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Radine, Gary 

 
Thank you for your comments. 

Rascher, Heather 

 
1- Thank you for your comments.  Your response to the DED assures that your comment has been considered.  
Assuming you were a registered voter in the nine County San Francisco Bay Area in March, 2004, you were 
provided an opportunity to vote on Regional Measure 2, which included funds for the project.  If you happened 
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to be a registered voter in Contra Costa County in November 2004, you had an opportunity to vote on Contra 
Costa County Measure J.  Please refer to the “Regional Measure 2 and Contra Costa Measure J” discussion in 
Chapter 1 of the document. 

Reich, Rudy (7/08/06) 
 

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

2- Eastbound evening traffic conditions will remain the same.  There are no plans to continue bore reversals 
after the completion of the construction of the fourth bore. 

 
Reich, Rudy (7/31/06) 

 

 
1- Please see comment #2 above. 

1 
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Reid, Ed 

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

 
Resnikoff, Rachel 

 

 
Thank you for your comments. 
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Rhodes, Janet 

 
Thank you for your comments. 

Richerson, Debra 

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

 

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

2- 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, and where there is no new freeway, or reconstruction of an existing freeway.  This location is 
outside the limits of the project.  The sound walls that are being proposed will not cause a reflected noise 
problem either within or outside of the project study area boundaries. 

The noise from State Route 24 will not perceptibly increase at this location.  No abatement measures would be 
necessary. 

3- The majority of the tunnel excavation will be performed using a roadheader but the contract will allow 
blasting during daytime hours only in the event that areas of hard rock are encountered that cannot be efficiently 
excavated by a roadheader.  Blasting will be kept to a minimum and charges will be limited to avoid any 
damage to local residences.  Prior to any blasting a survey will be done to identify properties that would 
potentially be affected by the blasting and monitoring of those properties will be done. 

4- See response to comment #2 above. 
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Rickard, Rick 

 
Thank you for your comments. 

Rifas, Bert 

 
1- The existing BART tunnel is located north of our project limit.  BART is a separate entity from Caltrans and 
expansion of their facilities is under BART’s jurisdiction.  Please see essay on “Scope of the Project” in 
Chapter 1. 

1  
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Robbins, John 
 

 
Thank you for your comments. 

Romero, Kathleen 

 
1- Providing HOV lane within the tunnel bore limit will not provide any benefit because the traffic is free 
flowing by the time the motorists enter the tunnel.  Please see response #5 in the essay on “Traffic Operations” 
in Chapter 1. 
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Sack, Kirby 

 
Thank you for your comments. 
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Sadigh, Emily 

 

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

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

1 
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Schafer, Ann 

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

Schiller, Judy 

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

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

 

1 
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Severson, Ralph F. 

 
Thank you for your comments. 
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Severson, Sue 

 
Thank you for your comments. 

Shemuel, Ben 

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

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

Shilliday, Melissa 

 
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 
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Shorstein, Neal 

 
Thank you for your comments. 
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Singer, Andrew 
 

 
1-Please see the essay on “Transit” in Chapter 1. 
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Smith, Craig J. 

 
1- Please see response #7 in the essay on “Traffic Operations” in Chapter 1. 

The current project will not involve modifying the lighting within the existing tunnels.  However, 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 automatically get adjusted through the lighting controller to 
match with outside day light intensity. 

2-Please see the essay on “Regional Measure 2 and Contra Costa Measure J” in Chapter 1. 

1 

2 



Chapter 8- Individuals 

Caldecott Improvement Project   691

Smith, Hugh 

 
Thank you for your comments. 

Smith, Pat 

 

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

1 
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Smith, Pat (07/28/2006) 

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

2 – Please see the essay on “Purpose and Need” in Chapter 1. 

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

 

1 
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Smits, Bernard (e-mail) 
 

 

1 

2 
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1-Please see the essay on “Project Study Area Boundaries” in Chapter 1. 

2- Please see the essay on “Project Study Area Boundaries” in the Chapter 1 on how the traffic study area was 
determined and explaining why there is no need for additional traffic-related studies. Also see response #7 in 
the “Traffic Operations” essay and response to Friends of the Rockridge—Temescal Greenbelt, July 29, 2006, 
#1-3. 

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

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

5-The Department has no plans to provide the enhancements listed on this comment.  All mitigation listed on 
the Final Environmental Document will be provided, in accordance with CEQA and NEPA requirements. 

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

6- 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 
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Smits, Bernard (USPS) 
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See prior letter. 

 
Smyer, Mary 

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

 

1 
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Sperry, Josh 

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

2- The Preferred Alternative will cost approximately $420 million; it will not consume billions of dollars.  As 
shown in the forecast work done for this project and other studies in general, the demand on the freeway system 
will continue to grow.  This growth is expected to occur as results of changes such as land use and population 
growth regardless of traffic infrastructure improvements.  We recognize improvements on other transportation 
modes are also needed in the future, but not constructing a fourth bore would not stop the demand growth nor 
address the region's transportation needs.  The demand on BART ridership was examined and determined that 
not constructing a fourth bore would not lead to a significant increase on BART demand   

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

3- 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. 

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

Caltrans takes its role as stewardship of the State’s transportation system seriously and considers the 
environment in all of its transportation decisions.  Also, please see “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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Spitzer, Ronnie 
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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. 

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

3- Sound walls are being considered on this project in conformance with Code of Federal Regulations 
23CFR772.  Caltrans has no such pre-existing commitment for sound walls from a previous project.   

4- In regards to Chabot School and College Preparatory School, both are outside the limits of this environmental 
document.  See response to Rockridge Community Planning Council, July, 10, 2006, #36. 

5- The peak period is merely the period chosen as being appropriate to reflect and model the traffic congestion 
in a given area. No harm can come of using a longer peak period for an operational analysis. If the peak period 
used includes the period where the traffic is freely flowing, it will be reflected in the analysis. A longer peak 
period can only refine the results that would be arrived at with a shorter peak period. The peak period is merely 
the period chosen as being appropriate to reflect and model the traffic congestion in a given area.  For this 
proposal to construct a fourth bore to relieve off-peak direction congestion, varying the duration of study period 
between 2 to 4 hours could only change the quantity of performance measures but would not affect the 
conclusions of the operational analysis. 

6- It is true that the project reduces delay only in the off-peak direction and that, by definition, there are more 
travelers traveling in the peak direction. However, the off-peak direction delays are already serious and are 
projected to grow increasingly worse in the future. This project will allow full use of all of the existing lanes of 
State Route 24 and solve the congestion concerns for the foreseeable future. In contrast, addressing the peak 
direction congestion problems would require corridor length improvements on State Route 24 between State 
Routes 580 and 680 at a much larger cost and possible environmental impact. 

7- The operational analysis included the I-580 interchange connectors to and from State Route 24.  With 
reference to the three-lane alternative (Alternative 3N), as cited in the comment, the backup would spill back 
from the Interstate 580 connector on to westbound State Route 24.  Mitigation measures such as additional 
widening along State Route 24, connectors; I-580, etc. would have additional issues to be addressed.  At this 
time, Alternative 2N has been selected as the Preferred Alternative.  Please see the essay on "Preferred 
Alternative" in the Chapter 1. 

8- In a region with changing economic conditions and evolving land use planning goals, it is common for the 
latest set of projections not to agree with earlier versions. That is one of the primary reasons for new editions of 
regional projections. The environmental document used the most recent ABAG projections available as required 
under NEPA. FHWA guidelines require that regional growth projections from the metropolitan planning 
organization (ABAG in this case) be used as inputs for the assumed future year conditions. The growth study 
used ABAG 2005 land use projections while the traffic modeling used a hybrid of ABAG 2002 and 2003 land 
use projections; the CCTA traffic demand model used in the study was the most up-to-date suitable travel 
demand model available when the forecasting effort began. Hence, the projections on which the 2001 MTC 
study was based are now a little dated and do not constitute the most relevant benchmark for a current 
environmental document. See also the response #35 to the City of Berkeley’s letter dated June 30, 2006. 

9- The travel demand model used for this project included all roadway changes that were foreseen at the time of 
its development.  Relatively minor discrepancies should not affect the build versus No-Build assessment.  The 
intent of these planning level studies is to evaluate conditions more than 25 years in the future (20 years design 
life plus the time it takes to plan, design, and construct the tunnel).  It is not intended to evaluate the effect of 
the City's local calming plan.  Generally, we recognize constructing a fourth bore would lead to minor increase 
in traffic demand.  As for the City's plan to reduce Broadway from four lanes to two lanes as a part of the City's 
traffic calming strategy, it may have the effect of diverting trips from Broadway to other local arterial streets 
regardless of the construction of a fourth bore.   

10-Please refer to responses #2 and #4 in the essay on “Traffic Modeling/Forecasting” in Chapter 1.  
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11- The Caldecott Improvement Project is consistent with local planning, as discussed in Section 2.1.1.2, 
Consistency with State, Regional, and Local Plans, of the DEA/EIR. The project is specifically mentioned in the 
Contra Costa County General Plan. By passing Regional Measure 2, Bay Area voters approved funding for the 
Caldecott project as well as other transportation projects.  

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. Also see response #8 to Ronnie Spitzer’s letter dated July 30, 
2006, on the requirement for using the ABAG projections.  

Please see response #2 and #4 in the essay on “Traffic Modeling/Forecasting” in Chapter 1. 

12- The three-lane bore alternative does cause five lanes through the tunnel feeding into four through lanes on 
State Route 24 west of the tunnel. However, it is important to remember that there are only four through lanes 
east of the tunnel as well so there should not be a significant imbalance. The travel demand model does show 
additional travel demand through the tunnel with the three-lane bore alternative, but the amount of traffic 
passing through the tunnel is, of course, limited to the amount of traffic that can reach the tunnel on State 
Route 24. 

13- Please see the essay on “Alternatives Considered in the Draft Environmental Assessment/Environmental 
Impact Report (DEA/EIR)” in Chapter 1 regarding alternatives considered.  Please see response to Claremont 
Elmwood Neighborhood Association, July 17, 2006, #37 as well as the essay on “Project Study Area 
Boundaries” on the definition of the study areas. Traffic and other impacts are confined to the study areas, 
which were defined on the basis of the expected impacts, based on traffic volumes on arterial streets with and 
without the project. 

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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Stern, Bob 

 

 
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. 

2 
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Stremmel, Bill 
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Thank you for your comments. 
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Sugarman, Stephen 

 

1- Comment noted. 

2- The project would not cause perceptible increases to noise levels at receivers outside the project study area 
boundaries, where the roadway configuration would remain unchanged. Generally, freeway noise reaches its 
highest level when the traffic is heavy and yet moves at near free-flow speed. Any heavier traffic leads to 
congestion and, thus, lowers the noise levels.  

The spiking and falloff of traffic noise already occurs daily along this corridor. Future traffic growth in the peak 
direction may heighten congestion, but not the traffic noise level, to above what is already in existence. In the 
off-peak direction, traffic would increase when the current bottleneck is removed by construction of the 
Preferred Alternative. However, noise generated in the peak direction would still dominate in the overall noise 
environment. Any incremental changes to traffic in the non-peak direction would not be noticeable to any 
receivers. The reason for this is that every doubling of traffic volume would raise the noise levels by no more 
than 3dBA. An average person can barely perceive a 3dBA change in traffic noise.  The addition of 2 or 3 lanes 
in the non-peak direction could not possibly double the total amount of traffic already using a 6-lane freeway. 
Since the increased traffic could only be a fraction of the existing volume, the effect would be much less than a 
3dBA increase and would not be noticeable.   

3- 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. 

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

1 
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Sweiss, Fuad 

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

Takeuchi, Toshihiko 

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

 

 

1 
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Thompson, James W. 

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

1 
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Thompson, Richard C. 

 
 

1- Thank you for your comments.  The current project is considering only one additional bore.  Alternative 2N 
has been selected as the Preferred Alternative.  Please see the essay on “Preferred Alternative” in Chapter 1. 

 
Ting, Jan 

 
 

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

1 
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Torney, Anne 

1-  

 

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

 
Torres, Mark 

 
1- The existing three bores currently have AM/FM antennas.  In addition, when the new bore is completed, the 
new AM/FM system in the fourth bore will be designed to enhance the existing systems in the existing three 
bores. 

 

1 

1  
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Treacy, Chris 

 
Thank you for your comment. 
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Turnbull, Sandra 

 
1 and 2- The construction of the Caldecott tunnel will result in four free flowing lanes in the eastbound and 
westbound direction.  Merging will no longer take place, and eastbound and westbound traffic conditions 
should improve. 

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

4- The disposal of excavated material will be determined by the Contractor.  The Contractor will be able to 
explore potential uses for the excavated material and disposal sites.  The Contractor will be required to adhere 
to all state and federal regulations in disposal or use of the excavated material. 

It is expected that the material resulting from the tunnel excavation will be free of anthropogenic contamination 
since it has never been previously exposed, thereby making it a very likely candidate for unrestricted reuse at 
other developments in need of imported fill.  There is a chance that a small percentage of the excavation spoils 
will be impacted by the naturally occurring hydrocarbons (e.g., tar) observed in the geologic formations during 
the boring of the earlier tunnels.  The excavation spoils will be screened for the presence of hydrocarbons and 
other chemicals (e.g., metals) to fully characterize the spoils' constituents and determine suitability for types of 
reuse. 

Whether the spoils are reused as imported fill or disposed of at a landfill, the material will be handled in 
accordance with all applicable laws and regulations promulgated by federal, state, and local agencies.  For 
example, landfill waste characterization will be governed by Title 22 of the California Code of Regulations and 
the federal parameters defined under the Resource, Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA); additionally, reuse 

1   

2   
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as imported fill should satisfy guidelines established by, amongst others, the State Water Resources Control 
Board acting through its regional water quality control boards. 

We anticipate that some will be used for a berm noise barrier adjacent to Caldecott Lane, State Route 24, 
westbound direction.  If the City of Oakland requests fill to be used for a BMX park or skate park at Caldecott 
park, then Caltrans will work with the Contractor and the city. 

5- Public outreach will be used to assure that nearby residents are informed of any planned blasting.  Please see 
the essay on “Construction Impacts” in Chapter 1. 

 
Udaltsova, Natalia  

 
 

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

 
Ullmann, Joel 

 
Please see the essays on “Construction Impacts” and “Project Study Area Boundaries” in Chapter 1. 

1 


