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CHAPTER 5 COMMENTS AND RESPONSES TO COMMENTS ON THE DEA/EIR FROM 
REGIONAL AGENCIES 
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California Regional Water Quality Control Board 
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1-The Department has noted your comment and has revised the text in Volume I.  It was incorrectly stated 
in the Draft Environmental Assessment/Environmental Impact Report (DEA/EIR) that the tunnel wash 
water from the existing tunnels flows into an East Bay Municipal Utility District (EBMUD) system and 
that there is an existing agreement with EBMUD to accept this water.  The actual connection is to an 
existing City of Oakland (City) sanitary sewer pipe network.  The City currently accepts these discharges 
from the existing tunnels into its sanitary sewer system.  This wash water is eventually treated in the 
EBMUD wastewater treatment plant.  Discussions will be held with the City concerning the new bore and 
our proposal to continue to discharge the tunnel wash water as previously approved.  EBMUD will also be 
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invited in these discussions.  The Department understands that if an agreement is not reached, and the 
Department is unable to discharge tunnel wash water to City’s sanitary sewer, then it must identify other 
appropriate disposal options as noted. 

2- The estimated total added impervious areas for the 2N (the Preferred Alternative) and 3N Alternatives of 
1.1 hectares (2.8 acres) and 1.7 hectares (4.1 acres) have been revised, due to an adjustment of project 
scope, to 0.72 hectares (1.7 acres) and 1.06 hectares (2.6 acres), respectively.  The stated additional 
impervious areas do not take into account the tunnel roadway surface.  No rainfall roadway surface runoff 
is generated within the Tunnel.  However, groundwater intercepted within the existing tunnels is conveyed 
by the roadway drainage system.  The drainage trunkline within the median of State Route 24 from the East 
Tunnel Portals to the eastbound off-ramp to Orinda conveys the West Branch of San Pablo Creek to its 
confluence with San Pablo Creek at Moraga Avenue in Orinda.  The West Branch of San Pablo Creek 
watershed area tributary to the median system is about 750 hectares (1853 Acres).  The area of the existing 
highway and ramps total about 13 hectares (32 Acres), or 1.73% of the total watershed.  The tributary 
paved area for Tunnel Road, Fish Ranch Road, and Gateway Blvd. is not included in the 13 hectares of 
paved highway surface.  The additional paved highway area for the Preferred Alternative (Alternative 2N) 
is approximately 0.46 hectares (1.1 Acres).  This represents 0.06% of the watershed for the West Branch of 
San Pablo Creek.  Alternative 3N would increase the paved highway area by about 0.72 hectares (1.8 
Acres), or 0.10% of the watershed.  The additional runoff associated with the added paved surface area is 
minimal and would have no significant effect on flow volume and velocity within the median system. The 
total watershed area tributary to the San Pablo Creek arch culvert under State Route 24 is about 1700 
hectares (4200 Acres).  The additional paved area for the 2N and 3N alternatives represent 0.03% and 
0.04% of the arch culvert watershed, respectively.  The additional runoff for the 2N and 3N alternatives 
would have no significant effect on flow volume and velocity within the San Pablo Creek arch culvert and 
San Pablo Creek proper. In Alameda County, the State Route 24 drainage system, upstream of Lake 
Temescal, is independent of the storm drain system that conveys storm runoff from the hillside areas above 
the highway to the Lake.  The existing area tributary to the highway drainage system from the State 
Route13/24 Interchange to the Tunnel Portals is about 13.4 hectares (33 Acres), with about 6 hectares (14.8 
Acres) of paved highway and ramp surfaces.  Alternative 2N would add about 0.26 hectares (0.6 acres) of 
new pavement.  Alternative 3N would generate about 0.34 hectares (0.8 Acres) of new pavement.  The 
additional pavement areas for the 2N and 3N alternatives represent about 1.9% and 2.5% of the highway 
drainage system’s watershed, respectively.  The State Route 24 drainage system connects to an Alameda 
County Flood Control and Water Conservation District (ACFC&WCD) storm drain system downstream of 
Lake Temescal near Chabot Road.  No highway pavement runoff or tunnel wash water drains to the Lake.  
The Department will consider Treatment BMPs as noted in the DEA/EIR, in compliance with the 
Department NPDES Permit with the SWRCB.  The selection of appropriate treatment controls must be 
based on effectiveness, practicability, feasibility, safety and maintainability. Future meetings will be 
scheduled with the RWQCB to discuss proposed treatment of stormwater runoff to address the Project’s 
impacts.   

3-The groundwater regime would not be adversely affected by the fourth bore.  The amount of additional 
groundwater removed will be minimal because there are already three tunnels at this location.  The 
immediate effects will be both directly above and to the north of the fourth bore. A wetland area near the 
East Portal will be impacted by the project.  This wetland is not fed from groundwater, but from surface 
water runoff.  Any permanent impacts to wetlands will be mitigated for as detailed in Section 2.3.2.4 of the 
FEA/EIR. 
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