174,059
Card #: Zoning; Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: 831/637-3185 Stories: Full Baths:  Half Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: SABBATINI TRUST Yr Built/Eff;
Mail: PO BOX 339; HOLLISTER CA 95024-0339 B003
ALT-1, ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

34) Situs: , CA

APN:  013-040-026-0 Rec Date:  00/1988 Total Value: $834,340
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $48,836
Use:  TRUCK CROPS Document #: 6930 Land Value: $785,504
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: SHAW PO CHEI Yt Built/Eff:
Mail: 15165 SYCAMORE DR; MORGAN HILL CA 95037-9619 R003

ALT-1, ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

35) Situs: BOLSA RD, CA

APN:  013-040-032-0 Rec Date: 00/1993 Total Value: $269,013
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $7,650
Use:  AGRICULTURAL (NEC) Document #: 1325 Land Value: $261,363
Owners: GARCIA FAMILY PARTNERSHIP A CAL PART Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: PO BOX 3932; SALINAS CA 93912-3932 B009

ALT-1, ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

36)  Situs: BOLSA RD, CA

APN:  013-040-033-0 Rec Date: 00/1993 Total Value: $875,834
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $18,834
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 9 Land Value: $857,000
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: THOMAS TUNG & YING LEE Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 1426 GRAY BLUFF TRL; CHAPEL HILL NC 27514-9126 R024

ALT-1, ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.



37) Situs: SHORE RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  013-060-017-0 Rec Date:  00/1992 Total Value: $1,253,958
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $83,255
Use:  TRUCK CROPS Document #: 6216 Land Value: $1,170,703
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
Phone: 650/424-0214  Stories: Full Baths:  Half Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: FARRIS Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 180 IRIS WAY; PALO ALTO CA 94303-3036 C023
ALT-1, ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

38) Situs: BOLSA RD, CA

APN:  013-060-019-0 Rec Date: 00/1992 Total Value: $150,419
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $4,799
Use:  TRUCK CROPS Document #: 2939 Land Value: $145,620
Phone: 831/637-1422 Stories: Full Baths:  Halft Bidg/Liv Area:
Owners: CASILLAS FAM MANUEL & HELEN Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: PO BOX 10; HOLLISTER CA 95024-0010 B001

ALT-1, ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste,

39 Situs: BOLSA RD, CA

APN:  013-060-020-0 Rec Date: 00/1988 Total Value: $156,272
County: SAN BENITQ, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $8,294
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 8298 Land Value: $147,978
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: 831/637-3555 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: CASILLAS EMILIO Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: PO BOX 10; HOLLISTER CA 95024-0010 BOO1

ALT-1, ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste,

40) Situs: BOLSARD, CA

APN:  013-060-021-0 Rec Date:  00/1993 Total Value: $172,063
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price; Imprv Value: $23,597
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 2141 Land Value: $148,466
Card #: Zoning; Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: 831/637-0998 Stories: Full Baths: Half Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: CASILLAS FRANK & JOYCE Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: PO BOX 10; HOLLISTER CA 95024-0010 B0O1

ALT-1, ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

41) Situs: BOLSARD, CA

APN:  013-060-022-0 Rec Date:  00/1995 Total Value: $154,336
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $5,620
Use:  TRUCK CROPS Document #: 958 Land Value: $148,716
Card #: Zoning; Ist TD Amt; Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area;
Phone: 831/636-1347 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: CASILLAS PAUL Y1 Built/Eff:
Mail: PO BOX 10; HOLLISTER CA 95024-0010 B001

ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.



42) Situs: BOLSA RD, CA

APN:  013-060-023-0 Rec Date:  00/1993 Total Value: $148,716
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 959 Land Value: $148,716
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: 831/637-3094 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: CASILLAS JOE & LILLIAN Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: PO BOX 10; HOLLISTER CA 95024-0010 B0O1
ALT-1, ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

43)  Situs: BOLSARD, CA

APN:  013-060-024-0 Rec Date: Total Value: $202,612
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 877 Land Value: $202,612
Phone: 831/637-3088 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners; COSTAP&R Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 2020 SHORE RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9205 R002

ALT-1, ALT-2

COMMENTS: The propetty is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

44) Situs: BOLSA RD, CA

APN:  013-060-025-0 Rec Date: Total Value: $249,910
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $115,321
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 877 Land Value: $134,589
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:

New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:

Phone: 831/637-3088 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners: COSTAP &R Yr Built/Eff:

Mail: 2020 SHORE RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9205 R002
ALT-1 and ALT-2
COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

45) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  019-010-008-0 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use: AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: SAN JUSTO HOMESTEAD ASSN Yr Built/Eff:
Mail:
ALT-B

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

46) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  019-080-001 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use: AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:
Card #: Zoning: st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: HEYHURST FARMING CORP Yr Built/Eff:
Mail:

ALT-B

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.



47) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  019-080-004 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use:  AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt; Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone; Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: HEYHURST FARMING CORP Y'r Built/Eff:
Mail:

ALT-B

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste,

48) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  019-080-006-0 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use:  AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:
Owners: VOSTI ALEX Yr Built/Eff:
Mail:
ALT-B

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

49) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  019-130-010-0 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use:  AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half; Blidg/Liv Area;
Owners: HERBERT, PHILIP C Yr Built/Eff;
Mail:
ALT-B

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

50) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  019-130-021-0 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price; Imprv Value:
Use:  AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: HUDNER, PAUL J Yt Built/Eff:
Mail:
ALT-B

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

51 Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  019-130-025-0 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use:  AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths:  Half Bldg/Liv Area;
Owners: HUDNER, PAUL J Y1 Built/Eff:
Mail:
ALT-B

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.



52) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-020-005-0 Rec Date:  06/07/1996 Total Value: $608,360
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $140,000 Imprv Value: $52,982
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 5369 Land Value: $555,378
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: YEN TRUST Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 196 TUSCALOOSA AVE; ATHERTON CA 94027-4000 CO13

ALT-1, ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

53) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-020-006-0 Rec Date: 06/07/1996 Total Value: $649,813
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $140,000 Imprv Value: $52,982
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 5369 Land Value: $596,831
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: YEN TRUST Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 196 TUSCALOOSA AVE; ATHERTON CA 04027-4000 C013

ALT-1, ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

54) Situs: 4211 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9309 R007

APN:  014-040-003-0 Rec Date:  00/1992 Total Value: $206,387
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $39,067
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 6012 Land Value: $167,320
Card #: Zoning; Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: 831/637-0794 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: HOGAN HELEN L Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 4211 BOLSA RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9309 R007

ALT-A

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

55) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-040-004-0 Rec Date: 00/1964 Total Value: $162,131
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $2,802
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 295-527 Land Value: $159,329
Card #: Zoning: st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: CASENTINI ODA HOGAN Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: PO BOX 3891; SALINAS CA 93912-3891 B008
ALT-A

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

56) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-040-005-0 Rec Date: Total Value: $155,388
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Vaiue: $2,802
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 7485 Land Value: $152,586
Phone: 831/637-2631 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: BREWSTER CYNTHIA FORD Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 60 TERRYS CT; HOLLISTER CA 95023-6329 R004

ALT-A

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.



57) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-040-006-0 Rec Date: Total Value: $45,912
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #; 7487 Land Value: $45,912
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg; Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths;  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: CASSINTINI ODA Y1 Buil/Eff;
Mail: 60 TERRYS CT; HOLLISTER CA 95023-6329 R004
ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

58) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-040-007-0 Rec Date: Total Value: $35,734
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $1,059
Use: PASTURE Document #: 7487 Land Value: $34,675
Card #: Zoning; Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: CASENTINI ODA Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 60 TERRYS CT; HOLLISTER CA 95023-6329 R004

ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

59) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-060-005-0 Rec Date:  00/1971 Total Value: $75,564
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use:  TRUCK CROPS Document # 366-80 Land Value: $75,564
Card #: Zoning; Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg; Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Owners: BERTUCCIO TINA Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 2360 AIRLINE HWY: HOLLISTER CA 95023-6106 R007
ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

60) Situs: 4020 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-060-008-0 Rec Date:  Total Value:

County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $ Imprv Value: $340,000
Use:  SFR Document #; 278 Land Value: §$

Phone: Stories: Full Baths:  Half Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners; GALVAN, TEODORO  Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 4020 BOLSA RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9209 R002
ALT-2
COMMENTS: This property will be a full take. The 1.24 acre property is currently operated as residential acerage and repair shop
business. Moderate potential for hazardous waste.

61) Situs: HUDNER LN, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-060-009-0 Rec Date:  01/12/1995 Total Value: $1,530,011
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $1,400,000 Imprv Value: $163,928
Use:  TRUCK CROPS Document #: 278 Land Value: $1,366,083
Phone: 831/637-7262 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: FILICE Y1 Built/Eff:
Mail: 10001 FAIRVIEW RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9209 R0O02
ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.



62) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-070-002-0 Rec Date:  00/1971 Total Value: $63,970
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $1,170
Use:  TRUCK CROPS Document #: 371-700 Land Value: $62,800
Card #: Zoning;: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: BERTUCCIO PAUL W-OLGA-IRMA Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 230 5TH ST; HOLLISTER CA 95023-3902 CO19

ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

63) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-070-003-0 Rec Date:  00/1994 Total Value: $219,730
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $40,520
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 2121 Land Value: $179,210
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: BERTUCCIO PAUL W-OLGA-IRMA Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 230 5TH ST; HOLLISTER CA 95023-3902 C019

ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

64) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-070-004-0 Rec Date:  00/1971 Total Value: $165,190
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $8,920
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 366-383 Land Value: $156,270
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: BERTUCCIO PAUL W-OLGA-IRMA Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 230 5TH ST; HOLLISTER CA 95023-3902 C019
ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

65) Situs; BOLSA HWY, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-070-005-0 Rec Date: 00/1992 Total Value: $108,453
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use; ORCHARD Document #: 12342 Land Value: $94,026
Card #: Zoning;: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
Phone: 831/637-3702 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: RAJKOVICH MARTIN-GEORGE-LUCILL Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: PO BOX 189; HOLLISTER CA 95024-0189 B00Z2

ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm orchard acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

66) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-080-001-0 Rec Date: Total Value: $351,976
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $109,553
Use: AGRICULTURAL (NEC) Document #: 8539 Land Value: $242,423
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Owners: BERTUCCIO TINA Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 2360 AIRLINE HWY; HOLLISTER CA 95023-6106 R0O07
ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.



67) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  019-130-010 Rec Date: 00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use:  AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt; Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg; Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: HERBERT, PHILIP C Yr Built/Eff:
Mail:
ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

68) Situs; BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-080-008-0 Rec Date:  00/1994 Total Value: $418,660
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $8,600
Use:  TRUCK CROPS Document #; 2121 Land Value: $410,060
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone; Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: BERTUCCIO PAUL W-IRMA-OLGA Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 230 5STH ST; HOLLISTER CA 95023-3902 C019

ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

69) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-080-009-0 Rec Date:  00/1995 Total Value: $235,975
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value; $4,144
Use:  TRUCK CROPS Document #: 194 Land Value: $231,831
Card #: Zoning; Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: 831/637-4121 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: HERBERT PHILIP C Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: PO BOX 162; HOLLISTER CA 95024-0162 B002

ALT-1, ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

70) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-090-024-0 Rec Date:  04/28/2000 Total Value; $35,413
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $933,000 Imprv Value:
Use:  AGRICULTURAL (NEQ) Document #; 5224 Land Value: $35,413
Owners: DON CHAPIN CO INC Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 440 CRAZY HORSE CANYON RD; SALINAS CA 93907-8402 RO11

ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. F ormerly the property was used for the Farehaven School. No
significant potential for hazardous waste.

71) Situs: 2730 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9000 R0O07

APN:  018-020-011-0 Rec Date:  00/1994 Total Value: $186,027
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Impryv Value: $81,844
Use:  TRUCK CROPS Document #; 3389 Land Value: $104,183
Card #: Zoning; Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
Phone: 831/637-2123  Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: HART WILLARD ] Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 2730 BOLSA RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9000 R0OO7

ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste,



72) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9300 R007

APN:  019-010-005-0 Rec Date:  06/04/1997 Total Value: $38,914
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $250,000 [mprv Value: $643
Use: AGRICULTURAL (NEC) Document #: 5323 Land Value: $38,271
Phone: 530/888-6836 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: GAMBETTA RICK Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 2533 BOLSA RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9300 RO0O7

ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage, with a single family residence located at the south end. No
significant potential for hazardous waste.

73) Situs: 2130 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9316 R007

APN:  019-010-007-0 Rec Date:  00/1994 Total Value: $131,760
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $850,000 Imprv Value: $21,984
Use: PASTURE Document #: 2110 Land Value: $109,776
Phone: 831/636-4898 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners: ROHNERT FREDERICK W II & ALLISON L Yr Built/EfT:

Mail: 610 RANDYS CIR; HOLLISTER CA 95023-6628 RO06
ALT-2, the south west corner
COMMENTS: The propetty is currently used pasture or vacant grassland. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

74) Situs: 2533 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9300 RO07

APN:  019-010-010-0 Rec Date:  06/04/1997 Total Value: $127,054
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $250,000 Imprv Value: $5,817
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 5323 Land Value: $121,237
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: $43,000 Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: 530/888-6836 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: GAMBETTA RICK Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 2533 BOLSA RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9300 R007

ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

75) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  019-020-011-0 Rec Date:  03/23/1998 Total Value: $317,322
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $305,000 Imprv Value: $5,202
Use: . PASTURE Document #: 3219 Land Value: $312,120
Card #: Zoning; 1st TD Amt: $170,000 Lot Width: Depth:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: NICHOLSON LAURENCE M Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 701 MCCRAY ST; HOLLISTER CA 95023-4033 C010

ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently listed as pasture acerage, with some aggragte mining having been conducted in the past.
No significant potential for hazardous waste.

76) Situs: 2017 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9300 R0O07

APN:  019-020-015-0 Rec Date: 00/1976 Total Value: $242,359
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: [mprv Value: $105,658
Use; ORCHARD Document #: 404-348 Land Value: $131,301
Phone: 831/637-5128 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: JUREVICH WILLIAM M & PEARL N Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 750 FLYNN RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9308 R0OO7

ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm orchard. If the property is to be a full take, the single family residence
and shop buildings will have some significant potential for encountering hazardous waste. If the buildings remain
outside the proposed R/W as depicted, no significant potential for hazardous waste.



77) Situs: 1448 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9316 R0O07

APN:  019-090-001-0 Rec Date:  00/1993 Total Value: $243,606
County: SAN BENITO, CA Imprv Value: $98,656 Use: ORCHARD
Document #; 480 Land Value: $144,950 Phone: 831/637-4221

Owners: RAJKOVICH MARTIN-GEORGE-LUCILL
Mail: PO BOX 189; HOLLISTER CA 95024-0189 B002
ALT-2
COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm orchard. If the property is to be a full take, the single family residence
and shop buildings will have some significant potential for encountering hazardous waste,

Y Built/Eff:

78) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  019-090-003-0 Rec Date:  00/1993 Total Value: $30,499
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value; §$2,623
Use: ORCHARD Document #; 484 Land Value: $27,876
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt; Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area;

Phone: 831/637-3702 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area;

Owners: RAJKOVICH MARTIN-GEORGE-LUCILL

Mail: PO BOX 189; HOLLISTER CA 95024-0189 B002
ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm orchard acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste,

Yr Built/Eff;

79) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9309 R007

APN:  019-090-021-0 Rec Date; Total Value: $29,180
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $13,388
Use: ORCHARD Document #: 6717 Land Value: $15,792
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: 831/637-3702 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: RAJKOVICH MARTIN Y1 Built/Eff:
Mail: 4153 BOLSA RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9309 R007

ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm orchard. The sin

gle family residence and shop buildings will have
some significant potential for encountering hazardous waste.

80)  Situs: 1444 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9316 R0OO7

APN:  019-090-022-0 Rec Date:  00/1993 Total Value: $131,404
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: [mprv Value: $50,128
Use: ORCHARD Document #; 479 Land Value: $81,276
Card #: Zoning: st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
Phone: 831/637-3702 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners:  RAJKOVICH MARTIN-GEORGE-LUCILL Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: PO BOX 189; HOLLISTER CA 95024-0189 B002

ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm orchard. The take segment depicted is a strip along the existing SR-25
R/W. If the property is to be a full take, the single family residence and shop buildings will have some significant

potential for encountering hazardous waste. If the buildings remain outside the proposed R/W as depicted, no
significant potential for hazardous waste.

81) Situs: WRIGHT RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  019-130-002-0 Rec Date:  12/30/1998 Total Value: $57,201
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $11,717
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #; 180353 Land Value: $45,484
Owners: TOWLE Yr Built/Eff:

Mail: 880 WEST ST; HOLLISTER CA 95023-4619 C002
Not used for this project, resides within the APE boundary.

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.



82) Situs: SAN FELIPE RD, CA

APN:  019-130-021-0 Rec Date:  00/1994 Total Value: $275,886
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $4,671
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 1968 Land Value: $271,215
Owners: GORIN HENRY J Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: N/AVAIL;

ALT-A, ALT-B

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm orchard acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

83) Situs: , CA

APN:  053-360-029-0 Rec Date:  06/09/1999 Total Value: $402,900
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $395,000 Imprv Value:
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 8930 Land Value: $402,900
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: $25,000 Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: CLINK RICHARD E & LINDA C 2001 Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 458 COAKLEY DR; SAN JOSE CA 95117-1518 C003

ALT-A

COMMENTS: The property has been converted to parking area for trailer storage. New warehouse building are locate

property. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

g4) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  014-060-003 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use: AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: BERTUCCIO, TINA Yr Built/Eff:
Mail:
ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

85) Situs: 640 BRIGGS RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9047 RO0O2

APN:  053-360-011-0 Rec Date: 00/1993 Total Value: $266,949
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $62,599
Use: ORCHARD Document #: 481 Land Value: $204,350
Phone: 831/637-3702 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: RAJKOVICH MARTIN-GEORGE-LUCILL Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 4153 BOLSA RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9309 R0O07

ALT-A

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm orchard acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

86) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  053-380-004-0 Rec Date: 00/1989 Total Value: $1,790,000
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:

Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 9681 Land Value: $1,790,000
Card #: Zoning; 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:

New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:

Phone: 831/637-6574 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners: ROBERTS JANET P Yr Built/Eff:

Mail: 1401 THOMAS RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9120 ROO01
ALT-A, ALT-B

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm orchard acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

d on the



87) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  014-060-004 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use:  AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:
Owners: BERTUCCIO, TINA Yr Built/Eff:
Mail:
ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated for truck farming. The single family residence and shop buildings will have
some significant potential for encountering hazardous waste associated with demolition of shop buildings.

38) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN: 018-020-012 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use:  AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:
Owners; ERICH, JEROME & MARTIN Yr Built/Eff;
Mail:

ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

89) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  018-020-012-0 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use:  AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #;: Land Value:
Owners: ERICH, JEROME & MARTIN Yr Built/Eff:
ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acreage. The take segment depicted is a strip bisecting the parcel. If the
property is to be a full take, the single family residence and shop buildings will have some significant potential for
encountering hazardous waste. If the buildings remain outside the proposed R/W as depicted, no significant
potential for hazardous waste to be encountered.

90) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  018-020-014-0 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $224,007

County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:

Use:  AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:

Owners: HART, DONALD & CAROL TRUST Yr Built/Eff:
ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

91) Situs; BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  018-020-015-0 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value:
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use:  AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:
OwnersYEN TRUST Yr Built/Eff:

ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

92) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  018-210-005 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use:  AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:
Owners: MCCONNLEL, GEORGE W. Yr Built/Eff:
Mail:

ALT-2

COMMENTS: The take segment of this property consists of the south-eastern corner, with an older shop building and other
structures, as well as some orchard trees. Demolition of this older structure will likely encounter lead based
paints and asbestos containing materials. There is moderate potential for encountering hazardous waste.



Attachment A Continued. By parcel description of findings, Santa Clara County.

93) Situs: 1405 BOLSA RD, GILROY CA 95020-9514 R003

APN:  841-37-014 Rec Date:  05/28/1991 Total Value: $866,358
County: SANTA CLARA, CA Sale Price: $650,000 Imprv Value: $291,316
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 10916137 Land Value: $575,042
Card #: Zoning: *A40A  1st TD Amt: $500,000 Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: 998-E2 Map Pg: 84-B6  Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area: 1,874,387
Phone: Stories: 1.00  Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: SANTOS RALPH M & LINDA A Yr Built/Eff: 1950
Mail: 1280 BOLSA RD; GILROY CA 95020-9586 R003

ALT-1. ALT-2

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Truck Crops. The situs address is 1405 Bolsa Road, is located east of SR-25
and is currently doing business as £/ Camino Packing. According to Ms. Jeannie Lopez, Office Manager of
Uesigi Farms Inc., the site is operated as a cold storage facility. Inspection was attempted on February 22, 2002
but no one was available to discuss the site. Contacted Mr. Ralph Santos on September 5, 2002 by telephone.
He indicated that there are no UST’s or AGT’s on the property and that the cold storage facility uses freon and
not liquid ammonia for refrigeration. The facility has a low potential of impacting the proposed widening
project. Proposed ALT-1/2 would impact the eastern half of this parcel.

94) Situs: , GILROY CA 95020

APN:  841-32-013 Rec Date:  03/05/1973 Total Value: $152,782
County: SANTA CLARA, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $13,379
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 4445796 Land Value: $139,403
Card #: Zoning: *A40A  1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: 84-B6  Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area: 826,333
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners: FILICE VINEYARDS Yr Built/Eff: 1925

Mail: 7888 WREN AVE # D-143; GILROY CA 95020-4962 C013
End of project.....D-4 TIES IN TO SR-101
COMMENTS: This parcel is on the west side of RR, coincident with the terminal end limit of this project. The property is
currently operated as farm acreage. There is no significant potential for hazardous waste to be encountered.

95) Situs: 415 BLOOMFIELD AVE, GILROY CA 95020

APN:  841-33-006 Rec Date: Total Value: $24,893,054
County: SANTA CLARA, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $11,590,324
Use: ORCHARD Document #: 10227293 Land Value: $458,086
Card #: Zoning: *AW Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: 998-D2 Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area: 5,569,582
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: CHRISTOPHER DONALD C Yr Built/EfT:
Mail: 305 BLOOMFIELD AVE; GILROY CA 95020-9516 R003

ALT-1. ALT-2

COMMENTS: County records list the parcel use as Orchard. The situs address is 415 Bloomfield and is doing business as A &
D Christopher Ranch. Records research did not reveal anything on the GEOTRACKER database, bul was listed
on the ERD Report as a WDS (Waste Discharge System) site governed by the Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB). Waste Discharge Requirements (WDRs) have been issued to the facility by the RWQCB and
are identified as ORDER NO. 91-69. A & D processes food such as garlic, ginger, and shallots and generates
wastewater from the food processing and from “once through cooling water”. According to Ms. Kimberly
Gonzalez of the RWQCB, no enforcement Orders have been issued to the facility for violation of the WDRs.
Staff also reviewed the Santa Clara County Environmental Health Department files on September 12, 2002 and
determined that the facility has been inspected by the Hazardous Materials Division regarding businees plan
requirements. The facility is permitted for a 10,000-gallon gasoline UST. County records are sketchy regarding
the number of UST’s and/or AGT’s exist. Futher investigation is needed. The facility has a low potential of
impacting the proposed widening project. The take portion of this parcel would consist of the orchard area south
of the business complex. There would be no significant potential to encounter hazardous waste in the take
portion.



96) Situs: , GILROY CA 95020

APN:  841-35-002 Rec Date:  12/27/2000 Total Value: $86,112
County: SANTA CLARA, CA Sale Price: $3,075,000 Imprv Value: $2,180
Use:  TRUCK CROPS Document #: 15508774 Land Value: $83,932
Card #; Zoning: *AW Ist TD Amt: $2,100,000 Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: 91-CI  Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area: 1,288,505
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area;
Owners: PURA TRUST + Yr Built/Eff:
Mail:  N/AVAIL; SALINAS CA 93902

ALT-1. ALT-2

COMMENTS: This parcel includes the Carnadero Creek Flood Control Easement for Santa Clara County Water District. The
parcel is used for agriculture. There is no significant potential for hazardous waste. The ALT I & 2 proposal
would bridge Carnader Creek and bisect this parcel.

97) Situs: 1505 BOLSA RD, GILROY CA 95020-9597 R003

APN:  841-37-010 Rec Date:  06/15/1982 Total Value: $373,096
County: SANTA CLARA, CA Sale Price; Imprv Value: $86,072
Use:  TRUCK CROPS Document #;: 7389333 Land Value: $287,024
Card #: Zoning: *AW Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: 998-E2 Map Pg: 84-B6 Rooms; Bedrms: Lot Area: 4,303,728
Phone: 831/637-6574 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: ROBERTS JANET P Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 1401 THOMAS RD: HOLLISTER CA 95023-9120 R00]

ALT-1. ALT-2

COMMENTS: This parcel is adjacent to SR-25 on the east side. The property is currently operated as farm acreage. This parcel
includes the Pajaro River Flood Control Easement for Santa Clara County Water District. There is no significant
potential for hazardous waste to be encountered. This parcel would be used to construct an intersection for ALT |
& 2, and the parcel would affect the “No Build” Alternative.

98) Situs: 1105 BOLSA RD, GILROY CA 95020-8072 R003

APN:  841-51-003 Rec Date:  03/24/1989 Total Value: $405,119
County: SANTA CLARA, CA Sale Price: $415,000 Imprv Value: $80,317
Use:  TRUCK CROPS Document #: 10051255 Land Value: $317,097
Card #: Zoning: *AW Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: 998-F4 Map Pg: 84-C6 Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area: 3,105,828
Phone: Stories: Full Baths; Half: Bldg/Liv Area;
Owners: PETER O GLUHAICH FARMS PARTNERSHIP Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 1105 NEW BOLSA RD; GILROY CA 95020 C/O SOPHIE GLUHAICH

ALT-1, ALT-2

hazardous waste to be encountered in the demolition of the farm strutures. This parcel would be bisected by ALT
1 & 2, including the farm headquarters structures. Also the parcel would affect the “No Build” Alternative,
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subject: Change to Purpose Statement

The Purpose statement for the SR25 Widening and Route Adoption project has changed. The
new wording is

The purpose of the proposed route adoption project is to:

o Select a corridor for State Route 25 between Hollister and Gilroy that will accommodate
existing and future travel demand.

 Facilitate local and regional land use planning by identifying future right-of-way needed for
the State Route 25 corridor.

The purpose of the proposed build project is to:

« Improve traffic flow and reduce delays on State Route 25 between San Felipe Road in
Hollister and Hudner Lane in San Benito County.

 Increase capacity along State Route 25 between San Felipe Road in Hollister and Hudner
Lane in rural San Benito County.

The new purpose does not affect the conclusions of the Initial Site Assessment for this project
last revised in December 2008.

c: Project file

“Caltrans improves mobility across California”
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GERALD WHITE, Chief ‘\/ I
Central Region Hazardous Waste and Paleontology Branch

Revised Report for Route 25 from San Felipe Road near City of Hollister to Route
25/156 '

Project Description

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans), in cooperation with San
Benito Council of Governments and Santa Clara Valley Transportation Authority is
evaluating the conversion of 11.2 miles of the existing State Route 25 two-lane
conventional highway to a four-lane expressway in San Benito and Santa Clara
counties. This Draft Environmental Impact Report and Environmental Impact
Statement includes two proposed projects: (1) a TIER I route adoption and (2) a
proposed construction project within the limits of the proposed route adoption.

. The route adoption study extends from San Felipe Road within the City of Hollister

(post mile 51.5) to the San Benito/Santa Clara County line (post mile 60.1) and on to
the end of State Route 25 at U.S. 101 south of the city of Gilroy (post miles 0.0 to 2.6
in Santa Clara County).

The proposed construction project limits extend 3.8 miles in San Benito County, from
San Felipe Road in Hollister to just west of Hudner Lane (post miles 51.5 to 55.3).
The existing 2-lane conventional highway would be replaced by a 4-lane expressway.

State Route 25, a two-lane conventional highway, runs northwest through the
relatively flat terrain of the Hollister Valley, terminating at U.S. 101 after crossing the
Pajaro River and Carnadero Creek. Agriculture dominates the surrounding landscape,
and farmsteads and houses are scattered along the length of the study area.
Residences, retail businesses, and agriculture-related commercial operations are more
concentrated at both ends of the route adoption study area, on the outskirts of Gilroy
and Hollister.



The purpose of the proposed project is to:

Select a route adoption corridor for State Route 25 between Hollister and Gilroy for
planning purposes.

Improve traffic flow, reduce delays, and enhance the movement of goods on State
Route 25 between San Felipe Road in Hollister and Hudner Lane in San Benito
County.

Increase capacity along State Route 25 between San Felipe Road in Hollister and
Hudner Lane in San Benito County.

Slow moving farm equipment, trucks, and local and commuter traffic share this two-
lane roadway. An increasing number of vehicles travel this stretch of State Route 25
and, during peak commute hours, the roadway is congested. Traffic flow is delayed by
vehicles turning onto and/or out of the many driveways and local roads, affecting the
flow of the faster moving vehicles. Many commuters whose destination is beyond the
local area take local roads (Bloomfield Road, Frazier Lake Road, and Shore Road) as
shortcuts between State Route 25 and State Route 156 and also State Route 152.
Significant commercial truck traffic travels through the area on State Route 25, and is
‘subject to delays as well. A new route alignment should be adopted so that the
appropriate area for a future expressway can incorporated into the San Benito and
Santa Clara County general plans now, before future development occurs along this
stretch of highway.

Both of the route adoption alternatives, Alternatives 1 and 2, are 11.2 miles long, and
share the same alignment from approximately 1/2 miles south of Shore Road (post
mile 56.1) in San Benito County to U.S. 101 in Santa Clara County (See Figure 1.2).
Between post mile 56.1 in San Benito County and the southern end of the proposed
project at San Felipe Road, the two alignment alternatives separate: Alternative 1
proposes to align the future four-lane expressway generally to the east (or north) of the
existing two-lane north/south highway while Alternative 2 would align mostly to the
west (or south) of the existing two-lane highway. The alignments would be wide
enough to accommodate a future four-lane expressway with a 62 foot median (342
feet) and frontage roads on one or both sides. The alignments would also be wide
enough to accommodate a future interchange near the existing intersection of State
Route 25 and State Route 156 and a future State Route 25/U.S. 101 interchange north
of the existing interchange. Other improvements include new bridges over Carnadero
Creek and the Pajaro River, and overcrossings of the Union Pacific Railroad Hollister
branch line and the Union Pacific main line just east of U.S. 101.



Both build alternatives, Alternative A and Alternative B would extend 3.8 miles in
San Benito County, from San Felipe Road (post mile 51.5) to just west of Hudner
Lane (post mile 55.3). Unlike the route adoption alternatives, the build alternatives
propose a realigned and widened at-grade intersection at State Route 25 and State
Route 156 instead of an interchange. Both construction alternatives would transition
back to the existing two-lane highway just west of Hudner Lane.

The No-Action Alternative would result in no action being taken, and no further
improvements would be made to State Route 25 within the route adoption limits other
than the State Route 25 Safety and Operations Enhancement Project. It is anticipated
that work will begin early in 2009 and will be completed by early 2010. Work will
begin just south of Hudner Lane (post mile 55.1) and end just south of the Union
Pacific Railroad crossing (post mile 60.0) in San Benito County. Roadway widening
will consist of two 10-foot outside shoulders, two 12-foot travel lanes, two 5-foot
inside shoulders and placement of a temporary concrete median barrier. Rumble strips
will be installed on all inside and outside shoulders. The Hudner Lane and Shore Road
intersections will be improved.

Hazardous Waste

This ISA is a revision of our report dated Nov 01, 2006. Investigation for this ISA
included examination of consultant reports from previous ISAs, aerial photographs;
USGS Topographical Quadrangle Maps; review of the Regional Water Quality
Control Board’s Leaking Underground Storage Tank Information System
(GEOTRACKER) list; review of EPA ECHO database., and the EnviroStor data base
systems; City of Hollister Fire Department records, County of San Benito and County
of Santa Clara Environmental Health Department records and a thorough field
reconnaissance conducted during August and September 2006, February, September
and October 2007. Initial aerially deposited lead (ADL) studies were conducted
within the median of SR 101 between KP 0.6 (PM 0.37) and KP 6.8 (PM 4.2) in
accordance with Task Order No. 04-275601-VX. The Soil Investigation Report is
dated June 13, 2002 and concludes that there is no significant ADL contamination of
soil, within the study area, that will require special handling. All excess soils can be
reused or disposed of without restriction. Attachment A includes individual assessors
parcel numbers (APN’s) with detailed comments.



Categories of Concern:

1.

Hazardous waste sites with active underground storage tanks (UST’s) or
high hazardous waste potential.

Hazardous waste sites with “no further action” letters.
Hazardous waste sites with low to moderate potential to affect the project.
Aerially Deposited Lead (ADL).

Asbestos Containing Materials (ACM), Treated Wood Waste (TWW).

San Benito County Assessment.

Category 1: Hazardous waste sites with active underground or above ground

Site #4,

Site #9,

Site #13,

storage tanks (USTs ASTs) or high hazardous waste potential.

APN 019-090-031-0, 720 Briggs Road. Hershey Auto Body and Paint.
Commercial part-time auto body repair and painting business. Alternative 1
would occupy the western half of this property. Construction would result in at
least one metal fabricated building being demolished. There is no significant
potential for encountering hazardous waste upon the unoccupied “take”
portion. Taking of the entire parcel will require that effort be made to ensure
that improper handling of solvents and other paint based materials did not
result in contamination of soil or ground water. ALT-A

APN 019-020-014-0. County of San Benito Sheriff’s Department Shooting
Range. While this property is within the designated area of potential effect
(APE) both Alternatives A and B avoid this properity. The potential for
encountering hazardous waste is minimal based on the design as shown for
both Alt A and B.

APN 014-040-002-0. According to the GEOTRACKER data list, there were
five UST’s onsite. Two 550 gallon UST’s contain unleaded gasoline; one 550
gallon and one 2000 gallon UST contains diesel, and one 2000 gallon UST
contains leaded gas. No files exist regarding either above ground tanks
(AGT’s) or UST’s at the San Benito County Environmental Health office.. A
field investigation was conducted on February 22, 2002. Mr. Martin
Rajkovich, owner, was met on-site and he indicated that there are no longer
any UST’s on-site as they were removed about 30 years ago. There is
currently a 1,000 gallon gasoline and diesel AGT on-site, both located within



the area of potential effect. The facility has a high potential of impacting the
proposed widening project ALT-A.

Category 2: Hazardous waste sites with “no further action” letters.

Site #11, APN 053-380-003-0, 530 San Felipe Road, Hollister. Former Leaking

Site #2,

Underground Fuel Tank (LUFT) site. Environmental records held by San
Benito County indicate that underground fuel storage tanks for this property
have been removed, with a letter for “No Further Action” issued for this site.
Alternative A and B may require the service station be demolished. This parcel
and the adjacent parcel are listed as being owned by Janet Roberts. Current
Construction of intersection improvements has been completed on parcel 053-
380-002-0. Both ALT A and ALT B impact this site.

APN 053-380-010-0, 800 Bolsa Road (Hwy 25). Abundant Life Four Square
Church office, Environmental records held by San Benito County indicate that
two underground fuel storage tanks for this property have been removed, with
a letter for “No Further Action” issued for this site. There is no significant
potential to encounter hazardous waste. County records list parcel use as
Commercial (Nec). The parcel is located on the west side of SR-25. Records
research did not reveal anything on VISTA, but GEOTRACKER indicates
there are two, possibly four UST’s on-site, and the site was formerly doing
business as Spencer Rentals. San Benito County Environmental Health did not
have any files regarding business activities or UST’s, according to Ray
Stevenson, Environmental Health Specialist. Field inspection in August 2001
revealed that the occupant was doing business as Our Earth Environmental
Inc. The parcel had a chain link fence, overhead utilities, a tanker truck and 55
gallon barrels. A followup inspection conducted on February 22, 2002
revealed that Our Earth Environmental Inc. vacated the site and Abundant
Four Square Church currently occupies the site with an office and storage
building. The church also operates the adjacent parcel identified as APN:; 053-
380-011-0 at 790 Bolsa Road. The existing warehouse at 790 Bolsa Road has
been remodeled as the church sancturary. Pastor Bob Rueffner indicated that
an environmental firm was hired to evaluate the potential for site
contamination at this site (800 Bolsa Road) due to the previously operated
businesses. A report was prepared by Enviro Consulting (Enviro) and
concluded that soil staining ocurred in an area approximately 3 feet by 3 feet
adjacent to the storage building. Contamination exists from oil and grease
(O&G) and total petroleum hydrocarbons as diesel (TPHd). Alternative A
crosses this site, and Alternative B avoids this site.



Category 3: Hazardous waste sites with low to moderate potential to affect the

Site #12,

Site #7,

Site #14,

Site #15,

Site #16,

Site #18,

project.

APN 019-090-013-0, 160 Briggs Road, Hollister. Hollister Equipment,
Chapman Woodworks, and the DeBrito Chocolate Factory, and Ferguson
Plumbing HVAC at 132 Briggs Road. Six (6) active UST’s on-site according
to GEOTRACKER; however on-site investigations and anecdotal evidence
have revealed that the tanks have been removed. ALT-A affects the eastern
corner of this parcel by constructing a frontage road and cul de sac in the area
of the single family residence. ALT-B bisects this parcel in an area that avoids
the location of the former USTs.

APN 014-020-003-0, 4364 Hwy 25. Hollister Truck Parts. Truck repair shop,
Above Ground Tank (AGT) on-site. Moderate potential for ALT A to
encounter hazardous waste in the shop building area, low potential of
impacting ALT B which bisects the parcel.

APN 019-020-013-0, 1980 Bolsa Road (Hwy 25), Hollister. Machine shop
business. Moderate potential of impacting alternatives A.

APN 053-380-011-0, 790 Bolsa Road (Hwy 25), Hollister. Existing
warehouse remodeled as a church and is adjacent to a soil contamination site
and potential UST site. Moderate potential of impacting ALT-A.

APN 019-090-010-0, Situs is 231 — 233 Briggs Road, Hollister. Old barn and
55 gallon drums stored on-site, contents unknown. Moderate potential of
impacting alternatives ALT-A.

APN 014-080-005-0, 2731 Bolsa Rd (Hwy 25), Hollister. Former school
location. Property is west of the ALT A APE line. Low potential of impacting
ALT A or B.

Santa Clara County Assessment.

Category 3: Hazardous waste sites with low to moderate potential to affect the

Site #92,

project.

APN 841-37-014, 1405 Bolsa Rd. Gilroy. El Camino Packing Inc.
With moderate potential to affect alternatives 1 and 2, and no
siginificant potential of impacting the “No Build” alternative.



Site #94, APN 841-33-006, 415 Bloomfield Ave. Bolsa Rd, Gilroy. A & D
Christopher Ranch. With no siginificant potential of impacting the “No
Build” alternative, and moderate potential to affect alternatives 1 and 2.

Existing Route 25 Assessment

Category 4: Aerially Deposited Lead (ADL).

Aerially Deposited Lead surveys were conducted for portions of SR-25 under
Consultant Contract with GEOCON INC. contract # 05-0G390k-TC dated December
2001. A Lead Compliance Plan Non-Standard Special Provision would incorporate
the following information concerning lead contamination along SR-25: Lead
concentrations ranged from non-detectable to 400 mg/kg. The mean concentration
predicted based on statistical analysis indicates, with a 95% confidence level, that
there would be 61.29 mg/kg lead contamination for soils removed to stockpiles from
within the project confines. This level of ADL contamination in the soils is well below
regulatory action levels, therefore soils may be reused or relinquished without
restriction. ‘

Category S: Asbestos Containing Materials (ACM) and Treated Wood Wastes
(TWW). If bridges are to be demolished/replaced under the no build
alternative. ‘

Pajaro River Bridge No. 43-0001 (1950), No Asbestos Containing Materials have
been used in the bridge structure. Treated Wood (TWW) is used for the guard rail
posts. If the approachs metal beam guardrails are removed for disposal, there is no
longer special handling required for TWW disposal.

Carnadaro Creek Bridge No. 37-0008L (1949), No Asbestos Containing Materials
have been used in the bridge structure. Treated Wood (TWW) is used for the guard
rail posts. If the approachs metal beam guardrails are removed for disposal, there is
no longer special handling required for TWW disposal.

If further information is needed, please contact Ken Doran at (559) 243-8276.



Attachment A. By parcel description of findings, San Benito County.

1) Situs: 160 BRIGGS RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9001 R002

APN: - 019-090-014-0 Rec Date: 00/1987 Total Value: $24,902
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use:  RESIDENTIAL LOT Document #: 7375 Land Value:. $24,902
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms; Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: HAYHURST FARMING & HARVESTINGINC Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 5620 SOUTHSIDE RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9123 R001

ALT-B

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as a Residential Lot. The parcel is located on the west side of SR-25. The situs
address is 160 Briggs Road, includes an SFR, and is owned by Hayhust Farming and Harvesting, Inc. Records
research did not reveal anything in the GEOTRACKER database. The VISTA report indicates that the site is
doing business as Tony Lomanto Trucking and has six (6) active/inservice underground storage tanks (UST’s)
on-site; however, aerial photographs clearly show that this parcel only accommodates an SFR and not the former
Tony Lomanto Trucking operation (see APN 019-090-013). The take portion of this property would include the
SFR, to accommodate a frontage road cul-de-sac for ALT-A. The facility has a moderate potential of impacting
the proposed widening project for ALT-A.

2) Situs: 800 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9361 R007

APN:  053-380-010-0 Rec Date:  08/05/1991 Total Value: $308,000
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $587,000 Imprv Value: $43,000
Use: COMMERCIAL (NEC) Document #: 6351 Land Value: $265,000
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: 831/637-6574 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: ROBERTS JANET P Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 1401 THOMAS RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9120 R001

ALT-A

COMMENTS: In the original scoping for this project; County records list parcel use as Commercial (Nec). The parcel is located
on the west side of SR-25. Records research did not reveal anything on VISTA, but GEOTRACKER indicates
there are two, possibly four UST’s on-site, and the site was formerly doing business as Spencer Rentals. San
Benito County Environmental Health did not have any files regarding business activities or UST’s, according to
Ray Stevenson, Environmental Health Specialist. Field inspection in August 2001 revealed that the occupant was
doing business as Our Earth Environmental Inc. The parcel had a chain link fence, overhead utilities, a tanker
truck and 55 gallon barrels. A followup inspection conducted on February 22, 2002 revealed that Our Earth
Environmental Inc. vacated the site and Abundant Four Square Church currently occupies the site with an office
and storage building. The church also operates the adjacent parcel identified as APN: 053-380-011-0 at 790
Bolsa Road. The existing warehouse at 790 Bolsa Road is being remodeled as the church sancturary and is
nearing completion. Pastor Bob Rueffner indicated that an environmental firm was hired to evaluate the potential
for site contamination at this site (800 Bolsa Road) due to the previously operated businesses. A report was
prepared by Enviro Consulting (Enviro) and concluded that soil staining ocurred in an area approximately 3 feet
by 3 feet adjacent to the storage building. Contamination exists from oil and grease (O&G) and total petroleum
hydrocarbons as diesel (TPHd). Although the Enviro report indicates regulatory record reviews did not reveal
hazardous materials releases, it is clear contamination exists from some form of above ground storage tanks or
drums. UST’s may have existed on-site, however the location(s) are unknown. The facility has a high potential
of impacting the proposed widening project, and additional studies would be needed to define the lateral and
vertical extent of contamination cited in the Enviro report and to confirm the presence or absence of UST’s. This
triangular shaped parcel will likely be a full take for ALT-A. As of 2008 the property has received letters from
the lead regulatory agency, San Benito County Environmental Health Department that the above address has met
the remediation goals outlined in the cleanup plan and requires no further action for cleanup.



3) Situs: 2735 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-090-056-0 Rec Date:  04/28/2000 Total Value: $1,104,311.00
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $933,000 Imprv Value:

Use:  INDUSTRIAL, MINE/QUARRY (NEC) Document #: Land Value:
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: $885,966 Lot Width: Depth:

New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:

Phone: Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners: REDTREE PROPERTIES, A DEL LTD PARTNERSHIP Yr Built/Eff:

Mail:  P. O. Box 1041, Santa Cruz Ca, 95023
ALT-1/SBT-156
COMMENTS: The property is currently being operated as a mining facility supplymg aggragate sand and gravels. There is no
significant potential for encountering hazardous waste.

4)  Situs: 720 BRIGGS RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9047 R002

APN:  019-090-031-0 Rec Date:  06/27/1997 Total Value: $317,949
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $283,000 Imprv Value: $188,091
Use:  RESIDENTIAL (NEC) Document #: 6260 Land Value: $129,858
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: $110,000 Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: HERSEY RICHARD W Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 720 BRIGGS RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9047 R002

ALT-A

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Residential (Nec). It does not appear that the property is zoned for the current
use. The Hershey residence is about 4 years old, which includes a commercial part-time auto body repair and
paint shop. The parcel is located on the east side of SR-25. Records research did not reveal anything on
GEOTRACKER or VISTA. According to the owner, Mr. Richard Hershey, no liquid waste is generated;
however, that statement does not reconcile to the type of hazardous chemicals used for painting, which includes
volatile and semi-volatile materials. The facility has a high potential of impacting the proposed widening
project.

5)  Situs: 660 BRIGGS RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9047 R002

APN:  019-090-032-0 Rec Date: Total Value: $1,144,440.00
County: - SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use:  RESIDENTIAL (NEC) Document #: 6260 Land Value:
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: ~ Half:  Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: AVILA, VINCENT Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 660 BRIGGS RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9047 R002

ALT-A

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Residential (Nec). It does not appear that the property is zoned for the current
use. The Hershey residence is about 4 years old, which includes a commercial part-time auto body repair and
paint shop. The parcel is located on the east side of SR-25. Records research did not reveal anything on
GEOTRACKER or VISTA. According to owner, Mr. Richard Hershey, no liquid waste is generated; however,
that statement does not reconcile to the type of hazardous chemicals used for painting, which includes volatile
and semi-volatile materials. The facility has a high potential of impacting the proposed widening project.

6)  Situs: BRIGGS RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9316 R007

APN:  019-090-038-0 Rec Date:  00/1993 Total Value: $131,404
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $50,128
Use: ORCHARD Document #: 479 Land Value: $81,276
Phone: 831/637-3702 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: JACOBSON FAMILY LIVING TRUST Yr Built/Eff:

Mail: 1083 YORKTOWN DR. SUNNYVALE CA. 94087



ALT-A CUL DE SAC
COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as agricultural farm land. No significant potential for hazardous waste.
7) Situs: HUDNER LN, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-020-003-0 Rec Date:  00/1992 Total Value: $624,305
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $198,965
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 12344 Land Value: $425,340
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: 831/637-3701 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: RAJKOVICH MARTIN Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: PO BOX 189; HOLLISTER CA 95024-0189 B002

ALT-A, ALT-B

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Truck Crops. The parcel is located on the west side of SR-25. Records
research did not reveal anything in the GEOTRACKER database or VISTA report. In addition to farming, a
truck repair shop is doing business on-site as Hollister Truck Parts. According to Richard Terry, employee, the
shop address is 4364 Hwy 25. An above ground tank (AGT) is located in a locked shed and is used to store
waste oil. An active Ag well is immediately adjacent to the shed. Soil has minor stains from diesel and gasoline
spills at AGT’s, which appear to be associated with the farming business. There is also an inactive Ag well that
would need to be properly abandoned. The facility has a low potential of impacting the proposed widening
project.

8)  Situs: WRIGHT RD, CA

APN: 019-130-025-0 Rec Date: Total Value: $121,901
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 1968 Land Value:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: HUDNER, PAUL J TRUST Yr Built/Eff:
Mail:  P.0. BOX 1066, HOLLISTER CA. 95024

ALT-B

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as agricultural farm land. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

9) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA

APN:  019-020-014-0

County: SAN BENITO, CA

ALT-A and ALT-B for construction of access to this parcel. '

COMMENTS: County records do not include this parcel. The parcel is located on the west side of SR-25. Records research
did not reveal anything in the GEOTRACKER database or VISTA report. A windshield survey revealed that the
property is used as a shooting range for the County Sheriffs department and apparently is owned by the County
of San Benito. High levels of lead are anticipated. The site includes an Ag well, and is otherwise in fallow.
The facility has a high potential of impacting the proposed widening project.

10) Situs: OLD SALINAS HIGHWAY, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  053-350-005-0 Rec Date: Total Value: $518,332
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:

Use: AGRICULTRUAL FARMS Document #: Land Value
Phone: Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:

Ownmers: VIDOVICH, JOHN ETAL Yr Built/Eff:

Mail: 11950 CIENEGA RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023
ALLT-A Realign county road.
COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as agricultural farm land. No significant potential for hazardous waste.



11) Situs: BOLSA , HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  053-380-003-0 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $209,487
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $72,234
Use: GARAGE Document #: 481-392 Land Value: $137,253
Phone: 831/637-6574 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners: ROBERTS JANET P Yr Built/Eff:

Mail: 1401 THOMAS RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9120 R001
ALT-A, ALT-B Partially Constructed Interchange.

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Garage. The situs address is 530 San Felipe Road, is located east of SR-25 and
is currently doing business as South Valley Trailers. According to the owner of the business, the site was
operated as a gas and service station over 20 years ago and the underground fuel tanks were removed.
GEOTRACKER records list the site as a leaking underground fuel tank (LUFT) site and was operated as M &
M Exxon. Soil only was contaminated and was remediated by excavation and aeration. VISTA records indicate
the site is closed as an underground storage tank (UST) site. The City of Hollister Fire Department files
indicated that four tanks were removed, including two 5,000 gallon gasoline tanks, one 3,000
gallon gasoline tank and one 550 gallon waste oil tank. The tank(s) were reported as leaking in 1988 soil
samples were taken, soil was excavated and a permit to aerate was obtained from the Monterey Bay Air
Pollution District the same year. An on-site domestic well serves the property and is located adjacent to
Highway 156, along with power poles. The facility has a moderate potential of impacting the proposed widening
project. The San Benito County appears to be in condemnation litigation for this and the adjacent parcel.

12) Situs: 132 BRIGGS RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9001 R002

APN:  019-090-013-0 Rec Date:  00/1987 . Total Value: $926,313
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $286,595
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 7375 Land Value: $639,718
Owners: HAYHURST FARMING INC A CALIF CORP Yr Built/Eff:

Mail: 5620 SOUTHSIDE RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9123 R001
ALT-A for access CUL DE SAC, ALT-B Bisects the parcel.

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Truck Crops and is located on the west side of SR-25, at the northwest corner
of Wright and Briggs Roads, and is immediately adjacent to APN 013-090-014. The parcel is twenty acres in
size and has an SFR, mobile home at 540 Wright Road, and four (4) businesses identified as 132 Briggs Road
and 160 Briggs-Road, A, B and C. Records research did not reveal anything in the GEOTRACKER database
and according to Ray Stevenson of San Benito County Environmental Health Department, no files exist for the
property. The VISTA report indicates that the site is reportedly doing business as (DBA) Tony Lomanto
Trucking and has six (6) active/inservice underground storage tanks (UST’s) on-site. One 300 and one 500
gallon UST contains oil (not specified); one 500 gallon UST contains unknown material, one 2000 gallon UST
contains unleaded gas, and two 10,000 gallon UST’s contain diesel. On-site inspection revealed that the
trucking company is no longer in business and there are no active or inactive tanks on-site.

The businesses at 160 Briggs A, B and C are identified as; Hollister Equipment, Chapman Woodworks, and
DeBrito Chocolate Factory. At least two rusted and out-of-service UST’s are stored on-site. A follow-up
inspection was conducted on February 22, 2002. According to Mr. Arnold DeBrito, owner of Hollister
Equipment, he believes the UST’s mentioned in the VISTA report were removed prior to 1986, and pointed out
the approximate location of the former UST locations within the same parcel but adjacent to the newer business
DBA Ferguson Plumbing HVAC. In addition, an old concrete wash rack pad exists adjacent to Mr. DeBritos
shop. Mr. DeBrito indicated that his shop was once DBA Lomanto Trucking and that is why the wash rack
exists. It is no longer used but apparently empties into a septic tank. The wash rack appears to be outside of
the APE. How the liquid waste was discharged from the tank is unknown but solvent and heavy metals may be
of concern if the project boundaries change or it is determined that the wash rack is within the APE. No
obvious staining of the ground surface was noted. Mr. DeBrito operates a 50-gallon waste oil AGT. Old
rusting agricultural machinery is stored on-site by the landlords located outside of the APE.

Ferguson Plumbing HVAC business sells PVC, iron and copper pipe and does not have any UST’s or AGT’s
on-site. During a field investigation on October 24, 2002, Mr. Rick Gambetta, local property owner and an
employee of Ferguson Plumbing HVAC indicated that a 500-gallon UST was removed from the area Mr.



DeBrito had previously pointed out at the Ferguson Plumbing HVAC site about five (5) years ago. Upon
further investigation, it appeared that a large area was subsiding as the possible result of tank removal(s). No
vent pipes or fuel dispensers were noted, the area in question is outside the APE and downdgrade from the

proposed project.

Adjacent and east of Ferguson Plumbing HVAC is an older SFR, situs address of 132 Briggs Road and may
contain lead based paint and asbestos. The parcel facilities have a low potential of impacting the proposed
widening project for ALT-B, Moderate potential for hazardous waste impacts to ALT-A.

13) Situs: 4153 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9309 R007

APN:  014-040-002-0 Rec Date:  00/1993 Total Value: $491,526
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $177,157
Use: ORCHARD Document #: 483 Land Value: $285,723
Owners: RAJKOVICH MARTIN-GEORGE-LUCILL Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: PO BOX 189; HOLLISTER CA 95024-0189 B002

ALT-B

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Orchard and is located east of SR-25. Records research of the
GEOTRACKER list did not reveal underground storage tanks (UST’s) or leaking underground fuel tanks
(LUFT’s). According to the VISTA list, there are five UST’s onsite. Two 550 gallon UST’s contain unleaded
gasoline; one 550 gallon and one 2000 gallon UST contains diesel, and one 2000 gallon UST contains leaded
gas. No above ground tanks are reported. No files exist regarding either above ground tanks (AGT’s) or UST’s
at the San Benito County Environmental Health office. A field investigation was conducted on February 22,
2002. Mr. Martin Rajkovich, owner, was met on-site and he indicated that there are no longer any UST’s on-
site as they were removed about 30 years ago. There is currently a 1,000 gallon gasoline and diesel AGT on-
site, both located within the area of potential effect. The facility has a high potential of impacting the proposed
widening project.

14) Situs: 1980 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9316 R007

APN:  019-020-013-0 Rec Date:  00/1992 Total Value: $41,023
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $25,175
Use:  LIGHT INDUSTRIAL Document #: 10133 Land Value: $15,848
Owners: MARTIN DELPHIN JR Yr Built/Eff: .
Mail: 1980 BOLSA RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9316 R007

ALT-A

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Light Industrial. The parcel is located on the west side of SR-25. Records
research did not reveal anything on GEOTRACKER or VISTA. The site is doing business as Dels Machine
Shop. According to Mark Collison, business owner, he has been doing business for about 7 years. Inspection of
the site did not reveal any soil staining or other hazardous waste activities. There are no USTs on-site. An SFR
(mobile home) is also located on the site. Domestic well(s) and septic tank systems would need to be abandoned
according to State water and local health agency regulations. The potential for inappropriate liquid hazardous
waste disposal to septic tank system exists at this site, contaminating soil and/or groundwater. The facility has a
minimal potential of impacting the proposed widening project, unless it becomes a full take.

15) Situs: 790 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9361 R007

APN:  053-380-011-0 Rec Date:  08/05/1991 Total Value: $461,000
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $587,000 Imprv Value: $196,000
Use: GARAGE Document #: 6351 Land Value: $265,000
Phone: 831/637-6574 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: ROBERTS JANET P Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 1401 THOMAS RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9120 R001

ALT-A

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Garage. The parcel is located on the west side of SR-25. Records research did
not reveal anything on GEOTRACKER or VISTA. The existing warehouse has been remodeled as the Abundant
Life Four Square Church and is nearing completion. The parcel is immediately adjacent to and south of the
church office and storage building, which formerly did business as Spencer Rentals (APN: 053-380-010) and Our
Earth Environmental Inc. where contamination exists from oil and grease (O&G) and total petroleum



hydrocarbons as diesel (TPHd). The facility has a moderate potential of impacting the proposed widening
project, until determined otherwise.

16) Situs: 231-233 BRIGGS RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9001 R002

APN:  019-090-010-0 Rec Date: 00/1994 Total Value: $411,069
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $192,966
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 2408 Land Value: $214,873
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: 831/637-2187 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: CORDA BOB JR Yr BuiltEff:
Mail: 231 BRIGGS RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9001 R002

ALT-A

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Truck Crops. The parcel is located on the east and west side of SR-25. Records
research did not reveal anything on GEOTRACKER or VISTA. A concrete culvert crosses SR-25 to APN 019-
090-021. The site includes above ground storage tank and two residences at 231 and 233 Bridge Road.
Approximately five 55 gallon barrels are stored on-site. In addition, an old barn exists on the parcel and may
contain lead based paint. It is not uncommon to encounter elevated concentrations of lead in surface soils
outside of older structures as a result of lead-based paint that has degraded or scraped off intentionally. The site
has a moderate potential of impacting the proposed widening project unless otherwise determined.

17) Situs: BRIGGS RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  019-090-018-0 Rec Date:  00/1993 Total Value: $73,970
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $61,601
Use: ORCHARD Document #: 484 Land Value: $12,369
Card #: Zoning;: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: 831/637-3702 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: RAJKOVICH MARTIN-GEORGE-LUCILL Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: PO BOX 189; HOLLISTER CA 95024-0189 B002

ALT-A

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Orchard and is located on the east side of SR-25. Records research did not
reveal anything on GEOTRACKER or VISTA. An old bamn exists on the parcel and may contain lead based
paint. It is also not uncommon to encounter elevated concentrations of lead in surface soils outside of older
structures as a result of lead-based paint that has degraded or scraped off intentionally. The facility has a low
potential of impacting the proposed widening project.

18) Situs: 2731 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9300 R007

APN:  014-080-005-0 Rec Date:  03/25/1999 Total Value: $338,427
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $160,000

Use:  RESIDENTIAL (NEC) Document #: 4600 Land Value: $135,000
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:

New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:

Phone: Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners: CLARK, EVERETT & PAMELA Yr Built/Eff:

Mail: 2731 BOLSA RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9300 R007

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Residential (Nec). The parcel is located on the east side of SR-25. Records
research did not reveal anything on GEOTRACKER or VISTA. The site is the former location of Fairhaven
school. It appears that the school may have been renovated as a single family residence. The domestic well and -
septic tank system would need to be abandoned according to State water and local health agency regulations.
Asbestos containing materials may still exist in the home and would need to be removed and disposed according
to State and local regulations. The facility has a moderate potential of impacting the proposed widening project.



19) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9300 R007

APN:  053-420-001-0 Rec Date: Total Value:

County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:

Use: AIRPORT ACCESS/FRONTAGE Document #: 4600 Land Value:
Card # Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:

New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:

Phone: Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners: AIRPARK ASSC.LLC Yr Built/Eff:

Mail: P.O. BOX 721 APTOS CA. CA 95001
ALT-A + EASEMENT
COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as access frontage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

20) Situs: 1020 HWY 25, GILROY CA 95020 :
APN:  053-420-034 Rec Date: Total Value: $2,731,198

County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use: VACANT LAND/INDUSTRIAL Document #: 4600 Land Value:
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg; Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: AIRPARK ASSC. LLC Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: P.O.BOX 721 APTOS CA. CA 95001
ALT-A

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as recovery frontage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

21) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  014-060-003-0 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use:  AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value: _
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: BERTUCCIO, TINA Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 2360 AIRLINE WAY, HOLLISTER CA 95023

ALT-B

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

22) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  014-060-004-0 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value;

Use:  AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:

Owners: BERTUCCIO, TINA Yr Built/Eff:

Mail: 2360 AIRLINE WAY, HOLLISTER CA 95023
ALT-B Bisects this property.
COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

23) Situs: 2533 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9300 R007

APN:  019-010-004-0 Rec Date:  06/04/1997 Total Value: $207,775
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $250,000 Imprv Value: $119,471
Use: SFR Document #: 5323 Land Value: $88,304

Phone: 530/888-6836 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners: GAMBETTA RICK Yr Built/Eff:

Mail: 2533 BOLSA RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9300 R007
ALT-A



COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as SFR (Single Family Residence). The parcel is located on the west side of SR-
25. Records research did not reveal anything on GEOTRACKER or VISTA. A stucco house and domestic
exist on the property. The well would need to be abandoned according to State water and local health agency

regulations. The facility has a low potential of impacting the proposed widening project.
24) Situs: 1940 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9316 R007

APN:  019-020-012-0 Rec Date:  01/31/1994 Total Value: $276,461
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $200,000 Imprv Value: $161,755
Use:  RESIDENTIAL (NEC) Document #: 1073 Land Value: $107,836
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: $182,000 Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: 831/637-6970 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: CHAMBERLAINS CHILDREN CENTER INC Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: PO BOX 1269; HOLLISTER CA 95024-1269 B011

ALT-A

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Residential (Nec). The parcel is located on the west side of SR-25. Records
research did not reveal anything on GEOTRACKER or VISTA. The well would need to be abandoned according
to State water and local health agency regulations. The facility has a low potential of impacting the proposed
widening project.

25) Situs: WRIGHT RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  019-090-015-0 Rec Date:  12/30/1998 Total Value: $56,850
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use:  TRUCK CROPS Document #: 18065 Land Value: $56,850
Phone: 408/268-5347 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: MCNAMEE CHARLES F & MARGARET G Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 1202 CHATEAU DR; SAN JOSE CA 95120-4709 C001

ALT-A

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Truck Crops. The parcel is located on the east and west side of SR-25. Records
research did not reveal anything on GEOTRACKER or VISTA. Overhead utilities cross SR-25 at the parcel
and a cell box exists. The site is currently planted in peppers. The facility has a low potential of impacting the
proposed widening project.

26)  Situs: 741 FLYNN RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9308 R007

APN:  053-360-030-0 Rec Date:  05/02/1995 Total Value: $1,513,974
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $200,000 Imprv Value: $1,112,551
Use:  MINI WAREHOUSE Document #: 3701 Land Value: $395,236
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: $35,000 Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: CLINK RICHARD E & LINDA C 2001 Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 458 COAKLEY DR; SAN JOSE CA 95117-1518 C003

ALT-A

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Mini Warehouse. The parcel is located on the east side of SR-25. Records
research did not reveal anything on GEOTRACKER or VISTA. The site is doing business as F lynn Road
Storage and RV Storage. The facility has a low potential of impacting the proposed widening project.

27) Situs: 463 MCCONNEL RD. HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  018-020-005-0 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:

Use:  AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:

Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:

Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners: VIERA FAMILY TRUST Yr Built/Eff:

Mail: 1801 CUSHMAN, HOLLISTER CA 95023
ALT-2 SR-156 Interchange.



COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage, with a small segment located in the proposed take area
configured as residential and shop facilities. Demolition of these structures will likely encounter lead based paint
and asbestos containing materials. No significant hazardous waste other than demolition debris anticipated.

28) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  053-380-002-0 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $288,957
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: §$14,442
Use: COMMERCIAL (NEC) Document #: 481-392 Land Value: $274,515
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: 831/637-6574 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: ROBERTS JANET P Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 1401 THOMAS RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9120 R001
ALT-A, ALT-B -

COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Commercial (Nec). The parcel is located on the east side of SR-25, adjacent and
north of South Valley Trailers (APN: 053-380-003). Records research did not reveal anything on
GEOTRACKER or VISTA. The site appears to be vacant. The facility has been demolished and a new
intersection for existing SR-25 has been constructed.

29) Situs: 156 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  053-380-006-0 " RecDate: 00/1989 Total Value: $629,000
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:

Use: COMMERCIAL LOT Document #: 9681 Land Value: $629,000
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:

New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:

Phone: 831/637-6574 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners: ROBERTS JANET P Yr Built/Eff:

Mail: 1401 THOMAS RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9120 R001
ALT-A and ALT-B interchange improvements.
COMMENTS: County records list parcel use as Commercial Lot. The parcel is located on the east side of SR-25 and is currently
in fodder. Records research did not reveal anything on GEOTRACKER or VISTA. The facility has a low
potential of impacting the proposed widening project.

N

30) Situs: 2730 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  018-020-012-0 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:

Use:  AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:

Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:

Phone: Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners: HART, DONNA & CAROL Yr Built/Eff;

Mail: 2730 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023
ALT-2 SR-156 Interchange
COMMENTS: This property consists of several sets of shop buildings and residential structures similar to farm labor facilities.
Demolition of these structures will likely encounter lead based paint and asbestos containing materials. Minor
soil staining and wastes from agriculture related activities such as plastic irrigation tubing, empty drums,
packing materials and refuse will be encountered about the site.

31) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  018-210-006-0 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:

Use: AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:
Owners: VIERA FAMILY TRUST Yr Built/Eff:

Mail: 1801 CUSHMAN ST, HOLLISTER CA 95023
ALT-2



COMMENTS: This property consists of several sets of shop buildings and residential structures similar to farm labor facilities.
Demolition of these structures will likely encounter lead based paint and asbestos containing materials. Minor
soil staining and wastes from agriculture related activities such as plastic irrigation tubing, empty drums,
packing materials and refuse will be encountered about the site.

32) Situs: BOLSARD, CA

APN:  013-040-009-0 Rec Date:  02/08/2001 Total Value: $979,000
County: SAN BENITO,CA - Sale Price: $480,000 Imprv Value:

Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 1919 Land Value: $979,000
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:

New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:

Phone: Stories: Full Baths::  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners: LA KHAKIETL
Mail: 3133 IRVING ST; SAN FRANCISCO CA 94122-1427 C017
ALT-A
COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

33) Situs: BOLSARD, CA

APN: ~ 013-040-013-0 " Rec Date:  10/15/1991 Total Value: $174,763
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $704
Use:  AGRICULTURAL (NEC) Document #: 8512 Land Value: $174,059
Card #: Zoning;: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: 831/637-3185 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: SABBATINI TRUST Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: PO BOX 339; HOLLISTER CA 95024-0339 B003
ALT-1, ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

34) Situs: , CA

APN:  013-040-026-0 Rec Date:  00/1988 Total Value: $834,340
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $48,836
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 6930 Land Value: $785,504
Card #: Zoning;: 1st TD Amt: _ Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: - Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: SHAW PO CHEI Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 15165 SYCAMORE DR; MORGAN HILL CA 95037-9619 R003

ALT-1, ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

35)  Situs: BOLSARD, CA

APN:  013-040-032-0 Rec Date:  00/1993 Total Value: $269,013
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $7,650
Use:  AGRICULTURAL (NEC) Document #: 1325 Land Value: $261,363
Owners: GARCIA FAMILY PARTNERSHIP A CAL PART Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: PO BOX 3932; SALINAS CA 93912-3932 B009

ALT-1, ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

36)  Situs: BOLSARD, CA

APN:  013-040-033-0 Rec Date:  00/1993 Total Value: $875,834
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $18,834
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 9 Land Value: $857,000
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:

New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:



Phone: Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners: THOMAS TUNG & YING LEE Yr BuiltEff:
Mail: 1426 GRAY BLUFF TRL; CHAPEL HILL NC 27514-9126 R024
ALT-1, ALT-2 '

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated‘as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

37) Situs: SHORE RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  013-060-017-0 Rec Date:  00/1992 Total Value: $1,253,958
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $83,255

Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 6216 Land Value: $1,170,703
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:

Phone: 650/424-0214 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners: FARRIS Yr Built/Eff:

Mail: 180 IRIS WAY; PALO ALTO CA 94303-3036 C023
ALT-1, ALT-2
COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

38) Situs: BOLSARD, CA

APN:  013-060-019-0 Rec Date:  00/1992 Total Value: $150,419
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $4,799
Use:  TRUCK CROPS Document #: 2939 Land Value: '$145,620
Phone: 831/637-1422 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: CASILLAS FAM MANUEL & HELEN Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: PO BOX 10; HOLLISTER CA 95024-0010 B001

ALT-1, ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

39) Situs: BOLSA RD, CA

APN:  013-060-020-0 Rec Date:  00/1988 Total Value: $156,272
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $8,294
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 8298 Land Value: $147,978
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: 831/637-3555 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
‘Owners: CASILLAS EMILIO Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: PO BOX 10; HOLLISTER CA 95024-0010 B001

ALT-1, ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

40) Situs: BOLSARD, CA

APN:  013-060-021-0 Rec Date:  00/1993 Total Value: $172,063
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $23,597
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 2141 Land Value: $148,466
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: 831/637-0998 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: CASILLAS FRANK & JOYCE Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: PO BOX 10; HOLLISTER CA 95024-0010 B001

ALT-1, ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

41) Situs: BOLSARD, CA

APN:  013-060-022-0 Rec Date:  00/1995 Total Value: $154,336
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $5,620
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #; 958 Land Value: $148,716
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:

New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:



Phone: 831/636-1347 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners: CASILLAS PAUL Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: PO BOX 10; HOLLISTER CA 95024-0010 B001
ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

42)  Situs: BOLSARD, CA

APN:  013-060-023-0 Rec Date: 00/1993 Total Value: $148,716
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 959 Land Value: $148,716
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: 831/637-3094 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: CASILLAS JOE & LILLIAN Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: PO BOX 10; HOLLISTER CA 95024-0010 B001
ALT-1, ALT-2 '

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

43) Situs: BOLSA RD, CA

APN:  013-060-024-0 Rec Date: Total Value: $202,612
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 877 Land Value: $202,612
Phone: 831/637-3088 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: COSTAP &R Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 2020 SHORE RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9205 R002

ALT-1, ALT-2 .

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

44) Situs: BOLSA RD, CA

APN:  013-060-025-0 Rec Date: Total Value: $249,910
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $115,321
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 877 Land Value: $134,589
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:

New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:

Phone: 831/637-3088 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners: COSTAP &R Yr Built/Eff:

Mail: 2020 SHORE RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9205 R002
ALT-1 and ALT-2
COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

45) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  019-010-008-0 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use:  AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: SAN JUSTO HOMESTEAD ASSN Yr Built/Eff:
Mail:
ALT-B

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

46) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  019-080-001 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use:  AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:

Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:



New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:

Phone: Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: HEYHURST FARMING CORP Yr Built/Eff:
Mail:

ALT-B

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.
47) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007.

APN:  019-080-004 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use:  AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: HEYHURST FARMING CORP Yr Built/Eff:
Mail:

ALT-B

COMMENTS: The property is.currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

48) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  019-080-006-0 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use:  AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:
Owners: VOSTI ALEX Yr Built/Eff:
Mail:
ALT-B

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

49) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  019-130-010-0 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use: AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: ; Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: HERBERT, PHILIP C Yr Built/Eff:
Mail:
ALT-B

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

50) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  019-130-021-0 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use:  AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: HUDNER, PAUL J Yr Built/Eff;
Mail:
ALT-B

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

51) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  019-130-025-0 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:

Use:  AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:

Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:

New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:



Phone: Stories: Full Baths:”  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: HUDNER, PAUL J Yr Built/Eff:
Mail:
ALT-B
COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

52) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-020-005-0 Rec Date:  06/07/1996 Total Value: $608,360
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $140,000 Imprv Value: $52,982
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 5369 Land Value: $555,378
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: YEN TRUST Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 196 TUSCALOOSA AVE; ATHERTON CA 94027-4000 C013

ALT-1, ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

53) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-020-006-0 Rec Date:  06/07/1996 Total Value: $649,813
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $140,000 Imprv Value: $52,982
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 5369 Land Value: $596,831
Phone: Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: YEN TRUST Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 196 TUSCALOOSA AVE; ATHERTON CA 94027-4000 C013

ALT-1, ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

54) Situs: 4211 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9309 R007

APN:  014-040-003-0 Rec Date:  00/1992 Total Value: $206,387
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $39,067
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 6012 Land Value: $167,320
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: 831/637-0794 Stories: Full Baths: ©  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: HOGAN HELEN L Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 4211 BOLSA RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9309 R007

ALT-A

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

35) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-040-004-0 Rec Date:  00/1964 Total Value: $162,131
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $2,802
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 295-527 Land Value: $159,329
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: CASENTINI ODA HOGAN Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: PO BOX 3891; SALINAS CA 93912-3891 B008
ALT-A

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

56) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-040-005-0 Rec Date: Total Value: $155,388
County: SAN BENITO,CA | Sale Price: Imprv Value: $2,802
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 7485 Land Value: $152,586

Phone: 831/637-2631 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:



Owners: BREWSTER CYNTHIA FORD Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 60 TERRYS CT; HOLLISTER CA 95023-6329 R004
ALT-A
COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

57) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-040-006-0 Rec Date: Total Value: $45,912
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 7487 Land Value: $45,912
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: CASSINTINI ODA Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 60 TERRYS CT; HOLLISTER CA 95023-6329 R004
ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

58) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-040-007-0 Rec Date: Total Value: $35,734
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $1,059
Use: PASTURE Document #: 7487 Land Value: $34,675
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: - Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: CASENTINI ODA Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 60 TERRYS CT; HOLLISTER CA 95023-6329 R004

ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

59) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-060-005-0 Rec Date:  00/1971 Total Value: $75,564
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 366-80 Land Value: $75,564
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Owners: BERTUCCIO TINA Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 2360 AIRLINE HWY; HOLLISTER CA 95023-6106 R007
ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

60) Situs: HUDNER LN, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-060-009-0 Rec Date:  01/12/1995 Total Value: $1,530,011
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $1,400,000 Imprv Value: $163,928
Use:  TRUCK CROPS Document #: 278 Land Value: $1,366,083
Phone: 831/637-7262 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: FILICE Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 10001 FAIRVIEW RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9209 R00?2
ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

61) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-070-002-0 Rec Date:  00/1971 Total Value: $63,970
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $1,170
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 371-700 Land Value: $62,800
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:

New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:



Phone: Stories: Full Baths:  Half Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners: BERTUCCIO PAUL W-OLGA-IRMA Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 230 5TH ST; HOLLISTER CA 95023-3902 C019
ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

62) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-070-003-0 Rec Date:  00/1994 Total Value: $219,730
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price:. Imprv Value: $40,520
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 2121 Land Value: $179,210
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: BERTUCCIO PAUL W-OLGA-IRMA Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 230 5TH ST; HOLLISTER CA 95023-3902 C019

ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

63) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-070-004-0 Rec Date:  00/1971 Total Value: $165,190
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $8,920
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 366-383 Land Value: $156,270
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: BERTUCCIO PAUL W-OLGA-IRMA Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 230 STH ST; HOLLISTER CA 95023-3902 C019
ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

64) Situs: BOLSA HWY, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-070-005-0 Rec Date:  00/1992 Total Value: $108,453
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use: ORCHARD Document #: 12342 Land Value: $94,026
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
Phone: 831/637-3702 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: RAJKOVICH MARTIN-GEORGE-LUCILL Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: PO BOX 189; HOLLISTER CA 95024-0189 B002

ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm orchard acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

65) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-080-001-0 Rec Date: Total Value: $351,976
County: SAN BENITO, CA ' Sale Price: Imprv Value: $109,553
Use:  AGRICULTURAL (NEC) Document #: 8539 Land Value: $242,423
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Owners: BERTUCCIO TINA Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 2360 AIRLINE HWY; HOLLISTER CA 95023-6106 R007
ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

66) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9313 R007

APN:  019-130-010 Rec Date:  00/1982 Total Value: $224,007
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value:
Use:  AGRICULTURAL/FARMS Document #: Land Value:

Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:



New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:

Phone: Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: HERBERT, PHILIP C Yr Built/Eff:
Mail:

ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.
67) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-080-008-0 Rec Date:  00/1994 Total Value: $418,660
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $8,600
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 2121 Land Value: $410,060
Card #: Zoning;: Ist TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: BERTUCCIO PAUL W-IRMA-OLGA Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 230 5TH ST; HOLLISTER CA 95023-3902 C019

ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

68) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-080-009-0 Rec Date: 00/1995 Total Value: $235,975
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $4,144
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 194 Land Value: $231,831
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: 831/637-4121 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: HERBERT PHILIP C Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: PO BOX 162; HOLLISTER CA 95024-0162 B002

ALT-1, ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

69) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  014-090-024-0 Rec Date:  04/28/2000 Total Value: $35,413
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $933,000 Imprv Value:
Use:  AGRICULTURAL (NEC) Document #:; 5224 Land Value: $35,413
Owners: DON CHAPIN CO INC Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 440 CRAZY HORSE CANYON RD; SALINAS CA 93907-8402 RO11

ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. Formerly the property was used for the Farehaven School. No
significant potential for hazardous waste.

70) Situs: 2730 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9000 R007

APN:  018-020-011-0 Rec Date:  00/1994 Total Value: $186,027
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $81,844
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 3389 Land Value: $104,183
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: - Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: 831/637-2123  Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: HART WILLARD J Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 2730 BOLSA RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9000 R007

ALT-2

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

71) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9300 R007

APN:  019-010-005-0 Rec Date:  06/04/1997 Total Value: $38,914
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $250,000 Imprv Value: $643
Use:  AGRICULTURAL (NEC) Document #: 5323 Land Value: $38,271

Phone: 530/888-6836 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:



Owners: GAMBETTA RICK Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 2533 BOLSA RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9300 R007
ALT-1
COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage, with a single family residence located at the south end. No
significant potential for hazardous waste.

72) Situs: 2130 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9316 R007

APN:  019-010-007-0 Rec Date:  00/1994 Total Value: $131,760
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $850,000 Imprv Value: $21,984
Use: PASTURE Document #: 2110 Land Value: $109,776
Phone: 831/636-4898 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:

Owners: ROHNERT FREDERICK W IT & ALLISON L Yr Built/Eff:

Mail: 610 RANDYS CIR; HOLLISTER CA 95023-6628 R006
ALT-2, the south west corner
COMMENTS: The property is currently used pasture or vacant grassland. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

73) Situs: 2533 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9300 R007

APN:  019-010-010-0 Rec Date:  06/04/1997 Total Value: $127,054
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $250,000 Imprv Value: $5,817
Use: TRUCK CROPS Document #: 5323 Land Value: $121,237
Card #: Zoning: Ist TD Amt: $43,000 Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: 530/888-6836  Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: GAMBETTA RICK Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 2533 BOLSA RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9300 R007

ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

74) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  019-020-011-0 Rec Date:  03/23/1998 Total Value: $317,322
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: $305,000 Imprv Value: $5,202
Use: PASTURE Document #: 3219 Land Value: $312,120
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: $170,000 Lot Width: Depth:
Phone: Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: NICHOLSON LAURENCE M Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 701 MCCRAY ST; HOLLISTER CA 95023-4033 C010

ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently listed as pasture acerage, with some aggragte mining having been conducted in the past.
No significant potential for hazardous waste.

75) Situs: 2017 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9300 R007

APN:  019-020-015-0 Rec Date:  00/1976 Total Value: $242,359
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $105,658
Use: ORCHARD Document #: 404-348 Land Value: $131,301
Phone: 831/637-5128 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: JUREVICH WILLIAM M & PEARL N Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: 750 FLYNN RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9308 R007

ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm orchard. If the property is to be a full take, the single family residence
and shop buildings will have some significant potential for encountering hazardous waste. If the buildings remain
outside the proposed R/W as depicted, no significant potential for hazardous waste.

76) Situs: 1448 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9316 R007

APN:  019-090-001-0 Rec Date:  00/1993 Total Value: $243,606
County: SAN BENITO, CA Imprv Value: $98,656 Use: ORCHARD
Document #: 480 Land Value: $144,950 Phone: 831/637-4221

Owmers: RAJKOVICH MARTIN-GEORGE-LUCILL Yr Built/Eff:



Mail: PO BOX 189; HOLLISTER CA 95024-0189 B002
ALT-2
COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm orchard. If the property is to be a full take, the single family residence
and shop buildings will have some significant potential for encountering hazardous waste.

77) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023

APN:  019-090-003-0 . Rec Date:  00/1993 Total Value: $30,499
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $2,623
Use: ORCHARD Document #: 484 Land Value: $27.876
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: 831/637-3702 Stories: Full Baths:  Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Ovwmers: RAJKOVICH MARTIN-GEORGE-LUCILL Yr Built/Eff:
Mail: PO BOX 189; HOLLISTER CA 95024-0189 B002

ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm orchard acerage. No significant potential for hazardous waste.

78) Situs: BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9309 R007

APN:  019-090-021-0 Rec Date: Total Value: $29,180
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $13,388
Use: ORCHARD Document #: 6717 Land Value: $15,792
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Phone: 831/637-3702 Stories: Full Baths: Half: Bldg/Liv Area:
Owners: RAJKOVICH MARTIN Yr Built/Eft:
Mail: 4153 BOLSA RD; HOLLISTER CA 95023-9309 R007

ALT-1

COMMENTS: The property is currently operated as farm orchard. The single family residence and shop buildings will have
some significant potential for encountering hazardous waste.

79) Situs: 1444 BOLSA RD, HOLLISTER CA 95023-9316 R007

APN:  019-090-022-0 Rec Date:  00/1993 Total Value: $131,404
County: SAN BENITO, CA Sale Price: Imprv Value: $50,128
Use: ORCHARD Document #: 479 Land Value: $81,276
Card #: Zoning: 1st TD Amt: Lot Width: Depth:
New Pg: Map Pg: Rooms: Bedrms: Lot Area:
Ph<ns1:XMLFault xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat"><ns1:faultstring xmlns:ns1="http://cxf.apache.org/bindings/xformat">java.lang.OutOfMemoryError: Java heap space</ns1:faultstring></ns1:XMLFault>