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Kelly, Tom 

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

 
1- The new fourth bore tunnel will eliminate the slowdown due to merging.  It provides four travel lanes in both 
the eastbound and westbound directions. 

2- The project does not impinge on park land and is consistent with the Resource Management Plan for the 
Caldecott Wildlife Corridor.  Please see Section 2.3.5, Resource Management Plan for the Caldecott Wildlife 
Corridor, in Chapter 2, Vol. I of the FEA/EIR.  Also, please see responses #5 and  #9 in the essay on “Traffic 
Operations” in Chapter 1. 
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Kiplinger, Allysyn 

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

 
Kitchen, Lisa 

 
1-Please see the essays on “The Environmental Process; Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental 
Impact Report (EIS/EIR) versus an Environmental Assessment/Environmental Impact Report (EA/EIR); and 
Criteria for Significance” and “Construction Impacts” in Chapter 1. 

 

1 
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Koski, Paul 

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

 
1- See the essays on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” and “Cumulative Impacts/Enhancements” 
in Chapter 1. 

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

 
Thank you for your comments. 
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Krause, Ronald 

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

 
Thank you for your comments. 
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Lackey, Lisa 

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

Lambert, Glenneth 

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

 

 

 
 

1 
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Latham, Hannah 

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

Lavoie, Kimberly 

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

1 

1 
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Lipsetz, David 

 

1 
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1- Please see the response #1 to the BAAQMD’s letter of July 28, 2006, and response #1 to Grasetti 
Environmental Consulting’s letter of July 10, 2006, #61. 

2- Please see the response #1 to the BAAQMD’s letter of July 28, 2006, and response #1 to Grasetti 
Environmental Consulting’s letter of July 10, 2006, #61. 

3- This finding to which the comment refers was not based on a review of literature references but on a project-
specific growth analysis, which was subsequently reviewed by an expert panel, as reported in Section 2.1.2, 
Growth, in the DEA/EIR.  Please also see the response #1 to the BAAQMD’s letter of July 28, 2006, and 
response #61 to Grasetti Environmental Consulting’s letter of July 10, 2006. 

4- The approach applied to the growth inducement analysis performed for the Caldecott Improvement Project 
was consistent with the literature referenced in this comment. A project-specific growth inducement analysis 
was performed, as described in Section 2.1.2, Growth, of the DEA/EIR. Please note that the analysis did not 
conclude that transportation infrastructure cannot have an important effect on future land use patterns but 
focused on estimating how much effect the proposed Caldecott improvement would have under the specific 
conditions of the corridor. See also the response #61 to Grasetti Environmental Consulting’ letter of July 10, 
2006. 

5- The findings of the growth analysis and expert panel review summarized in Section 2.1.2, Growth, of the 
DEA/EIR are not inconsistent with the research cited in this comment. The findings in the environmental 
document addressed the degree of impact to be expected from the specific situation of an improvement in the 
reverse commute direction of the Caldecott Tunnel. See also the responses to #1 and #4 above. 

6- The Department and FHWA as the lead agencies for NEPA and CEQA have determined that the project will 
not have any significant environmental effects and fully complies with CEQA and NEPA regulations and 
guidelines.  See the essay on “The Environmental Process:  Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental 
Impact Report (EIS/EIR) Versus an Environmental Assessment/Environmental Impact Report (EA/EIR); and 
Criteria for Significance” in Chapter 1. 
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Magganas, Athan 

 
 

1 
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1- In the Preferred Alternative, the maximum demand increase of the westbound off-ramp to Caldecott Lane is 
only 40 vehicles and less during other hours.  With congestion constraining the amount of traffic that could be 
delivered, the volume increase at the off-ramp is 30 vehicles per hour or less.  It is not expected to have a 
significant impact. 

Also, please see response #2 in the essay on “Traffic Operations” in Chapter 1. 

2- This project has no plans to widen Caldecott Lane. However, the Contractor's employees will not be allowed 
to park on Caldecott Lane. 

3- The hook ramp configuration at Caldecott Lane is no longer being considered.  The existing scissor ramp 
design will remain with a slight realignment on the westbound off ramp to accommodate the additional lanes 
from the fourth bore. 

4- We do not expect local street closures during construction and thus a Freeway Agreement is not necessary.  
Freeway Agreements are required when a State project or action entails the closure, alteration or otherwise 
similarly affects a city or county road.  (Sts & Hwy Code secs. 100.2, et. seq.)   

5- When the computer simulations showing the different tunnel alternatives were prepared for the DEA / EIR, 
Caltrans was in the very early stages of project development. The computer simulations were used to assess the 
potential visual impacts of substantial project features.  The simulations were modeled according to accurate 3-
dimensional survey data, and the appearance of the portal structures, retaining walls, sound walls were “painted 
in” based on sound aesthetic principles, i.e. scale, orientation, historical context, visual consistency of the entire 
portal complex and so on.  Except for functional attributes of the OMC, little consideration was given to OMC 
aesthetics at that time.  Although still preliminary, aesthetic features for these structures are presently being 
developed by both Caltrans and CCTA consultants.  Caltrans will make a final determination of structure 
aesthetics in conjunction with input provided by CCTA and ACTIA. 

4 
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The existing OMC, which houses the traffic monitoring / control room emergency response and museum 
facilities will be replaced by a new two-story building within the foot print of the present building.   
Maintenance of the new bore may require several additional employees.  Traffic impacts on Caldecott Lane are 
expected to be minimal.  

6- The Kay Street Overcrossing Bridge, and corresponding named street, is the first bridge crossing on 
westbound State Route 24 after the tunnel. 

7- Caltrans is currently developing the architectural and aesthetic treatments for the east and west portals, 
electrical equipment buildings, the Operations and Maintenance Center (OMC) sound walls and retaining walls.  
Although in the conceptual stage, facility design will be based on the premise that the appearance of the entire 
complex should be unified and share some of the common Art Deco forms of the existing structures.  The two 
options that are currently being explored consist of a more traditional appearing Art Deco look while the other 
would be a more contemporary look.  Computer simulations of the proposed facilities and more detailed 
discussion will be included in the Final EA/EIR.  

Caltrans will explore methods for creating a more pedestrian friendly area between Caldecott Lane and the 
proposed sound wall during the project development phase. Landscape architects will work closely with 
Parkwoods residents to integrate the new facilities into the adjacent community through a comprehensive 
landscape effort.   

8- New approaches to and from the fourth bore tunnel will be constructed with rubberized asphalt concrete 
(RAC), open graded asphalt concrete (OGAC), or grooved portland cement concrete.  

Installing asphalt concrete (AC) overlay to the existing concrete pavement is undesirable due to the following 
reasons: Based on the soil samples recently taken from various locations on the westbound route within the 
project study area boundaries, and the subsequent laboratory soil tests, the majority of the basement soil appears 
to be of sedimentary rock having high levels of R-values.  This is the basement condition favorable for concrete 
pavement, which would perform the expected long life service with low maintenance cost.  Cracked and seated 
overlay will transform the existing rigid concrete pavement into a flexible AC pavement, thus requiring more 
frequent maintenance and more disruptions to the public.  Furthermore, the existing concrete pavement is 
generally in good condition and is not a qualified candidate for a cracked and seated rehabilitation. 

9- The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) is replacing removed vegetation with native or non-
invasive species, no eucalyptus will be utilized in the planting plan.  
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Matis, Howard (7/04/06) 

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

2- Please see response #2 in the essay on “Traffic Operations” in Chapter 1. 
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3- 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. See Options A1 and A2 in the essay on 
“Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in Chapter 1.  

4- 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 combined with a 150-ft elevation differential, renders this option undesirable. This option was dropped 
from further study.  The steep hillside in this area is not conducive to providing a "small tot park." See Option F 
in the essay on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in Chapter 1. 

5- Traffic studies indicate that a pedestrian light at the intersection of Tunnel/Uplands is not warranted. 

6- The traffic operations analysis does not show a significant impact on peak hour traffic on Tunnel 
Road/Ashby Avenue between the Hiller traffic light and Claremont Avenue.  The appropriate agencies having 
jurisdiction in this area should be contacted for upgrades to Ashby Avenue west of this intersection. Please refer 
to Options A1, A2, and H in the essay on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in Chapter 1 for 
potential improvements near the intersection. 

7- 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. See the essay on 
Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/ Improvements in Chapter 1. 

8- Caltrans will perform traffic counts at Caldecott Lane/Tunnel Road intersections to study the possibility of 
adding a traffic signal at this intersection. If results of the traffic counts show that signal warrants are satisfied, 
installation of a traffic signal will be included in this project. 

9- At this time, some weekend closures may be anticipated.  However, the number of closures is expected to be 
limited to a few occurrences.  Detours are expected to maintain alternate access. 

There will be extensive public outreach during construction.  In order to communicate with those in close 
proximity to the project site, Caltrans will implement a construction information/community outreach program. 
There will be a public information phone number for community members to call to ask questions, voice 
concerns or to make a comment.  A project website with construction information will also be updated on a 
regular basis. The Caltrans construction Resident Engineer (RE) will coordinate closely with the Contractor to 
ensure there are responses to comments/concerns, and to make sure that the Contractor is following contract 
requirements to mitigate and/or abate and minimize construction impacts. The Contractor will be required to 
implement abatement procedures and to work closely with the RE to minimize disturbance to the community. 

10- Please see the essay on “Cumulative Impacts” in Chapter 1. 
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Matis, Howard (7/31/06) 

 
1- This project does not propose any tolls for use of the Caldecott Tunnel.  Please also see response #5 in the 
essay on “Traffic Operations” in Chapter 1. 

2- Installing a traffic signal at the Tunnel Road/Upland intersection will cause traffic backup at Tunnel Road.  

Caltrans recently also studied the option of installing a pedestrian crosswalk with self-activated flashing beacon 
at the intersection of Tunnel Road and Uplands. Based on the traffic data, accident history, vehicular 
approaching speed and pedestrian volume at this location, we concluded that installing a crosswalk at this 
location is not desirable. Installing a crosswalk at this location may provide a false sense of security for the 
pedestrian and cause more accidents. 
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McCauley, Alison 
 

 

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

2- Please see response # 36 of the Rockridge Community Planning Council, July, 10, 2006 letter.  

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. 

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.  
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Middleton Jr., Robert A.  

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

2- We recognize that existing traffic utilizes city streets due to freeway congestion in the Oakland area.  In this 
vicinity, given that westbound State Route 24 is relatively free flowing both in the morning and afternoon peak, 
the traffic you referenced are presumably eastbound traffic.  Although building a fourth bore would not provide 
any eastbound congestion relief during the afternoon peak, it would provide relief during the morning peak and 
should reduce traffic diversion on to local arterial streets.   

Weekdays and weekends have very different travel patterns. On weekdays, trips to and from workplaces and 
schools form a large part of the travel. On weekends, Shopping and Social/Recreational trips are far more 
important. Therefore, it is not a reasonable conclusion that the added weekday traffic in Piedmont is due to 
diverted traffic from the Caldecott Tunnel.  

See response #1 in the essay on “Traffic Operations” in Chapter 1. 
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Mignano, Linda R. 

 
1- 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  



Chapter 8- Individuals 

Caldecott Improvement Project   645

Miller, Dave 

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

1 
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Miller, Laura 

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

 

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

1 
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Miller, Susan 

 
1-Comment noted. 

1 
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Mizell, Andrew 

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

 
Mollet, Matjin 

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

1 
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Mone, C.E. 

 
1- We agree that bicycling is an important part of transportation.  Please see the essay on “Bicycle and 
Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in Chapter 1. 
2- 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”3 (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, our 
governor’s  and former Vice President’s Gore’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 

                                                           

 

 

 

 

 
3 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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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 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.  Please also see response #5 in the 
essay on “Traffic Operations” regarding a “busses only lane” and the essay on “Bicycle and Pedestrian 
access/Improvements in Chapter 1.  

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 provide 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. 

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

 
Comment noted. 

1 
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Moser, Mark 

 
Thank you for your comments. 

Muzzy, Bob 

 

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

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

 

 

 

1 
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Nakadegawa, Roy  
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1-It is true that the Policy Advisory Committee never formally accepted The Final Staff Report: Route 24 
Corridor Study.  The study did recommend that the fourth bore be studied further as a long-term strategy to 
relieve congestion along the corridor.  In addition, in a letter of December 18, 2002 from Chris Brittle, Manager 
of Planning at MTC to Mr. Leo Scott, Project Manager at Caltrans District 4 (copy attached), included in the 
Caldecott Improvement Project Final Scoping Summary Report, February 2003, MTC stated that “The 
Caldecott study serves as the Major Investment Study (MIS) for the State Route 24 corridor.” 

2- It is standard Caltrans practice to design capacity increasing projects for the traffic foreseen twenty years 
after the construction of the project is completed. The Highway Design Manual states, “Geometric design of 
new facilities and reconstruction projects should normally be based on estimated traffic 20 years after 
completion of construction.” 

This period is a compromise between competing factors. It is obviously advantageous to build projects that will 
provide quality service for as long as possible after the completion of a project. However, other factors make a 
case against too long of a design period. First, it might result in building far too large a facility whose capacity 
would not be needed for many years. This would result in spending limited transportation funding imprudently 
and perhaps incurring unneeded environmental impacts. Second, it would be extremely difficult to forecast the 
transportation needs fifty years in the future. Consider the difficulties facing an agency trying to design a 
facility to function adequately in 1950 in 1890 or a facility for the year 2000 in 1940 The next fifty or sixty 
years will doubtless bring many unforeseen economic and technological changes that make it impossible 
determine what will be necessary in 2060 and beyond. 

3- The environmental document considers land use and growth in the framework required by NEPA and CEQA 
by using the required regional ABAG projections for future land use. The state of the art of regional land use 
projections as practiced by metropolitan planning organizations does not yet include an interactive 
transportation-land use component. Organizations such as ABAG anticipate as best they can what the major 
transportation improvements may be that will affect land use and include the effects along with other factors 
used in the projections. The growth study (Section 2.1.2 of the DEA/EIR) addressed the growth inducement 
issues by looking at how the proposed project would affect development compared with existing growth plans 
and projections, while other technical studies describe the project impacts on other aspects of the environment. 
The growth study found that the project would support planned growth and not induce unplanned growth. For 
further summary of the conclusions of the growth study, please see the response #61 to Grasetti Environmental 
Consulting’s letter of July 10, 2006. 

4- The proposed project would improve reverse commute access in the corridor for all income classes that drive. 
As noted, it does not help those who are transit dependent, who tend to have lower incomes. The cost 
effectiveness calculation does not account for an expected project life of 50 to 75 years or for the value of time 
savings to the users. The decision as to whether the project is cost effective and whether it will go forward will 
be made by FHWA, Caltrans, CCTA, ACCMA, and MTC. In passing Regional Measure 2 and Contra Costa 
Measure J voters approved funding for the Caldecott Improvement Project and a variety of other transportation 
projects. 
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The relatively dispersed nature of destinations at both ends of the tunnel may tend not to stimulate substantial 
increases in corridor BART ridership. The travel demand analysis for the Caldecott project examined future 
mode split with and without the fourth bore and found no decrease in BART ridership with the tunnel in place. 

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

5-Caltrans recognized the importance of partnership and will work with local agencies as feasible.  The specific 
comments on the Caldecott Improvement Project from the City of Berkeley are addressed in Chapter 6, 
Contains Comments And Responses To Comments On The DEA/EIR From Local Agencies, in this Volume. 

6- Please see response #2 in the essay on “Traffic Operations” in Chapter 1.  Caltrans has no plans to build a 
tunnel through Oakland/Berkeley to I-80.  However, should the City of Berkeley and or Oakland desire such a 
tunnel, the Department is willing to work with them. 
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Metropolitan Transportation Commission, Planning 
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Nesbitt, Bryce 

 

 

 

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

1 
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Newton, Karen 

 
 

1- The project is predicted to increase noise levels by 2 dB within the project study area boundaries. This 
difference in traffic noise is barely perceptible to the average person. 

 

1 
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Nicole, Anastasia 

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

 
 

1 
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Olf, Ryan  

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

 

 

1 
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Olmos, Axel K. 
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1- Environmental processes are legally required and do take time.  Please see the essay on “The Environmental 
Process; Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental Impact Report (EIS/EIR) versus an Environmental 
Assessment/Environmental Impact Report (EA/EIR); and Criteria for Significance” in Chapter 1. 
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Orenstein, Ginnny 

 
 

1-  We recognize that existing traffic utilizes city streets due to freeway congestion in the Oakland area.  In this 
vicinity, given that westbound State Route 24 is relatively free flowing both in the morning and afternoon peak, 
the traffic you referenced is presumably eastbound traffic.  Although building a fourth bore would not provide 
any eastbound congestion relief during the afternoon peak, it would provide relief during the morning peak and 
should reduce traffic diversion to local arterial streets.   

See Response to Rockridge Community Planning Council, July, 10, 2006, #36. 

2- The construction of the project will not cause traffic to be diverted to your specific location.  Also, Chabot 
School will not experience a perceptible noise increase.  Please see response #2 in the essay on “Traffic 
Operations” in Chapter 1. 

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

1 

2 

3 
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Ott, Kenneth 
 

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

Paolini, John 

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

 

1 

1 
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Pavlov, George 

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

1 
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Penry, David K. 

 
Thank you for your comments. 

Perry, Richard  

 
Thank you for your comments. 
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Pootheri, Sridar 

 
Thank you for your comments. 

Prah, Borut 
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1 (HHHA 05/13/05)- The Kay Street right turn lane improvement is being included in the design of the 
Caldecott Improvement Project.  The right turn lane onto the Kay Street Overcrossing will make motorists’ 
intentions clear to westbound oncoming traffic at the stop sign. 

1 (HHHA 04/02/05)- A right turn lane from eastbound Caldecott Lane to Kay Street will be provided as part of 
this project.  Please also see the essay on “Bicycle and Pedestrian Access/Improvements” in Chapter 1. 

 

 

1 
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Prah, Nadine 

 
 

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

Quinn, Brian 

 
 

1- Analysis of the No-Build Alternative in the DEA/EIR is required under both the National Environmental 
Policy Act and the California Environmental Quality Act the Department as part of the environmental review 
process.  Please see the essay “The Environmental Process; Environmental Impact Statement/Environmental 
Impact Report (EIS/EIR) versus an Environmental Assessment/Environmental Impact Report (EA/EIR); and 
Criteria for Significance” in Chapter 1. 

 
 
 

1 

1  


