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To: SFOBB Dist04/D04/Caitrans/CAGov
cc:
Subject Comments on Draft EIS

To whom it may corcern:

T am writing to commend the Metropolitan Transportation Commission on
their decision to recommend a bicycle/pedestrian path for the new East
Span. However, I would like to express my extreme displeasure with the
terminology which has been used in describing this path -- specifically,
calling the path an "amenity," similar to the suspension tower which has
also been recommerded. This wording appears in the Fall 1998 edition of
"East Span News," and was also used by Steve Heminger in a talk given on
the UC Berkeley campus earlier this month.

Calling the proposed pedestrian/bicycle path an "amenity" belittles its
importance, implying that automobile lanes on the bridge are a necessity
while bicycle or pedestrian lanes are a frill. The proposed path should
be considered in the same light as the other design features of the
bridge, eg automobile lanes and shoulders. I would like to see the
wordings in the final EIS changed to reflect this reality.

I realize that it the MTC wmay not have originated the practice of calling
the path an "amenity" and that it may have originated with Caltrans or the
state legislation authorizing the expenditure of money for these
retrofits, but I believe the EIS should not mimic this mistake.

I would appreciate a response to this concern. Thank you.

Robert Swierk

Masters student, Departments of Transportation Engineering and City &
Regional Planning

University of California at Berkeley
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Robert Swierk Letter dated 10/20/1998

Comment 1

The use of the term “amenity” to describe the bicycle/pedestrian path is taken from Senate Bill 60 language to describe features of the replacement alternatives that would be funded from toll surcharge revenues.  The use of the term "amenity" in the FEIS has been limited to the discussion of provisions made by Senate Bill 60.  It does not refer to the potential usefulness of the facility.
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