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CHAPTER 8 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEA/EIR FROM 
INDIVIDUALS 



Chapter 8-Individuals 

Caldecott Improvement Project   470

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

THIS PAGE INTENTIONALLY LEFT BLANK



Chapter 8- Individuals 

Caldecott Improvement Project   471

Identical letters to the following letter below were submitted by the individuals listed in the table following 
the letter 

 
Thank you for your comments. 
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All of the following individuals listed in alphabetical order submitted identical letters. 

Name Email Address Date Submitted 
Abbasi, Mousa moussa_abbasi@yahoo.com 7/5/2006 
Adams, Apex staff@newhomesdirectory.com 7/7/2006 
Adams, Jim jadams@newhomesdirectory.com 7/11/2006 
Adams, Sr., Philip phadams@yahoo.com 7/5/2006 
Allen, George gallen@ryderhomes.com 7/10/2006 
Antonio, Sonny s.antonio@sunshinedesignllc.com 7/5/2006 
Arteaga, Anthony anthony.arteaga@sheahomes.com 7/5/2006 
Atthill, Charles CharlesAtthill@msn.com 7/6/2006 
Au, Brandon brandon@warmingtongroup.com 7/5/2006 
Baird, Pamela pamkbassoc@jps.net 7/5/2006 
Baki, Ken kbaki@stanpac.com 7/10/2006 
Ball, Andrew andy@webcor.com 7/5/2006 
Barker, Greg gbarker@interactiveresponse.com 7/6/2006 
Barry, Alex abarry@centexhomes.com 7/10/2006 
Basham, Linda lkapbash@comcast.net 7/11/2006 
Basham, Stephen sbasham@comcast.net 7/11/2006 
Bastian, Lori lori.bastian@christophersonhomes.com 7/6/2006 
Bedecarre, Jay jay@hbanc.org 7/5/2006 
Bentley, Alan abentley@trivalleystairs.com 7/6/2006 
Berry, William E. wberry@ucsc.edu 7/6/2006 
Bethel, David david.bethel@asr.sccgov.org 7/5/2006 
Biggart, Nicole nwbiggart@ucdavis.edu 7/5/2006 
Black, Karen englishabroad@msn.com 7/10/2006 
Bologna, Joe jbologna@hollmanbologna.com 7/10/2006 
Bouse, Earl earlbouse@aol.com 7/6/2006 
Brandt, Randy randy.brandt@lfr.com 7/6/2006 
Brereton, Barbara mombobom@gmail.com 7/5/2006 
Brereton, Nicholas M. nbrereton@brereton.com 7/5/2006 
Canter, Bob bob@emeryvillechamber.com 7/6/2006 
Carlile, Rick r.carlile@comcast.net 7/5/2006 
Carson, Charlie cwcarson@pacbell.net 7/11/2006 
Carson, Lloyd lcarson@stanpac.com 7/6/2006 
Champion, Craig cschampion@centexhomes.com 7/5/2006 
Chen, Catherine catherine_r_wang@yahoo.com 7/7/2006 
Clausen, A. W. nancy.rilett@bankofamerica.com 7/6/2006 
Clavet, Diana diana.clavet@lyonhomes.com 7/5/2006 
Clifton, Laura lclifton@pmbuildersales.com 7/6/2006 
Conaghan, Dennis J. dconaghan@sfced.org 7/6/2006 
Corley, Mary marycorley@aol.com 7/5/2006 
Damgen, Ed ed.damgen@bankofsf.com 7/6/2006 
Daugherty, Tracy tracy@missionvalleyhomes.com 7/6/2006 
Demain, Ken ken.demain@sheahomes.com 7/6/2006 
Duffy, Robert robert.duffy@atkearney.com 7/10/2006 
Dunne, Peter pdunne@stanpac.com 7/11/2006 
Durbrow, Philip philip@marshallstrategy.com 7/5/2006 
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Name Email Address Date Submitted 
Elias, Alan alan.elias@wamu.net 7/5/2006 
Faaola, Paul amaluia1@yahoo.com 7/5/2006 
Fellman, Lesli lfellman@colliersparrish.com 7/6/2006 
Fennell, Michael mfennell@moen.com 7/5/2006 
Fisher, Catherine cfisher@brhlaw.com 7/10/2006 
Fontanilla, Robert rfontanilla@lowney.com 7/6/2006 
Frankel, Jeff jeff.frankel@lyonhomes.com 7/6/2006 
Freet, Kelly kfreet@stonegroupinc.com 7/5/2006 
Fuller, DJ ankenyhill@hotmail.com 7/10/2006 
Fulton, Thomas fulton@alumni.haas.org 7/6/2006 
Garlick, Deborah debig@warmingtongroup.com 7/10/2006 
Geisreiter, Mark mark_geisreiter@equityoffice.com 7/5/2006 
Giannini, Sandi sandigiannini@reisergroup.com 7/11/2006 
Glover, Bob bglover@hbanc.org 7/5/2006 
Gold, David A. dgold@mofo.com 7/8/2006 
Grauss, Bryan bryan.grauss@owenscorning.com 7/10/2006 
Greenberg, Charles A. greenberg@sycamorehillcapital.com 7/5/2006 
Greiner, David P. David.Greiner@FBOL.com 7/5/2006 
Groen, Bill veryloudguy@hotmail.com 7/5/2006 
Grossman, Steven sgrossma@portoakland.com 7/5/2006 
Grubb, John jgrubb@bayareacouncil.org 7/5/2006 
Guzman, Rick rguzman@rosendin.com 7/10/2006 
Hadnot, Jason jhadnot@stanpac.com 7/6/2006 
Hall, Jack jack.hall@sheahomes.com 7/5/2006 
Hannigan, Melanie melanie.hannigan@sheahomes.com 7/5/2006 
Hanson, Greg ghanson@berlogar.com 7/6/2006 
Hardy-Alpert, Pamela J. phardy@ponderosahomes.com 7/6/2006 
Henry, James R. jhenrt@bankofthewest.com 7/7/2006 
Hernandez, Ed ehernandez@johnlainghomes.com 7/10/2006 
Hourany, Dennis dennis@elitetileusa.com 7/6/2006 
Houston, Jeff jeffh@4pct.com 7/6/2006 
Hyden¸ Alan alan.hyden@meritagehomes.com 7/6/2006 
Jacobs, Cherrie cjacobs@hbanc.org 7/10/2006 
Jergentz, Jayne jaynejer@comcast.net 7/5/2006 
Jimeuson, Richard dickj@rivendalehomes.com 7/7/2006 
Katz, Leslie lkatz@dmga.com 7/6/2006 
Kaufman, Jonathan jon_kaufman@solem.com 7/10/2006 
Keaney, Mike mkeaney@hmh-engineers.com 7/13/2006 
Kelley, Richard dick.kelley@cumulus.com 7/6/2006 
Kitko, Michael mkitko@earthlink.net 7/6/2006 
Ko, Chris chriscko@comcast.net 7/11/2006 
Koth, Deanna dmkoth@comcast.net 7/7/2006 
Krumin, Ruth rkrumin@astound.net 8/4/2006 
Lee, Brenton blee2@babson.edu 7/24/2006 
Lee, Patricia patlee@davidonnewhomes.com 7/6/2006 
Lee, Rick homepride85@aol.com 7/5/2006 
Lee, Robert robert@whainc.com 7/11/2006 
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Name Email Address Date Submitted 
Lee, Sam sam.lee@sbcglobal.net 7/6/2006 
Lezak, Frederick Fred.Lezak@sbcglobal.net 7/6/2006 
Lindsay, James jlindsay@kbhome.com 7/6/2006 
Long, Kerri klong@hbanc.org 7/11/2006 
Luecht, Jr., Phillip L. phillip.l.luecht.jr@marsh.com 7/6/2006 
Lynch, Christopher chrisl@santarosachamber.com 7/5/2006 
Macdonald, Peter pmacdonald@macdonaldlaw.net 7/6/2006 
Maeberry, Richard richard.maeberry@americanhm.com 7/6/2006 
Malkin, Jeff jmalkin@phonebites.com 7/5/2006 
Markley, Kym kym.markley@sheahomes.com 7/7/2006 
Marschner, Frederic fred.marschner@nmfn.com 7/6/2006 
Martin, Laurie lmartin@allianceofceos.com 7/5/2006 
Mcenerney, Walter walt@focusreal.com 7/5/2006 
McGill, Michael mcgill@mms-inc.net 7/5/2006 
McGuire, Rob rmcguire@ortc.com 7/6/2006 
McKenzie, Kelley kmckenzie@nummi.com 7/5/2006 
Meadows, Robert robert@robertmeadows.com 7/5/2006 
Menard, Scott A. SAllanMenard@aol.com 7/13/2006 
Mendonca, Lenny lenny_mendonca@mckinsey.com 7/5/2006 
Miller, Rodger Rodger.Miller@pulte.com 7/5/2006 
Milner, Dave dave.milner@cumulus.com 7/6/2006 
Mix, Gregory greg.mix@lyonhomes.com 7/11/2006 
Moy, Stan smoy@fmgarchitects.com 7/5/2006 
Myers, Herb myershh@wellsfargo.com 7/5/2006 
Nichols, Sandi L. slnichols@stoel.com 7/6/2006 
O'Dea, Patrick podea@peets.com 7/6/2006 
Olson, Christopher Chris.Olson@newresourcebank.com 7/5/2006 
O'Malley, Tom tjomalley1@aol.com 7/5/2006 
Panek, Ray rpanek@kbhome.com 7/6/2006 
Parker, Janet janet.parker@pmigroup.com 7/6/2006 
Parsons, Walter J. waltnewf@pacbell.net 7/5/2006 
Paul, Sara sara.paul@arup.com 7/5/2006 
Pearce, Michael Michael.Pearce@uboc.com 7/5/2006 
Perkins, Rick rick_perkins@cable.comcast.com 7/10/2006 
Pitts, John T. jpitts@summitbanking.com 7/5/2006 
Plietz, Carrie Owen owenca@sutterhealth.org 7/5/2006 
Postner, Marya mpostner@cooley.com 7/6/2006 
Pouliot, Jim jim_pouliot@csaa.com 7/10/2006 
Richardson, Ceola ceola.richardson@lennar.com 7/5/2006 
Rinehart, Dennis dennisr@cswst2.com 7/5/2006 
Russi, Jack jrussi@deloitte.com 7/7/2006 
Ruthroff, Donald druthroff@dahlingroup.com 7/6/2006 
Sanchez, Noelia Noelia27@aol.com 11/02/06 
Schmalz, Robert rschmalz@wecocbc.com 7/5/2006 
Schroeder, Jeff jschroeder@ponderosahomes.com 7/5/2006 
Schultheis, John M. jms814@pacbell.net 7/6/2006 
Seawell, David ned.seawell@owenscorning.com 7/6/2006 
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Name Email Address Date Submitted 
Short, Carol Carolaeshort@aol.com 7/6/2006 
Skeen, Greg greg@delcobuilders.com 7/5/2006 
Smith, Maria msmith1@stanpac.com 7/6/2006 
Smith, Monaca msmith2@stanpac.com 7/5/2006 
Stanley, Timothy tstanley@greenbriarhomes.com 7/5/2006 
Stephens, Rick stephens@zks.com 7/6/2006 
Stremmel, Bill stremms@sbcglobal.net 7/5/2006 
Tabor, Allison allison@teacengineers.com 7/6/2006 
Tarrar, Khalid khalid@t-u-c.com 7/5/2006 
Thiry, Don Don@Ascent-Elevator.com 7/8/2006 
Thompson, Ed edward.thompson@uboc.com 7/5/2006 
Thompson, Garnett gthompson@formahomes.com 7/6/2006 
Vollmer, James Vollmer@t-and-d.com 7/6/2006 
Vossekuil, Krista krista@hbanc.org 7/6/2006 
Waldeck, Clifford cliff@waldecks.com 7/6/2006 
Walker, Barbara barbara@klkingsley.com 7/6/2006 
Walker, Dwight dwight.walker@cumulus.com 7/6/2006 
Walker, Ralph rwalker@ponderosahomes.com 7/5/2006 
Wallace, Clark E. clarkewallace@aol.com 7/8/2006 
Walters, Dan danw@copperharbor.com 7/5/2006 
Watada, Lisa lisa.watada@kwanhenmi.com 7/5/2006 
Webber, Sean swebber@stanpac.com 7/6/2006 
Weems, John jweems@bizjournals.com 7/5/2006 
Weingarten, Donna donna.weingarten@lyonhomes.com 7/6/2006 
Werfelmann, Steve steve_werfelmann@cable.comcast.com 7/10/2006 
Westlye, Kevin kwestlye@ggra.org 7/6/2006 
White, Jeff jwhite@stanpac.com 7/6/2006 
Wilcox, John jwilcox@examiner.com 7/6/2006 
Wilson, Laurel laurel.wilson@sheahomes.com 7/5/2006 
Wilson, Mike rockridgepartners@sbcglobal.net 7/5/2006 
Wilson, Naomi nwilson@hbanc.org 7/6/2006 
Witkay, Paul paulwitkay@allianceofceos.com 7/6/2006 
Ziemann, C. M. mziemann@summitbanking.com 7/5/2006 
Zirkel, Rich rich.zirkel@cumulus.com 7/6/2006 
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Abbott, Alfreda H. 
 

 
 

Please see the essay on “Construction Impacts” in Chapter 1. 
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Acker, Christine (6/24/06) 

 
1-The Caldecott Improvement Project does propose an approximate 5-year construction period.  It is anticipated 
that blasting will only be required in limited areas along the tunnel.  The construction specifications will include 
limits on the peak vibrations associated with blasting and these limits will be established to prevent damage to 
any residential structure. Blasting will not be permitted during nighttime hours. 

Please see the essay on “Construction Impacts” in Chapter 1. 

2- The two-lane alternative, Alternative 2N, has been selected as the Preferred Alternative.  Please see the essay 
on “Preferred Alternative” in Chapter 1. 

Please also see response #8 in the essay on “Traffic Operations” in Chapter 1. 

3-Caltrans conducted various technical studies to examine potential environmental impacts that may be caused 
by the proposed Caldecott Improvement Project.  The findings of these reports are summarized in the 
environmental report for the project.  Any impacts that the project may have will be mitigated as feasible.   

The FHWA and the Department believe that the Draft Environmental Assessment/Environmental Impact Report 
(DEA/EIR) and the Final Environmental Assessment/Environmental Impact Report (FEA/EIR) provide an 
adequate analysis of both potential impacts and potential mitigation measures as discussed in Chapter 2, 
Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences, and Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation 
Measures and fully meets state and federal requirements.   

Caltrans values include integrity, partnership, customer focus, communication, empowerment, commitment, 
teamwork, innovation, and stewardship.  While the Department may not execute all of its functions perfectly, it 
does not act in bad faith. 

4-Please see the essay on “Transit” in Chapter 1. 

1 

3 

4 

2 
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Acker, Christine (7/21/06) 

 
1-Please see the essay on “Transit” in Chapter 1.     

2- With the implementation of the noise measures listed in the essay on “Construction Impacts” in Chapter 1, 
construction noise is expected to be no louder than the existing typical ambient noise levels at receptors near the 
east and west construction staging areas. 

We realize that there will be construction impacts, mitigation, minimization, and avoidance measures will be 
enacted to keep construction impacts to a minimum.  Real estate values are determined by many factors 
including transportation facilities.  The difference in future traffic with and without the project is slight.  The 

1 

2 

3 

4 
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slight increase in traffic brought about by the project should have little, if any, effect on real estate values except 
that by reducing congestion properties in the project area may be seen as more desirable.  

3- The FHWA and the Department believe that the DEA/EIR and the FEA/EIR provide an adequate analysis of 
both potential impacts and potential mitigation measures as discussed in Chapter 2, Affected Environment, 
Environmental Consequences, and Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures and fully meets state 
and federal requirements.  The FEA/EIR will not be withdrawn.  Please see the essay on “The Environmental 
Process; Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report ((EIS/EIR) versus and Environmental 
Assessment/Environmental Impact Report (EA/EIR); and Criteria for Significance” in Chapter 1. 

4- Please see the essay on “Constructing The Tunnel from the East Side Only” in Chapter 1. 

 
Amosslee, Lee 

 
1-Please see the essay on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in Chapter 1. 

 

 

1 
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Anacker, Andres and Susan 

 
Thank you for your comments. 
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Andersen, Erik 

 
1- Noise abatements are considered only at locations where noise impacts are identified within the project study 
area boundaries. Caltrans has no program to provide noise abatements for areas currently subject to freeway 
traffic noise, or where there is no new freeway or reconstruction of an existing freeway. 

 

1 
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Anderson, Gary 

 
Thank you for your comments. 

 
Arnold, Barbara 

 
1- Please see the essay on “Transit” in Chapter 1 and the responses to the San Francisco Department of Health 
letter regarding growth inducement. 

 

1 
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Baker, Martha 

 
1- Please see responses #2 in the essay on “Traffic Operations” in Chapter 1. 

2- We realize that there will be construction impacts.  Mitigation, minimization, and avoidance measures will be 
enacted to keep construction impacts to a minimum.  Real estate values are determined by many factors 
including transportation facilities.  The difference in future traffic with and without the project is slight.  The 
slight increase in traffic brought about by the project should have little, if any, effect on real estate values except 
that by reducing congestion properties in the project area may be seen as more desirable.  

With the implementation of the measures listed in the essay on “Construction Impacts” in Chapter 1, 
construction noise is expected to be no louder than the existing typical ambient noise levels at receptors near the 
east and west construction staging areas. 

During construction, noise related complaints should be directed to the project’s Resident Engineer.  The 
Resident Engineer will then determine if the any additional noise abatements are necessary.   

 
Barker, Mike 

 
Thank you for your comments. 

 

1 

2 
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Barnett, Peter D. 

 

 
1- Please see the essays on “Scope of the Project” and “Transit” in Chapter 1. 

 

1 
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Bartlett, Paul A.  

 
1-Please see the essay on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in Chapter 1. 

1 
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Basham, Linda 

 
1- Technical studies have been completed that incorporate project study limits.  The findings of these studies 
were summarized in the environmental report.  All impacts related to the construction of the proposed project 
were included and mitigation/minimization of these impacts are also addressed in the report.   

The FHWA and the Department believe that the DEA/EIR and the FEA/EIR provide an adequate analysis of 
both potential impacts and potential mitigation measures as discussed in Chapter 2, Affected Environment, 
Environmental Consequences, and Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures and fully meets state 
and federal requirements.  The FEA/EIR will not be withdrawn.  Please see the essay on “The Environmental 
Process; Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report ((EIS/EIR) versus and Environmental 
Assessment/Environmental Impact Report (EA/EIR); and Criteria for Significance” in Chapter 1. 

1 
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Basham, Stephen 

 
1- Technical studies have been completed that incorporate project study limits.  The findings of these studies 
were summarized in the environmental report.  All impacts related to the construction of the proposed project 
were included and mitigation/minimization of these impacts are also addressed in the report.   

The FHWA and the Department believe that the DEA/EIR and the FEA/EIR provide an adequate analysis of 
both potential impacts and potential mitigation measures as discussed in Chapter 2, Affected Environment, 
Environmental Consequences, and Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures and fully meets state 
and federal requirements.  The FEA/EIR will not be withdrawn.  Please see the essay on “The Environmental 
Process; Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report ((EIS/EIR) versus and Environmental 
Assessment/Environmental Impact Report (EA/EIR); and Criteria for Significance” in Chapter 1. 

 

1 
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Bendana, Yuri 

 
 

1-Please see Option J in the essay on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in Chapter 1. 

1 
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Identical letters to the following letter below were submitted by the individuals listed in the table following the 
letter. 

 
1- Please see the essay on “Bicycle And Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in Chapter 1. 

2- Please see Option J in the essay on “Bicycle And Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in Chapter 1. 

 

1 

2 
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All of the following individuals listed in alphabetical order submitted identical letters. 

Name Email Address Date Submitted 
Berger-Kulanu, Shari shari@greenmba.com 7/9/2006 
Brown, Jeffrey J. Jeffrey.Brown@perkinswill.com 7/10/2006 
Colber, Valerie vcolber3@earthlink.net 7/9/2006 
Dessert, D. Mark markd@powderhaus.com 7/10/2006 
Fourt, William L. William.L.Fourt.04@Alum.Dartmouth.org 7/10/2006 
Grandy, Daniel L. dlg@anshen.com 7/11/2006 
Hester, Karen Karen@hesternet.net 7/8/2006 
Kaefer, Philip Philip.Kaefer@som.com 7/10/2006 
Kamooneh, Kasra kkamooneh@yahoo.com 7/8/2006 
Kovel, Kathy kekbabylu@yahoo.com 7/10/2006 
Ly, Mattison K. Mly@lmsarch.com 7/10/2006 
Malayan, Mimi mimimalayan@yahoo.com 7/10/2006 
Martin, Karen kgmartin@hotmail.com 7/9/2006 
McCandless, Scott mcscotfree@hotmail.com 7/10/2006 
Norwood, Zack cooperativeroots@yahoo.com 7/10/2006 
Ramaker, Amy aramaker@sbcglobal.net 7/9/2006 
Redding, Tiffany pootie@sbcglobal.net 7/9/2006 
Reid, David dreid@usgs.gov 7/9/2006 
Schmutzler, Josef joeschmutzler@yahoo.com 7/10/2006 
Sheahan, Patrick pksarchitect@earthlink.net 7/9/2006 
Soares, Christen F. cf.soares@gmail.com 7/10/2006 
Sung, Alice gjas@msn.com 7/10/2006 
Vann, James E. JamesEVann@aol.com 7/10/2006 
White, Ned ned@mccoppin.com; ned.white@gmail.com 7/9/2006 
Wootan, Sue suewootan@sbcglobal.net 7/9/2006 
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Berlin, Hernan and Arnoldine 

 
Thank you for your comments. 

 
Bernardi, Laurie (6/7/06) 

 

 
 

1-The change was made in the FEA/EIR.  

1 
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Bernardi, Laurie (6/06/06) 
 

 
1- It should be noted that the table referred to by the commenter was used to determine operational noise 
impacts of the freeway, not of the construction.  Replace the entire response with: The State’s approach to 
operational noise abatement is to determine the receptor that would be most likely to exceed the noise 
abatement criteria or reach a predicted noise level determined to be significant.  The rationale is that once we 
have determined the existence or non-existence of traffic noise impacts at these critical receptors in a given area 
it becomes unnecessary to analyze all the other receptors, which are physically less exposed to the freeway, and 
thus will have lower predicted noise levels.    #320 Parkwoods has a greater exposure to the freeway than #180 
Parkwoods.  Our mid-day noise readings at #180 Parkwoods were substantially lower than those at #320 
Parkwoods.  Since traffic noise impacts have been determined at #320 Parkwoods, we do not have to analyze 
the noise at #180 Parkwoods as we know those predicted noise levels will be lower.  It is not necessary to show 
traffic noise impacts at #180 Parkwoods because traffic noise impacts have already been determined to exist in 
the area and the next step is to analyze appropriate abatement. 

In regards to the analysis of appropriate abatement, the State determines critical receptors in any given area to 
represent those areas.  Again, as in the determination of traffic noise impact, the State does not analyze every 
single receptor and federal guidance does not require that every single receptor be analyzed.  The fact that #180 
Parkwoods was not included in the analysis does not mean that abatement is not being considered for that 
building, just that under the federal guidelines, if noise abatement has been shown to qualify for #320 
Parkwoods, it becomes unnecessary to further analyze other residences that are more shielded from freeway 
noise. Please also see the essay on “Methodologies Used for the Impact Assessments/Local Ordinances” in 
Chapter 1. 

In regards to dust, the BAAQMD requires feasible control measures that will abate particulates.  These 
measures will be included in the project to the extent possible.  

2- Please see the essay on “Construction Impacts” in Chapter 1.   

 

1 

2 
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Bird56@aol.com 

 
Thank you for your comments. 

 
Birkholz, Peter 

 
1-See Option J in the essay on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in Chapter 1. 

 

1 
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Bishop, Ron 

 

1 

2 
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1- The proposed detention basin is no longer being considered. Please see the essay on “Project Study Area 
Boundaries” in Chapter 1. 

2- Please see the essay on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in Chapter 1. 

3- Caltrans' Highway Design Manual is developed to provide standards and guidelines addressing various issues 
related to vehicular operations and to maintain consistencies in state facilities.  During the design process, we 
will follow guidelines established in the Highway Design Manual. 

4- Please see the essays on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” and “Scope of the Project” in 
Chapter 1. 

5- Please see the essay on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in Chapter 1. 

6- Please see the essays on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” and “Scope of the Project” in 
Chapter 1. 

7- The vehicular impact to Fish Ranch Road during construction will be minimal, limited to only a few 
weekend closures.   

8- Please see the essay on “Cumulative Impacts/Enhancements” in Chapter 1. 

9- Please see the essays on “Construction Impacts” and “Project Study Area Boundaries” in Chapter 1. 
10- While climate change has been a concern since at least 1988 as evidenced by the establishment of the 
United Nations and World Meteorological Organization’s Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change (IPCC), 
the efforts devoted to “greenhouse gas”1 (GHG) emissions reduction and climate change research and policy 
has increased dramatically in recent years.  In 2002, with the passage of Assembly Bill 1493 (AB 1493), 
California launched an innovative and pro-active approach to dealing with GHG emissions and climate change 
at the state level.  AB 1493 requires the Air Resources Board (ARB) to develop and implement regulations to 
reduce automobile and light truck GHG emissions; these regulations will apply to automobiles and light trucks 
beginning with the 2009 model year.  
 
On June 1, 2005, Governor Arnold Schwarzenegger signed Executive Order S-3-05.  The goal of this Executive 
Order is to reduce California’s greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions to:  1) 2000 levels by 2010, 2) 1990 levels by 
the 2020 and 3) by the year 2050 to reduce GHG emissions to 80% below the 1990 levels.  In 2006, this goal 
was further reinforced with the passage of Assembly Bill 32 (AB 32), the Global Warming Solutions Act of 
2006.  AB 32 sets the same overall GHG emissions reduction goals while further mandating that ARB create a 
plan, which includes market mechanisms, and implement rules to achieve “real, quantifiable, cost-effective 
reductions of greenhouse gases.”   Executive Order S-17-06 further directs state agencies to begin implementing 
AB 32, including the recommendations made by the state’s Climate Action Team.  Caltrans strives to be a good 
steward of the environment and as a member of the executive branch of the state government, shares your and 
our governor’s concerns regarding greenhouse gasses and global warming. This is reflected in our Director’s 
Policy DP-23 which states, “(Caltrans) Coordinates with external agencies on cross-agency policy framework 
and provides support for clean transportation and (the) State’s effort on climate change and global warming.”  
The Department and its parent agency, the Business, Transportation, and Housing Agency, have taken an active 
role in addressing GHG emission reduction and climate change.  Recognizing that 98 percent of California’s 
GHG emissions are from the burning of fossil fuels and 40 percent of all human made GHG emissions are from 
                                                           

 

 

 

 

 
1 Greenhouse gases related to human activity include:  Carbon dioxide, Methane, Nitrous oxide, Tetrafluoromethane, 
Hexafluoroethane, Sulfur hexafluoride, HFC-23, HFC-134a*, and HFC-152a*.   
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transportation, the Department has created and is implementing the Climate Action Program at Caltrans 
(December 2006).   

One of the main strategies to reduce GHG emissions is to make California’s transportation system more 
efficient.  The highest levels of carbon dioxide from mobile sources, such as automobiles, occur at stop-and-go 
speeds (0-25 miles per hour) and speeds over 55 mph.  Relieving congestion by enhancing operations and 
improving travel times in high congestion travel corridors will lead to an overall reduction in GHG emissions.  
A transit alternative was analyzed for this project and found not to meet the purpose and need of the project (see 
the essay on “Transit” in Chapter 1).  In addition, by helping improve the state highway system infrastructure 
the project will increase efficiencies for future motor vehicles which we assume will be fueled by less polluting 
petroleum based fuels and/or based on other less polluting technologies. 

The Caldecott Improvement Project will add a minimal amount of new impermeable surface area to an already 
urbanized area, which could theoretically add to global warming by increasing the heat island effect.  However, 
trees reduce the heat island effect through the natural cooling process of shading and reducing 
evapotranspiration.  Native trees removed by the project will be replaced at a 3:1 to 5:1 ratio, providing shade. 
Given the small amount of impermeable surface area to be added in an already urbanized setting, and the 
replacement of native trees and shrubs, the Caldecott Improvement Project is not expected to add to any existing 
heat island. 

The No-Project Bay Area wide projected weekday VMT is 80,410,808 vehicle miles traveled. The two-lane 
bore projected VMT is 80,251,260 vehicle miles traveled. The small decrease in VMT in Alternative 2N, the 
Preferred Alternative, is likely due to travelers taking advantage of the decreased congestion in the Caldecott 
Tunnel to take more direct routes to their destination. 

The amount of carbon dioxide produced by a given gasoline or diesel fueled motor vehicle is directly 
proportional to the amount of fuel that it burns. Motor vehicles get considerably better mileage and burn less 
fuel per mile traveled when they can travel at a uniform speed rather than in the kind of stop and go conditions 
caused by traffic congestion. Therefore, the reduction in congestion accomplished by this project should result 
in a reduction in the amount of carbon dioxide produced by motor vehicles.  

As noted above, the project will result in a slight decrease in Bay Area wide projected weekday VMT.  This 
coupled with the fact that vehicle emissions will decrease as a result of congestion relief, i.e. there will be more 
free flowing traffic and fewer engines idling while queuing up outside the tunnel portals thus producing fewer 
“greenhouse gasses”, indicates that the project will have a beneficial effect by reducing “greenhouse” gasses 
and any resultant climate changes. 

11 to 14- Comments 11 to 14 are identical to comments 1 to 4 in the letter from Mayer Luce Development.  
Please see Mayer Luce Development responses 1 to 4. 

15- Please see the essay on “Project Study Area Boundaries” in Chapter 1. 

16 to 22- - Comments 16 to 22 are identical to comments 5 to 11 in the letter from Mayer Luce Development.  
Please see Mayer Luce Development responses 5 to 11. 

23- The Caldecott Improvement Project will have no significant impacts on existing pedestrian or bicycle 
facilities within the project area.  Please see response #2 in the essay on “Traffic Operations” in Chapter 1. 

24- Please see the essay on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in Chapter 1. 

25 – Comments 25 is identical to comment 13 in the letter from Mayer Luce Development.  Please see Mayer 
Luce Development response 13. 

26- Comment 26 is identical to comment 14 in the letter from Mayer Luce Development.  Please see Mayer 
Luce Development response 14. 

27- Please see the essay on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in Chapter 1. 

28-Please see the essay on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in Chapter 1.  Also ACCMA's 
Feasibility Study (Option F) concluded that provisions for an ADA compliant walkway and bike path from 
Chabot Road to the intersection would cost in the range of $4-$5 million. The steep grades in this area, 
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combined with an 150 ft elevation differential, renders this option undesirable. This option was dropped from 
further study. Please see the “Scope of the Project” in Chapter 1. 

29-This option was investigated by the ACCMA-led 13/24 Bicycle/Pedestrian Feasibility Study.  That study 
concluded that the potential environmental impacts, combined with a cost of $6-7.2 million, significantly 
reduces its viability as a regional bikeway improvement.  It is identified as future project on the Vision Network 
in ACCMA’s Final 2006 Countywide Bicycle Plan.  The Vision Network is equivalent to a Tier 3, unfunded 
project and is not on ACCMA’s Financially Constrained (Tier 2) or High Priority Networks. Please see the 
essay on Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/ Improvements in Chapter 1. 

30-Please see the essays on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” and “Scope of the Project” in 
Chapter 1. 

31-Please see Option J in the essay on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in Chapter 1. 

32-Existing bicycle access on the shoulders of State Route 24 between the tunnel and Orinda will remain.  
Steep, rocky terrain on both sides of State Route 24 make a Class I Bikeway very expensive due to the need for 
high retaining walls and gentle grades for ADA compliance.  A study conducted in 2001 to widen the eastbound 
Orinda off-ramp included a Class I Bikeway on the south side of State Route 24, but there was not sufficient 
local support to continue the project.  In addition, CCTA’s Countywide Bikeway Network does not include this 
improvement. Please see the essay on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in Chapter 1. 

33-Please see Option K in the essay on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in Chapter 1. 

34- Please see the essay on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in Chapter 1. Caltrans design 
criteria, standards, policies, and procedures have been applied to all affected freeway connections. 

35- Bentley School is located on Hiller Drive west of the Tunnel Road/Hiller intersection.  ACCMA's 
Feasibility Study (Option A1) concluded that provisions for an at-grade bicycle/pedestrian crossing at this 
location could be a viable option.  The cost would be $400,000-$500,000.  Traffic signal studies are required to 
determine operation adequacy if implemented.  A bike/ped overcrossing was also investigated for this location 
(Option A2), estimated to cost between $3.2-$3.8 million, and recommended for follow-up with the City of 
Oakland to pursue additional studies and funding.  Other schools along the corridor are not impacted by the 
project and those improvements should be coordinated with the appropriate agency having jurisdiction. See 
Options A1 and A2 in the essay on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in Chapter 1. 

36- State Route 13 to Interstate-880 is not impacted by the Caldecott Improvement Project. 

37- Feasibility studies performed by the ACCMA, in conjunction with various local user groups, have shown 
that upgrading the existing Kay Overcrossing bicycle route to link Lake Temescal with Tunnel Road is a viable 
option (Option E).  Improvements for this existing route along Broadway and Caldecott Lane would cost in the 
range of $2.0 - $2.5 Million.  Upgrading the same route for pedestrians would double the cost due to ADA 
compliance issues, specifically steep existing grades on both Broadway and Caldecott Lane.  Bicycle Lanes and 
sidewalks on Broadway west of Lake Temescal should be upgraded by the City of Oakland through other 
funding sources.  The Caldecott Improvement Project does not affect traffic in this area, therefore, no 
mitigations are required. See Options E in the essay on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in 
Chapter 1. 

38- See the essay on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in Chapter 1. The appropriate agency 
having jurisdiction should be contacted for street calming on roadways within their purvue. 

Please also see the essay on “Scope of the Project” in Chapter 1. 

39- Comment noted. 

40- The Preferred Alternative (Alternative 2N) of this project is included in the 2007 Transportation 
Improvement Program (TIP) (which conforms to the State Implementation Plan (SIP)) and the 2005 Regional 
Transportation Plan (RTP), and thus is in conformance with all related federal air quality requirements.  The 
SIP is designed to be protective of human health. 

41- The illuminated signs that you are referring to are overhead signs with green opaque background and white 
letters.  These signs generally provide information regarding movements permitted and directional guidance.  
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These signs must be clearly visible and legible to motorists traveling at high rates of speed so that they have 
adequate time for decision-making and proper response.  Visual consistency and sign recognition is extremely 
important.   Sign appearance, i.e. size, background color, font style and size is strictly controlled by State and 
Federal regulations for uniformity throughout the United States.  Current lighting systems are designed to 
provide effective nighttime legibility and uniform illumination of the sign face/message.  It would compromise 
motorist’s safety if there were a reduction in sign illumination below current levels.  LED’s are currently being 
used for traffic signal applications, but at the present stage of development they are not considered feasible for 
this type of sign application.  

42- The lighting for the fourth bore is being designed in accordance with the latest standards for tunnel lighting 
that take into account both the volume and traffic speed, and external luminance.  The design of the lighting 
system includes a number of provisions aimed at improving the quality of lighting in the fourth bore, including:  

• Reflective panels will be mounted on the walls of the tunnel ; 

• The position of lighting elements have been selected to optimize lighting relative to motorists; 

• The light fixtures are more concentrated at the portal areas as compared to lighting towards 
the center of the tunnel to allow the eyes of motorists to gradually go from daylight at the 
portal to lower light levels inside the tunnel; and 

• The light fixtures close to the portals are automatically adjusted through the lighting controller 
to match the outside day light intensity. 

43- Please see the essay on “Scope of the Project” in Chapter 1. 

44- The existing pavement within the project study area boundaries is Portland cement concrete.  Concrete is a 
durable material for highway pavements.  This existing pavement has recently been rehabilitated and is in good 
condition. Its expected remaining life is estimated to be 20 to 40 years.  Placing open graded asphalt concrete 
(OGAC), or rubberized asphalt concrete (RAC), as a noise mitigation measure would involve the following:  
The existing concrete pavement would have to be cracked and seated during night-time lane closures, and an 
appropriate thickness of overlay placed on top.  The resulting pavement would have a total expected life of 
20 years before needing major rehabilitation, and has estimate additional cost of $5M to the Caldecott project.  
Caltrans position is to keep the existing concrete pavement since it requires less maintenance and is in good 
serviceable condition.  A berm/sound wall noise barrier solution has been chosen for the Caltrans right-of-way 
adjacent to Caldecott Lane.   

45- The FHWA and the Department believe that the DEA/EIR and the FEA/EIR provide an adequate analysis 
of both potential impacts and potential mitigation measures as discussed in Chapter 2, Affected Environment, 
Environmental Consequences, and Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures and fully meets state 
and federal requirements.  The FEA/EIR will not be withdrawn.  Please see the essay on “The Environmental 
Process; Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report ((EIS/EIR) versus and Environmental 
Assessment/Environmental Impact Report (EA/EIR); and Criteria for Significance” in Chapter 1. 
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Blackwell, Mary Ann 

 
Thank you for your comments. 

 
Blus, Gina 

 
1- Thank you for your comment. 

 

 

1 
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Bona, Phil 

 

1 

2 
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1-Please see the essay on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/ Improvements” in the Chapter 1.  Caltrans and 
Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) consider bicycle and pedestrian issues on all of their projects, 
however creating a bicycle and pedestrian lane in the new tunnel would be too costly and neither safe nor 
healthful. FHWA and Caltrans followed the policies and directives that require consideration of local, state, and 
federal bicycle and pedestrian policies. We do not consider the construction of the Caldecott Improvement a 
“civil rights issue”.  The Caldecott Improvement Project is part of the Metropolitan Transportation 
Commission’s multimodal Regional Transportation Plan for the region, which includes all modes of 
transportation.  Please also see the essays on “Transit” and “Regional Measure 2 and Contra Cost Costa 
Measure J” in Chapter 1. 

2- Please see Option J in the essay on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in Chapter 1. 

 
Bret, Charles 

 
Thank you for your comments. 
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Brown, Linda 

 
Thank you for your comments. 
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Buchanan, Ed 

 
1-Please see the essay on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in Chapter 1. 

2- See Option J in the essay on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in Chapter 1. 

1 

2 
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Burdeyney, Delia 

 
1- Please see the essay on “Alternatives Considered in the Draft Environmental Assessment/Environmental 
Impact Report (DEA/EIR)” in Chapter 1. 

2- Caltrans is aware that the Caldecott Wildlife Corridor exists on the land over the tunnels. Section 2.3.6, 
Resource Management Plan for the Caldecott Wildlife Corridor, of the environmental document discusses the 
project’s consistency with the plan. To minimize impacts to wildlife in the wildlife corridor, each of the 
protective measures set forth in the Resource Management Plan will be implemented during construction and 
operation of the Project.   

3-Construction of the fourth bore will be completed in approximately 5 years.  Regarding blasting, please see 
the essay on “Construction Impacts” in Chapter 1.  Blasting will be limited and infrequent and should not affect 
sensitive wildlife populations. 

4- In regards to construction noise impact, hourly (Leq(h)), as well as maximum (Lmax), noise level descriptors 
were used to analyze impact.  Measurements of existing ambient noise levels have been made at several 
locations adjacent to the Caldecott Tunnel. The locations were chosen based on their exposure to the 
construction noise.  These measurements included both daytime and nighttime noise. Ambient noise levels vary 
throughout the day. Peak noise levels were recorded from single events (as measured by the descriptor Lmax) 
such as vehicular back firing (e.g., trucks, motorcycles). The ambient noise levels were then compared to 
expected noise levels from construction activities. 

For the construction staging area the west portal, the analysis indicates that if noise from construction activities 
(including single events) does not exceed 86 dBA at a distance of 15.2 meters (50 feet) and a temporary noise 
barrier is constructed, construction noise at the measurement locations is expected to be no louder than existing 
ambient noise. Put another way, no single construction noise event will create noise higher than the single noise 
events that are occurring now, hence there will be no significant impact due to construction noise.  For this 
project the contract will require that noise from equipment be kept under the noise level of 86 dBA at 15.2 
meters (50 feet).  This is a standard currently being used on other state projects and has been shown to be 
consistently attainable. 

3  

4 

2 

1  

5 
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For the analysis of construction noise at the east portal, ambient noise readings were taken on Grizzly Terrace 
Drive, the neighborhood with the most exposure to the construction noise.  The construction noise limit of 86 
dBA at 50 feet will also apply to this staging area.  The analysis indicates that with normal dissipation in noise 
over distance (with no temporary soundwall), construction noise, whether continuous or single event, will not 
reach levels higher than those that are now occurring. 

In regards to dust, the BAAQMD requires feasible control measures that will abate particulates.  These 
measures will be included in the project to the extent possible. The project will benefit the residents on both the 
east and west side of the tunnel, by eliminating the daily reversals of the bores, and adding additional lanes 
congestion will be relieved especially in the reverse commute direction. 

Please also see the essay on “Construction Impacts” in Chapter 1. 

5-Please see the essays on “Transit” and “Scope of the Project” in Chapter 1. 

 
Burmester, Chris 

 
1- See Option J in the essay on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in Chapter 1. 

1 
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Burns, Barbara 

 
Thank you for your comments. 

Butruce, Rick 

 
Thank you for your comments. 
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Camp, Jeff 

 

1- Please see response #5 in the essay on “Traffic Operations” in Chapter 1. 

1 
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Campbell, Bruce 

 
1- See Option J in the essay on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in Chapter 1. 

2- Please see response #5 in the essay on “Traffic Operations” in Chapter 1. 

3- See Option J in the essay on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in Chapter 1. 

 

 

1 

2 

3 
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Carleton, Mary 

 

1- See Option J in the essay on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in Chapter 1. 
Carlson, Karen 

  
 

1-  Please see the essays on “Transit” and “Scope of the Project” in Chapter 1. 

 
 

1 

1 
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Carlson, Marina 
 

 

1 

2 

3 

4 
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1 – Please see the essays on “Alternatives Considered in the Draft Environmental Assessment/Environmental 
Impact Report (DEA/EIR)” and “Transit” in Chapter 1. 

2 – Please see the essay on “Preferred Alternative” in Chapter 1. 

3 –Please see the essay on “Scope of the Project” in Chapter 1. 

4 – Please see the essay on “Transit” and response #5 in the essay on “Traffic Operations” in Chapter 1. 

5 – Please see response #2 in the essay on “Traffic Modeling/Forecasting” in Chapter 1. 

5 



Chapter 8- Individuals 

Caldecott Improvement Project   516

Casalaina, Vince 

 

1 

2 

3 

4 

5 

6 

7 

8 
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1-Please see response #2 in the essay on “Traffic Modeling/Forecasting” and response #2 in the essay on 
“Traffic Operations” in Chapter 1. 

2- Please see responses #2 and #3 in the essay on “Traffic Modeling/Forecasting” in Chapter 1. 

3- It is true that the elimination of the off-peak backup will likely increase the number of travelers using the 
Caldecott Tunnel in that direction. This was taken into account in the travel demand modeling for this project. 
Please also see response #2 in the essay on “Traffic Modeling/Forecasting” in Chapter 1. 

4- It is important to remember that the forecasts are for travel demand. In 2032, a two-lane tunnel will not be 
able serve the off-peak travel demand. There are already considerable off-peak back-ups at the tunnel. 
Therefore, there will be a larger difference between Build and No-Build in the number of cars passing through 
the tunnel between Build and No-Build than the travel demand model would suggest. This is evaluated in the 
operational analysis. 

5- Please see response #2 in the essay on “Traffic Operations” in Chapter 1. 

6- A number of intersections along local arterial streets in Berkeley/Oakland area - Ashby Avenue, Broadway, 
Claremont Avenue, College Avenue, Martin Luther King Jr. Way, Telegraph, Avenue, and Tunnel Road, were 
included in the intersection study to assess the impact of a fourth bore.  Table 2.1.5-17 lists 31 intersections of 
concern that were identified with the help of the Cities of Oakland, Berkeley, Orinda Lafayette and Walnut 
Creek. 

7- The travel demand model used to forecasts the traffic for this project used Associated Bay Area Governments 
(ABAG) land use projections for the Bay Area. These projections endeavor to forecast future land uses 
throughout the San Francisco Bay Area, including within the University of California, Berkeley campus. 

The travel demand model includes future transportation improvements included in the financially constrained 
element of the Metropolitan Transportation Commission’s (MTC) Regional Transportation Plan. The portion of 
the BART project that would close street lanes to non-bus vehicles is only in the vision element of this plan so it 
is not included in the model. Only including projects in the financially constrained plan in the future year plans 
in travel demand models is a standard MTC practice to limit inclusion in travel demand models to those projects 
reasonably likely to be constructed. 

Because the University of California, Berkeley campus is more distant from the tunnel than where impacts can 
reasonably be expected, it should not have a large effect on regional traffic. 

8-The travel demand model used to forecast the traffic for this project used Associated Bay Area Governments 
(ABAG) land use projections for the Bay Area. These projections endeavor to forecast future land uses 
throughout the San Francisco Bay Area, including within the University of California, Berkeley campus. 

9- The travel demand model includes future transportation improvements included in the financially constrained 
element of the MTC’s Regional Transportation Plan. The portion of the Bus Rapid Transit project that would 

9 

10  

11  

12 
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close street lanes to non-bus vehicles is only in the vision element of this plan so it is not included in the model. 
Only including projects in the financially constrained plan in the future year plans in travel demand models is a 
standard MTC practice to limit inclusion in travel demand models to those projects reasonably likely to be 
constructed. 

However, the BART project should not have a significant effect on the Caldecott tunnel traffic. It should not 
have a large effect on regional traffic and is fairly distant from the tunnel. 

10 and 11- Please see response #2 in the essay on “Traffic Operations” in Chapter 1. 

12- The FHWA and the Department believe that the DEA/EIR and the FEA/EIR provide an adequate analysis 
of both potential impacts and potential mitigation measures as discussed in Chapter 2, Affected Environment, 
Environmental Consequences, and Avoidance, Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures and fully meets state 
and federal requirements.  The FEA/EIR will not be withdrawn.  Please see the essay on “The Environmental 
Process; Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report ((EIS/EIR) versus and Environmental 
Assessment/Environmental Impact Report (EA/EIR); and Criteria for Significance” in Chapter 1. 

 

 


