Comparison of Conceptual -
Engineering and Preliminary
Engineering—

BART Extension Project
Plans and Profiles






FIG
NO.

APPENDIX B
COMPARISON OF CONCEPTUAL ENGINEERING AND PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING — BART EXTENSION PROJECT PLANS AND PROFILES
INDEX OF DRAWINGS

TITLE

FIG
NO.

TITLE

FIG
NO. TITLE

GENERAL

B-1 INDEX OF DRAWINGS

B-2 INDEX OF DRAWINGS

LINE

B-3 East Warren Avenue, At Grade Option:
Sheet 1 of 2

B-4 East Warren Avenue, At Grade Option:
Sheet 2 of 2

B-5 East Warren Avenue, Aerial Option:
Sheet 1 of 1

B-6  East Warren Avenue, Aerial East
Option: Sheet 1 of 3

B-7 East Warren Avenue, Aerial East
Option: Sheet 2 of 3

B-8 East Warren Avenue, Aerial East
Option: Sheet 3 of 3

B-9 Proposed PE Alignment, STA 102+00
to 132+00

B-10 Proposed PE Alignment, STA 132+00
to 162+00

B-11 Kato Road, Lowered Roadway: Sheet
l1of1l

B-12 Dixon Landing Road, Retained Cut
Option: Sheet 1 of 2

B-13 Dixon Landing Road, Retained Cut

Option: Sheet 2 of 2

B-14

B-15

B-16

B-17

B-18

B-19

B-20

B-21

B-22

B-23

B-24

Dixon Landing Road, BART At Grade
Option: Sheet 1 of 1

Dixon Landing Road, BART At Grade
Option, Lowered Roadway: Sheet 1 of
1

Proposed PE Alignment, STA 222+00
to 252+00

Proposed PE Alignment, STA 252+00
to 282+00

Proposed PE Alignment, STA 282+00
to 312+00

North of Montague/Capitol Station,
Retained Cut Long Option: Sheet 1 of
4

North of Montague/Capitol Station,
Retained Cut Long Option: Sheet 2 of
4

North of Montague/Capitol Station,
Retained Cut Long Option: Sheet 3 of
4

North of Montague/Capitol Station,
Retained Cut Long Option: Sheet 4 of
4

Relocated Milpitas Wye Option: Sheet
lof1l

North of Montague/Capitol Station,
Retained Cut Short Option: Sheet 1 of
4

B-25

B-26

B-27

B-28

B-29

B-30

B-31

B-32

B-33

B-34

B-35

B-36

B-37

Figure B-1

North of Montague/Capitol Station,
Retained Cut Short Option: Sheet 2 of
4

North of Montague/Capitol Station,
Retained Cut Short Option: Sheet 3 of
4

North of Montague/Capitol Station,
Retained Cut Short Option: Sheet 4 of
4

North of Montague/Capitol Station,
Aerial Long Option: Sheet 1 of 3

North of Montague/Capitol Station,
Aerial Long Option: Sheet 2 of 3

North of Montague/Capitol Station,
Aerial Long Option: Sheet 3 of 3

Capitol Avenue, BART Aerial Option:
Sheet 1 of 1

North of Montague/Capitol Station,
Aerial Short Option: Sheet 1 of 3

North of Montague/Capitol Station,
Aerial Short Option: Sheet 2 of 3

North of Montague/Capitol Station,
Aerial Short Option: Sheet 3 of 3

Proposed PE Alignment, STA 432+00
to 462+00

Proposed PE Alignment, STA 462400
to 492+00

Proposed PE Alignment, STA 492+00
to 522+00

FIG
NO. TITLE

B-38 Proposed PE Alignment, STA 522+00
to 552+00

B-39 Proposed PE Alignment, STA 552+00
to 562+00

SYSTEMS

B-40 Proposed PE Alignment, 115 kV
Electric Line Location Options: Sheet 1
of 1

TUNNEL

B-41 Proposed PE Alignment, 10% to 35%
Comparison: Sheet 1 of 10

B-42 Proposed PE Alignment, 10% to 35%
Comparison: Sheet 2 of 10

B-43 Proposed PE Alignment, 10% to 35%
Comparison: Sheet 3 of 10

B-44 Proposed PE Alignment, 10% to 35%
Comparison: Sheet 4 of 10

B-45 Proposed PE Alignment, 10% to 35%
Comparison: Sheet 5 of 10

B-46 Proposed PE Alignment, 10% to 35%
Comparison: Sheet 6 of 10

B-47 Proposed PE Alignment, 10% to 35%
Comparison: Sheet 7 of 10

B-48 Proposed PE Alignment, 10% to 35%
Comparison: Sheet 8 of 10



APPENDIX B
COMPARISON OF CONCEPTUAL ENGINEERING AND PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING — BART EXTENSION PROJECT PLANS AND PROFILES
INDEX OF DRAWINGS

FIG
NO. TITLE

B-49 Proposed PE Alignment, 10% to 35%
Comparison: Sheet 9 of 10

B-50 Proposed PE Alignment, 10% to 35%
Comparison: Sheet 10 of 10

YARD & SHOPS

B-51 Proposed P.E. Alignment, STA
840+99.70 to 870+00

B-52 Proposed P.E. Alignment, STA 870400
to 898+15.18

B-53 Proposed P.E. Alignment, BART
Maintenance Facility Layout
Comparison: Sheet 1 of 2

B-54 Proposed P.E. Alignment, BART
Maintenance Facility Layout
Comparison: Sheet 2 of 2

Figure B-2



Aug 04, 2006 - 11:32am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD and POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B—4,B—5.dwg

Schroder_A

LS N . § ] iy e N \ . :,a_'k 4.
!’ (] | ! 5“ E RS ) : % 0
= »%' -] uz & ;
Fif S o4 35 W\, < . ——
LR ¢ z J N ~ % i | BRIDGE OVER
f___""*r - L& » Sy BRIDGE OVER % ' R =ty ﬁ% MISSION BLVD'| -
), = ‘.; B < %y MISSIONBLVD [ Tl "% - A\. a .J 10%-CE -
[l ' =8 | BEGIN BART ey e \ ; x
Tim T 'wéRs- EXTENSION ' t 5l
. v m ﬁ!ﬂf?‘

it

N
S
o
- S

o

FRIA CREEK (UNE D)] O
Mg — o
—~—— +
_______ = N
== ~
\_ = <
CONNECT TO =
EXISTING TRACKS + ALIGNMENT . P
m L
] T 1 1 T : NEW UPRR BRIDGI =
: ! .__ E $——1 L ] ] . BY OTHERS 3
| UPPR'S WARM SPRINGS YARD - eresna L ﬂ' g " i RELOCATED UPRR 'FRElcl-n' T
. P T, TRACKS BY OTHERS o
_—-,— e _' T o ] =
5 e T I""_Hzl_— = - - J- - LEGEND <§(
- _.____— = s e g, : . - “\—RELOCATED UPRR FREIGHT .
L ¥.. - : . P e G LR, W, T, i TRACKS CONNECTING TO —— PROPOSED PRELIMINARY 1
-1_]_]—1__ . Lo | ¢ / EXISTING UPRR TRACKS ——— ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT )
f —ad r § = & - e uis - J f 4 -
y e ! ; ' . BY OTHERS - e ey | 10% CONCEPTUAL 1
. - Wy - : . e e R ¥ ot g e A - ————— ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT
i 3 r ey . o = B P 3
. e P = i MRS bR UPRR FREIGHT TRACK
. e H s : | e, c e T et S ﬁ ‘@ o ‘Lﬂh T e o - RELOCATION
e - e = s - b ‘:\ bokes --.". B ¥ _1_,? g i ; 4, T
st .‘. . . P B o SR | : 2 R
N e sl 7 !‘f"r'* %WE 0 100 200
T : i N
T /‘J — Tk .:t*f‘a HORIZONTAL SCALE .~
PLAN
120 120
110 110
100 100
90 DOUBLE BOX - APPROXIMATE %0
80 | CULVERT /[ ExisTING GrADE ~[ToPoF RAIL] BRIDGE OVER BRIDGE OVER a0 O
/] / e MISSION BLVD MISSIONBLVD| 1 80 &
70 7 10% ce N (1-.
. / 7 / N 7 o
e e e L 1 A B T oo il N M D e e g g g gy g Ay g g A B —_ 17 ™ S A—— ) .i:
40 1 \ || | N 1 K 1' | o 40 (2]
/ ] \ | | \ 1] /I | | /
30 / “10% CE TOP /‘ . 7 s 2
EXTEND OF RAIL |
20 CULVERT [ i CULVERT| —/ | 2° -
10 10% CE MISSION BLVD BY OTHERS 10T
DR 7 g
0 o=
<
-10 10 =
-20 20
L] L1 L[] L] L1 L[] L[] L[ L[] L] L1 L[] L] L1 L[]
AT—GRADE
8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
& 5 3 5 3 e b & & s & &5 3 & & N & & & x & &5 3 & & e % & 3 s &
PROFILE 100’ Q' 100" 200’ 25' 0 25' 50’
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON BART EXTENSION PROJECT
PURPOSES ONLY.
F. B 3 EAST WARREN AVENUE
igure b- AT GRADE OPTION: SHEET 1 OF 2
PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 42400 TO STA 72400




MATCH LINE STA 72400

Aug O4, 2006 - 11:32am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD and POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B—4,B—5.0wg

Schroder_A

4 TRAIN CONTROL
W BUILDING 524 — |

SUBSTATION SITE

PROPOSED ACCESS
ROAD CONNECTS TO
MISSION FALLS CT

MATCH LINE STA 72+00

OCATION

L]

RELOCATED UPRR
FREIGHT TRACKS
BY OTHERS

S

DED SNO-BOY FACILTY - \-10% CE ROW

______ 10% CONCEPTUAL
—————— ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT

MATCH LINE STA 102+00

PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT

UPRR FREIGHT TRACK
RELOCATION

0’ 100" . fomi

HORIZONTAL SCALE!«

& -
PLAN
120 120
110 110
100 100
90 90
80 | BRIDGE OVER EAST EXTEND 80
// WARREN AVENUE \TE CULVERT [— |
20 . GRADE . 10% CE AN 70
60 / / " 60
y 1 _ 4 \
50 e H, __________ L ——— T vy -----I——--r\ — _? 50
40 ‘|. EE l.i' ROPOSED / 40
a0 SR~ EECONSTRECTED AS / 30
LY /AN UNDERPASS 10% CE BOX CULVERT
20 \ QTHERS TOP_OF | RAIL BY DTHERS 20
\ |
10 " 10
0 \ | EAST WARREN AVE | 0
BRIDGE, 10% CE
—-10 10
-20 20
| | | | | | | | | | | |
AT—GRADE
] o o o o =3 o o o o o o =) o o o o o =) o o o o o Q o o o 8 8 8
o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o [=] o o o + ¥ +
& 3 3 5 3 N 3 & 3 X & > 3 3 & & & & 3 : & 5 $ 5 & e & & g p 8
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ © © © o © © © © o © ] o E @ > -3 o ) E > =] =] =}
PROFILE ’ 0 : 25' o' 25' 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON
PURPOSES ONLY. BART EXTENSION PROJECT
F . B 4 EAST WARREN AVENUE
igure b- AT GRADE OPTION: SHEET 2 OF 2

PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 72400 TO STA 102+00

MATCH LINE STA 102+00




Aug 04, 2006 - 11:32am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD ond POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B—6.dwq

Schroder_A

MATCH LINE STA 61400

MATCH LINE STA 61+00

PROPOSED ACCESS
ROAD CONNECTS TO
MISSION FALLS CT

10% cE 10% CE
/ ALIGNMENT

% - : i BRIDGE OVER TRACTION PO}
) BRIDGE OVER '-=.?ﬂ RN e E WARREN AVE ' SUBSTATION §
=T : 4 \ | z
—_— i q-q. x
| Yt AN \'&w ! !’lﬂﬂ "2
—— hiast ol . - 7- = = .
+00 . . 65400 > / : ‘F
BT ———— 7 R <

| MISSIONBLVD |
1|BRIDGE-
' 110% CE *

RELOCATED UPRR
FREIGHT TRACKS

UPRR BRIDGE
BY OTHERS

~ KATO ROAD

I i ALIGNMENT

-

UPRR FREIGHT
TRACKS RELOCATED
AT GRADE BY OTHERS

13078

PROPOSED PRELIMINARY

3

MATCH LINE STA 91+00

MATCH LINE STA 91400

= BY OTHERS \ am- S ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT 23
2 , : k ’ of 10% CONCEPTUAL 5 -
| - . — A g ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT ]
o = t oy 3 ?9,0‘_ % AT “: UPRR FREIGHT TRACK = LI
H ; AN 5 st =5 RELOCATION %
% o : & I Lo . - . ;
Y <L N < . ! 3
e S oo i*# 2 Z v e )
————r f‘fﬂi_#\
-\._\__\__“ A : .‘“ ‘
5 5 NN
120 120
110 110
1% TOP OF RAIL] BRIDGE OVER 100
%0 SRIDGE OVER \ //_ E WARREN AVE o 90
80 MISSION BLVD [N\ TOP_OF RAIL 80
70 \ \ / / I 70
/
/ \
60 __\3____._7 ] i |
] _— B I S S—— T e e e e e e e e e e e === 50
0 f\\ A ! an ! Y ! X w©
30 = = /“ L/ e _\"‘ \ 30
s / \ T EXSTNG. GRADE
20 MISSION BLVD ~_/ Y OTHERS EAST WARREN | \EXISTIG [EAST WARREN | 2
10 BRIDGE = AVE BRIDGE AVENUE AT GRADE 10
10% CE = gf&mﬁmw 10% CE I
0 IBY OTHERS 0
-10 10
-20 20
L[ L[ L[ L[ L[ L[ L[ || L] L[ | L[ L[] L[ |
AT GRADE | BRIDGE } RETAINED FILL: |—=—BRIDGE——} RETAINED FILL: | AT GRADE
8 3 8 8 8 8 8 3 3 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
+ b p ¥ I T F P P p e ¥ + 3 1 + + + + + 3 + 3 ¥ + + p e 3 ¥ ¥ pe +
- o [ ] < wn © [ [+ o o - N M ["g] © ~ w0 o o -~ N L] < [Te] © ~ «Q D Q -
<© 7] (<] O © © © [7+] (7] ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ (] @« © [>e] o] (o] (o] @® « « [+ (-]
PROFILE 100 o 100’ 200° 25’ 0 25’ 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
PR L1 COMPARISON BART EXTENSION PROJECT
i . EAST WARREN AVENUE
Figure B-5 AERIAL OPTION: SHEET 1 OF 1

PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 42400 TO STA 72+00




Aug 04, 2006 - 11:33am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD ond POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B—7 to B-9.dwg

Schroder_A

. _ - . - -
e - § - B Rk . " _#-_'t /
"_.l E d 1 f , § s
S Hemir/d & \ : - &al
o W | .ll 5 b ‘. .ﬁ@\i‘ /’-‘ * € —
EE = 4 33 O\ & = 3%
= "~ A S BRIDGE OVER : N | '*.'gs b
e S 8 } gg MISSION BLVD. \:Y ‘v\' a3 ER o A
A in B _ 10% CE & $
HL ] / 8% T |BEGIN BART 2 AN f @ o
- - - EXTENSION A%
= ALTERNA
o™ "R e — 1
—_— . T 8
Ry, == e = s
o g TR R e BT R - T o el e — g o gy Ty R St T ol S e e T TS T s e (t
7 FAIRIROIR Mot o foncioons bt L S IR S0 M I S —— O\ T — — TR ST T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T T TRTEEET N\
] i (] ]
e epymp—— : -y =
___________ . B — R s — =~ = L L T T TreaaTe S i e 0
= 3 s : y UPPR’'S WARM SPRINGS YARD i e T = T R -"m‘:‘:f.‘———-‘————urﬁ—é-—.—
- ::::————:;’:,——T —— 1 ; o | (]
— 7 L [ i ] i T —— ________;::’;’_r; f S ' i b N - 2 |||,., %
. - ' 1 T T T 1 1 1 — e — P o o B o I., W 9
| UPPR'S WARM SPRINGS YARD " . — l"'ﬁ' e k= : i s - o At ey TN Ul ()TO ROAD T
a : T T $ Ve, d3%, \ [BEGINALIGNMENT| s g i a8 - . v 5
» e —— e —— e MsoPoN | A 8 =
' J______ o S e . el : b PROPOSED PRELIMINARY =
: o — = s P - . . T P SR RS, AT ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT 1
B —— ; .- ST e e e el s conern |
i ' - MipEREESRTE - | ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT 1
i - : ¥ = T T =g o = _"'_ - - = o e
i T p— g gkl T A < : ' —______ UPRR FREIGHT TRACK
e %, d;—— e ———— .. NN g - D RELOCATION
s s, o il : S B T T i, - 1 "-
e —_ "-_ e i" " .-v-\.;"' ,:‘ ¥ e ,ﬁ_ﬁlﬁ .-_.-‘-1 ) : + T # ]
- == ot . - g S e e | oY o’ 100° 200’
A - L " _
— }/" == hind, .  HORIZONTAL SCALE. M %
LT R faw ; e !"_'.‘1-._.1-_ L .
PLAN
120 120
110 110
100 100
%0 AERIAL %0
—APPROXIMATE —10%| CE | TOP OF RAIL |~ GUIDEWAY
80 // EXISTING | GRADE / TOP|OF RAIL | 80 8
\ AW
70 C \ 70 3
60 \ — 60 ™
________________ A s it il nlad ! "ﬂf‘“‘ﬂt‘“‘_ﬁ‘“" <
50 ,5?\ '\” T Nl ’ Pt === ——it====] 50 >
1
v /X e a ®
%0 EXTEND  [—7 \ MISSICN BLVD === —gg[v%s —~ 30 >
20 CULVERT | DOUBLE BOX BRIDGE, 10% CE |— AN / BY OTHERS—/ 20 O
10% CE CULVERT \\ // |
10 ~— PROPPSED MISSION 10 E:)
0 BLVD.| WIDENING | o &
BY OTHERS <
-10 10 =
—20 20
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
AT GRADE | RETAINED FILL | AERIAL GUIDEWAY
8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
3 5 3 5 3 RS 3 3 & & & - 3 & & ha & & & s & 5 3 & & P & % & & &
< < < < n 0 0 (2] w w [Ts) n 0 n o <© <© <© 0 © © © © <© ~ ~ ~
PROFILE 100 0 100’ 200° 25’ 0 25’ 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
;SEPA&ISGEIéIgEr:l&CWPMISON BART EXTENSION PROJECT
i EAST WARREN AVENUE

Figure B-6

AERIAL EAST OPTION: SHEET 1 OF 3
PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 42400 TO STA 72+00




Aug O4, 2006 - 11:33am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD ond POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B—7 to B-9.dwq

Schroder_A

MATCH LINE STA 72400

i
i

““F[TRAIN CONTROL] = |
H|BuULDNGS24 [)]-

o

=t |
TRACTION POWER

A e e e e e e

PROPOSED ACCESS
ROAD CONNECTS TO
MISSION FALLS CT

T '.'g&;'n

TRUT chtaeai

|
o
IS
&
8 e Q
=
] R e e PP Aty i e <
~ = e =
< T =
'_ _____________________ :
n - - EXISTING RAIL-TRUCK TAWAR"" %
Ll ==—=TRANSFER  FAGILTY 10 REMA "~ - 15
Z ||E WARREN AVE e e o -
I || BRIDGE, 10% CE 3 ’} |8
T 3 oy <
o _ - =
f, p
<§( I E“’:‘ e PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
=2 mesd $om ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT | - I
. ' T - £ |
L O TR PR 00 B 0 I T PR 10% CONCEPTUAL _ :
l i _;sf;. L8 -l # FEUCTE N - m Rt | I ENGINEERING ALIGNVENT |48 j |
o o o Fo l_._._,_ UPRR FREIGHT TRACK 2 |
I s 3 - _ ! =R - RELOCATION | = ._'
PR < ————el} |
. . WSl 100’ o' 100" - . 20wl '}
=: -~ ' mll = -4
A ¥ - HORIZONTAL SCALE. ! L 1
St | | - ‘
PLAN
120 120
110 110
100 AERIAL 100
[\ [r———
20 GUIDEWAY G 0% CE |TOPOFRAIL i 0 5
80 \ TOP OF RAIL— _ 80 ©
\\ \ \\ ! g
70 X N | 708
. - — - T A -
. it | il | bt | nloshoo | osiouustun | sttt | Sttt | Sttt | Sttt e B L) —————— —_— —=r <
50 f=—— i p—————————— e e e e = SRR —— = — —1 50 e
40 . / it 0
! H }Y' // ?XO'I(’:H ER_T// /I "
I—-‘—I-I——
% T WARREN [AVE B I SRADE oz
\G j
20 \ AT GRADE EXTEND | / |2
10 \ CULVERT [~ : 0L
0 E WARREN AVE 10% CE e
~10 BRIDGE, 10% CE 0=
-20 20
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
AERIAL GUIDEWAY | RETAINED FILL | AT GRADE
] o o o o =3 o o o o o o =) o o o o o =) o o o o o Q o o o 8 8 8
o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o [=] o o o + ¥ +
& 3 3 5 & RS 3 & 3 s & > 3 3 & g & & 3 : & 5 $ 5 & e & & 8 5 8
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ [+ [- [ © 0 [+ [+] (- [ [ (] (-] [+2] D D D o (=] [+2] D - - -
PROFILE 100 o 100’ 200° 25’ o 25’ 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON
BART EXTENSION PROJECT
PURPOSES ONLY.
. EAST WARREN AVENUE
Figure B-7 AERIAL EAST OPTION: SHEET 2 OF 3
PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 72+00 TO STA 102+00




Aug 04, 2006 - 11:33am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD ond POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B—7 to B-9.dwg

Schroder_A

e = e %

= "
END ALIGNMENT = Q '
SHIFT EAST - 5 15 '[ r
= — - ' i 1] .
%2 CE = La h =il
- —
‘ J
ek ,____ i, “ Ty i‘ LR ‘.
o A s e e il B4
o
ny o 4 2Ea0—— e i 130400
g‘ REMAINING UPRR TRACKS
© =
ER————
= ==
7
" CONNECT EXISTING RAIL—TRUCK
% TANK CAR TRANSFER FACILITY
= TRACK TO EXISTING UPRR Sy
FREGHT TRACK
&S N PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
'<T: FREMONT \EN f | k ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT
3 LOCOMOTIVE WYE \\ g B B - ————- 10% CONCEPTUAL
I OPTION 10% CE g o] : 1 { i : | —————- ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT
UPRR FREIGHT TRACK
| RELOCATION
\ / EXISTING UPRR ! 2
[ | i FREIGHT SPUR 0 106 s 200;
\: L TO REMAIN [
|| 1 - HORIZONTAI‘ SCALE a
. \ \ i T =
\ \! 3 | sy -
b SRR T -
i i
PLAN
120 120
110 110
100 100
90 a0
o — 10%| CE
O g | TOP OF RAIL I—\\ TOP| OF RAIL— | 80
+
N \
g 70 \ \ | 7°
e
- 60 \ N 60
L e e e ————ee——————— ———————F = ———————— —_— 50
R e e B e e e e e e e el - ——
40 = = e ———— 40
L 0 /
S 30 P / 30
— 20 EXISTING ~ APPROXINATE | 20
T 10 CULVERT / EXISTING GRADE—/ " 10
5 TO REMAIN— i
'—
Z o 0
= 10 10
e | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | T
AT GRADE
8 8 8 S 8 8 8 8 8 S 8 8 3 8 8 S 8 8 3 8 8 S 8 8 3 8 8 S 8 8 8
+ + i 3 + F + + + + + 3 + + + + + + + + + 3 3 3 + + + + + + +
N M [Te} <© ~ [s] [+.] o -— N M < 0 © ~ «© D> (=] - N ~M [Te} [T ~ '] N o - N
Q = = e e e 2 2 - by by b bt bt b by by by S o o o o o S o B o 2 2 2
PROFILE 100 o 100’ 200° 25’ o' 25’ 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
;3;%&’;”5:‘&00MPARBON BART EXTENSION PROJECT
, . EAST WARREN AVENUE
Figure B-8 AERIAL EAST OPTION: SHEET 3 OF 3

PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 102+00 TO STA 132400




Aug O4, 2006 - 11:34am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD ond POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B—10,8-11.dwg

Schroder_A

e I e

MATCH LINE STA 102+00

MATCH LINE STA 132400

MATCH LINE STA 102400

= = . -\ \
105400 110400 I 115400 120400 e g
’ — 10%_CE_ROW
: . oy - - e
| i S g L B i —_—— G o
| S E Ty i \‘\ s l'/? / {
I o Q\\ _//(/ | ;
RELOCATED UPRR SO Fo AR LI
N
FREIGHT TRACK el og 17d % 'y /, / .
\\\ el ;
FREMONT b e \ ,7 i L. e LEGEND
LOCOMOTIVE WYE . \ W . =
/ 2 PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
I OPTION 10% CE \\\ P - il ENGINEERING ALIGNVENT | |
Ny II ; il' —————— 10% CONCEPTUAL
| ASh A a A / S L ; i B'il —————— ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT |
Y ! e - UPRR FREIGHT TRACK K
b i o o RELOCATION
) I I \ 1 f =
4|k EXISTING UPRR ; 124 | ; 3 :
RiNe FREIGHT SPUR l ] . foor % o 190° 200
. i o e = T e mE
L NN . re L& . g
PLAN
120 120
110 110
100 100
90 90
80 | TOP oF RAILj—\ ] 80
70 70
60 \\ I 60
w_— S S —— . — \ %
40 /] ___________________ ‘7T*="-="- Fe——— e~ ———— [P\
30 30
20 APPROXMATE /. P / 20
EXISTING| GRADE— 7 7 |
0 EXISTING TOP | OF RALH 10
CULVERT
0 T0 REMAIN | o
-10 10
-20 20
L] L | L | L[] L] L L[] | || L] L L[]
AT—GRADE
8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
+ ¥ i 3 + ¥ ¥ ¥ p e ¥ + 3 ¥ + p e 3 I P ¥ e 3 3 3 ps ¥ ¥ I 4 ¥ i
N M n <© ~ ) [ o -— N 2] < ['e] © ~ «© > [=) - N ~M ["e] © ~ o] N o -~
= = 2 e e =4 = 2 b= b b b b c b= b b b 3 o . o o & o o _ o 2 2 e
PROFILE ' 0 100’ 200' 25' 0 25' 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
;3:P Aé_géréwm& COMPARISON BART EXTENSION PROJECT
: . PROPOSED PE ALIGNMENT
Figure B-9 PLAN AND PROFILE

STA 102400 TO STA 132+00

MATCH LINE STA 132400




Aug O4, 2006 - 11:34am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD ond POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B—10,8-11.dwg

Schroder_A

MATCH LINE STA 132400

PN

)

S

—_ & _g - -
4 b H SEVER EREIGHT |- a2
ol = — S
.0 I
+ Z N
5! ol =
— e AT ﬁ.'_“"_ <
= b'm ................. =
)
HES Ll
L N e 1=
pd |
3
O REMAINING . | F I T
<l UPRR TRACKS ) =
s 4 Lo
i & . b = i ) E e o = .—“ y _‘-.
: S W - R BT
- : - W + =" . PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
| - - G| ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT =% |
= !;'f ; for LA - i u il B b R e — e e R T T R s 10% CONCEPTUAL
| | ‘ﬂ e = e ¥ B . . RSt R SR 000 i RO ]| - ———- ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT I
] 7 = - = o T 5 4 -~ & HEC b e re———r—" UPRR FREIGHT TRACK :
d LR E ~_£ . # ,—-‘_'::l i ! \ RELOCATION
- " I _% T
a A R ! X 3 Fid
P et e ' F“Fﬁ_fﬂrﬁ‘“‘iim?“‘w W’i A
cancowe 0 Qe R S0 RN
PLAN
120 120
110 110
100 100
90 90 o
80 ] 80 ?
. P e
80 —\ —{ TOP OF RAIL] 60 ™
50 \\ / 50 %
40 = e — \\ Il 40
30 i i — =—— = ﬁ--i:g — — 30 %
I p === Sl i i x —— -_—
20 / ~ . I | 20 -
10 10 LT
173% of RAJJ.—/ CULVERT - | 2
0 TO REMAIN = APPROXIVATE | 0 <
“10 10% CE EXISTING GRADE 0=
-20 20
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
AT—GRADE
8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
+ p e i 3 I ¥ + ¥ e ¥ ¥ 3 I + ¥ 3 4 I e ¥ s 3 3 3 pa ¥ ¥ p 4 I ¥ ¥
o 2 " 3 3 3 5 3 2 3 g ¥ 3 2 3 3 3 : 3 3 a2 3 s 3 4 i 3 3 e e <
PROFILE 100 0 1000 200° 25' 0 25' 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON
PURPOSES ONLY. BART EXTENSION PROJECT
Flgure B-10 PROPOSED PE ALIGNMENTS
PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 132400 TO STA 162+Q0




Aug O4, 2006 - 11:34am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD ond POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B—12,dwq

Schroder_A

Ay AT T “*.?f

tre p-am

ﬁ’*

‘i

%"’#&ﬁ‘—ﬁ ‘ ﬁu_
ﬂ.‘ By

gbﬁ/ A

RELOGATED I
* UPRR o
ReichT 1

lr

&

J-
] i _.fi
EXISTING DRIVEWAY Vi 'ﬁX!S.T ING DRIVEWAY I. . -i{- P
L ; : ; - 4
ﬁﬁ_lhuﬂ L TO BE CLOSED pieiss eyereD | it ,.ai"-}p g b
[EXISTING DRIVEWAY " +Eadll 3 5
TO BE CLOSED" e T b -+ g Py i
- = = | o 1 i
" [NEW.DRIVEWAY] o i P, P it M S o
TS PRTIORTTTII R o f/f; | §
P U SOTIITIY TCIT STICION Sl & ™ o gy o I
e WA T e Wl T ﬂ"m‘*‘ 6 1!:,;31 ' @ ‘ﬁ;&; Z
: 515+00 -u* Ty g !
: : - r-'} =Y o
i v i _ﬁ' 'hl 7#‘“_..
s gt -~ —_— e it
i - j IS R ? e i} % .,*,. { ——
: -4 i
- =N s aE =L B e q_ug-h e =
ol A 7 _‘L J}‘h"' - i s % LEGEND =
2 “row  ( [OPRRBRIDGE | il : e ] W’,‘I PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
' EXISTING DRIVEWAY B OVER i EXISTIVG DRIVEWAY | 7 ”""-“ ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT -~
BE BUILDING TO BE LOWERED O
TO BE LOWERED %) 7= 0 | ||kATO ROAD e\ \ l ______ +OR CONCEPTUAL a |
fa ,__,i,l!_-,_ai . b | . PR — ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT  |:™4 4
| | JUPRR BRIDGE STATION 7 !: UPRR FREIGHT TRACK -
] | OVER KATO r L RELOCATION by
. 46 | |RoAD 10% cE Yadd Yoo _ S
| e i - "
'y : i.‘ gl -i.'_".FI ROW . Ilh“‘ \ 100° ot 1 ?0&' 200-1?,\_'.
G T A 1 I‘I!
2 “;: | ROwW I-'l1|.|l'l'll'|\ ; N S
PLAN
60 | , ‘ ‘ , | 80
w . UPRR BRIDGE BRIDGE OVER | 50
UPRR BRIDGE OVER KATO /| KATO ROAD BRIDGE OVER /~ APPROXINATE
OVER KATO 0 \ / | _EXISTING GRAD
40 ROAD — KATO ROAD 40
ROAD 10% CE |- \ |/ 10% CE /
30 / d / 30
e s e B B (et et pome T e e = B R 20
10 7 — — 10
0 KATOROAD |/ 1| el 0
PROFILE [/ / s = \_ | [KATO ROAD
-10 10% CE 7 / Y SDEWAK -0
-20 AT ROAD ’ - PROFILE —20
-30 PROFILE / AN | 30
N\
—a0 o _[PUMP STATION] —40
—-50 10% CE —50
—60 —60
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
[=] o (=] (=] (=] (=] o o (=] (=] o o Q [=] [=] [=]
o o o o o o o o o (=) o o (=] o o o
¥ + 3 3 ¥ ¥ + ¥ 3 3 ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥
8 > 8 3 3 8 8 5 8 2 2 s a L 3 0
n n w w w "] n n n n w w [Te] 0 n n
PROFILE 100 0 100’ 200° 25' 0' 25' 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON BART EXTENSION PROJECT
PURPOSES ONLY. (A0 ROAD
Figure B-11 LOWERED ROADWAY — SHEET 1 OF 1

PLAN AND PROFILE

STA 500+00 TO STA 515400




Aug 04, 2006 - 11:35am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD ond POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B—13,8—14.dwg

Schroder_A

MATCH LINE STA 162400

all=i - P
o
=4 .-:‘26 Fa’".;.
r "-: L [l
] | 8 e
gh BRIDGE OVER

KATO ROAD
10% CE

of. i‘ #‘t# "iﬁ

e TR

KATO ROAD

BRIDGE OVER

DIXON LANDING ROAD

.—‘Lﬁﬁ#&ﬂ.——

MATCH LINE STA 162+00

W.i‘:“’

-..vl'uhqw a!,..uur -

_|BUILDING S286

ELOCATED. UPRR"FREIGHT
RACK TO REMAIN"AT- GRAD

MATCH LINE STA 192+00

.1.----'

LEGEND

PROPQSED PRELIMINARY
ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT

10% CONCEPTUAL
ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT |t

UPRR FREIGHT TRACK

L i RELOCATION
i ; i i l
H i
1 i [
120 120
110 110
100 DIXON LANDING 100
a0 ROAD AT GRADE a0 o
a0 BRIDGE OVER BART a0 O
70 KATO ROAD S—— 10% CE | 4| 70 f'\]
| RECONSTRUCTED | TOP OF RAIL | ' »
60 KATO ROAD /"1 AS AN UNDERPASS DIXON LANDING | BD —
RECONSTRUCTED F1H 10% ce ROAD AT GRADE —\ <
50 AS AN UNDERPASS [ BOX CULVERT APPROXIMATE BRIDGE GVER BART 50 —
40 \ / BY OTHERS—, EXISTING GRADE—, \ w?
0 N—F \ \\ [ PUMP STATION \ \ s W
—————————————————————— B, A e A ) S S = N 12
) il i Bl et et [ (o Al Spug S [ ———————— ;}ﬁ———' ————————————————— —_—— e — i ‘ R S Sp—— e N e e N L
2 = E — =
\=5
0 ~E~—1 ] PUMP STATION CULVERTTO |/ —— % I o e
= 0% cE REMAIN, 10% CE i S
-10 [ PUMP STATION | - : TS&”Z ESTATION 10
-20 20
L[] L[] I L[] L[] | | L[] || L[] | I || 1] I
AT—GRADE | RETAINED CUT
8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 3 8 8 8 8 8 3 8 8 8 8 8 3 8 8 8 8 8 8
+ ¥ i 3 + ¥ ¥ ¥ p e ¥ + 3 ¥ + p e 3 3 I P ¥ e 3 3 3 ps ¥ ¥ I 4 ¥ e
N [ ] n <© ~ s} [+.] [=) - N M < 0n o ~ © D Q - N [} e} [T ~ 1] N o -— N
2 e 2 e $4 2 2 e = = = = s = = = N = 2 © 2 e © x @ © 2 e e £ e
PROFILE 100 o 100’ 200° 25’ o 25’ 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
;3;%&’;”5:‘&00MPARBON BART EXTENSION PROJECT
, . DIXON LANDING ROAD
Figure B-12 RETAINED CUT OPTION: SHEET 1 OF 2

PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 162+00 TO STA 192400




Aug 04, 2006 - 11:35am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD and POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B—13,8—14.dwg

Schroder_A

MATCH LINE STA 192400

MATCH LINE STA 192+00

k"

0% CE e
ALIGNMENT 5 a8 -

——— 10% CONCEPTUAL
——— ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT

i i - ik

PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT

UPRR FREIGHT TRACK
RELOCATION

56 ‘_’ e

J“r- o)

MATCH LINE STA 222+00

120 120
110 110
100 100
90 )
80 | 80
70 70
60 ' 60
APPROXIVATE —
50 EXISTING GRADE — OF RAIL |~ o
me— —_—T\
// \\ \\
30 / \ N 30
- YA R D ) O D A} —_—
20 ' —— o = = === e 20
B, I
10 / 10
-10 10
e | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | T
RETAINED CUT | AT—GRADE
8 8 8 S 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
¥ ¥ I 3 4 ¥ 3 ¥ T ¥ ¥ 3 T T ¥ ¥ e ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ 3 T ¥ T T ¥ ¥ T
S 5 P 8 5 2 2 8 b ) P2 3 8 g 5 8 2 e pa 8 o s © © = © 2 8 b S
PROFILE 100 o 100’ 200° 25’ o 25’ 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON
BART EXTENSION PROJECT
PURPOSES ONLY.
. DIXON LANDING ROAD
Figure B-13 RETAINED CUT OPTION: SHEET 2 OF 2

PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 192400 TO STA 222400




Aug O4, 2006 - 11:35am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD ond POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B—15dwg

Schroder_A

MATCH LINE STA 177400

MATCH LINE STA 177+00

BUILDING 28 | —

LIMIT OF ROAD
DEPRESSION

! \ u _—
b ; -y
1" N
; - - preage 3 " _-_g
. - l:n, A q"‘. BR'DE VER." 'ﬁ—'ll - ' 5 i ; ; - .‘__. g
' o~ o\e DIXON LANDING.RQ ' Jr;._ g >
Q) = : s 0 [
Z\e NNECT TO N@_ -, fJ
I %_ RR FREIGHT e~ "}Mf-}-ﬂﬁf*-'*rfﬂ
- S NN e W'Y
- ~- b e e 3 - T £
R 2 B M S e
e : 195400 : — R R .in&mn : T
—— " Z\N) TUU -
= e RN e s, e T
- o EMAINING a2 . i = :
10% CE RELOCATED \ 1945 = TSR R 1 e W
ROW UPRR TRACK Y ek Toacc UPRR_TRACK A ? ,ﬁ..; MILMONT  DRVE e - RS
PR O S R e "k-r"" — - - f-ﬁu‘g#_j iﬁ#'n*
g iy i tll 54 ol .I
B :1. ILIMITOFROAD ia : ;
i k. DEPRESSION y’
TRAINCONTROL i .

PROPOSED PRELIMINARY  fesum

MATCH LINE STA 207+OO

i ,
o PO o ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT |
= e e Bl -—————- 10% CONCEPTUAL
ol 1 b % —————— ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT |4
'ill.. | 1 §F 1 UPRR FREIGHT TRACK
B5 il £ ¥ RELOCATION
B i i j %
'I
S i ' 19 iﬁ Eﬁ 205- ?
B 1 g g“;
F HO ECINTAL SCAL
:n . & 5
PLAN
120 120
110 110
100 100
) 0 ~
80 | 80 ?
70 70 ™
DIXON LANDING ROAD DIXON LANDING ROAD IS
60 AT GRADE BRIDGE RECONSTRUCTEDAS [~ | - TOP OF RAIL | /— APPROXIMATE €0
50 OVER BART, 10% CE AN UNDERPASS EXISTING GRADE 50 <
/ / / 7
40 40
w / / / o
S E—— — B B — —— ———— —— — B — S S——— — ——— =
S e B T/ | I — | 2
10 i T | ) N S P 10 EE)
0 T ——— _——— | -lr.lal:l-‘ ! = | o &=
-10 T PUMP STATION 10 =
20 PUMP STATION —— PUME STATON | ”n
- 10% CE
| [ || HE | | [ L N— || || | [ | HE | [ | [ HE |
AT GRADE
8 b3 b3 8 8 8 8 8 3 b3 8 8 8 8 8 3 b3 b3 8 8 8 8 8 3 5] 8 8 S S S 8
+ + + + + + + i + + + + + + + + + + + + ¥ + + + + + I ¥ P ¥ ¥
~ [12] [+, o - N [ 2] 0 © ~ [ 2] [+ 3 o - N L) < [Te) <© ~ [} [+2] Q - o (2] <+ 723 [T N
E & & & = ®& ¥ s & s & &8 &8 & g = & & & = & & § § |® R® & & § 8
PROFILE 100 o 100’ 200° 25’ o' 25’ 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
;SEP A(l).gréwm& COMPARISON BART EXTENSION PROJECT
; ) DIXON LANDING ROAD
Figure B-14 BART AT GRADE OPTION: SHEET 1 OF 1

PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 177400 TO STA 207400




Aug O4, 2006 - 11:35am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD ond POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B—16,dwq

Schroder_A

PR S 11 - L
®, RELOCATED UPRR { | Il ‘f*' - 1 f Z
FREIGHT TRACK LN 10%°ERIALIG ; v
; = (] } 114 - -
(=) CA WUl : : L"[’ "_: e = j 1
GHT| | : I - /B
o) EMAIN, « I | ALIGMMENT :S
AT RN | F A o .4
EXISTING MILMONT | : RIRRERD ';L T 2% _[oxow % A A
DRIVE TO BE LOWERED] ig SING R R L ROAD - ;3 -
— = | RETIL e L Q7 .
=\ PUMP AR RS - , ) ""' W
T i (STATN G 1 A S g = £
ROW ol = \ ROW : 181 ?ow H \ By ] i J- J"\.
i--['ﬂ 5 L la | al/ sl m} al = . d‘ ‘{ﬁ / . ] - *
-."—Hlﬂh—-a:- T R i F R ) i :t-f: | .ﬂ]....;- _4.
50+00 | - = 60+00 > 65+00
- "u _ B
dic” !
< b o i '
- . ]
P — . g
i 1 | 4 GJ. ] i
1ixnd "_ : RIVEWAYS \II-
EXSTING 35 B Ec;ﬁn . TN PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
DRIVEWAY : ; up ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT
TOBELOWEREB ~ 3 ‘ it
- i " & | I SN (e gcTRcAE R )l 1 YRR wi S . o Al -——- 10% CONCEPTUAL
: i b B ol A1 ] -————- ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT
T Y A1 3 UPRR FREIGHT TRACK
e ! g | RELOCATION
| s SRl
s e | . “!'“T
Pl e ! Wl
[ ] %o o i
SO
ol e (8 1}
PLAN
1 I I L - 70
RELOCATED UPRR FREIGHT BRIDGE OVER
TRACK TO REMAIN — —_ DIXON LANDING ROAD 60
AT-GRADE, 10% CE \ // S — 50
T ! ya
. : / |D'X°N LANDING / EXISTING GRADE|
UPRRBRIDGE \ 7/ /{rosp spEwaLk / 40
LANDING ROAD —— |PROFILE Y/ E—— — = ——— 10
S — 20
____________________________ = 4 N/ o
/7*\ 7
0
DIXON LANDING 7\&\ \ | DIXON LANDING ROAD
ROAD PROFILE AN + AT-GRADE BRIDGE -10
10% CE // \\ OVER BART, 10% CE —20
i / \ | i %0
: 7 N ——=
DIXON LANDING |-/ \—{PUMP STATION |
ROAD PROFILE —40
-50
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | ™
8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 3 8 8 8 8 8 8
5 § 5 $ & & & & x & 5 3 & & g & & 3 + & 3 3 > 3
PROFILE 100 0 100’ 200° 25' 0' 25' 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON BART EXTENSION PROJECT
PURPOSES ONLY.
. DIXON LANDING ROAD — BART AT—GRADE OPTION
Figure B-15 LOWERED ROADWAY — SHEET 1 OF 1

PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 43400 TO STA 66+00




MATCH LINE STA 222400

Aug O4, 2006 - 11:36am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD and POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B—17 to B-19.dwg

Schroder_A

5 L
e . MULTI-CELLEY - i s 3 o
Ry BOX CULVERT " 2 o)
N BY OTHERS = % §
: BRIDGE OVER 'f':w- :
N A BERRYESSA ol T e lq
= wisige: gk [ |CREEK, 10% CE “ﬂ-a«ia_._.awﬂ 1
2 4500 Zaad SRR e e s \,-.-—.- =
: — - i 222000 wn
2| e L 3 - A T ;_T}‘;‘-!::::;‘_'—::E_':‘:*'I . | w
=z e rahi - o r e ; 2500 = =
g ————— -~ \X: — = =
-— = s  —— T E—————— !
O REMAINING UPRR RELOCATED up;y 10%ce 5
s ISTING FREIGHT TRACK ~ FREIGHT TRACK ALIGNMENT ©
g e BERRYESSA CREE - { s e . TR <
= R T P P stemer =

= \__[UPRR BRIDGE

10%'05 O Rt

PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT I

10% CONCEPTUAL
ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT |

UPRR FREIGHT TRACK -
RELOCATION H

MATCH LINE STA 252+00

120 120
110 110
100 100
90 a0
80 —EXISTING ABEL ] 80
70 /| STREET OVERPASS 70
/ |
60 T 60
o /| TOP OF RAIL | 7 BRIDGE OVER o
. — _—] BERRYESSA
» . / // CREEK, 10% CE 40
/ /
30 30
/ 7
20 e e e e e e e e e e —_— 7 ———ﬁg— ——————— —— _—-— =| 20
10 / i U — " 10
0 —EXISTING / / SEES S = DN I o
BOX_CULVERT 10% CE 7 APPROXIMATE N~ MULTI—CELL BOX
—10 TO REMAIN TOP OF [RAIL— EXISTING GRADE CuL BY OTHERS 10
B | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
AT—GRADE
Q o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o Q o o o o o [=]
Q o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o Q o o o o o o
& & 3 & & RS & & & X & s 3 b & N & & 3 : & & 3 & & 4 % & & s &
ﬁ N N N N o~ N N [¢] [¢] [x¢] ¢} [¢] M [¢] [¢] [x¢] M <+ <+ <+ < < <+ <+ <+ <+ < © [Te] n
~N ] 3] N N o~ N ] 3] o~ o~ o~ o~ o~ 3] o~ o~ o~ ] ] [\] o~ o~ o~ ] ] [\] N ~N o~ N
PROFILE 100 0 1000 200° 25' 0 25' 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON
PURPOSES ONLY. BART EXTENSION PROJECT

Figure B-16 PROPOSED PE ALIGNMENTS
PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 222+0D TO STA 252+00




MATCH LINE STA 252400

Aug O4, 2006 - 11:36am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD and POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B—17 to B-19.dwg

Schroder_A

S P oy A
o ST ~ I

e ; 2 < = 59 i -
—— o v ¥ et g i
s 3 o e - 3 k e -_F = F m{ 1' - g;f_r g - 'ﬂ
i g -, AR T =N g' #_Hn pE 2 :E o
o A ; ‘ “$BRI OVER * ba s 1 lﬁ' g %_ am | ©
o M ' P + $WRIGLEY CREE! .-it%ﬂ S | Ay B e
- £ P . “ey. ;- N " ' - -
& . = R Agh & - : | = TOMHONES S, AN ©
Te) e | f 1‘* "{ A e = . ; . ey " " A s L= ‘%ﬂ
o e s = [ 4 B W o U T e e
< . s MR S R — : - A i s T e U e e it T
e T L e 2604005 = W8 A8 W A Sy e e S et = 27500 I80F00 =
: ¥ : r . i LA o o S s 270+00 ' ;‘ﬁwmm s 28000 ; %
% —— = — o — —_—__ __________ — - J—————;/ﬂ/ﬁl—— —______—____——__—_-"_ _____________ :l
- = AT T
- ol | oy el  Aabeerrs Frven S
) I T3 [ Sl WRIGLEY CREEK 3F '<T;
= - e, I : L, INDUSTRIAL PARK _ S
- , T o ; B S =
<§( - ‘*‘ﬁuﬂ e ' TR A UPRRERIDGE | ceLocATED UPRR
A% CE o S . 7 L e — S _
ALIORMENT—— o HIGH VOLTAGE / o T 3 SED 10% CF FREIGHT TRACKS
i oo | SUBSTATION,, . J= Nl 0 U i i L Sy L CCESS ROAD & WRIGLEY CREEK
g | SITE c e Zl . - | , -— - T [N | _~—___ INDUSTRAL PARK
e e, - L = | e .- . 'l.#" -, " LEGEND
N - i .3 LR I 2o ; ey ™ ‘\\_\-‘
* _ B, - | ———— PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
: S ———— ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT |
BT P or 3 . I ,ﬂ.; f' —————— 10% CONCEPTUAL
,m ! et : &0 [' —————— ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT I
il By = R e &- N ;
o i T V. Ly SR a2 : T, 1“‘-‘ ‘m& UPRR FREIGHT TRACK |
o AR AN ; e S .} \H RELOCATION
REMAINING UPRR : & ¥ iy
FREIGHT TRACK !
™. T o
MARYUNN DR ™
- I
_L-‘.‘lm - -4 & h; - - -I.‘h
PLAN
120 120
110 110
100 100
90 20
80 | 80 Q
70 70 N
60 BRIDGE OVER WRIGLEY | 60 N
/_ CREEK, 10% CE
50 50
TOP OF RAIL /
40 40
30 / / 30
/ y
=1 —r —_— T —— S i —— e e e e e e e e e e 3
20 —— -\~___._\__\______________________/ ____________________________________________ /- e | 20
10 10 L
0 / \ | o2
10% CE _/ APPROXIMATE —/ DOUBLE BOX
—10 TOP_OF | RAIL EXISTING_GRADE CULVERT 0=
-20 20
L[ L[] L[ L[ L[] L[ L[ L[] L[ L[ L[] L[ L[ L[] L[
AT—GRADE
Q [=] o o o o o [=] o o o o [=] [=] o o o o [=] [=] o o o o Q [=] o o o o o
Q o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o Q o o o o o o
& & 3 & & N 5 & & ¥ & 5 3 - & R & 3 3 ¥ & 3 3 & & RS & & & ¥ &
a n n Ire] bred 0 0 a ® © © o © © © < @ 2 = ~ N ~ ~ ~ ~ IN ~ 2 @ © a
~N N N ~N ~N ~N N N (Y] ~N ~N ~N o~ N (Y] ~N ~N ~N o~ ] o~ o~ o~ o~ o~ ] o~ N ~N ~N N
PROFILE 100 0 1000 200° 25' 0 25' 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON
PURPOSES ONLY. BART EXTENSION PROJECT
Figure B-17 PROPOSED PE ALIGNMENTS
PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 252400 TO STA 282+00




MATCH LINE STA 282+00

Aug O4, 2006 - 11:36am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD and POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B—17 to B-19.dwg

Schroder_A

SOU CALAVERAS FUTURE § ST&

e

%_ﬁ_;{w TR wﬂonu:nsm =

-_- E -..:.&‘_"! .L"M
e,

PROPOSED
ACCESS ROAD

STA 282+00

MATCH LINE

« 9
—

MATCH LINE STA 312+00

10% CE ALIGNMENT

RELOCATED UPRR 10% CE ROW

- FREIGHT ‘TRACKS
HIGH RAIL VEHICLE

ACGESS FONT a—._ W#mqu—

) - THGH RAIL VERIGLE— e o UPRR'S MILPITAS YARD ___——_— LEGEND
| AccESS POINT, 10% CE -———_—_— P N ]

o B M - —— - —

l_

" PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
E NS — s ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT |
— = - 10% CONCEPTUAL
ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT I
= — UPRR FREIGHT TRACK
~EET R " - === cZ RELOCATION -
e, - o, = e 0’ 100! ! 1200
o o A e T me - 3 = £ P
Bep it e
r Sl R e g e e et ™ LT
Pt M"t’é“““‘“’# a5 3 HORIiE)fﬂI{-rSCAI.Ej LRy
PLAN
120 120
110 110
100 100
90 a0
80 | 80 o
70 SOUTH CALAVERAS 70N
50 | FUTURE STATION —— | 60 ™
/ 10% CE TOP OF RAIL
50 50
40 AN — / 40
+ / /
N = ———————————————= — / 3p W
____\ __\ _____ Co———t—— e e e e e e ————— ] =
20 P s [ —— — — — — — — T <\~ —————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————————— /f I 20
10 NTEXISTING APPROXIMATE 0L
0 CALAVERAS BLVD EXISTING_GRADE —/| |
OVERPASS <
-10 10
-20 20
[ | [ | [ ] [ | [ | [ ] [ | [ | [ ] [ | [ | [ ] [ | [ | [ ]
AT—GRADE
Q o o o o (=] o o o o o o [=) o o o o o [=) [=) [=) [=] [=] [=] Q o o o o o o
Q o [=] o o o (=] o [=] o o o [=) o [=] o o o [=) o [=] o o o Q o [=] o o o [=]
& » 3 > & g & - 3 ¥ & 5 3 - ° & > & b3 s & 5 3 > & 58 & & & ¥ &
g o o0 @ [+<] [ ] o o [=2] [} D D =] o [=2] N D [} Q [=) o o o o Q [=] [=] o - - -
~N N N [3Y N o~ N N o~ ~N ~N ~N N N o~ ~N ~N ~N (2] 2] 2] M (2] (2] (2] 2] 2] (2] 2] 2] (2]
PROFILE 100° 0 100" 200° 25' 0 25' 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON
PURPOSES ONLY. BART EXTENSION PROJECT
Figure B-18 PROPOSED PE ALIGNMENTS
PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 282+00 TO STA 312+00




Aug 04, 2006 - 11:37am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD ond POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B—20 to B-23.dwg

Schroder_A

MATCH LINE STA 312400

TR T e e e
:_ s S T R I =

= . IE
"B, heks 7

7 WATER TANK
Rl gaaa® é

o e

igger

Sh 21894

ol
< o
| .
N L_-—:; 5, N <
- : ¥
5 g
= M
7 e <
u w
] P —_
= Z
SR A 'z
(] - =
= ¢ - e i ; I':;_::l PUBLIC PARK e EXTEND EXISTING 12
r— CONNECT TO EXISTING L] _ i | DETENTION BASI = <
' UPRR FREIGHT TRACKS Bia Dy e L] ! ) PRIVATE PARK & =
e e e ‘ . — e Ea 2 P om=
= | 20° RIGHT OF WAY O D Wy E i o
= R B e o e £ ACQUISITION I vl , =—Fs
Iz E- 35 == 5 — S SRR LEGEND 5
238 %3 80 a0 - oabmily i
T o e ' i ! g mafl 4 PROPOSED PRELIMINARY | =
et T R Sl ) ‘- A ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT | ©
" y = - |
1 z! a
; 17 .J.*..Sh"' mﬁ!}, —————— 10% CONCEPTUAL a
| & ‘é § 1] s ;_ . - —— ——- ENGINEERING ALGNMENT {4 |
f l &
' 33 ) e = UPRR FREIGHT TRACK  |=
-1 £ ¥ 1;; } g - RELOCATION
.! = 1 r' ! : : — :'-' H o - 2
e R e & S A : ¥ b e & 5 1 P e
- 2T Bra= e % S L | e = 55 i 1 P -
Fiigg SE e i ] . A L A A - s 3 o
Y-t o - <L T > S 3 ] 3 HORIZONTAL SCALE g
" a5 !a _‘! [ B -..“"'E;H'.ov‘-'t S .‘ :_._ 1 e 4 [ = - 2 g 2 =
PLAN
120 120
110 110
100 100
90 90 o
80 | 80 ?
70 AT GRADE BRIDGE —{TOP OF RAL | 70 g
50 1| OVER HETCH-HETCHY A= T NS
// 10% CE // <
50 v v 50 =
40 / ,/ —— 40
Rl I —— g e e e e p———————e EEL S e e —_—t — — — 30 %
20 / == 5p O
RN / /)' =
10 APPROXINATE / 5
0 AN EXISTING GRADE —/ / | o=
~FEXISTING 10% | CE 7 <
-10 —HETCHY TOP OF RAIL— 0=
AQUEDUCT
-20 20
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
AT GRADE | RETAINED CUT
Q o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o Q o o o o o 8
Q o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o Q o o o o o
I ¥ T 3 T 3 ¥ T ¥ + 3 3 T T T 3 3 T ¥ + T 3 T 3 T ¥ T T T + T
o n ht © © = @ o 8 ] & R 3 8 Q PN 8 2 2 " a ] > 3 2 5 2 2 g s g
L] Le] Le] M 2] " (2] Le] Lo M (2] 2] L] Lol Le] M (2] [e] L] Le] Le] M 2] 2] M Le] Le] (2] (2] (2] (2]
PROFILE 100 o 100’ 200° 25° 0 25’ 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
;333@;@3%%0.« BART EXTENSION PROJECT
; . NORTH OF MONTAGUE / CAPITOL STATION
Flgure B-19 RETAINED CUT LONG OPTION: SHEET 1 OF 4
PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 72+00 TO STA 102+00




MATCH LINE STA 342400

Aug O4, 2006 - 11:37am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD and POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B-20 to B-23.dwg

Schroder_A

MATCH LINE STA 342400

20' ROW
ACQUISITION §
{1o%ce

EXISTING
PARKING
STRUCTURE

GREAT MALL

i

20’ ROW=

ACQUISITION

1 dynMa 'H'-‘r

My b

i RELOCATED- EXISTING

MILPITAS

WYE OPTIO

LFBE 1. S T AT S ﬁ'_',-
FEAN AT UG Eurs

. ‘
A

& 360+00:%

_-r'#'l!ul!!l-hl
LR
A LD

MATCH LINE STA 372+00

AGUE Expy,

el
—
P_ﬁ',:-' e T
MONT,
I
FLERRER)
.
el Ly

PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT

______ 10% CONCEPTUAL
—————— ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT

UPRR FREIGHT TRACK

=3
7

>

RELOCATION
- s e T
-~ 1008 44 O 1&0’ i 200’

L

HORIZONTAL SCALE [

- = = 3
PLAN
120 120
110 110
100 100
90 MONTAGUE EXPY 90 o
AT GRADE BRIDGE |,
80 UPRR AT GRADE UPRR AT GRADE OVER BART \ 180 F
70 BRIDGE OVER BART | BRIDGE OVER BART A 70
10% CE \ \ | ~
60 \ 60 M
o A e e R A S S g e s e et e it e s0
wopb—1+——— — T 7 40
sof—— itesin el 30
= =~ z
20 —r————— T = = ~ .20 —
10 S A VA "0 T
X \ / O
AN \ MONTAGUE EXPY AT |1/ | 2
0 N " T10%CE GRADE BRIDGE OVER |/ 0
—10 | PUMP STATION | TOP [OF RAIL BART, 10% CE 10 =
-20 20
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
RETANED CUT
Q [=] o o o o o [=] o o o o [=] [=] o o o o [=] [=] o o o o Q [=] o o o o o
Q o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o Q o o o o o o
+ ¥ T 3 + ¥ T ¥ + + 3 3 T + + 3 3 + ¥ F T 3 + 3 T ¥ T + + + T
o M <+ [Te © N o o0 o -~ o (3] < n [Ze] [ <] D Q - o [ < [T [7e] N 4] D o -— N
< < <+ < < <+ <+ < n wn [Te] [Te] n n n [Te] [Te] [Te] [7e] [ o] [7e] <« © © [74] [Ze] [7<] (7] N N N
2] Le] Le] M 2] [2) (2] Le] e ] M ] ] (2] el e ] M (] (] (2] 2] 2] M (2] (2] (2] e ] 2] (2] (2] (2] ~
PROFILE 0’ 0 100’ 200' 25' 0' 25' 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON BART EXTENSION PROJECT
PURPOSES ONLY.
. NORTH OF MONTAGUE / CAPITOL STATION
Flgure B-20 RETAINED CUT LONG OPTION: SHEET 2 OF 4

PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 72400 TO STA 102+00




MATCH LINE STA 372400

Aug O4, 2006 - 11:37am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD and POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B-20 to B-23.dwg

Schroder_A

- -

[ s
E IDGE " i
- - 2 S
| . OVER BART, 10% CE :_ A e NS
) g \ A2 e
o | _[MONTAGUE / caPITOL \ - ALIGNMENT ™ __ = ok S
+ |/{STATION, 10% CE % e B IR 29 3
S = s =T s v S Bl ik ? |
M ML LN L] G et | Eh Ui Franzheay [ M Q
< | 5 2 \mmmmwﬂ%x:!" A v ¥
= + sachalitit s : _M..mu.unn.ﬁ R ok <
wn i ' = o =
7*\T T (7]
wt - o
=z 385+00 b %
- ’ =
10% CE ROW -
S MONTAGUE / T T
= I CAPITOL STATION AT GRADE BRIDGE O
< OVER BART s
= =

{0 | 1“
-Hiif'ﬁ \

PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT

10% CONCEPTUAL
ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT

UPRR FREIGHT TRACK
RELOCATION

120 I 120
110 —rT 6D 110
100 — 7/ GUIDEWAY TRADE ZONE BLVD 100
AT GRADE BRIDGE |
20 MONTAGUE / CAPITOL AVE s CAPITOL AVE AT APPROXIVATE ; - OVER BART 05
80 CAPITAL | AT GRADE BRIDGE | 7 7 ~—| GRADE BRIDGE EXISTING  GRADE /| TOP OF RAIL | a0 @
STATION OVER BART \ == 7| OVER BART / \ 180 F
70 \ N \ N7 S
\ 7/ \ / bW B
11 S N . R R I ESEE————————————————_————————————————_———.—.—..— _——_—_—.—_——_————..., " 60
\_ P R A s— _1/ 5 g S S gy g \ e L T ___";/'_' ____________ 1 <
50 — S = - 50 <
40 \‘ e | e IS =———ﬁ5:——_—l/—‘_' 40 2
30 e e e b AN | / 50 !
/ N\ TRADE ZONE BLVD |/ =
20 7 7T\ AT GRADE BRIDGE |7 I 20
0,
10 —— STORM DRAIN _ |/~ \_| STORM DRAIN OVER BART. 10% G 0%
0,

0 MO TAGUE — on b SIPHON, 10% CE SIPHON | o2
—10 10% CE 10 =
-20 20

| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
RETANED CUT

Q [=] o o o o o [=] o o o o [=] [=] o o o o [=] [=] o o o o Q [=] o o o o o
Q o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o Q o o o o o o
+ ¥ T 3 + ¥ T ¥ + + 3 3 T + + 3 3 + ¥ F T 3 + 3 T ¥ T + + + T
o M <+ [Te) © ~N o o o -— N [ < n [2e] ~N [+ D o - o [ < [Te] [7e] N [1e] D o -— N
N N N N [ N N N o @ (2] [ o] o 4] 4] [ ] (<] [T [=] [=.] [=2] D D D [=] =] 2] D o o o
2] Lo Le] M 2] " (2] Lo 2] M (] (] (2] el 2] M (] (] (2] 2] 2] M (2] (2] (2] [e] 2] (2] < <+ <+
PROFILE 100 0 1000 200° 25' 0 25' 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON BART EXTENSION PROJECT
PURPOSES ONLY.
. NORTH OF MONTAGUE / CAPITOL STATION
Flgure B-21 RETAINED CUT LONG OPTION: SHEET 3 OF 4

PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 72400 TO STA 102+00




MATCH LINE STA 402400

Aug O4, 2006 - 11:37am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD and POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B-20 to B-23.dwg

Schroder_A

- e VAT e r TR .o R | ok Tl T
g%r ” \"--,"" & 5 e O ﬂ- g - M § g '!:..;‘“\. .'?ul Bt
. \-. e t: . B ; t‘-"‘_r__..' ]

h' \ il oy i .-"Qi- ot B A i i b -

o - i
? TRADE ZONE BLVD
~ AT GRADE BRIDGE |
o OVER BART, 10% CE-
< T
<
n
[
= 410+00
- EN
T S 10% CE ROW -
2 Tk =
< [TRADE ZONE BLVD | ==
= ST GRADE BRIDGE | - =
VER BART £ 3 L
St ?Sﬁl}gﬁm = & TRACTION POWER =
DEVELOPMENT [ SUBSTATIONSITE | —
% SMB ¥ iy
PROPOSED PRELIMINARY [
I\ggEFé%Tg&"&l; ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT | §
CONNECT TO 10% CONCEPTUAL
QUME DR ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT I
UPRR FREIGHT TRACK
RELOCATION
PLAN
120 120
110 110
" TYYTH |
100 TOP OF RAIL | 100
90 TRADE ZONE BLVD / a0
— AT GRADE BRIDGE / o
80 // OVER BART ,/ - _ _ E— S S N - 80 ?
/ - R Y tr—————————t————=—— ===~ ] T o~
LA s — —— —— — pap—— = — e — | %5
60 --r === e i /, 60 <
L} — \ / <
ol . ——— p— \ . 50 =
wf——— \ / 40
\ —10%[CE APPROXIMATE
30 \ TOP [OF RAIL EXISTING GRADE —/ 30
\ z
20 \-{TRADE ZONE BLVD 20~
10 | AT GRADE BRIDGE o~
OVER BART, 10% CE ;| O
'_
0 0kg
-10 10 =
-20 20
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
RETAINED CUT | AT GRADE
8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
+ + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + +
N 2] < [Te © N 4] o o -~— o (2] < n o ~ [ D [=] - N [x¢] < "¢ w N o <D o -~ N
(=] o o o o o o o — -~ -~ -— - - - -— -~— -~— o o o N N o o o o N (2] [ 2]
<+ <+ <+ < < <+ <+ <+ <+ < < <+ < < < < < <+ <+ <+ <+ < < <+ <+ <+ <+ < < <+ <+
PROFILE 100 0 1000 200° 25' 0 25' 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON BART EXTENSION PROJECT
PURPOSES ONLY.
. NORTH OF MONTAGUE / CAPITOL STATION
Flgure B-22 RETAINED CUT LONG OPTION: SHEET 4 OF 4
PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 72+00 TO STA 102400




Aug O4, 2006 - 11:3Bam W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD ond POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B—24,dwgq

Schroder_A

. ; - it
B L= 1
! ¥ | L I .
.__'I.. j e
N 3 ¥ i
: | . 1 '
"'I' - . ] il
|| . 2 3 g &
H - P . W ' GREAT MALL
Ty £l ) T
h_ 3 i -
ey i
. ]
- i 5
S )
i - [ ]
e ' 8

DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON
PURPOSES ONLY.

UPRR AT GRADE
BRIDGE OVER
, 10% CE

(N R
i e ;
-, i |=_' i i
=
' .
3
UPRR AT GRADE BRIDGE
¥ | OVER BART (RETAINED
CUI'I.-ON%R ION) = 1

UPRR AT GRADE
UNDER BART| (AERIAL .

[ LoNG oPTion;

I.J-

w'

';mq'rulﬁ LS

Lad
T

3

: ;'li- 1 :ﬁ.

m 1;".,:.*'.5
g

Wy hﬂ

.

LN

1
¥
=
uf
3

—10% CE

20' ROW TAKE

Figure B-23

L

MILPITAS LOCOMOTIVE |

WYE OPTION, 10% CE

. o

—

-~ e S AR
e -

RELOCATED MILPITAS . ;
LOCOMOTIVE WYE OPTION |

- | CONNECT TO

EXISTING UPRR
SPUR TRACK

PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT

______ 10% CONCEPTUAL
—————— ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT

UPRR FREIGHT TRACK
RELOCATION

BART EXTENSION PROJECT

RELOCATED

MILPITAS WYE OPTION: SHEET 1 OF 1
PLAN




MATCH LINE STA 312400

Aug O4, 2006 - 11:3Bam W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD ond POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B-25 to B-28.dwqg

Schroder_A

1 g

b ..
e Pe—— — - iF- ﬁ ; -
———y =
S R~ L P
+ WATER TANK .& ™ _'._‘ e g o L
o 10% CE E ' ALIGNMENT g8 2 =
— ~ — -l & | - — O # il | o
- ROW v Ao F eyl UL i # T Py .q"‘ - m 4 i s | |(-|\-1
< i . - —_— - e - . : e ;' -Ciae. % == = <t
[l - . i, jm— e T 3 R ] I g | B BB sy
wn gl | ,__l_.a. I —— ém* ,’E,I e e e e e fe M-.’J S ‘ I
o o g Wl " SO0 FO0.* W 554005 — <
L ¥ P 7 L E EEER e e (e T e Gy e e s e ) (S L. __———__.u (’f_)
= 325400 ' ! =t CEEA =
5 e = = —— o T e
e =1 T = L
T . ey o =z
.(:) = \—RO o e g =
W L 1 s ) s
N - L 10%CE : - - -
<§( s ALIGNMENT ! % PARC METROPOLITAN = | . m};I'AIL IE:)
_ S e | PUBLC PARK - ‘CONDOMINIUMS - - LE
CONNECT 70 EXISTNG vyl AT RS <
e Pl 7R s | i ¥/ DETENTION BASIN / - =
i UPRR FREIGHT TRACKS : : Fal PRIVATE PARK L =
- a = =5 = i ,.r—u— ——F”ih—— E
e s | 20 RIGHT OF WAY IR a2t
: o - Te P 3E == = = =8 # ACQUISITION '] ¥ it n=
gic i ¥ = = - —_— = =2 m == iy - o ..-
o« /N SRR : | v=, 23 3E 8% & z- : B: E . : ool |
s 3 . k b 1 el e R i f mihe Z1o e - 250 J PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
| 2 R - i : | ! ERneE T (1 ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT |
i e - . o i
' == 7 £ zlam ,s-__ = i 10% CONCEPTUAL Fl
| o g ‘é: el 3% e : ENGINEERING ALGNMENT {9 |
5 S R, 31 | T e gw- - ¥ = ; UPRR FREIGHT TRACK |
- Lo o] xovemmm sty [ers ] | - i " g. ] ;'A _ RELOCATION
— ; | f eR 3 f } } - oy B, = 3 } a 5; J. = . -5
g I e B A - . [ '--Jlr =r i i . h.-"‘-\ v -] i T i' P et rat & Y S . : -~ ;%
il d I - 7o am m - T - ] - EE | =
mm, T SR Fitage- S8 o . I - RN TR M e . o . . / L ’ . 4 e 1
I gl LR w =4 . — H ® | BT __|" r " i !‘a':-.‘;li n'rn!m!'l"l I ||lTnT - T w“ i o £ ] =
g S Wi, EOER iy 4 ¥ THE g ..a ALY = ; _ ; - HORIZONTAL SCALE |
e A - Lper i L _"’!?!.. 5 T o ﬂ'l'lnrm'ﬂﬂ i el I i N ! 4 3 1 [| B -oms 'f“ i s - =y 2 |
PLAN
120 120
110 110
100 100
90 90 o
80 | 80 ?
70 AT GRADE BRIDGE TOP OF RAIL 70 Y
50 ~H OVER HETCH-HETCHY I o ™
/ 10% CE /
50 50 <
.—
40 / '/ 0
/ ————e—————————t————cee e =
o — A e e ——— S e e e S 30
20 — 20 -
10 N / T0% CE ! 10 L
0 \ TOP_OF RAIL—/ | o .9
~TEXISTING APPROXIMATE <
—10 HETCH—HETCHY EXISTING GRADE 0=
AQUEDUCT
T L L[] L] L L[] L] L L[] L] L L[] L] L [T 1|7
AT—GRADE
Q [=] o o o o o [=] o o o o [=] [=] o o o o [=] [=] o o o o Q [=] o o o o [=]
Q o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o Q o o o o o o
7 3 7 3 3 7 3 7 7 7 7 7 3 7 e 7 3 7 7 7 7 7 7 3 7 7 3 7 7 7 7
o~ [e] <+ w © ~ 1] o [=] -— N [¢] < n 2] ~N [+ ] D [=] - o M < [T [7e] N [1¢] D o -~ o
- - — -— -— ~— - - o N N N o o o oN N N (] (2] (2] M M M (] (2] 2] M < <+ <
L] Lo Lo M 2] " (2] Lo Lo M (2] 2] L] Lol Le] M (2] [e] L] Le] Le] M 2] 2] L] Le] Le] (2] (2] (2] (2]
PROFILE 100 o 100’ 200° 25’ o' 25’ 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
;gzp%ggwgg&cwmmsm BART EXTENSION PROJECT
; . NORTH OF MONTAGUE/CAPITOL STATION
Flgure B-24 RETAINED CUT SHORT OPTION: SHEET 1 OF 4
PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 312400 TO STA 342+00




Aug O4, 2006 - 11:3Bam W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD ond POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B-25 to B-28.dwg

Schroder_A

MATCH LINE STA 342400

MATCH LINE STA 342+00

| "

RIGHT OF WAY

.J ‘r't
!

20 RIGHT OF WAY
ACQUISITION

EXISTING
PARKING
STRUCTURE

ABANDON-
UPRR SPUR

i

TRACTION POWER
SUBSTATION

25 kiad A

FREIGHT TRACK

ACQUISITION

§'RIGHT OF WAY,

-]
My b

(R
P aiana

=|cROSSOVERS

BART @

10% CE
ALIGNMENT

ABANDON _

5,

EXISTING i
UPRR WYE z

T Y.

PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT

10% CONCEPTUAL
ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT

UPRR FREIGHT TRACK

MATCH LINE STA 372400

RELOCATION
o foo' 200
HORIZONTAL SCA.\LE i
120 120
110 110
100 S —— 100
%0 MONTAGUE EXPY a0
AT GRADE BRIDGE —\\ 8
80 r . APPROXIMATE OVER BART N\ 180 ¥
70 | TOP OF RAL | EXISTING GRADE— . 20 N
1o~
/ N\ ! M
60 7 \ - 60 -
50 ’ _____________ [ S Y Sy — ————————————————————— T :ﬁ 50 5
WpP——— e e e B e e B f 40
30 el Al —— s  r r r r r r r r r T __," _______________ 3o &
/ ) S o g e e e il A - B — I 5
20 _— 1 f 20
10 va / "0 T
UPRR AT GRADE |/ MONTAGUE EXPY AT | | 2
0 BRIDGE OVER |~ GRADE BRIDGE OVER 7 0
—10 BART, 10% CE BART, 10% CE 0=
-20 20
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
AT—GRADE | RETAINED CUT
Q [=] o o o o o [=] o o o o [=] [=] o o o o [=] [=] o o o o Q [=] o o o o o
Q o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o Q o o o o o o
I ¥ T 3 T 3 ¥ ¥ ¥ ¥ 3 3 T + T 3 3 T T ¥ T 3 ¥ 3 T ¥ T T T ¥ T
o M <+ [Te © N o o0 o -~ o (3] < n [Ze] [ <] D Q - o [ < [T [7e] N 4] D o -— N
< < <+ < < <+ <+ < n wn [Te] [Te] n n n [Te] [Te] [Te] [7e] [ o] [7e] <« © © [74] [Ze] [7<] (7] N N N
2] Le] Le] M 2] [2) (2] Le] e ] M ] ] (2] el e ] M (] (] (2] 2] 2] M (2] (2] (2] e ] 2] (2] (2] (2] ~
PROFILE 100 0 1000 200° 25' 0 25' 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON BART EXTENSION PROJECT
PURPOSES ONLY.
. NORTH OF MONTAGUE/CAPITOL STATION
Flgure B-25 RETAINED CUT SHORT OPTION: SHEET 2 OF 4

PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 342400 TO STA 372400




MATCH LINE STA 372400

Aug O4, 2006 - 11:38am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD and POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B-25 to B-28.dwg

Schroder_A

" -~

- ol

f MONTAGUE / -\ NG PN
" | CAPITOL STATION ; /5’/“' L ,.1"‘"."'.“/". > WAl S
10% CE i Ay ”~ ALIGNMENT-, ey
8 | ; i ‘ul :
o RTEeRE TR
+ " AR AN !}’!-t:“h'
|(:l AT T R
> _ _ B RE R o R S
by S e L R n
L
z | z
- MONTAGUE /
- | CAPITOL CAPITOL AVE Iz
S STATION AT GRADE BRIDGE ©
e <
= =
PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
ENGINEERING AUGNMENT [ |
—————— 10% CONCEPTUAL |
—————— ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT I
UPRR FREIGHT TRACK
RELOCATION
120 120
110 ~—LRT |ELEVATED 110
100 /I/ GUIDEWAY TRADE ZONE BLVD 100
a0 / AT GRADE BRIDGE [~ a0
MONTAGUE/ v7/ % CAPITOL AVE AT . . OVER BART \\ =
80 CAPITOL | APPROXIMATE o — GRADE BRIDGE H TOP OF RAIL | 180 F
70 STATION \\ , EXISTING GRADE /| OVER BART /| _— \\ 70 N
1 o
\ / \ 1 <+
o \ e Re=p
= " —_———— — — ‘
50 \ 7 0
40 -+ X <  — W o] ——— 40
/ L
30 f—= S ~ 2
20 \ — N TRADE ZONE BLVD AT / - 20 -
10 \ \—{ CAPITOL AVE AT STORM DRAIN / \_|STORM DRAIN GRADE BRIDGE OVER | o T
MONTAGUE/ | GRADE BRIDGE SIPHON, 10% CE [ SIPHON BART, 10% CE O
. CAPITOL STATION OVER BART, 10% CE I o
10% CE <
-10 10 =
-20 20
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
RETAINED CUT
Q o o o o (=] o o o o o o [=) o o o o o [=) [=) [=) [=] [=] [=] Q o o o o o o
Q o [=] o o o (=] o [=] o o o [=) o [=] o o o [=) o [=] o o o Q o [=] o o o [=]
+ ¥ T 3 + ¥ T ¥ + + 3 3 T + + 3 3 + ¥ F T 3 + 3 T ¥ T + + + T
~N [¢] < wn 0 ~N o o [=] - [ [} < n 7] ~N [} D o - [2 M < e} [7e] N o0 D o - N
N N N N N N N N o [+ ] [+<] [} o o o @® [+<] [+<] [=2] [=.] [=2] D D D [=] [=.] [=2] D o o [=]
(2] Le] Le] e} e} 2] 2] Le] 2] M [} [} 2] 2] 2] M [} [} (2] 2] 2] 2} (2] (2] (2] 2] 2] (2] <+ <+ <+
PROFILE 100 o 100’ 200° 25’ o 25’ 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON BART EXTENSION PROJECT
PURPOSES ONLY.
. NORTH OF MONTAGUE/CAPITOL STATION
Figure B-26 RETAINED CUT SHORT OPTION: SHEET 3 OF 4
PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 372+00 TO STA 402+00




i
ol

O

E ZONE BLVD
AT:GRADE BRIDGE |
|OVERBART ™

e i}

¥
.Agélf\h

a,g,?—’nw-ﬁﬁ

TRADE ZONE
BLVD'AT GRADE
BRIDGE OVER

MATCH LINE STA 402+00

BART, 10% CE '

(5
EXISTING
COMMERCIAL
DEVELOPMENT:

5N

,mtm“%b“*—”
A ;

AL L

HH‘HQLL{J

TWO POTENTIAL
AGCESS ROADS
CONNECT TO
QUME DR

i

= e
MEEC3 W s

~

s
~

TRACTION POWER
SUBSTATION SITE

- e :
t""#-r'" & N

X . %5 i .

PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT |

10% CONCEPTUAL <
ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT 1=

UPRR FREIGHT TRACK
RELOCATION

MATCH LINE STA 402400

Aug O4, 2006 - 11:38am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD ond POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B-25 to B-28.dwg

Schroder_A

120
10% |CE —— 110
TRADE ZONE BLVD TOP [OF RAL A TOP OF RAIL | 100
/| AT GRADE BRIDGE a0
OVER BART
/ —————=——a—r————s——= 4 80 9
s E— e e e e e =S W R B L C S wi—— - 70N
_____________________________ - ! 60 <
]
ey ——— APPROXI 50
EXISTING 40
3p L
TRADE ZONE BLVD AT 20 —J
\—| GRADE BRIDGE OVER | w0 T
BART, 10% CE O
I o
10 =
| | | | | | | | | | | | | 1
RETAINED CUT | AT—GRADE
Q o o o o (=] o o o o o o [=) o o o o o [=) [=) [=) [=] [=] [=] Q o o o o o o
Q o [=] o o o (=] o [=] o o o [=) o [=] o o o [=) o [=] o o o Q o [=] o o o [=]
+ + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + F + + + + +
N [e] <+ w © ~N 1] [=.] o -— o~ [} < n <] ~ (-] [} o - o~ M < e} [7e] N 4] [} o -~ N
Q [=] o o o o o [=] -— - - -— - - -— - - -— o o o N [ N o o o N M M M
<+ <+ < <+ <+ <+ <+ <+ < <+ <+ <+ < < < <+ <+ <+ < < < <+ <+ <+ < < < <+ < <+ <+
PROFILE 0’ 0 ’ ' 25' 0' 25’ 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON BART EXTENSION PROJECT
PURPOSES ONLY.
. NORTH OF MONTAGUE/CAPITOL STATICN
Flgure B-27 RETAINED CUT SHORT OPTION: SHEET 4 OF 4

PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 402400 TO STA 432400




Aug O4, 2006 - 11:38am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD ond POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B-29 to B-31.dwg

Schroder_A

PUBLIC PARK

e (o

20' RIGHT OF WAY

EXTEND EXISTING
DETENTION BASIN /
PRIVATE PARK

@-

RELCCATED
MILPITAS

WYE OPTION

10%..CE, 2
ALIGNMENT

EXISTING
PARKING
STRUCTURE

20" RIGHT OF WAY
ACQUISITION

UPRR CROSSES
AT GRADE

o

o

."\ o +
> X 1D
/\\ \\ -IQ
N \ <
=== =

= N

UNDER BART

MATCH LINE

MATCH LINE STA 359400

i ACQUISITION
j -
ELA | ol ; e | 2
; m W K L. - . i d
- > Y et : 5
¢ < } r:ﬁﬁ..a: &M“ —————— 10% CONCEPTUAL 2
g J — -——-’: 5 — A A o O il s e &, .~ -+ L. N T L) PR ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT E‘ 1
=3 B . Y= tl - ; o - UPRR FREIGHT TRACK -
k fa o =y i _ RELOCATION
: -;". i‘u e g ""J!l- Py B s ? -‘I- - L.
.I '] TR =0 % §oasE g :_. ' - -1(?-0' -_' O; C 10_0' -1 _2&' "
o, Amia et Bty | ; ”
R 1 ¢ HORIZONTAL SCALE
[ E.‘—z—-l-—-: T —] —-‘ Hg' #. - E N
PLAN
120 120
110 110
1
100 | TOP OF RALL |, 100
[
90 90
80 \ | 80
70 \ - 70
60 = " 60
w ’_’--—— T m
40 | T | | ks il i SR P S s R Y 7 /A N I A E— — 0
—_— | == — = = =1 4 /
" I — a / / / 1
20 e — i ok m JE——_—_—_—_—,—- '"_// T / | %
" 106 oF maL="] ~ A A RT UPRR AT GRADE | /| £xiSTNG GraE e
[} PUMP STATION BRIDGE OVER BART UNDER BART 0
10% CE 10% CE
-10 o 10
-20 20
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
—=——AT GRADE I RETAINED FILL I AERIAL GUIDEWAY
o [=] [=] o o o o o [=] [=] o o o o Q Q [=] [=] o o o o o [=) o o o o o o o
o o o o o o o o o o o o o o Q Q o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o
e 7 7 7 3 T 3 7 7 3 7 3 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 7 3 ¥ ¥ T 7 3 3 7 3 3
-] o - o [ < [Te] (o] N o [=2] [=] -~ [ M < n [Ze] N ® D o - (> (] < [Te] /<] [N 4] @D
N (2] (2] 2] (] [ M (] (2] 2] 2] < < < < <+ <+ <+ < < < [Te] [Te] n n n n n [Te] n n
o] Le] Le] Le] e e e L] Le] Le] Le] " L2} L2} L] L] Le] Le] Lo e ] e ] M (] " ) e ] " ) ) ] (2]
PROFILE 100 o 100’ 200° 25’ 0 25’ 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON BART EXTENSION PROJECT
PURPOSES ONLY.
. NORTH OF MONTAGUE/CAPITOL STATION
Figure B-28 AERIAL—LONG OPTION: SHEET 1 OF 3

PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 329+00 TO STA 359400




Aug O4, 2006 - 11:38am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD and POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B-29 to B-31.dwg

Schroder_A

MATCH LINE STA 359+00

MATCH LINE STA 359+00

120
110
100

MATCH LINE STA 389+00

TRACTION POWER CAPITOL AVE AT GRADE
i | SUBSTATION SITE s BRIDGE OVER BART
SME / 1T . J10%cE
o o
I J '  MONTAGUE/CAPITOL S
gg;‘,, %",’J,ED Eo\fg !} VLSTATION, 10%CE |+ +
BART 10% CE ! 11 ' i D
| ‘_T"ii?- prez M
s g, o - =
————————— i e e b
e R e W
L | | =z
L L -
1 MONTAGUE/ T
H CAPITOL STATION =
<C
| =
PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT I
10% CONCEPTUAL =
ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT |
UPRR FREIGHT TRACK -
RELOCATION
I ol 0 ]
100 o= 200' &
= —
|
B
PLAN
I 120
—— l ~— LRT| ELEVATED 110
/1 TOP OF RAI [~ EXISTING |MONTAGUE MONTAGUE/ /| GUIDEWAY 100
/ | TEXPY AT (GRADE — CAPITOL / CAPITOL AVE AT GRADE
/
/ / /| STATION f BRIDGE OVER BART 90
/ 7/ 10% CE
= 80
7 1
70
|
60
J | I [N N I AU | Spu—— ] e e A I I A 50
- / B — — 40
_____ — 30
"""""" —F /
L — APPROXIMATE MONTAGUE DFv AT |7 MONTAGUE/ . ~\[{ CAPTOL AVE 10
— EXISTNG GRADE— | GRADE BRIDGE OVER CAPITOL STATION R UNDERP RS I o
BART, 10% CE 10% CE o
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | [
AERIAL GUIDEWAY | RETAINED FILL
(=] o o o o o o o o o o o o o Q Q o o o o o o o o [=) o o o o o 8
(=) o o o o o o o o o o [=] o o Q Q o o o o o o o o o o [=] o o o
+ + + T + T T + F T + + + + T T + + F + + + + F p e + + + F + +
2 3 o o @ > 8 ] o o 2 R S N R X R Q [N 2 2 2 @ o @ P B B © ] 8
(2] e ] e 2] (2] 2] 2] (2] 2] 2] 2] Le] 2] 2] M L] Lol Lel Lo L] L] (] (] 2] ) 2] 2] ) ) (] (2]
PROFILE 100 0 1000 200° 25' 0 25' 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
;3;%g%n§§&cwpmsm BART EXTENSION PROJECT
: . NORTH OF MONTAGUE/CAPITOL STATION
Figure B-29 AERIAL—LONG OPTION: SHEET 2 OF 3

PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 359+00 TO STA 389400




Aug O4, 2006 - 11:40am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD ond POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B—29 to B-31,dwg

Schroder_A

MATCH LINE STA 389+00

10% CE

hi-23

\ AN

e - J_.f" ‘\ ;

uﬁf“: Priees .'.'!' *ﬂ.-'.‘ ” " .ﬁﬁ "'»“"..t& T : ]

(W ] gl lam oL -t iy
o y . K e G
o !-.1 ’*‘E‘- AN 1% ﬁ e T L e e T
$ "l.%f : ‘% AR T AR R R Bl e it
o e (s AR AR AR !"m-ﬁ . L % : A“GN“ENT
N Y N T s e R e . "E /____: bal Y
RIS TR Y K 0 1%
< MQ‘WM_ _._..L ~ 2 70
wn e e e ==
. il —

u # 0 d” :
- TR e
T ; ‘j - -~
8 - ® | TRADE ZONE BLVD
< "AT GRADE BRIDGE
= OVER BART,"10% CE

s || TRACTION
S |POWER - . [ 78
/gy | SUBSIATION
/p.. | v .
g ;ﬂﬁ SITE.SHB. £ A

= B

PROPOSED PRELIMINARY

X i TWO POTENTIAL ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT
: ACCESS ROADS
¥ N 10% CONCEPTUAL
- ‘.5 CONNECT TO ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT [
y QUME DR .
iR S UPRR FREIGHT TRACK
o o ¢ RELOCATION
. 5 i
i s 0. R 7
i ; ; & 0 HeikD] 200" '
&h, HO e SRE
PLAN
120 120
— TOP OF RAIL |
110 EXISTING  TRADE _ZONE . 110
100 BLVD AT GRADE—, y 100
% STORM DRAIN N\ / %
SIPHON AN 7
80 / A\ 80
70 ya —] — N +————— — === — e e == 7
O f———1 — — e e e . ——— ——= 60
] ) ) S A A N I ————iet N N 50
oM ———————=——=== 7 \ N APPROXIMATE 40
30 i / \ EXISTING GRADE 30
7 TRADE ZONE BLVD
20 SO DA % CE[ | AT GRADE BRIDGE 20
TOP OF |RAIL
10 SN, 10 C& OVER BART, 10% CE 10
0 0
-10 -10
] | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | [
RETAINED FILL | AERIAL GUIDEWAY | RETAINED FILL | AT GRADE————
o [=] [=] o o o o o [=] [=] o o o o Q Q [=] [=] o o o o o [=) o o o o o o o
o o o o o o o o o o o o o o Q Q o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o
+ + + + + * ¥ + ¥ + + + + + + + + + ¥ + + + + + T + + + F + +
-] o - N [ < v w0 N 1] [-2] [=] -— N M <+ n [Ze] N ® D o -— o~ Le] <+ [Te] o ~ 4] o
[ ] (=] (=] [=2] D D D =] (=] (=] [=2] [=] o o Q Q o [=] o o o -~ - - -— o -— -— - - -
2] [e] [e] 2] (2] (2] (2] (2] 2] 2] 2] <+ < < <+ <+ <+ <+ <+ < < <+ <+ <+ <+ <+ <+ < < <+ <
PROFILE 100 o 100’ 200° 25’ o' 25’ 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON BART EXTENSION PROJECT
PURPOSES ONLY.
. NORTH OF MONTAGUE/CAPITOL STATION
Figure B-30 AERIAL—LONG OPTION: SHEET 3 OF 3

PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 389+00 TO STA 419400




Aug O4, 2006 - 11:40am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD ond POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B—32.dwg

Schroder_A

STATION BE LOWERED

"

MONTAGUE /| |EXISTING - %
CAPITOL . DRIVEWAYS TO [y & !

NTAGUE /
ITOL STATION
0% CE

X i\ = ; ; : i 7 #x..| EXISTING DRIVEWAY .
e _ e - Y =k Vs I A 7 - i P . LBE REBUI_LTAFTERI

T — — —— =74 N = e Lot i 5 . . oy
2 N = Lo 3

" LRT- ELEVATED GUIDEWAY -

T T

CAPITOL AVENUE &7 55+08
LI '_"_ AR A5
BRIDGE OVER -1
L CAPITO} NUE

= RETAINING
= WALLS

PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT

10% CONCEPTUAL
ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT [

UPRR FREIGHT TRACK

\ o RELOCATION
AT-GRADE BRI J py i z o 100" e b
| OVER BART 10 : . ) : . L
e ) {“& e Tt R A | HORIZONTAL SCALE
PLAN
100 [RT_ELEVATED~— | | 100
90 GUDEWAY M\ ——=—e - T BRIDGE OVER %0
80 CAPITOL AVENUE Vo LCARTOLAVENUE —— APPROXIMATE 80
70 AT-GRADE BRIDGE | EXISTING GRADE 70
COVER BART 10% CE e
80 N B // 60
ss——1+—F—————————————— L T | e 50
40 b il /7 . 40
30 CAPITOL AVENUE |2 AN 30
— N\ | CAPITOL AVENUE
20 PROFILE N\ PROFILE 10% CE 20
\ 1 1
10 \—{ PUMP STATION | 10
0 0
-10 -10
-20 -20
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 ] 3 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
& § 5 b3 e & & & : & k3 3 & & g & & > * & 5 3 > &
< 9 < < g < ['e] ) n n n [ ['ed ['e] ) 0 © © o <© <© <© ©
PROFILE 100 o 100’ 200° 25’ 0 25’ 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON BART EXTENSION PROJECT
PURPOSES ONLY.
. CAPITOL AVENUE — BART AERIAL OPTIONS
Figure B-31 LOWERED ROADWAY — SHEET 1 OF 1
PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 46+0D TO STA 63+00




Aug O4, 2006 - 11:47am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD ond POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B—33 to B-35dwg

Schroder_A

L o

TN

" *YOSEMITE AVENUE

" il P PR L —

PUBLIC PARK

Rl A = -

a_ : cgac MEI'RDP AN
e Noommuus A

'

"IJPRR TAIL TRACK

EXTEND EXISTING
DETENTION BASIN /
PRIVATE PARK

20' RIGHT OF WAY: _-.'

ACQUISITION

ALIGNMENT

EXISTING
PARKING
STRUCTURE

20' RIGHT
OF WAY

‘| ABANDON
-|UPRR SPUR

=

e

TRACTION POWER
SUBSTATION SITE

STA 359+00

CROSSOVERS

. &' RIGHT
ACQUISITION -

OF WAY |

MATCH LINE

MATCH LINE STA 359+00

; : ~ . —

[ - ; LEGEND i
B ~ X8 : R ey (B2
= | = bt | : - e

- > ¥ o P I
¢ < } r:ﬁﬁ..a: &M“ el B gl RN 10% CONCEPTUAL -
el A v :r‘ — . T RS e ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT I.‘“ 1
% ; i : - ,
= 37 | e 2 o A0 i - - UPRR FREIGHT TRACK
Foi § i RELOCATION
ol 3 1ol 1' & Jh ; L E
F W R e e r,,_l:I: e T SR : LR FL !
g e ik b E © am %R 460"l O’ ——100'—:— 240NN
T b e W s HORIZONTAL SCALE
[ E.‘—z—-l-—-: T —] —-‘ H #. -~ E N
PLAN

120 120

110 110

100 100

20 UPRR AT GRADE 90
BRIDGE OVER
80  ToP OF RAIL 5 //’_ BART, 10% CE [ &
70 APPROXIMATE \ 7 ; 70
50 EXISTING GRADE — \ . { e
/ —
50 \ \ A S R R E—— e R R I
40 —T A e e e 40
P e gyl ey e et e T i — 20
20 — = ===a ——t— e e e B s Sel L= .+ 20
10 — N ' 10
AN I
0 TO% CE| (_| PUMP STATION 0
“10 TOP_OF | RAIL 10% CE —~10
-20 -20
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
AT GRADE | RETAINED FILL
o [=] [=] o o o o o [=] [=] o o o o Q Q [=] [=] o o o o o [=) o o o o o o o
o o o o o o o o o o o o o o Q Q o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o
¥ ¥ ¥ 3 3 T I 3 ¥ T T e ¥ 3 ¥ T + T ¥ T T T ¥ T T T 3 T 3 + T
-] o - o [ < [Te] (o] N [14] [=2] o -~ [ M < n [Ze] N ® D o - (> (] < [Te] /<] [N 4] @D
N (2] (2] 2] (] [ M (] (2] 2] 2] < < < < <+ <+ <+ < < < [Te] [Te] n n n n n [Te] n n
o] Le] Le] Le] e e e L] Le] Le] Le] " L2} L2} L] L] Le] Le] Lo e ] e ] M (] " ) e ] " ) ) ] (2]
PROFILE 100 0 100’ 200° 25’ 0 25’ 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
;3;%&’;”5:‘&00MPARBON BART EXTENSION PROJECT
; . MONTAGUE/CAPITOL STATION
Figure B-32 AERIAL—SHORT OPTION: SHEET 1 OF 3

PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 329+00 TO STA 359400




MATCH LINE STA 359+00

Aug O4, 2006 - 11:41am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD ond POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B-33 to B-35.dwg

Schroder_A

CAPITOL AVE AT GRADE
BRIDGE OVER BART
10% CE

|

1

' . MONTAGUE/CAPITOL
1
1

o
= MONTAGUE EXPY AT| ; O, NN ! | o
T GRADE BRIDGE OVE STATION, 10%CE__ |« 38 4 | - “w g g \ $
& i = - G\ - 1%
Te] e 1 & r : P = ' M
M f f&' ,L - ~ i r - ;. iy -/ =} = <
< Jarbn o N = e " - E '_
= —— x 0
n o
e "
o z
=z | 4
4 ] L
T MONTAGUE / CAPITOL I
O : STATION 12
= v __ 5 <
< 2 1 My |=
= izl AL "I}J \
i P
3
PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT I
10% CONCEPTUAL s
ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT |
UPRR FREIGHT TRACK !
RELOCATION
R e
100" ga- 200’
— LE I
PLAN
120 I ‘ I ‘ 120
110 MONTAGUE EXPY MCNTAGUE/ — LRT| ELEVATED 110
100 —_— —| AT GRADE BRIDGE /—{ CAPITOL /| GUIDEWAY 100
| TOP OF RAIL | EXISTING [MONTAGU OVER BART, 10% CE / | STATION | CAPITOL AVE AT
% — 1 EXPY AT |GRADE : / i GRADE BRIDGE 80
5 \ \ / / i /—| OVER BART, 10% CE a0 O
\ 7 7 = 7 [ % +
70 —— /, — 7 i 70 %
80 A/ ﬂ 1 e — S 80
50 — | | AL Z 1l 1l | | AP, = e e s = S - et — ] 50 '12
T e, , o
_____ —— ——f————==——== u
I — — — o Z
20——— / v 20 I
o CAPITOL AVE | o T
/ APPROXIMATE MONTAGUE/ 7 — RECONSTRUCTED o
o — // EXISTING GRADE CAPITOL STATION |2 AS AN UNDERPASS | o e
0
—10 TOP_OF [RAIL— 10% CE —10 s
-20 -20
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
—=-RETAINED FILL-=] AERIAL GUIDEWAY | RETAINED FILL-
o [=] [=] o o o o o [=] [=] o o o o Q Q [=] [=] o o o o o [=) o o o o o o o
3 7 7 7 4 g g 3 3 3 3 3 g b4 3 3 3 3 7 2 % % b 7 3 3 3 4 4 3 b4
] o - o (2] < [Te] w0 N o [=2] [=] -— o~ M <+ n [Ze] N ® D o - o mn <+ [Te] 73 [ o @
n 7] o] [7e] © © O (7] [Ze] 7] [7<] N N N N N N N N N N (o] o] o o o [ ] o 0 o [
2] e ] e 2] (2] (2] (2] (2] 2] 2] 2] " 2] 2] M L] Lo Le] Lo L] L] L] (] 2] ) 2] " ) ) (] (2]
PROFILE 100 o 100’ 200° 25’ 0 25" 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON BART EXTENSION PROJECT
PURPOSES ONLY.
. MONTAGUE,/CAPITOL STATION
Flgure B-33 AERIAL-SHORT OPTION: SHEET 2 OF 3
PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 359+0D TO STA 389+00




MATCH LINE STA 389+00

Aug O4, 2006 - 11:47am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD ond POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B-33 to B-35dwg

Schroder_A

R T TR
]

" -

w, i N A el , PRLE :
.. :\/_,':"é"-_,.u—f';’ﬂr” ."-,,,.-v"’éﬁn,;‘:x'w-’:fr?: : e
LY o o - _"-‘\- L 2
A reg £ y @
‘%Hl’ta'-r‘ﬁ:r--'i',:l!?"l?l"*‘- J;;L-,? ;ﬁ i 7

=T

A

-

-

TRADE ZONE BL

AT GRABE BRIDG

'| OVER BART 10% CE
1 E W rh

L3
e L LBl o et [ Rl Lt iy
B T e AN 3 . T T s

e e e e o P —

e e ——

F+TUTUY

ROW

POWER -
SUBSTATIO

MATCH LINE STA 389400

EXISTING
COMMERCIAL
DEVELOPMENT

PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT

10% CONCEPTUAL
ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT

TWO POTENTIAL
ACCESS ROADS
CONNECT TO
QUME DR

UPRR FREIGHT TRACK
RELOCATION

PLAN
120 120
110 110
100 | TOP OF RAIL |, 100
90 N\ 90
80 3\ — I 80
70 R e T T D — e = — — 70
— | | e | R S | R I s et SR S S R B X
Oo—T 1 I I S N PR | i s » mpmy = T e 1_4_____\_1 ______ F / ' 80
50 |~ 7] . —— T 7 , 50
wop__— MW= =====p=== AN APPROXIMATE . 40
30 f \\ \ EXISTING,_GRADE—/ -
2 kC STORM DRAIN \ * 0o
AN SIPHON EXISTING [TRADE ZONE \__| TRADE ZONE BLVD
10 AN , BLVD AT [GRADE — N\| AT GRADE BRIDGE 10
N ! OVER BART, 10% CE
o | STORM DRAIN 0
—~10 SIPHON, 10% CE -10
-20 -20
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
RETAINED FILL | AERIAL GUIDEWAY | RETAINED FILL | AT GRADE
o [=] [=] o o o o Q Q o o o o o o [=] [=] [=] o o o o o [=] [=] o o o o o o
o o o o o o o Q o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o (=]
+ ¥ ¥ 3 3 T I ¥ ¥ T T e ¥ 3 ¥ T + T ¥ 3 T T + T ¥ T 3 T ¥ T T
-] o - N [ < v 0 N 1] [-2] [=] -— N M <+ n [Ze] N ® D o - (3] [e] <+ [Te] ('3 ~ [-4] (-]
[ ] (=] (=] [=2] D D D =] (=] (=] [=2] [=] o o Q o [=] o o o -~ - - - o -— -— -~ -— -
2] [e] 2] 2] (2] (] (] (2] 2] 2] 2] <+ < < <+ <+ <+ <+ <+ < < <+ <+ <+ <+ <+ <+ < < <+ <
PROFILE 100 o 100’ 200° 25' 0 25" 50"
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON BART EXTENSION PROJECT
PURPOSES ONLY.
. MONTAGUE,/CAPITOL STATION
Figure B-34 AERIAL—SHORT OPTION: SHEET 3 OF 3
PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 389+0D TO STA 419+00




Aug O4, 2006 - 11:41am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD and POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B-36 to B—40.dwg

Schroder_A

MATCH LINE STA 432400

.R°'”IH' :ti B
--.’3- uﬂ.-.

EDR

MATCH LINE STA 432400

e P

STA 462400

Ch . 'r Ll
) ‘ —_——
ALIGNMENT—# g g '3
b e I x
- N L i
TTERRD o wes o | <
=
PROPOSED PRELMINARY |
ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT |, |
—————— 10% CONCEPTUAL I~
—————— ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT | |
UPRR FREIGHT TRACK i
RELOCATION
120 | ‘ ‘ , ‘ ‘ | ‘ 120
HOSTETTER RD AT
1o ~10% [CE — TOP OF RAIL | GRADE BRIDGE HOSTETTER RD 1o
100 / ToP [OF RAL / OVER BART. 10% CE I\ AT GRADE BRIDGE 100
y » , \ /| OVER BART
90 / \ L 90
! £ S == AY F i S
e o e A === —_—————————————— — ——— I —— et IS R S i —— e i | Rty b
80 e S S 7 B e — | 80 -
70 / T === =1 _ij, —== ———— _I 70 g
" APPROXINATE e — == 6
50 EXISTING GRADE ik . 50 <
/ N\ . A
40 / { PUMP STATION | 40
0 PUMP STATION |/ 30 &
20 10% CE . 20 =
10 " 10 T
| o2
0 0tz
-10 10 =
-20 20
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
AT—GRADE I RETAINED CUT
Q o o o o o o o o o o o (=) o o o o o (=) o o o o o Q o o o o o o
Q o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o Q o o o o o o
¥ T T 3 3 3 ¥ T ¥ ¥ 3 3 T T T 3 3 3 ¥ ¥ 3 3 T 3 T ¥ T 3 ¥ ¥ 3
o L] < [Te] 3 N o o o -~— o [ < n ©o ~N o D (=) - N M < [T [7e] N o D o -~ N
M M M 2] (2] " (2] M <+ < < <+ < < < < < <+ n n n wn n n n n n wn < < 0
<+ <+ <+ < < <+ <+ <+ <+ < < <+ < < < < < <+ <+ <+ <+ < < <+ <+ <+ <+ < < <+ <+
PROFILE 100 0 1000 200° 25' 0 25' 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON
PURPOSES ONLY. BART EXTENSION PROJECT
Figure B-35 PROPOSED PE ALIGNMENTS

PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 432400 TO STA 462400




MATCH LINE STA 462400

Aug O4, 2006 - 11:42am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD ond POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B—36 to B—40.dwg

Schroder_A

] .‘ .'n.‘...‘..- L
Rl ._ o o -.! —— .ﬁl;lE AVAT|
REMMCYNY TR e
oAt m I Eme

STA 462400

10% CE ‘ALIGM

MATCH LINE STA 492400

MATCH LINE

PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT

10% CONCEPTUAL
ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT

UPRR FREIGHT TRACK
RELOCATION

120 120
‘ I I I I s |
10 — APPROXIMATE SIERRA / LUNDY RD SIERRA / LUNDY RDAT 440
/| TOP OF RAIL | EXISTING| GRADE AT GRADE BRIDGE |\ GRADE BRIDGE OVER [
100 AN OVER BART \\ 7 BART, 10% CE 100
of}p— — —_— A
80 14 Mt A b sl
70— — AN R S T T R —
60 \\ S R
50 \T0% CE
0 TOP [OF RAIL
. L
w PUMP STATION | [ PUMP STATION F: 0=
20 od 20
10 10 L
| o2
0 ol
-10 10 =
-20 20
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
RETAINED CUT
Q [=] o o o o o [=] o o o o [=] [=] o o o o [=] [=] o o o o Q [=] o o o o o
Q o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o Q o o o o o o
¥ T T 3 3 3 ¥ T ¥ ¥ 3 3 T T T 3 3 3 ¥ ¥ 3 3 T 3 T ¥ T 3 ¥ ¥ 3
o M <+ w © [N 1] =] [=] -— o~ (¢ < n [Ze] ~ [+ D [=] - o [ < [T [7e] N 4] D o -— o
(o] [L] [+ <« © [« o 7] N N N N N N N N N N o o o [ ] [ ] [ ] o o (] @ D D =]
<+ <+ <+ < < <+ <+ <+ <+ < < <+ < < < < < <+ <+ <+ <+ < < <+ <+ <+ <+ < < <+ <+
PROFILE 100 0 1000 200° 25' 0 25' 50°
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON
PURPOSES ONLY. BART EXTENSION PROJECT
Figure B-36 PROPOSED PE ALIGNMENTS
PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 462+0D TO STA 492+00




Aug O4, 2006 - 11:42am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD and POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B—36 to B-40.dwg

Schroder_A

MATCH LINE STA 492400

S |
+ g®- 'S
> iy
N
< N
< 0
'_
Z - =
X )
2
= >0 . (]
- 10% CE 600 Tz
! ALIGNMENT ) ; 5
O POTENTIAL TPSS = T8
= 4 SITES, 10% CE b 1O
2 ’ ‘;.-'."'_ | '2
iy }r\ A ; % S
L\ TRUCKING N
S COMPANY
A PROPOSED PRELIMINARY |
ENGINEERING ALGNMENT | f |
—————— 10% CONCEPTUAL "
—————— ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT i |
UPRR FREIGHT TRACK
RELOCATION
T = - T
o0t - #os 100° 200"
HORIZONTAL SCALE
120 ‘ | 120
—
1o /{ TOP OF RAL | — 110
100 v — == - ————H E'I‘r 100
Q0 - —— ———— — t a0
______ B 4 S——— e e e ot i W R — (| R S SN
8o —— , p—) I 80 +
. —— / \. EXISTING ~ /' ~
e e R N—— - // —10%|CE ithgRYED RD_~~ | TN
—— TOP [OF RAIL E—/ 0
60 APPROXIMATE // 60 -
EXISTING GRADE —
> PENTENCIA // > 7
40 CREEK—— 40 L
30 02
20 . 20 —
1
10 10 L
| o2
0 0z
-10 10 =
-20 20
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
RETAINED CUT | AT—GRADE | RETAINED FILL |=—AERIAL GUIDEWAY—=—
Q [=] o o o o o [=] o o o o [=] [=] o o o o [=] [=] o o o o Q [=] o o o o o
Q o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o Q o o o o o o
+ + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + + F + + + + +
N 2] <+ w © ~N 1] [=.] o -— N ] < n [7e] N [+ <] D o - (3] (2] < v [7e] N o D o -~ (2]
o =] 2] D D @D o0 [=] o o o o Q [=] o o o o - - - -~ -~ -— - - — -~ N o o
<+ <+ <+ < < <+ <+ <+ [+ wn 2] 2] 2] ["e] [+ wn (2] (2] (2] ['e] ['e] [Te] (2] (2] ("] [Te] [Te] w ["2] ["+] ['4]
PROFILE 100 o 100’ 200° 25’ o' 25’ 50’
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON
PURPOSES ONLY. BART EXTENSION PROJECT
Figure B-37 PROPOSED PE ALIGNMENTS

PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 492400 TO STA 522400




MATCH LINE STA 522400

Aug O4, 2006 - 11:42am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD and POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B—36 to B-40.dwg

Schroder_A

i - g bk L A " - ; - - - N, i
. ; E g i i . Saul ;
R - A L = : -

BRIDGEOVER | =
MABURY ROAD |, *
o |

ol 3.

S ——— . —— e ———

-~ | GAP BREAKER
| STATION 10% C

TRAIN CONTROL\ [

BERRYESSA
CEx

STATION, 10% CE

o . . —
N peRrATION CROSSOVERS |  _—AUGNMENT . lpogker TN "[staTionssm[T |
To) ! i ¥/ 8 TRA :
L % : <ol ®[HIGH VOLTAGE N
ZE mr= - {| SUBSTATION SMR 7o)
[ L. __ "Wals = .
KB -_“m*m"!‘“,-__ ——_— 'S
L . . e S —= == = L=
Z B, NS e o o _ S R A A = :
5 | gt o o N B, Sl . : A AT ¢ 40+00a3 17 Y A T T ey A e ——
= _ _ A \)N\. "'a.".axu, AR R }r_ @:z.__ . '}\ SR 4
i - : 3 g wEy - BRIDGE OVER |
S . [suBSTATION SITE SBE| _ - W AN s\ HIGH VOLTAGE MABURY ROAD o X%
<\ SAN JOSE » FLEA MARKET ) SUBSTATION 10% CE *‘\ \ S
b 3 . BART 10% CE el | \ =
CROSSOVERS
10% CE \ ] e =
N i ————— PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
X R ———— ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT |
A gk - 10% CONCEPTUAL 4]
N, e e ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT
> | - i
] UPRR FREIGHT TRACK
e o [xe. 13 RELOCATION
//’ i o .
//’
a/’ il "_"".
e T
120
L e e e o S e e e o e e e e e e e e . . e o . — ————— e ——r
LR S e —— = X
woEFFF/r———f—— 1 T | — T i1
Il | | Il \ Il Il Il Il \ L/ 1
a0 Il Il 1l 1l 1l 1l 1l | / _ N _
oy S — 7 S | ) e s e e e B B R AN
o - \ : : : / L o
60 BEGIN_STATION / \ BERRYESSA \ \ —— / BRIDGE OVER / AT_GRADE |
10X CE-+— ] BERRYESSA STATION T10% [CE  TOP OF RAIL | APPROXINATE MABURY ROAD /
50 STATION 10% CE TOP |OF RAIL EXISTING GRADE 1
40
BRIDGE OVER |/
30 MABURY ROAD |/
20 10% CE |
10
0 |
-10
-20
L L] L] L[] L L] L] L[] L L] L] L[] L L] L] L[] L L] L] L[]
AERIAL GUIDEWAY | RETAINED FILL |~ BRIDGE =} —=—RETAINED FILL—=]
Q o o o o o o o o o o o (=) o o o o o (=) o o o o o Q o (=] o o (=) o
Q o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o o Q o [=) o o o
+ ¥ T 3 + ¥ T ¥ + + 3 3 T + + 3 3 + ¥ F T 3 + 3 T ¥ + + + F T
N [¢] <+ [Te © N 4] [=.] o -~— o [ < n 7] [N [ D o - o M < 0 7o) N o D o - o
N o o 5 5 o o o (2] M [ [ (] 2] (2] [ [ [ < < < < < <+ < < <+ < © [Te] n
['s] o [Te] [Te) "2 (2] (2] o o wn ("2 ("2 [Te] ['e] o o) ("2 ("2 [Te] ['e] ['e] [Te) 2] ("2 ["e] ['e] ['e] [+ "2 T2 Te]
PROFILE 100 0 100’ 200° 25’ o 25’ 50’
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE

DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON

PURPOSES ONLY. BART EXTENSION PROJECT

Figure B-38 PROPOSED PE ALIGNMENTS
PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 522+0D TO STA 552+00




MATCH LINE STA 552400

Aug O4, 2006 - 11:42am W:\LSCADD\SEIR Figures CADD and POF — July 24, 2006\FIG_B—36 to B-40.dwg

Schroder_A

| HIGH RAIL :

VEHICLE ACCESS T
POINT 10% CE__| Dusks EREE
ROAD

P 5
- L.

-LINE SEGMENT
" STA.. 562+00 BACK

PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT

; : e s e ) : F2 ; ' 10% CONCEPTUAL
TRAIN CONTROL T ; S o — e P " S Lo ; s i ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT
- 0 e T » ",

BUILDING S56 -

UPRR FREIGHT TRACK
RELOCATION

L)

PROPOSED ACCESS ROAD | 7-+4

120 | 120
110 =g S I N S S — 110
100 \ 100
- N A N == e R —————— (@)
o / \ \ — ¥ -
80 / \ \ S 80
70 — APPROXIMATE \ \ T 5 Tg] 70
50 |_EXISTING GRADE \=10% CE { TOP OF RALL | 6
TOP OF [RAIL =
50 A 50
40 | 40
p4
30 = 30
20 T 20
10 = 10
0 - 0
-10 10
-20 20
| | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | | |
RETAINED FILL | ~—RETANED CUT—]
8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
¥ T ¥ 3 3 ¥ ¥ T ¥ ¥ 3
(5 (2] < e} [7+3 N [1e] [=2] [=] - [
8 8 8 8 8 2 8 8 8 8 3
PROFILE 100 0 100’ 200° 25’ o 25’ 50’
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON
PURPOSES ONLY. BART EXTENSION PROJECT
Figure B-39 PROPOSED PE ALIGNMENTS
PLAN AND PROFILE
STA 552+00 TO STA 562+00




11:00am WASYCADDN Warking\ RIGHT—OF —WAY\ 20060105 SEIR\Flg B—43.dwg

Aug 30, 2006 -

PROPOSED | %
| 115 kv LiNEC]S

S SN

Figure B-40

L -
N

LAS PLUMAS

OVERHEAD OPTION |

v
-

-

DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON
PURPOSES ONLY.

LEGEND

+——e—=o 115 KV OVERHEAD LINE
_____ 115 KV UNDERGROUND LINE

115 KV OVERHEAD LINE
(10% CE)

PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING
ALIGNMENT

_____ 10% CONCEPTUAL
_____ ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT

14:0' f_)' ‘H:O' 2@0'

GRAPHIC SCALE

BART EXTENSION PROJECT
PROPOSED P.E. ALIGNMENT
115 KV ELECTRIC LINE LOCATION OPTIONS

MABURY HIGH VOLTAGE SUBSTATION:
SHEET 1 of 1




\TR=TSED Reports\Emi

WHITE_M dul 21, 2006 — 3:14pm WATUCADON3ISX PE\D3IOO\F

| EQUIPMENT ROOM N = |eross passa
. | £ [Romne SPRSHE A
FIRE DEPARTMENT { T #| T EXCEED 8005 T

'CONNECTION : i . = eme
: - : v i 3 - "

ACCESS TO PORT. T Sl - T‘
Kaa

al

—— PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
—— ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT

‘—— 10% CONCEPTUAL
—= ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT

| Impact Report (State) — Comporison for Single Stotion'\D300-S—TR-X040-B.dwg

120 ~ 120
110 E ACPF’Q‘?- TO PORTAL 110
& ™| EQUIPMENT ROOM — VENT SHAFT | - LOWER
100 . M —— —— [ . 7 i e ! SILVER CREEK 10
WE———— — — = — e L1 — = —— e e e e e == e I e e e e S P! e
o | ‘:?:::}-:ﬁ_____ —t --—--E‘__-;ﬂ . -J:’ ?/ j | -\\ __-,j —{ GAP BREAKER 5XC - o %
> 70 — e o — L""-—ﬁ________ ! _ //" CABLE SHAFT 709
S 60 = 60 ‘O
» s0 0 0
Lo 40 e 40
'®) Ll o
2 : : %3¢
<20 5 20 5
2 10 v g o O
o z = [ PYmP sTATION | - PUMP STATION o S
- RETAINED CUT | [“Cover = i BORED TUNNEL = -
840" . 160" . 2865
-20 _ _ _ _ _ - -20
-30 -30
rrrrrfrrrrfrrrrerrrrrrEPrPPrEPLEPTPTELITEPILITPTEITITTITITETTTT
T F 2 g ; g g g T 5 E i & 3 g T & 5 ; ; : B g 3 B
NOTE: PE STATIONING SHOWN, CE STATIONING NOT COMMON. 100’ a' 100’ 200" 25' o' 25’
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND ‘ HORIZONTAL SCALE . VERTICAL SCALE
e T
Figure B-41 10% TO 35% COMPARISON
SHEET 1 OF 10
PLAN & PROFILE
D300—S—TR—X040-B.dwg




200
50'
200

1q0'
25'
00

-

PROPOSED PRELIMINARY

ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT

ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT
1

10% CONCEPTUAL
GRAPHIC SCALE
VERTICAL SCALE

[.}.
HORIZONTAL SCALE

25

00
BART EXTENSION PROJECT
PROPOSED P.E. ALIGNMENT

LEGEND

100"

PLAN & PROFILE
D300—-S—TR—-X041-B.dwg

SHEET 2 OF 10

10% TO 35% COMPARISON

€ 'ON 133HS 33S
00+S19 LS 3NN HOLYW
mmmmmmwmmmmmummm

— " N 00+S19

00+¥19

—— o00+g£l9

GRADE [+0.30% |

m 00+Z19

BORED TUNNEL

il _ — 00+i19

HT 00+019

| oo+eos

[ ——

00+809

1 00+L09

00+909

- — 00+<s09

CUT AND |COVER STATION
! 875’ !

Figure B-42

- 00+£09

ALUM ROCK- STATION GRADE 0.00%
%

ATION GRADE +0.

00+209

ALUM_ROCK

A ——

—— ——

~— 00+66S

00+86S

HIGHWAY 10

——1 00+.L6S

00+96S

S ——

BORED TUNNEL
T
|
:
)

00+¥6S

=

1 DO+g€6S

McKEE ROAD
GRADE +0.427%
GRADE +0.30%

¥

00+26S

00+16S

~

NOTE: PE STATIONING SHOWN, CE STATIONING NOT COMMON.

FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON

PURPOSES ONLY.

DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND

00+08S

-10 =
|

I
f2888R88B¢¢¥BRL=2"
| "ON 133HS 33S
00+06S LS 3N HOLVA

i

BB~ L rOX-HI-S-0080\uonois ebuis Joj uvospodwon — (Mors) Hodey jooduy F\spodey O3SL-HIN N\oOSONId xSE\0avONL\M WOSLIT — 900Z "KZ T WTILHM




P = L8 Ox J o
a0 i ! | =
« 1] p—— (D
- I.‘l 2l z B
AT P e i ] e e s e = T i L R e e R S TR S S T e e T T A T T i e e =
e & —— B
. ' S¢
t X - E
o
- ] . B ——— s P \ - o o -
- ) - ‘ m i 5 E A qn, o e i LEGEND
pamp—— _;am By LER i 1 i el TV — %ﬁsﬁu?ﬂ”&m
.% i . ‘4 ‘ S e : o] =527 10% CONCEPTUA
& 5 = - —=—=—=—=—=— ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT
N M T e TV T ol T B e B
;
§ 120 120
g 110 110
Yeo COYOTE) CREEK | .
% 90 _ p—| ——— — W— N— — - £ 1 . 1 _ e —————— — — T——--"‘——'"—""'—‘—"_"_" ______ N — TRI1 00
| S 4 BREAK IN CE ALIGNMENT TO IMPROVE 7 i : | e — ' l I = 3
i x COMPARISON OF CE AND PE . STATION | |/ S ]| GAP BREAKER SXD H— /1 VENTSHAFT | | T ooV T2
5| O 70 NUMBERS ARE THEREFORE NOT COMMON - 17 CABLE SHAFT M7 : i i HUT I 'l 70 O
5 © g BEYOND THIS POINT. @ | | 60 ©
e DE +0.3% i S | | i -
3| 7 50 ————— e e = o ' L 50 =
HRZ | . | EXISTING BRIDGE FOUNDATIONS —— n
o ® e — ——— A — ol ~ -
3 el e GRADE —0.3% o
-k 20 20
; g§ 10 10 gﬁ
; éﬁ ? B GRADE +1]1% 0 %ﬁ
| IS & -10
& - == i BORED e =
-30 b ' -30
, | | [ | [ | L[ L[ | g [ [ | L[ [ ] | [ ] L[| L [ | [ ] L[] L[ ]
! f 71 % 3§ § %z ¢ % +og£ +o3 o3 o$ @ OB OB OX O® O§ & % B B OE O§ OB % § %
§ E 8 ® & & #®&8& &8 8 @ 8 & @8 8 ® 8 & ®B 8 B B B § B 8 E = sz ¢ ¢ 3
100’ (ol 100 200’ 25' o a5 50
% NOTE: BEYOND STA 625+00, CE AND PE STATIONING NOT COMMON, b : ’ i i ' 4 i
& HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
: BART EXTENSION PROJECT
“ s PROPOSED P.E. ALIGNMENT
p Figure B-43 10% TO 35% COMPARISON — SINGLE DOWNTOWN STATION OPTION

SHEET 3 OF 10
PLAN & PROFILE — SANTA CLARA ST/COYOTE CREEK
D300—-S—TR—X042—-B—Alt.dwg




645+00

MATCH LINE S1
SEE SHEET NO. 3

! ™ | "' ,:’-, %-‘._"_ I . -;'. 22 - | 1?:\-_ ‘lf :
N I 5 . % e
- Eary € ¢ " (B, _'_-g .:. | d
Sv. S8 S i a”ﬁ"qf !
‘ - + e . ‘-,. Ty

[ ALTERNATE LacATH
J VE SP'RUCT 'REIi I.‘-

y - b
‘ N
A

WYY ~.=1-ar_l.r'_ﬂ.ﬂ_“-5- !
L] = r' 'S f{',. _l

&
¥ {

B
MATCH LINE S1 675+00

SEE SHEET NO. 5

88858833888

-

MATCH LINE S1 645+00
o

| lSEE SHEET NO, 3
483 o

WHITE_M Oct 11, 2006 — 1:33pm W\TUCADD\35% PE\D3I00\PRESENTATIONS\TR-TSED Reports\Environmaental impoct Report (State) — Comparison for Single Stotion\0ld DrowingD300-S-TR-X043—B-At.dwg

%y PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
ey ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT
l";r;q ISsC Eﬁ&TlCW == 10% CONCEPTUAL
R e ot SR COMPARISON —— ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT
20 Tt ) .*r,-?]:.tg* : [
TR G
120
ALTERNATE LOCATIONS : : - : : : :
VENT STRUCTURE FSS i
_ /’ /’ 7| AUXILIARY SUBSTATION _ ‘\ i VENT SHA"E 100
e 7 2 90
] i r.4 7 FIRE DEPARTMENT _ - _ o
vd 7 > CONNECTION a5 ©
| ' PUMP STATION ' ' ' ' GAP BREAKER SXE 2% -}'_)
_ _ _ . CABLE SHAFT N~
80 ©
0 0
e —— | p——"—— | | p——— | = SIS SRS S m e, B eE e S e e sl i i = 40 % s
=
_____________ - P —— e ———— ey, PRSP A X F L e e Rk, 20 tl
F——'-'—_-='=-‘-“‘:."_—_—_. l_—_-!,-_—_- - s o e s e e S s s S e i 10 8%
== [ w
= 0 T w
[0.5% ” \ =%
. AL Dot = -10
-20
8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8
& & e > > & x & é % & & he % & g x & 5 3 b3 & g 3 3 & 2 & & 3 >
: & 3 & 3 8 8B B E & 8§ 8§ B8 & B & & © B B2 & & & B B ®B ® B 5
NOTE: BEYOND STA 625+00, CE AND PE STATIONING IS NOT COMMON. 100’ 0 1000 200 25' o' 25' 50'
HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
BART EXTENSION PROJECT
= PROPOSED P.E. ALIGNMENT
Figure B-44 [10% TO 35% COMPARISON — SINGLE DOWNTOWN STATION OPTION
SHEET 4 OF 10
PLAN & PROFILE — SANTA CLARA ST/COYOTE CREEK
D300-S—TR-X043—-B-Alt.dwg




MATCH LINE S1 675400

SEE SHEET NO. 4

MATCH LINE S1 705+00

SEE SHEET NO. 6

— ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT | *
# £ < a3 v et f T [—4 Y o ! . = ! s ’ o | [ e——

3 ‘;ﬁ__ LA : o & \ . =% & ! e B —————— 10% CONCEPTUAL

, - (e LAY i . oy U - : ¢ ] —————— ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT

el R e ol | | T TR T Sy

—t

BUEE I A AT

| =
:"u:-u';".""-’-._ﬂ" i —

MATCH LINE S1 675+00

SEE SHEET NO. 4

Jul 21, 2008 — 318pm W\TUCADD\3S5% PE\D3I00\PRESENTATIONS\TR-TSED Reports\Emvironmental impoct Report (Stots) — Comparison for Single Station’\D300-5-TR-X044-B.dwg

WHITE_M

SEE SHEET NO. 6

120
110
100
90 . -
e _ MARKET ST STATION . -
e CIVIC PLAZA/SJSU STATON 8
80 P~
o n
40 Lol
30 Z
Pl |
20
0 S
0 =
-30 =30
| L[| | [ | [ [ | L | ] L [ | [ [ | L [ | L [ ] | [ | [ [ | L [ ] | [ | L 1 | L [ | |
g8 g 3 8 &8 8 8 3 3 8 8 g § § §o§ g % % @ g g F f g g of
i i : g & 8 § & & § 8 & &8 &8 & & & &8 & &8 838 & B
NOTE: PE STATIONING SHOWN, CE STATIONING NOT COMMON. iee o @y o o 25
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
FOR ALIGNMENT GamPANSON BART EXTENSION PROJECT
: 2 PROPOSED P.E. ALIGNMENT
Figure B-45 10% TO 35% COMPARISON
SHEET 5 OF 10
PLAN & PROFILE
D300-S—~TR-X044—B.dwg




MATCH LINE S1 705400

SEE SHEET NO. 5

TR R i RrEeEERe

—— PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
—— ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT

—— 10% CONCEPTUAL
—= ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT

0' 100° 200’

GRAPHIC SCALE

8

\f

-
-
o

for Single

120

110

b —— — — —

o — — — —

e — — — — ] — — — — ]

— — p— —

i

Impact Report (Stote) —
Neaga3egs

-
o

o

MATCH LINE S1 705+00
| SEE SHEET NO 5

-
o

\TR=TSED Reparts)

8

|
<]

E8c5°c88888388

'\—!PuMp_sm-no ] STATION
cur ;‘%E,Q‘i?‘ﬂ l — PUMP STATION1 ce% r
1030° 260! ' 375" e
AR (11 T T 111 (11 T T T 1]

|
P os

NOTE: PE STATIONING SHOWN, CE STATIONING NOT COMMON.

DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON
PURPOSES ONLY.

Jul 21, 2006 — 3:19pm W\TUCADD'\3SX PE\D3OO\F

WHITE_M

712400
713400 — |
714400

715400 —

716400
717400 —
718+00
719400 |[—
720+00

Figure B-46

| [ |
E iR

731400 —
732400
733+00 i
734+00

735+00

1000 200° 25' 0 25'

MATCH LINE S1 735400

SEE SHEET NO. 7

HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE

BART EXTENSION PROJECT
PROPOSED P.E. ALIGNMENT
10% TO 35% COMPARISON
SHEET 6 OF 10
PLAN & PROFILE
D300-S—TR—X045~B.dwg




=
-y -
. - - -
- L
=
L,
—

POWER
STATION SDS

AUXILIARY SUBSTATION

i s

PO L I e o ==
A —— i o
T T >
52

e -E-_

—————— 10% CONCEPTUAL

—— PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
— ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT

———=—=—=—ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT

160’ X o' ﬂ}Q

GRAPHIC SCALE

UNDERGROUND
CROSS PASSAGES AT |
| NOMINAL SPACING NOT |-
TO EXCEED 800 FT.

-

GAP BREAKER
.STATION SXF

Jul 21, 2006 — 3:20pm WATUCADDN3SR PE\D3IOO\PRESENTATIONS\TR-TSED Reportsh\Environmental Impact Report [State) — Comparison for Single Stotion\D300-5-TR-X046—B.dwg

WHITE_M

120
110

SRR EEEEE]

-
o

MATCH LINE S1 735+00
o

SEE SHEET NO. 6

[T TR
8§ 853

|
GAP BREAKER SXF
CABLE SHAFT
o = p—— S ! e [ == e
DIRIDON/ARENA_STATION |
GRADE_ ¥0.50% - Me————— . --——m
_________________ 3 GRADE 6:507% _ORADE H030%
— CUT-AND—COVER STATION BORED—TUNNEL
= 875’ 8900°
¢ ¥ ¢ 8 @ % 2T & E E R S 8B ® 2 B %2 § 2 ® 2 § & § % § & & § +@°
+ + + T > + * + + + + + + + T + F + T + +
B 8 5 8 ] g N g e 3 2 - S & & ] i B 3 P 8 B 5 B ] 8 o b 3 3
~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ P~ ™~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ M~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ ~ P~ M~
NOTE: PE STATIONING SHOWN, CE STATIONING NOT COMMON. - - -
) ‘ " BART EXTENSION PROJECT
Egs\rxll-bllglda gﬁ:ﬂgﬂﬁgﬁ Fﬁgghl Fi B-47 VERTICAL SCALE PROPOSED P.E. ALIGNMENT
PURPOSES ONLY. igureé b- 100' 00 200 10% TO 35% COMPARISON

HORIZONTAL SCALE

120
110

S8

88888538

MATCH LINE S1 765400

SEE SHEET NO. 8

10

SHEET 7 OF 10
PLAN & PROFILE
D300—S—TR—X046—B.dwg




Jul 21, 2008 - 3:21pm WATUCADD\ISX PE\DI00\PRESENTATIONS\TR-TSED Reporis\Environmental impoct Report (Stats) — Comporison for Singls Station\D300-S-TR-X047-H.dwg

WHITE_M

o -k = Ay | P ALTERNATE LOCATIONS
AR > I AT | \ _ , % VENT STRUCTURE STS
= AL ,.\ L\ 8 i | i % AUXILIARY.
¥ . g A i - % Z SUBSTATION™ -~ | A \%%
) A e FIRE DEPARTMENT % g
o ormson ME $ R * CONNECTION )
N % - - | v ' ".rl':.l
g - . R = : ) W . iy Y . -% lﬂj:
i o R -, R o : . = PUMP STATION 0
4 - ; - S 2 . =
o UNDERGROUND N af | g I AT -
‘ (w8 1 ||CROSS PASSAGES AT vt el : . N
D .2k | | NOMINAL SPACING NOT [ V] e w. . _
—; g ' “| TOEXCEED 8Bog.FR"" | ° % :
o= = - B |
o ""“-h,__\\ \\ ki " ?‘ " 3
— ~ Z 5 =
*\H‘ \ b | a — — —
- - ‘""\..\‘_ , ,_-“',.A"' { == : —_,.-:_"__'_"' =
% <, . - A 5 = -""'----:::' .-""" f-
- — & 1 — ¥ = =\
E — — N e — -—.-_'__,.---"' s ” ‘; i ‘___.m—a—- \( :;;\'
——— . e _____—--'—--.- == ;.,.--"-.- \ A v E ‘f
e s — - -',.,.u—'" - S =
3 - ==== o o gl o . 3
| L O |4
!.I. . S = g ) :._
i 3 ? // ‘: ‘#?z. 5 o4 o
2, i —— PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
G ] ———— ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT
il == LR ﬁ - ' S=Z== 10% CONCEPTUAL
Ly — —— = =2 T Sy $ac —————— ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT
WY 3 . 'y o % = e I e Tl ———— we—— | e
! A it Ve o SRy « i - - \_
SENTRENT T =" :il é Z oty GRAPHIC SCALE _
ALTERNATE LOCATIONS
= VENT STRUCTURE STS _ s
110
| VENT SHAFT AUXILIARY SUBSTATION < ~ ] 1o
100 et
>~ FIRE DEPARTMENT \\\ NN
- W o o .4 . CONNECTION N  — 0
Q & —— + S e S B PUMP STATION y e 8o ©
; ¥ NN NIES —_———
o 70 : T 70 0
|
el =% t 60 ™~
e n
%h. % 40 LéJ @
a2 b=
Tl -k
SEAL O
< < w
=4 0 =4
-10
-20
== -30
IS N N N N N A R N I

777400 —
778+00

+00
781400 —
782400
783400 —
784+00
785400 —
786+00
787400 —
788+00
789400 —
790+00
791400 —
792400
793400 —
794400
795400

773400 —
774400
775400
776400

| |
¥
.

765+00
766400
767400 —
768400

779
780400

100° 0' 1000 200" 25’ 0' 25'

NOTE: PE STATIONING SHOWN, CE STATIONING NOT COMMON.

HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE

DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND BART EXTENSION PROJECT

FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON O
PURPOSES ONLY. : .E.
Figure B-48 10% TO 35% COMPARISON
SHEET 8 OF 10
PLAN & PROFILE
D300-S—TR—-X047—B.dwg




{7}
- |
S | :
(Te]
(o)) ) .
’\\ |
— GAP BREAKER
@ STATION SXG
£ |
32
IE o S Ty -
ST s
§L‘H ‘.l i : 7 & . -“-T‘--' =
e = =
C[- - = L " ]
g y E_ . G i s

Flagr A8 1) ——— —— PROPOSED PRELIMINARY

s = E g EN —~— s / / - - ————— ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT |
i — | = FoR s _| UNDERISROUND ~ % e e ST . E—
\'\tL-— = / ! s ' 2 . A = 51 | CROSE PASSAGES AT o Ly o _ T —— 10% CONCEPTUAL \
e = | NOMINAL: SPACING NOT gL A e A —— ————== ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT
Vi | _I o — TO.EXCEED 800 FT. = Ns il ;

~ = e e odepsookn o BV 100" ¢ Spund
§ ¥ 9.4 et i = | ¥ i ":: s, RIS 8 . brleric scAlE ‘;'::}l
g 120 120
g 1o 110
@ ~HEDDING ST BRIDGE =
H 3 A VENT sHAFT | GAP BREAKER SXG VA ES VENT SHAFT || 1
o “=| CABLE SHAFT S 0
E: e e e =l
8 3 7; g . . ! ! i . i i o 70 o
3 ’ o
3| Wl o %0 40 ,,2
= o 59
138 o B
% 'Em 10 10 gw
? Eﬁ 0 0 Eﬁ
E m_m BORED [TURNEL — 10 .
g’ 6 AaNo’ — -2
5 -30 -30
] rrrrrrrerr PP
é 8 8 8 8 8 § 8 8 8 g § 8 § 8 8 8 § 8 § 8 8 § 8 § § 8 § 8 8 8 8
¢ F + + ¥ ¥ * + T + + 5 + 3 x + + + + ¥ 1 +
| & & & & & 8 3 § 8 s 5§ & & g :z § 2 i & & § £ 2 § § § 83 & %8
g NOTE; PE STATIONING SHOWN, CE STATIONING NOT COMMON. e 2 gy & & > < o
é HORIZONTAL SCALE VERTICAL SCALE
DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
g FEEE G BT SOMESSiEON BART EXTENSION PROJECT
- : . PROPOSED P.E. ALIGNMENT
- Figure B-49 10% TO 35% COMPARISON

SHEET 9 OF 10
PLAN & PROFILE

E D300—-S—TR-X048—B.dwg




IR
| CONNECTION

PARTMENT

NEWHALL YARD

Jul 21, 2006 - 3:23pm WATUCADDA35% PE\DI0O0\PRESENTATIONS\TR-TSED Reports\Enwironmental Impoct Report (State) - Comparison for Single Stotion\D300-5-TR-X049-B.dwg

WHITE_M

|
T

NOTE: PE STATIONING SHOWN, CE STATIONING NOT COMMON.

DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON
PURPOSES ONLY.

837400 —

836400

Figure B-50

842400
844400

2:5. (IJ. 2.5' 59.

S 84040
- 835+OE ————
ln —
N
©
e —_—
v S
o
o2
xh
& e
<u ——— —— PROPOSED PRELIMINARY
s —  ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT
10% CONCEPTUAL
ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT
= . r 100* 0 1000 200°
= - =¥ — i
| 5 —_ L GRAPHIC SCALE
120 120
110 INTEL!TATE‘EBD R 110
i &” 4 g
100 v 1 k! ACCESS TO PORTAL 5 100
; ] S /| EQUIPMENT ROOM b %
o | / <
? 80 ; b 80
0 70 !
00 60 60
— 50
- 50
Y .
Z,%
IS 56 &
20
Tl
SERL 10
Y — BORED| TUNNEL RETAINED| CUT <16
- 8900’ 00’ 920'
-20 -20
5 . . . . e
| | [ ] | | | [ ] | | 1 | | ] | | |
8 8
g : 3 i g g
2 2 2 3

VERTICAL SCALE
1 QO' Q' 1 QD' 2{?0'

HORIZONTAL SCALE

BART EXTENSION PROJECT
PROPOSED P.E. ALIGNMENT
10% TO 35% COMPARISON
SHEET 10 OF 10
PLAN & PROFILE
D300—S—TR—X049—B.dwg




Sep 07, 2006 — 2:08pm NAIN224 — SVAT Yords & Shops\TECHPROU\YSCAUD\ENVIRONMENTAL SUBMITIAL_20060807\OWG\FIGURE B-64_SEPT2006,dwg

cdavid

-

P/RESIDENTIA‘L DEVELOPMENT:

BY OTHERS

RESIDENTIAL DI

ELOPMENT<

T ey o
___ g BRURRNEL

=

L e 1
et L O
—— O
— =
+
O
M~
e i 885300 — == ==3 =
- 10%-GE RaW . == =i -~ a70] O
;T — ~-‘;::'"{‘I m
> O AU e
TUNNEL SEGMENT e — e = | [
S7 840+00.00 BACK e =
— GAP B! R| wwe 1
R e STAWON' ..l 1
, Iy 2 o
\ 10% CE =5
-.-_--- = =
3 <C
=
s = 4
PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING /-/\ —
ALIGNMENT InsdF == = —
00 ( 0o’ 200
— —— — 1% CONCEFTUAL ! —
— — — — ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT HORIZONTAL SCALE
120 . . 120
110 : i : : i : i 110
100 ! { ! ! ! r i ! i 100
& =TOP [OF RAIL 1% CE [ /—I TOP OF RAIL |: | | ! &5
A | |
~— 80 ! 4 ! ! ! 80
E 70 — | — .‘/ : : : I 70
80 - 60
= { ! | \ |
O 50 . . ] . 50
= | | N—! EXISTING GRADE |
T 40 ] ] ] ] 40
= 1 1 i
Ll-l ‘30 | 1 | 1 | 1 3c
- [ [ i [ [ [
w20 f _ f _ f _ 20
10 - - - 10
] ] ! ] ! ] ! 0
—-10 i i i -10
PO ] | [T T [T [T 1] [T 11T 11 | O O O I O
}—-—m—:mm—:o cut AT GRADE
(=] =] (=] o Q (=] (=] (=] (=] (=) (=] [ ] Q (=] (=] Q =] (=] (=] o Q (=] (=] (=] (=] (=] (=] [ ] Q (=]
(=] (=] Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q Q (=] Q Q Q Q Q Q Q (=] Q Q Q Q
+ £ - - - . + - . + E . - . + - - + E - - + + T + + + + + +
=+ < < < =+ e s 1 s} 9] ul 's] l ul ul ul w0 [1e] w0 w W [Ta] w fe] w0 [Ye) M~
o0 oo od o0 3] o0 o0 o [+s] o od o0 4] oo oo oo o o od o0 3] oo (3] o o0 o0 o0 o0 3] oo

DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON
PURPOSES ONLY.

Figure B-51

— STA 8/0+00

MATCH LINE

BART EXTENSION PROJECT

PROPOSED P.E. ALIGNMENTS

PLAN & PROFILE
STA 84L0+99.70 TO STA 870+00




\DWCAFIGURE B-65_SEPT2006,.dwg
STA 870

SUBMITTAL

\TSCADDY

Sep 07, 2008 — Z89pm NA\M224 - SVRT Yords & Shops)]

cdavid

Q0

4

MATCH LINE

MATCH LINE

120

(=]

[0 T T R © L I« : T B+ + K«
o O o o o o o o

10

STA 870+00

LT

SANTA CLf
STATION

OF SANTA CLARA

AT GRADE TAIL TRACK

LEGEND

PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING

ALIGNMENT

10% CONCEPTUAL

ENGINEERING  ALIGNMENT

100" o' 100 200’

HORIZONTAL SCALE

|
_ DE LA CRUZ ABUTMENT 3 ﬁiﬁ
TOP OF RAIL [10% CE SANTA CLARA STATION |— /| SANTA CLARA STATION 10% CE | ~+ ToP oF RalL | MOD'E'C‘”‘;T e ;;D ?EE
' | \\ / / UPRR AT GRADE BRIDGE gg %52
- A\ / -/ OVER BART10% CE | | -
i/ L SIS, L >//4/ A AT o .’/ - ,/ | \\‘. \]_II.H-\\\
o e T e o e e e e e _WWWW L7 If{'_/_/ =z -,1.__ ! — - — i_" ,"-’I[F-tl I =
\— EXISTING |GRADE T E'h“““-*ﬁ_h_____,rﬂ;r#fﬁﬂﬁ ’“
i_ a /
‘ | f
| PUMP STATION 10% CE |— BELOW GRADE {
! ! i TAIL TRACK 10% CE
i
| | [ 1] [ | { L | 1 | ] [ [ L 0 | P L N L1 ]
AT GRADE -— AT GRADE STATION -— AT GRADE -——]|
8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 S 8 8 8 8 S 8 8 8 8 8 8 8 S
S i & h z & 3 4 e > & i & e 3 & & & S & 3 & & & s & & "y P
5 B B g 5 2 B B S 5 g i i 2 3 g 2 E @ g g 2 2 2 2 g @ g g

DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON
PURPOSES ONLY.

Figure B-52

120
110
100

BART EXTENSION PROJECT

PROPOSED P.E. ALIGNMENTS

PLAN & PROFILE
STA 870+00 TO STA 898+15.18




DE LA CRUZ

BRIDGE ABUTMENT
MODIFICATIONS

DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON
PURPOSES ONLY.

cdevd  Sep O7, 2000 - HTpm N\36224 - SVAT Yards +

AUXILIARY POWER
SUBSTATION SYA

TAIL TRACK
AREA 10% CE

Figure B-53

WINDOW
REPLACEMENT
PLATFORM

—kﬁ ok SRURRY VLTI

MATCLIH LINE

— STA 864+00

MATCLIH LINE

STA 864+00

LEGEND
PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING
ALIGNMENT
_______ 10% CONCEPTUAL
_______ ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT
200° 0 200° 400"

HORIZONTAL SCALE

BART EXTENSION PROJECT
PROPOSED P.E. ALIGNMENTS
SHEET | OF 2
BART MAINTENANCE FACILITY LAYOUT COMPARISON




HIGH VOLTAGE
T TRACTION POWER REVENUE PROCESSING BUILDING | B S SUBSTATION SNH/ REVENUE PROCESSING BUILDING &
' | LI\ [REWHALLDR e
"REVENUE VEHICLH . 3 ' ' : S
INTENANCE SHOP LVEHICLE TYRNTABLE | WIDENING wad ®
| | . MAINTENANCE AN i T : i
|\ | ENGINEERING OFFICE ) - | AR Bi a
¥ ..___.h\ |1311 :
"MAINTENANCEAND [ | ROW—, * et = ; '
ENGINEERING SHOPS. DETEN 15 1 LE : canf

STA 864+00

il

RELOCATION —
BY OTHERS ™

MATCLIH LINE

e e

T Yarda +

cdavid  Sep (7, 2008 -

STA 864+00

MATCLIH LINE

b Nt _
— PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING CONFIGURATION d é@ﬁ%ﬁgﬁgﬁ%
/| SUBSTATION 10% CE || 10%cE

i - [ ]

D CONTROL TOWERAND
NSPORTATION FACILITY

BAR REVENU
MAIN[TENANCE

4CE _

SHORS 10%.CE

DRAWING IS SCHEMATIC AND
FOR ALIGNMENT COMPARISON
PURPOSES ONLY.

-

" BULK SUBSTATION/ -
SWITCHING §_IATION

| Gap 33 L
smnqu 1(:5:&~

10% CONCEPTUAL ENGINEERING CONFIGURATION
Figure B-54

SYSTEMS, WAYSIDE EQUIPMENT,
AND NON-REVENUE VEHICLE
MAINTENANCE FACILITY SHOPS
10% CE

TUNNELPORTAL 10% CE I

LEGEND
PRELIMINARY ENGINEERING
ALIGNMENT
e R, CONCERTUA.
_______ ENGINEERING ALIGNMENT

200° 0! 200° 400°

HORIZONTAL SCALE

BART EXTENSION PROJECT
PROPOSED P.E. ALIGNMENTS
SHEET 2 OF 2
BART MAINTENANCE FACILITY LAYOUT COMPARISON




