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Please respond to perrybri@pacbeli.net

To: SFOBB Dist04/D04/Caltrans/CAGov
cc:
Subject Lack of Transit

To: Mara Melandry, Environmental Manager
Caltrans - SFOBB
Oakland, Calif.

Dear Mara,

I attended the Public Review of the DEIS for the East Span
Project in Oakland yesterday (Oct. 14). I am writing to
voice my concern on an overall lack of consideration for
transportation planning and congestion mitigation within the
East Span Seismic Safety Project.

Automobile congestion is one of the most important issues
facing Bay Area citizens today. By MTC's own account, this
problem is predicted to get even worse with some one million
new commuters by 2020. In short, I see we are faced with an
urgent transportation crisis as we approach the new
millennium.

The bridge being proposed is supposed to last 150 years.
I do not see that this project does anything to address our
current transit crisis, let alone embrace our future transit
needs. I do not see any real, concerted effort to embrace a
"transit bridge" beyond a five-lane automobile bridge (with
limited consideration for bicycles and pedestrians,
seemingly thrown in as an after-thought) .

I agree with the mayors of Berkeley, Emeryville, Oakland,
and San Francisco that we need to have an open, expanded,
discussion of a more transportation-focused design for this
new bridge. If we are to have this bridge for 150 years, we
owe it to ourselves to consider our transportation needs
well into the future. This should include the FULL
consideration for multiple modes of transportation -- light
rail, heavy rail, bicycles, pedestrians, high-occupancy
vehicles, electric vehicles, as well as traditional
single-occupancy automobiles. This multi-mode approach is
the most sound, intelligent answer to our current (as well
as future) needs.

In summary, I agree with many in the planning community
that the Bay Bridge is the most significant transportation
infrastructure in the Bay Area. I'm afraid we are letting a
huge opportunity slip from our grasp if we do not think and
embrace a more "transit first" design. I'm afraid our grand
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[image: image2.png]children and great grand children will live with the
consequences of our short-sightedness for decades to come.
We owe it to ourselves to take a second look beyond the
seismic needs of our bridge to seriously consider all of
our region's transportation needs.

Sincerely,

Perry Brissgette

7315 Fairmount Avenue
El Cerrito, CA 94530
Tel: (510) 527-6684





Perry Brissette Letter #2 dated 10/15/1998

Comment 1

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 was intentional, because Caltrans considers the need for improved seismic safety in this corridor to be paramount.  Because of the project’s size, it has 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 parallel with the current design process for the new East Span and 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 and 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 will be completed by fall 2002.  See Section 2.5 — Accommodation of Multi-Modal Strategies for a summary of available information  about the studies completed or currently being conducted by MTC.  The East Span replacement alternatives would not preclude transit options should the MTC studies find them feasible and decision-makers choose to fund them as a separate future project on the East Span.
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