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STATEMENTS FROM THE PUBLIC:
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STATEMENT BY DAN RODRIGUES

MR. RODRIGUES: First I'd like to say:
Keep the trains off the bridge. If you want trains
crossing the bridge, they should be built with their
own facilities, to fit their own needs.

Second, provide benches for the
pedestrians on the pedestrian and bicycle lanes.
Yes. I think there should be separation between
pedestrians and bicycles.

The self-anchored suspension bridge is a
good design. It is neat looking and it provides a
nice view of the East Bay in the eastbound
direction. I like it.

Let's go. Oh. One thing. It may not be
the proper forum, but I'm going to say.it anyway.
The toll bridge. Currently people using the bridge
from the Oakland side have to pay a toll to cross
the bridge even if they're goiﬁg halfway across.
People from San Francisco pay no toll to get to
Yerba Buena or Treasure Island.

I don't think that's fair. I think if
you're going to éollect aﬁy tolls, youvéhould
collect tolls from any everybody in every direction.

And the bicycles should pay tolls, too.
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MR. YOUNG: Just a brief one.

IAwould hope that they put a high priority
on including a bridge -- I mean a bicycle route
across the bridge. I feel that bicycle
transportation is something that is just beginning

to develop in the Bay Area, and I think by the time

the bridge is finished, there'll be considerable use
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of a bike path. That's it.

STATEMENT BY AUSTIN GIBBON

MR. GIBBON: I'm pleased. It's nice.

Thanks.

STATEMENT BY DWAYNE McDOWELL
MR. McDOWELL: I'm just concerned that
think they need rail service other than just the
two. That's my only comment. I understand the
difficulties, or at least I heard some of the
difficulties about doing that. But I just think
that would help ease traffic a lot. Thank you.
I thing the bridge'éctually looks very

nice. I kind of hope for that nice looking one.
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STATEMENT BY JAMIE 'CHAPIN

MS. CHAPIN: After having SPent two hours
here, I find it quite fascinating in the sense that
visually I do not care for the particular bridge
design.

MR. CHAPIN: The self—anchored suspension,

MS. CHAPIN: I don't know like that part
because as you go into it, as you look at it
optically, it makes you fell like you're coming in-
to a2 huge spider web. I don't care for that at all.

I think there are other bridges, like the
bridge dan in Pasadena, which is aesthetically
very, very gorgeous not only in daytime but at night
also. 1It's called an arched bridge. 1It's very,
very nice.

I gather they had a requirement that it
had to be 500 feet. And this would meet the goal of
500 feet. Right now it's 520 feet. It's 520 feet
now, I believe, or 540, whatever. It will actually

meet the requirements as with this arched bridge.

So I think thét they ought to seriously --

this committee of 30 -—"tﬁinkwdf'pefhaps'COnSiderihg'“”

this for the first time, or considering it. I have
no idea if they ever comnsidered it in the first

place.
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I thank you for considering this comment.

Thank you so much.

(Ending time:
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8:00 p.m.)
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REPORTER'S CERTIFICATE

I, SHARON LANCASTER, CSR No. 5468,
Certified Shorthand Reporter, certify:

That the foregoing proceedings were taken
before me at the time and place therein set forth;

That the Transcript of Proceedings were
recorded stenographically by me and were thereafter
transcribed;

That the foregoing is a true and correct
transcript of my shorthand notes so taken.

I further certify that I am not a relative
or employee of any attorney or of any of the
parties, nor financially interested in the action.

I declare under penalty of perjury under
the laws of California that the foregoing is true
and correct.

Dated this 27th day of October, 1998.
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Dan Rodrigues
Comment 1

Preference to exclude rail from replacement alternatives is noted. The Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) is currently studying transit service options in the Transbay Corridor, especially the possibility of rail (see Section 2.5 — Accommodation of Multi-modal Strategies).  The East Span replacement alternatives would not preclude rail options should the MTC studies find them feasible and decision-makers choose to fund them as a separate future project on the SFOBB.

Comment 2

Caltrans will continue to work with the BPAC to address path design refinements.  The current design of the path does not include benches.  It would require additional funding from MTC to include benches.

Comment 3

The proposed bicycle/pedestrian path on a replacement East Span would be 4.7 meters (15.5 feet) wide.  This width exceeds Caltrans’ standards for shared Class I bike paths.  The pavement on the path would be differentiated for bicyclists and pedestrians by different colors.

Comment 4

Preference for a self-anchored suspension design variation is noted.

Comment 5

Toll bond covenants lay out requirements and authority for toll collection.  Tolls may be collected in one direction of toll bridges as long as enough revenue is collected to pay for bridge maintenance, bridge operations, and debt service.  Collecting tolls in two directions is permissible.  Historically, tolls were collected for both directions on the SFOBB.  The conversion to collection of tolls in a single direction was made to reduce staffing costs and to reduce the inconvenience to the traveling public.  Collecting tolls in both directions would require a new toll plaza, which would increase staffing costs and require new right-of-way in San Francisco, on YBI, or at the Oakland Touchdown.  It is reasonable to expect public and political opposition to toll collection in both directions, both for reasons of travelers’ inconvenience and because of right-of-way that would need to be taken from other existing or proposed land uses.

The California Transportation Commission (CTC) is the entity authorized to set tolls.  Caltrans does not set tolls.  The CTC could consider setting tolls for bicyclists.  However, bicycles are considered a mode of transportation that reduces air pollution.  As a result, agencies that oversee air quality issues are expected to oppose tolls for bicycles because such tolls would be a disincentive for travelers to switch from using single-occupancy vehicles.  

Byron Young
Comment 1

Preference for inclusion of a bicycle/pedestrian path as part of the East Span Project is noted.  The East Span replacement alternatives includes a bicycle/pedestrian path.

Austin Gibbon
Comment 1

Comment noted.

Dwayne McDowell
Comment 1

The commenter notes an understanding of the difficulties associated with placing rail on the replacement structures while supporting future rail service.  MTC is currently studying transit service options in the Transbay Corridor, especially the possibility of rail (see Section 2.5 — Accommodation of Multi-modal Strategies).  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 SFOBB.

Comment 2

Comment noted.
Jamie Chapin
Comment 1

The East Span Project has benefited from an extensive public outreach process (please see Appendix E — Consultation and Coordination).  Through the MTC Bay Bridge Task Force and its Engineering Design Advisory Panel (EDAP), a multi-day workshop was held in which bridge design proposals were presented and evaluated.  Designs were presented by local and international design proponents.  As design options were narrowed through the public process conducted by the Task Force and its EDAP, public polls sponsored by local newspapers were conducted.  As a result of the process, MTC did not recommend further study of an arched structure.
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