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List of Technical Studies that are Bound Separately

The following technical studies are available upon request. Please contact District 5
Environmental Coordinator Lara Bertaina for information on how to obtain the desired
technical study. Ms. Bertaina can be contacted by any of the following:

E-Mail:  lara_bertaina@dot.ca.gov
Phone: 805-542-4610
Address: Caltrans

Attn: Lara Bertaina

50 Higuera Street

San Luis Obispo, CA 93401

Technical studies conducted for this project that are available for public review include
the following:

o Traffic and Circulation Study (May 2008)
o Biological Resources Studies
o Natural Environment Study for the Union Valley Parkway/State Route 101
Interchange (September 1999)
o Natural Environment Study for the Union Valley Parkway Extension (June
2008)
0 Delineation of “Waters of the U.S.” Union Valley Parkway Extension Project
California Boulevard to Blosser Road Segment (November 2001)
0 Wetland Delineation Union Valley Parkway Extension on the East Side of
State Highway 135 (July 1999)
0 Wetland Mitigation Plan Union Valley Parkway Extension Project (February
2000)
e Geologic Hazards Report for the Union Valley Parkway/State Route 101 Interchange
(November 1999)
o Water Quality Report for the Union Valley Parkway/State Route 101 Interchange
(February 2004)
« Paleontology Report for the Union Valley Parkway/State Route 101 Interchange
(August 2003)
e Visual Impacts Studies
o Visual Impact Study of the Proposed Union Valley Parkway Interchange
Project (May 2002)
o0 Visual Impact Study for the Union Valley Parkway Extension (June 2008)
e Hazardous Materials Reports
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o Site Investigation Report Route 101 — Proposed Union Valley Parkway
Interchange (May 2001)
o Initial Site Assessment for the Union Valley Parkway Extension (June 2003)
e Air Quality Studies
o Air Quality Study for the Union Valley Parkway/State Route 101 Interchange
(February 2004)
o0 Air Quality Study for the Union Valley Parkway Extension (June 2008)
e Noise Study (June 2008)

These technical studies are all incorporated by reference into this Environmental Impact
Report/Environmental Assessment.

The Notice of Preparation and responses to the Notice of Preparation are available for

review at the City of Santa Maria Public Works Department, 110 S. Pine Street, Santa
Maria, California 93458.
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