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SIERRA CLUB
SAN FRANCISCO BAY CHAPTER

Serving the counties of Alameda, Contra Costa, Marin and San Francisco

2530 San Pablo Ave., Suite I, Berkeley, CA 94702 « 510-848-0800

November 31, 1998

Mara Melandry

Caltrans District 4

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

Subject: Comments on DEIS for SF Oakland Bay Bridge East Span Seismic Safety Project
Dear Ms. Melandry:

By incorporation, please add our name to the letter from the Department of the Army,
Construction-Operations Division, Regulatory Branch, Subject: File Number 230138 signed by
Max R. Blodgett, Chief, Construction-Operations Division. A copy of this letter is attached.

A complete discussion of the need for a CEQA exemption is missing from the DEIS.

There are statutory requirements in place for the removal and eventual reuse of dredged material.
Instead of following these requirements, Caltrans chooses to seek an exemption to them. The
environmental effects of the dredging activity will be significant.

Lastly, nowhere does Caltrans answer the wishes of voters to change the design of the bridge.
This project impacts the population of the San Francisco Bay Area counties, and this population
has publicized its wishes at the ballot. We feel that Caltrans should consider the last election and
answer the concerns of the voters.

Please include our concerns among the answers to the DEIS.

Very truly yours,

James P. Royce
Sierra Club, SF Bay Chapter
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tc \l1 "Sierra Club Letter dated 11/31/1998

Comment 1

Comment noted.  The referenced letter and corresponding responses can be found in this volume in the Federal Agencies Section.

Comment 2

Please see Chapter 5 — CEQA Status and Findings for discussion of statutory exemptions and how the SFOBB East Span Project meets these requirements.

The East Span Project is exempt by statute from provisions of CEQA.  The project is covered by the statutory exemption under the California Streets and Highways Code Section 180.2 and CEQA Section 21080 because its purpose is to enhance seismic safety and it would not increase capacity.

Comment 3

A Dredged Material Management Plan (DMMP) has been developed in consultation with the ACOE, EPA, and other members of the Dredged Material Management Office (DMMO).  The DMMP (in Appendix M) addresses updated estimates of materials to be dredged (see also revised Table 4.14-4 in the FEIS and an errata sheet attached to the DMMP), locations for reuse/disposal of materials, and impacts of dredging on the aquatic environment.  Please also see updated Section 4.14.10 — Temporary Impacts During Construction, Construction Excavation and Dredging, and a new section, Section 3.12 — Disposal of Dredged Materials of the FEIS, for a summary of dredging information.
Comment 4

The DEIS was published on September 24, 1998, prior to the November 3, 1998 election, when advisory measures in four cities regarding rail transit on the bridge were passed.  

The project's Purpose and Need is very specific:  to provide a seismically safe vehicular lifeline connection.  Caltrans' focus on seismic safety to the exclusion of congestion relief, such as rail, was intentional, because Caltrans considers the need for improved seismic safety in this corridor to be paramount.  Because of the project’s size, it led some members of the regional community to advocate for multiple purposes that address congestion relief in addition to safety.  However, expanding the scope of the project to include congestion relief would have resulted in lengthy public and agency debate about how best to implement a congestion relief solution, with the result that the seismic safety component of the project would have been substantially delayed.  Caltrans anticipates beginning construction of this critical safety project in late 2001.  This would not have been possible if the scope of the project had included congestion relief.

In response to requests for a study of passenger rail options in the Bay Bridge corridor, MTC is currently studying transit service options in the Transbay Corridor, especially the possibility of rail.  Studies already completed by MTC include a long-term capital operating cost analysis for various transit options for the Transbay Transit Terminal and a feasibility analysis of rail on the SFOBB.  A study examining the possibility of non-SFOBB transbay rail crossings is expected to be completed by fall 2002.  See Section 2.5 — Accommodation of Multi-modal Strategies for additional details of the studies completed or currently being conducted by MTC.  The East Span replacement alternatives would not preclude light-rail transit should these studies find rail feasible and decision-makers choose to fund and construct a rail system as a separate future project on the East Span.
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