Volume II:  Section 1 ( DEIS Comments and Responses

S. D. Louchis Comment Sheet from Walnut Creek Public Hearing
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Please place comments in the box available at this public hearing or mail or e-mail comments on the Draft
EIS by November 9, 1998 to the following:

Mail: ~ Mara Melandry, Environmental Manager E-mail: sfobb.dist04@dot.ca.gov
Caltrans - SFOBB '
. P.O. Box 23660
Oakland, CA 94623-0660
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S. D. Louchis Comment Sheet from Walnut Creek Public Hearing

Comment 1

Retrofit of the existing structure was evaluated in the DEIS.  The Retrofit Existing Structure Alternative was not identified as the Preferred Alternative because it did not meet the project purpose to provide a lifeline vehicular crossing following a major seismic event.
Comment 2

The purpose of the East Span Project is to provide a lifeline crossing between YBI and the Oakland Touchdown area.  Consideration of additional Bay crossings is beyond the scope of the project.  Construction of an additional crossing instead of providing a lifeline East Span structure would be inconsistent with project purpose and need and outside the scope of this project.    The existing East Span of the SFOBB would still need to be retrofitted or replaced to prevent collapse in the event of a maximum credible earthquake (MCE).
MTC will address the need for and feasibility of additional Bay crossings as part of its Bay Crossing Study, which is expected to be completed by fall 2002 (please see Section 2.5.2 — MTC SFOBB Rail Feasibility Study).  This study will address non-SFOBB transbay rail crossings, including new tubes for BART, additional or expanded auto bridges and enhancements to existing transbay transit sources such as BART, transbay buses, and ferries.

Comment 3

Caltrans does not own the ramps; the ramps are owned by the Navy.  The project does not include changes to the ramps except for the eastbound on-ramp which must be demolished and replaced due to conflicts with a replacement structure.  The East Span Project does not preclude a future project to improve or replace the existing ramps.  Caltrans and the CCSF are working to identify ramp design concepts that meet highway design standards and criteria and are acceptable to the CCSF,.  A project to improve the ramps would have its own purpose and need and subject to separate environmental compliance.  
However, the East Span replacement alternatives include reconstruction of one ramp, the eastbound on-ramp, which would need to be dismantled and rebuilt to accommodate the new bridge structure.

Comment 4

Provision of a bicycle/pedestrian path does not change or impact the project purpose of providing a lifeline vehicular connection between YBI and the Oakland Touchdown area.  The path was included in the description of the replacement alternatives as an amenity component of the structure per Senate Bill 60, which allows MTC to extend the toll surcharge to pay for amenities.  The path was also included based on requests from the Bicycle/Pedestrian Advisory Committee and  MTC’s commitment to fund the path.
Comment 5

The replacement East Span would be designed with inside and outside shoulders in both directions.  The shoulders would be 3 meters (10 feet) wide.  The shoulders would be used for disabled vehicles.  The retrofit alternative does not include the addition of shoulders on the existing East Span.
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