














Assumptions (Is future widening in Regional Transportation Plan? Yes or no?) No: Please
provide information for all of the following items that apply to this project.

Yes No

Question

L] O

Are you implementing an innovative strategy (e.g., cold foam Hot-Mix
Asphalt (HMA)), pre-cast concrete pavement, continuously reinforced
pavement, etc)?

If so, which are you implementing and why? If not, why not?

Specific strategy to be determined in PS&E

Has Rapid Rehab strategy been considered (e.g., weekend closures and lane
replacements)?
Explain: Specific strategy to be determined in PS&E

Are you using Rubberized Hot-Mix Asphalt (RHMA) in this project?
If not, justify:

Was Life Cycle Analysis performed?

The LCCA is deferred to the PAED phase as per draft Pavement Policy
Bulletin (dated Feb. 3, 2010). The project is programmed for construction
using the pavement and traffic control cost for the alternative with the higher
initial costs.

[]
X

Does existing pavement have a settlement problem?

Explain: Based on final design drawings available (EA 228554) and findings
in the Preliminary Materials Report, there are no indications of pavement
settlement within the project limits.

a) Is this project (or part of project) maintaining the grade profile?
b) If not, explain how the profile change affects the pavement strategy choice
(cut v. fill):

Will there be a new barrier?

Is the proposed structural section on cut or fill or both? Provide limits of both,
if applicable.

Are highly expansive basement soils present?
See the as-built LOTBs in the Preliminary Materials Report for details.

10.

O O XX X
X X X OO O

Are as-builts (including structural section information regarding edge drains,
under drains, lime treatment, permeable blanket, etc.) available?

If no, did you check map files and online? No
Final design drawings (EA 228554) were available for our use.
If yes, existing structural section was based on (check one):

|:| as-built |:| actual boring
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Yes

No

Question

11. |:|

Do the project limits have problems with groundwater (e.g., high water table,
flow requirements, etc.)? If yes, explain:

See Preliminary Foundations Report

12. |Z|

Has the availability of pavement materials (i.e., long haul distances from
plants) been considered?

If yes, how does material availability affect pavement type selection? There
are several commercial sources of asphalt, concrete, and aggregate products in

the vicinity of the project site.

13.

X
[]

[]
[]

Will the existing pavement be rehabilitated?

What are the age and condition of the existing adjacent lanes?

Explain:

The existing pavement within the project area is scheduled for rehabilitation in
late 2009 by Caltrans.

14.

[]
[]

What is the type of pavement/structural section (corridor pavement
type/structural section continuity) on upstream/downstream roadway?
Explain if several:

The existing roadway upstream or downstream of the project area has the
same concrete pavement structural sections as that within the project area.

15.

Is TMP data (lane closure charts) available and was it considered?

Will there be nighttime paving? If so, provide lane closure
hours:

16.

Was field Maintenance input considered?

17.

IR
XX X KX

Were climate conditions (extreme temperature, rainfall, etc.) considered?

If so, which ones do you anticipate affecting the pavement job?

18.

Which stage construction requirements (matching adjacent sections, temporary
paving, etc.) were considered?

Project proposes to match adjacent sections as indicated on Page 1 of the
checklist

19.

Is this a large-scale project? Explain all quantity take-off:
Only pavement widening on I-680 is proposed with this project.

1] [
X X

20.

Is there Open-Graded Hot-Mix Asphalt (OGHMA) on the existing pavement?
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Yes

No

Question

21. |Z|

[]

Was environmental impact considered?
Explain: Environmental issues were addressed in PEAR.

22.

What is the proposed pavement design life?
40 years.

23.

What is the final lane line configuration?
1 HOV lane + 3 mixed flow lane + 1 auxiliary lane.

24. |:|

Are there vertical clearance issues?
If yes, explain:

25.

What is the traffic index?

Since a long-life pavement structural section that matches a recently
completed pavement project was assumed, a TI calculation has not been
performed. According to Table 623.1G of the HDM page 620-14, the
assumed pavement design corresponds roughly to a TI of 14.5 to 15. A new
Traffic Index will be computed in the next phase of the project as data become
available..

26.

Are there existing retrofit edge drains?

27.

Will shoulders be used as detours?

28.

X XX [
1 OO K

Is there settlement at bridge approaches?

Are bridge approach slabs being replaced? Does such replacement include
shoulders?

Consulted with structures maintenance representative on

29.

X
[]

Is there a minimum standard (2% or 1.5%) cross-slope?
If not standard, provide date of design exception approval:

30.

Provide the pavement condition report.
Not available at this phase of the project

31|:|

Other factors?
Explain:
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CITY OF SAN RAMON 2222 CAMINO RAMON

SAN RAMON, CALIFORNIA 94583
PHONE: (925) 973-2500
WEB SITE: www.sanramon.ca.gov

January 15, 2010

Mr. Hisham Noemi

Contra Costa Transportation Authoeity
3478 Buskirk Avenue, Suite 100
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523

RE: 1-680 HOV lanes at Norris Canyon Road
Dear Mr. Noemi,

The City of San Ramon supports the project to provide direct ramps to/from the I-680 HOV lanes at
Norris Canyon Road. City staff has worked closely with Contra Costa Transportation Authority (CCTA)
and their consultants in the development of the Project Study Report (PSR), and have reviewed the key
deliverables.

In particular, the City’s transportation planning and traffic engineering staff have provided input and
review for the traffic analysis included in the Traffic Operations Analysis Report (TOAR) prepared for
this PSR. This review considered differences in service level analysis methodologies that may result in
inconsistencies with other studies of the same intersections. With the location of the new intersection for
the direct ramps with respect to Norris Canyon Road, we understand there may be negative traffic impacts
to nearby intersections. We have reviewed these impacts, including proposed geometry and conceptual
signal phasing, and concur with the report’s conclusions.

If you should have any questions or need additional information, feel free to contact Lisa Bobadilla,
Transportation Division Manager, at (925) 973-2651 or Mike Talley, Senior Traffic Engineer, at (925)
973-2654. We thank you for your support of the project and look forward to embarking on the next phase
of the project.

Development Director
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