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November 5, 1998

Mara Melandry

Caltrans District 4

111 Grand Avenue

(P.O. Box 23660)
Oakland, CA 94623-0660

Dear Ms. Melandry:

We have completed our review of the Draft Environmental Impact Statement (DEIS)/Statutory
Exemption for the San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge East Span Seismic Safety Project. We are
responding on behalf of the U.S. Public Health Service, Department of Health and Human
Services.

Caltrans proposes to ensure a lifeline vehicular connection between Yerba Buena Island in San
Francisco and the SFOBB Toll Plaza in Oakland by seismic upgrading of the existing East Span.
The existing bridge has been in use since 1936, and needs to be replaced, or retrofitted because it
is not expected to withstand a maximum credible earthquake (MCE), it does not meet “lifeline”
criteria for providing emergency relief access following an MCE, nor does it meet current
operation and safety design standards. We believe the purpose for the proposed project has been
adequately justified, however, we noted that a preferred alternative was not presented in this
DEIS. As a general comment, we believe it is always more beneficial to reviewers to have the
sponsor identify a preferred alternative in the draft document. Although we choose not to support
one alternative over another, it appears that each of the replacement alternatives may fulfil the
described purpose, and unlike the retrofit, would also support the goals of all pedestrian/bicycle
plans.

We note that because of the emergent nature of this project it is exempt by statute from the
provisions of the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), and the DEIS is prepared
pursuant to the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA). We believe that our potential
concerns have been addressed for each of the alternatives, including proper disposal of dredged
material, construction hazardous waste handling, water quality, and a worker safety and Health
Plan. We concur that permanent control measures should be seriously considered to control and
minimize the discharge of pollutants to the Bay to the extent practicable. With appropriate
mitigation adequately implemented, we believe each alternative could be successfully constructed
with minimal long term adverse impacts.
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Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on this DEIS. Please send us a copy of the
Final EIS, and any future environmental impact statements which may indicate potential public
health impact and are developed under the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA).

Sincerely,

ftrntl it Ht)

Kenneth W. Holt, MSEH
Special Programs Group (F16)
National Center for Environmental Health






Department of Health & Human Services Letter dated 11/5/1998

Comment 1

The Preferred Alternative (Replacement Alternative N-6) was identified following the circulation of the DEIS so that public and agency comments on the DEIS could be considered in the process of identifying the preferred alternative.

Comment 2

Comments noted.

San Francisco-Oakland Bay Bridge East Span Seismic Safety Project FEIS
Page 1-59

