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Vandeman, Mike 

 
 

1-Thank you for your comments. 

 

 
Wade, Terrill 

 
 

Thank you for your comments. 
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Wagar, Inga 

 
 

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

2- 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.  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. 

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

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

 
 

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

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

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

 
 

Thank you for your comments. 
Warner, Joan 

 
 

Thank you for your comments. 
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Webb, Pam (7/27/06) 

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

1  
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Webb, Pam (7/31/06) 
 

 
Thank you for your comments. 

 
Weil, John and Jane 

 
1- State Route 13 North terminates in Berkeley and is the shortest route to reach Berkeley from State Route 24.  
We must include a destination on the overhead signs for State Route 13 North and "Berkeley" is the appropriate 
message.  Omitting the "Berkeley" message from the signs for State Route 13 North would cause motorist 
confusion, especially for those who planned their trip by consulting a map. 

 

1 
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Weinreb, Ilene  
 

 
 

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

2- After the fourth bore is open there will be no reversible traffic since there will be four free flowing lanes in 
both the EB and WB direction. 

3-Appropriate mitigation measures will be implemented.  Please see the essay on “Construction Impacts” in 
Chapter 1.  Specific avoidance, minimization and/or mitigation measures have been refined in the FEA/EIR and 
are discussed in Vol. I, Chapter 2, Affected Environment, Environmental Consequences, and Avoidance, 
Minimization, and/or Mitigation Measures.   
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Whitehurst, John 

 

 
Thank you for your comments. 
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Williams, Pete 

 
 

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

 
Wilson, Miriam (6/23/06) 

 
 

1-  The Caldecott Improvement Project will improve commute and weekend traffic. 

 

1 
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Wilson, Miriam (7/21/06) 
 

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

2- Caltrans is committed to work with the City of Berkeley to minimize impacts during construction.  However 
the traffic calming devices you mentioned are under the jurisdiction of the City of Berkeley. 
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Winslow, Lynda 

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

 
 

1- The local jurisdictions, such as the local fire department, ambulance services and police, are responsible for 
responding to any emergencies.  The State, however, will facilitate “coordinated” emergency responses, by 
closely working with all local jurisdictions during an event.  The State will also make every effort to maintain 
local access via its facilities.  The State has various emergency response plans in place, and periodically 
performs “emergency response mock drills” with various local entities, such as the Metropolitan Transportation 
Commission (MTC).  As part of the coordinated effort with local jurisdictions, if required, the State will close 
portions of the tunnel to provide emergency vehicle access only.  Based on the above discussion, the State does 
not prepare and maintain emergency response maps or escape routes for each local jurisdiction, within the local 
boundaries.  However, the State will coordinate and support the local plans and emergency responses by 
maintaining access via its facilities.  Construction will not result in road closures that would block egress from 
the area around the tunnel construction sites in the event of a fire.  Limited road closures will occur during 
construction but in all cases detours would be available in the event of an emergency. 
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Wolff, Osa 
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1-Please see the essay on “Purpose and Need” in Chapter 1. 

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

3- 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.   

4-In regards to air quality, 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.   

5-  Please see the essay on “Project Study Area Boundaries” in Chapter 1. 
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6- Please see response #1 in the essay on “Traffic Operations” and the essay on “Project Study Area 
Boundaries” in Chapter 1.  

7- The traffic forecasts for the project were prepared using the Contra Costa Transportation Authority’s travel 
demand model. This model was modified to add information concerning land use and roadway networks along 
State Route 24 in Alameda County. The build volumes on State Route 24 are consistently higher than the No-
Build volumes. 

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

8- Please see response #3 in the essay on “Traffic Modeling/Forecasting” in Chapter 1. 

9- The Port of Oakland has done trucking studies in the past to investigate the routes taken by trucks carrying 
goods to and from the port. These studies show that a very small proportion of these trucks use State Route 24. 
This truck traffic is concentrated either taking Route 880 northbound to 80 then eastward or Route 880 
southbound to Route 238 to Route 580 then on east. (Phone Conversation between Phillip Cox Caltrans Traffic 
Modeling and Forecasting Branch Chief and Steve Gregory of Port of Oakland, 10/2/06) 

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

10-Restriction of jake brakes is a decision of the local entities (cities, counties) within the State Route 24 
corridor and is enforced by the California Highway Patrol.  The Department does not have the authority to 
unilaterally set restrictions and cannot commit to them within this environmental document. 

11- 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 
as imported fill should satisfy guidelines established by, amongst others, the State Water Resources Control 
Board acting through its regional water quality control boards. 

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

13- 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.  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. 

14- There are no plans to convert Alternative 2N, a two-lane alternative, to a three-lane alternative with no 
shoulders.  Should this be considered in the future, additional environmental studies will be required. 

15- A ten-foot shoulder is standard for a right hand shoulder per the Caltrans highway design manual.  A 
ten-foot shoulder provides safe pullout for disabled vehicles and could facilitate the use of emergency/tow truck 
vehicles.  A five-foot shoulder is standard for the left hand shoulder per the Caltrans design manual.  Caltrans 
has obtained an exception to the five-foot standard left shoulder and reduced it to two feet.  Please also see 
response #14, above. 
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16- An auxiliary lane would be provided between Fish Ranch Road and Caldecott Lane on westbound State 
Route 24.  See the essay on the "Preferred Alternative" in Chapter 1. 

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

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

19- Please see the essays on “Alternatives Considered in the Draft Environmental Assessment/Environmental 
Impact Report (DEA/EIR)” and “Transit” in Chapter 1.  Also, please see response #5 in the essay on “Traffic 
Operations” in Chapter 1. 

20- There are no plans to continue bore reversals after the completion of the construction of the fourth bore. 

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

22- Please see Appendix B, Resources Evaluated Relative to the Requirements of Section 4 (f), in Vol. I of the 
FEA/EIR for the Caldecott Improvement Project.  The Project will have no effect on EBMUD lands. 

23- All parks within the limits of the project are required to be analyzed for noise impacts.  The study assumed 
the traffic volume for each alternative that would predict the highest noise.  The percentage of trucks has been 
predicted to remain at the current level.  No park experienced a significant impact.  Noise abatement was 
considered for one park that exceeded the noise abatement criteria. 

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

24- The landscaping in the area does need improvements. The trash is picked up on a regular schedule, but 
those throwing out the trash may choose to do so regardless of the landscaping condition. 

25- 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 in good 
condition. Its expected life is 20 to 40 years.  Placing open graded asphalt concrete (OGAC) 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 an expected life of 20 years and has estimate additional cost of $5 M to the Caldecott 
project.  Caltrans position is to keep the existing concrete pavement since it is in good serviceable condition.   

Since the DEA/EIR circulation, Caltrans has reviewed the project for strategies to maintain as many of the 
existing trees as possible.  Caltrans explored a modified berm/sound wall alternative that would potentially save 
some of the redwood trees adjacent to the Parkwoods complex.  Originally, the 4.8-m (16-ft) high sound wall at 
shoulder alternative (Option A) and the berm with 2.4-m (8-ft) high sound wall (Option B) were the only 
options considered and evaluated.  Option C, a variant of sound wall Option B was developed to save 
approximately 16 trees located adjacent to the Parkwoods Condominiums entrance.  Of the three options 
presented to the Parkwoods Board meeting on January 19, 2007, sound wall Option B was subsequently 
selected as being the most aesthetically pleasing and beneficial to the Parkwoods residents.  Caltrans has 
selected Option B for the following reasons: 1) The sound wall would be 2.4-m (8-ft) in height and less of a 
visual encroachment than the 4.8-m (16-ft) high sound wall options; 2) For adjacent residents, a fully 
landscaped berm would provide an attractive and pleasant buffer from the visual influence of freeway traffic.  
Caldecott Lane would appear more secluded and private while the visual influence of the freeway traffic would 
be immediately screened from much of the ground-plane and to some extent second story views; 3) In terms of 
mitigation, landscaping would provide immediate benefits under Option B.  When planted, typical 15-gallon-
size trees would exceed the height of the sound wall and would mitigate the perceived surface plane of the 
sound wall structure.  Shrub plantings could obscure the 2.4-m (8-ft) sound wall within 5-8 years.  Trees planted 
on top of the berm would begin to screen freeway views from the upper Parkwood residences in 10-12 years as 
opposed to 18-20 years under the other two options.   
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Replacement landscaping would be completed as a separate contract to commence immediately following 
completion of the tunnel and traffic lanes.  Replacement planting would include 15-gallon size up to 24-inch 
box trees. 

In regards to vehicle speeds, the setting of speed limits is a joint decision of the local entities within the State 
Route 24 corridor and the California Highway Patrol.  The State does not have the authority to unilaterally set 
limits and cannot commit to them within this environmental document.   

Restriction of jake brakes is a joint decision of the local entities with the State Route 24 corridor and the 
California Highway Patrol.  The State does not have the authority to unilaterally set restrictions on the use of 
jake brakes.  The regulation of equipment involves several agencies and likely a legislative process and is 
outside the scope of this environmental document. 

26- We regret that you did not receive your public hearing notice nor the environmental document as you 
requested.  The Department did mail out 9,000 notices on May 26, 2006 and published the information on the 
public hearings on May 31, 2006 in the Oakland Tribune and the Contra Costa Times.  Due to public request, 
the comment period was extended to 60 days.  In addition, the original 60-day comment period due to end 
July 15, 2006 was extended to July 31, 2006, a total of 77 days because of technical difficulties from June 29th 
through July 5th when emails sent to the project website were not received.  The project website also had 
information regarding the public hearings and the availability of the draft environmental document. 

27- 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.  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. 

Your name has been added to the mailing list. 
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Wolff, Osa (7/31/06) 
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Thank you for your comments. 
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1-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. 

1  
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