4 Responses to Written Comments on the Draft EIR San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District

2. Lam Nguyen, Acting Chief, California Department of Transportation, Division of
Rail (letter dated October 27, 2008)
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QOctober 27, 2008

Ms. Katie Balk

Planning Department

San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District
300 Lakeside Drive, 16" Floor

Oakland, CA 94612

Dear Ms, Balk:

Thank you for the opportunity to review the Eastern Contra Costa Bart Extension Draft Environment
Impact Report, (eBART) analyzing the impacts related to the extension of the existing BART system
from Pittsburg to Antioch, California.

241 : The California Department of Transportation’s (Caltrans), Division of Rail (DOR) is supportive of
m this extension. Caltrans would, however, request that you expand your analysis to cover the issue of
connectability to the existing Amitrak California station in Antioch, The Antioch Station connects
passenger service from Oakland to the Stockion area, north to Sacramento, south to all the major
cities in the San Joaquin Valley, Los Angeles, and on to San Diego. The proposed eBART extension
will pass so close to the Antioch Station that developing a reliable connection between the two
systems is an opportunity that should not be missed.
22 Roughly 450,000 passengers pass by the Antioch Station on Amtrak California trains annually. The
DOR is planning for the addition of two train sets daily on this route over the next two to three years
due to increasing traffic demand. The proposed eBART extension will make rail commuting more
appealing to over one million people from the greater Stockton area, Coordination on ticketing,
parking and scheduling between BART and Amtrak California will pay great dividends.

The Tri-Delta Transit Service may be consulted on the possibility of providing coordinated
u connection service between the two stations in Antioch.

Thank you for the opportunity to respond. The DOR will be pleased to work with you in any way
that may be helpful.

If you have questions please contact me at (916) 654-3797.

Sincerely,

bl

LAM NGUYEN
Acting Chief
Division of Rail
“Caltrans improves mobifity across California®
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2.1

2.2

California Department of Transportation, Division of Rail, Lam
Nguyen (letter dated October 27, 2008)

The commentor expresses support for the Proposed Project. This comment
concerns the merits of the project and does not concern the adequacy of the Draft
EIR or BART’s compliance with CEQA. Accordingly, no further response is
necessary.

The Antioch Amtrak Station is located in Downtown Antioch approximately three
miles from the Hillcrest Avenue Station which is part of the Proposed Project. Tri
Delta Transit, the local transit service provider in the project area, was consulted
as part of the analysis performed for the Draft EIR. This consultation resulted in
a restructured service plan for Tri Delta Transit. This new service plan is
generally described on page 2-36 of the Draft EIR in the third paragraph under the
section entitled “Interface with Existing Transit Services.” Pursuant to the new
service plan, Route 388, which currently serves the Hillcrest park-and-ride lot,
would be shortened and split into two routes. The northern portion of the route
would be named 388A, and it would extend from the Hillcrest Avenue Station to
Downtown Antioch and the Amtrak Station. This line operates from 6:00 AM to
10:00 PM on weekdays and provides service every 30 - 40 minutes during this
period. Route 387 would also serve the Amtrak Station and would provide a
connection to the proposed Railroad Avenue Station in Pittsburg.

To clarify the availability of existing and future connections between the Proposed
Project and Amtrak, the following text is added to the end of the third paragraph
under the section entitled “Interface with Existing Transit Services” on page 2-36
of the Draft EIR:

There is an existing Amtrak California Station in Downtown Antioch

which is about three miles from the proposed Hillcrest Avenue Station.
The Antioch Amtrak Station connects rail passenger service from
Oakland to the Stockton area, north to Sacramento, and south to all the
major cities in the San Joaquin Valley, Los Angeles, and on to San
Diego. In order to provide a connection to Downtown Antioch and the

Antioch Amtrak Station, Route 388 would be modified into two routes,

one of which would become Route 388 A. Route 388A would provide

direct service to the Downtown and the Amtrak Station.
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3. Allan Fone, Ph.D., Project Manager, California Department of Toxics Substances
Control, Brownsfields and Environmental Restoration Program (letter dated October
9, 2008)

31

Q‘ ) Department of Toxic Substances Control

Linda S. Adams 700 HeinZ Avenue Arnold Schwarzenegger

Secretary for Berkeley, California 94710-2721 Governor
Environmental Protection . ®

—
—

Maureen F. Gorsen, Director

October 9, 2008

Ms. Ellen Smith

The San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District
300 Lakeside Drive, 16" Floor

Oakland, California 94612

Dear Ms. Smith:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the draft Environmental Impact Report g
(EIR) for the East Contra Costa BART Extension (also known as “eBART”) (SCH#

2005072100), As you may be aware, the California Department of Toxic Substances

Control (DTSC) oversees the cleanup of sites where hazardous substances have been

released pursuant to the California Health and Safety Code, Division 20, Chapter 6.8.

As a Responsible Agency, DTSC is submitting comments to ensure that the

environmental documentation prepared for this project under the California

Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) adequately addresses any remediation activities

pertaining to releases of hazardous substances. :

DTSC's review indicates that the draft EIR does not address comments provided by
DTSC in response to two prior Notices of Preparation (NOP) for the eBART project.
These comments (see enclosed letters from DTSC dated August 1, 2005, and April 7,
2008) recommended that an assessment of past land uses for the project area be
conducted to determine if past chemical use or storage may have resulted in the
release of hazardous substances. Based on the assessment, DTSC recommended that
sampling be conducted to determine whether there are issues that need to be
addressed in the CEQA compliance document.

® Frinted on Recycled Paper
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Ms. Ellen Smith
October 9, 2008
Page 2

The draft EIR should be revised so that DTSC's comments are adequately addressed.
If you have any questions, please contact me at 510-540-3836 or by email at
afone@dtsc.ca.gov.

Sincerely,

Alhtn. Dre

Allan Fone, Ph.D., Project Manager
Brownfields and Environmental Restoration Program
Berkeley Office

Enclosures

cc:  Governor's Office of Planning and Research
State Clearinghouse
P. O. Box 3044
Sacramento, CA 95812-3044

Guenther Moskat

CEQA Tracking Center

Department of Toxic Substances Control
P.O. Box 806

Sacramento, California 95812-0806
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3.1

Department of Toxic Substance Control, Allan Fone (letter dated
October 9, 2008)

This comment references two previous letters sent by the commentor on August 1,
2005 and April 7, 2008, during the scoping phase for the Proposed Project, which
recommended assessment of past land uses in the project area, conducting
sampling where recommended based on the assessment, and discuss the results in
the Draft EIR. The Draft EIR describes such assessments on page 3.12-5 to
3.12-9. The majority of the project area is located within the SR 4 median. As
stated on page 3.12-21 of the Draft EIR, it is expected that mitigation measures to
address environmental contamination along SR 4 would be implemented during
construction of the SR 4 widening project and would reduce potential impacts to
the public and to construction workers from hazardous materials exposure to a
less-than-significant level. Accordingly, soil or groundwater sampling within the
SR 4 median will have already been conducted prior to construction of the
Proposed Project. For portions of the Proposed Project that are not already
addressed by the SR 4 widening project, such as the Railroad Avenue Station
parking lot and the Hillcrest Avenue Station options, further assessment, sampling
and remediation will take place as provided by Mitigation Measures HS-8.1, HS-
8.2, and HS-8.3, on pages 3.12-22 and 3.12-23 of the Draft EIR.
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4 Responses to Written Comments on the Draft EIR

4. Moses Stites, Rail Corridor Safety Specialist, California Public Utilities Commission,

Consumer Protection and Safety Division (letter dated November 5, 2008)

441

4-2

4-3

STATE OF CALIFORNIA Arnold Schwarzenegger, Governor

PUBLIC UTILITIES COMMISSION
505 VAN NESS AVENUE
SAN FRANCISCO, CA 84102-3298

November 5, 2008

Ellen Smith

Bay Area Rapid Transit District
300 Lakeside Drive, 16th Floor
Oakland, CA 94612

Re: Notice of Completion, Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
East Contra Costa BART Extension (eBart)
SCH# 2005072100

Dear Ms. Smith:

We have completed our review of the proposed eBart Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)
to expand the existing BART system and extend transportation services to communities in east
Contra Costa County that are currently not served by rail transit. We offer the following
comments:

B The Hillcrest Ave. station, Northside East and West options include new highway-rail crossings at

Viera Road and Oakly Road. These crossings would travel over both the Union Pacific Mococo
Line tracks as well as eBart tracks. All new highway-rail crossings require Commission approval
according to Public Utilities Code section 1201. The CPUC will require a grade separated
highway-rail crossing at these locations due to the planned increase in the number of Union Pacific
freight trains, the number of commuter rail trains (eBART), the increase in residential units in the
area as specified in the DEIR, and the projected 27% growth in households in the vicinity. The
combination of a high number of trains and increased traffic at this crossing accessing the Hillcrest
station poses a significant safety risk and therefore, the CPUC opposes this option.

The CPUC supports the Hillcrest Ave. station options where the station is in the SR 4 median. The
options where the station is north of SR 4 places the station adjacent to the Union Pacific Mococo

Line, increasing the likelihood of trespassing accidents along those tracks.

All eBART facilities adjacent to the Union pacific line need to have cast iron fencing to prevent

@ lrespassing.

All grade separated highway-rail crossing clearances must conform to General Order 26-D. These
include all grade separations where the eBART line is in the median of SR 4. These grade

separations occur at Railroad Ave., Harbor St., Loveridge Rd., Century Blvd., Somersville Rd., L

¥ St G St., A St Cavallo Rd., and Hillcrest.
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4 Responses to Written Comments on the Draft EIR San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District

Ellen Smith

Fay Arca Rapid Tronsit [nstrct
SCH #2005072100

Movember 5, 2008

Page 2 of 2

& pep Section 99152 of State of Californis Public Utilities Code and FTA 49 CFR Part 659 Final
Fule requires the California Public Ulilities Commission (CPLUIC) to provide safiety oversight of rail
fixed puideway systems,

The design cnitena of the proposed project must comply with CPUC General Orders (GOs), such as
“Salety Rules wnd Regulutions Governing Light-Rail Trumsit”, (GO) 143-B, "Rules and Regulations
Coverning Stale Safety Chversight of Rail Fixed Guideway Systens”, GO 164-D, "Overbiead
Electric Line Construction”, G0 95, and “Regulation, Goveming the Construction, Reconstruetion,

43 Maintenanee and Operation of Automatic Train Control Svatems with Respect 1o Train Datection
{cont'd) and Separation. Houte Interlocking, Speed Enforcement and Bight of Wayv Hazard Protection on
Rapid Transit Svstems reguirements”, GO 127,

The CPUC peeds to be included in the ongoing coordination amd participation as the project moves
forward since we are a responsible agency according 1o CEQA section 15381, Re advised that the
centified FEIR may be wsed to support the CPUC General Order requirements as noeded.

It is recommended that the above General Order requirements be include in the mitigation
@ monitoring section of the FEIR for compliance by affected agencies,

Thank you for your consideration of these comments and we look forward to working with vou on
this project. For questions regarding this oversight., pleage contact Mr. Felix Ko at(413) T03-3722,
I you any other questions, please contact me al (415) 713-0092 or email ol ms2@icpue.cagoy,

Sincerely,

Moses Stites

Rail Comridor Safety Specialist
Consumer Protection and Safety Divizion
Rail Transit and Croszings Branch

3135 L Streel, Suite 1119

Soacramento, CA 95814
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4.1

4.2

4.3

California Public Utilities Commission, Moses Stites (letter dated
November 5, 2008)

The Northside West Station option would require the extension of Viera Avenue
from Slatten Ranch Road to access parking north of the Union Pacific Railroad
(UPRR). The Northside East Station option would not require the extension of
Viera Avenue or Oakley Road, as all the project parking is south of the tracks and
accessible from Slatten Ranch Road. However, the Northside East Station option
requires the extension of Slatten Ranch Road. Costs for construction of these road
extensions are not included in the Proposed Project cost estimates and would be
paid for by other agencies. In all cases, the road extensions would be grade
separated over (or under) the UPRR and the Proposed Project’s tracks, pursuant to
Public Utilities Code Section 1201. Therefore, BART does not consider these
station options to be more hazardous than the other options with the station in the
median of SR 4.

BART notes the California Public Utilities Commission’s (CPUC’s) preference for
the median station options and recognizes that the median station options would
have a lesser likelihood of trespassing accidents, but, if either the Northside West
or Northside East Station option were selected, BART would comply with all
relevant CPUC and other safety regulations and standards. The Proposed Project
would include standard security chain link fencing along the adjacent UPRR line
to prevent trespassing.

The Proposed Project would be designed consistent with all relevant CPUC
General Orders and requirements. Representatives of the BART System Safety
Department have met with the CPUC to discuss the General Orders that apply to
the project. BART recognizes that the Proposed Project’s system safety
certification requires final acceptance by the CPUC, and BART will be
cooperating with the CPUC as the project moves forward. As the CPUC
requirements are not mitigation measures for project impacts, it is not appropriate
to include them in the Mitigation Monitoring and Reporting Plan for the Proposed
Project.
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5. William R. Kirkpatrick, Manager of Water Distribution Planning, East Bay
Municipal Ultilities District (letter dated November 4, 2008)

11/04/08 12:08 FAX 510 287 0790 EBMUD WDPD @ooz

fB EAST BAY
MUNICIPAL UTILITY DISTRICT

v_.._.__...__..m_._,...No_vember.3,_..2008“ R T T T o T B o e T S F e SR T , R

Katie Balk

San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District
Planning Department '

300 Lakeside Drive, 16th Floor

Qakland, CA 94611

Re:  Draft Environmental Impact Report — Proposed Rail Extension (eBART)
Project, East Contra Costa County

Dear Ms. Balk:

East Bay Municipal Utility District (EBMUD) appreciates the opportunity to
comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR) for the Proposed Rail
Extension (¢eBART) Project located in East Contra Costa County. EBMUD

has the following comments.

MOKELUMNE AQUEDUCTS

B The proposed project will cross EBMUD’s Mokelumne Aqueducts (Aqueducts), located
within an EBMUD right-of-way (owned in fee) in the vicinity of the proposed transfer
facility, at the location where SR 4 crosses the Aqueducts, The Aqueducts are identified
as “surface water bodies” on page 3.8-4 of the Draft EIR and are also identified on
Figure 3.8-2. For clarification, EBMUD’s Aqueducts are large diameter pipelines that
M transfer water to EBMUD s service arca; they are hot a surface water body.

B The applicant must adhere to EBMUD’s requirements for use of the right-of-way and the
procedure for Requirements for Entry or use of EBMUD Property. A copy of these
requirenients and procedures is enclosed for your reference. The following are additional
comiments regarding EBMUD’s Aqueducts.

5-2 Design drawings for any project encroachment (roadway, utility, facility, etc) crossing the
right-of-way will need to be submitted for proper review, approval and permitting to
preclude damage to the pipelines from the operation of BART trains. In addition, the
project sponsor will need to acquire an easerent across EBMUD’s right-of-way where the
proposed track alignment will cross EBMUD’s Aqueducts. Also, to the extent that the
proposed BART track alignment will have high-voltage power within the alignment, the
project sponsor will need to propose cathodic protection methods to mitigate the possibility
v of damage to EBMUD’s Aqueducts due to high-voltage induced corrosion. Design
drawings for any projects planned adjacent to the Aqueduct right-of-way should also be

375 ELEVENTH STREET » QAKLAND « CA 48074240 + TOLL FREE 1-866-40 -EBMUD
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11/04/08 _12:08 FAX 510 287 0790 EBMUD WDPD @oo03

Katie Balk
November 3, 2008
Page 2

o e

“submitfed to EBMUD for teview of possible drainage, sife grading, fencing, Construetion ™ ===
access, and other conditions that affect the property. EBMUD requires a full set of
52 drawings (full size or 11x17) for review and approval. All submittals need to be sent to
(cont'd) Andrew Enos, Documents requiring courier use such as FedEx should be sent to
1804 W. Main Street, Stockton, CA 95203. Normal letter correspondence should be sent to
P.O. Box 228, Stockton, CA 95201. ’

If you have any questions concerning this response, please contact David J. Rehnstrom,
Senior Civil Engineer, Water Service Planning at (510) 287-1365.

Sincerely,

>

William R. Kirkpatrick
Manager of Water Distribution Planning

WRK:NJR:sb
sb08_280.doc

Enclosure
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11/04/08 12:08 FAX 510 287 0790 EBMUD WDPD @oo4

Procedure 718

EFFECTIVE 01 MAY 08

EBMUD
: P SUPERSEDES 27 JUN 0B
- RAWWATERAQUEDUCT RIGHT-OFWAY o
NON-AQUEDUCT USES :

'PURPOSE - To establish procedures and criteria for revisw and authorization of surface and sub-surface use of
District-owned property contalning raw water aqueducts for purposes other than installation, maintenance, and
operation of District raw water aqueducts.

Forms Used L-14 Limited Land Use Permit
K-47  Work Request Agreement
N-15  Certificate of Public Liability Insurance
N-17  Cerlificate of Workers' Compensation Insurance
Application for Use of EBMUD Properly or Request for Information
General Fund Recelpts for Miscellaneous Payments

Authorlty and Use, development, and contro! of fee-owned rights-of-way for District and non-District
- Responsiblity uses must be consistent with water supply security and the rights and obligations of
the District. District and non-Dlstrict uses of District-owned aqueduct rights-of-way
may be permitted when they conform to Policy 7.01, Aqueduct Rights-of-Way
Maintenance.

« Mo use of District aqueduct properties by others will be parmitted as a condition
to meet clty/county zoning requirements or to obtain any land use permit,
approval, or éntittement affecting properties not owned by the District.

« No use of District properties by others will be permitted except under terms of a
written agreement.

« Use of raw water aqueduct rights-of-way for District purposes shall have the
concurrence of the Agueduct Section Superintendent.

«  Use of aqueduct rights-of-way for Disirict treated water lines shall include all
applicable aqueduct protections required for similar third-party utility water iine
crossings.

For the Mokalumne, Lafayette, and Moraga raw water aqueducts, acceptable long-
term uses of the rights-of-way Include but are not limited to: utllity crossings, road
crossings, limited agriculture, equestrian and pedestrian trails, parks, oil and gas
leases, and District-owned ground water wells. Acceptable, long-term uses of rights-
of-way and easemenis for future raw water agueducts will be evaluated upon facllity

. completion. Such uses will be authorized by létter, limited land use permils,
revocable licenses, leases or easements, as appropriate. All approved uses will
conform to the requirements and limitations described in Requirements for Entry or
Use (Supplement No.1 to Procadure 718} and all other conditions as specified In the
written approval, permit or easement for each individual use.

The Water Supply Division ls responsible for monitoring permitted uses and detecting
and preventing unauthorized uses of raw water aqueduct rights-of- way. The Office
of General Counsel and the Manager of Real Estate Services will be consulted
whenever &n unauthorized user will not voluntarily desist.

The Water Supply Divislon Is responsible for coordinating the development of
recommendations with respect to the terms and conditions to be stipulated when a
District or non-District use of a raw water aqueduct right-of-way Is to be permitted,
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11/04/08 12:08 FAX

Raw Water Aqueduct Right-of-Way Non-Aqueduct Uses NUMBER:

510 287 0790 EBMUD WDFD

718
PAGE NO.: 2
EFFECTIVE DATE: 01 MAY 08

Inquiries and
Applications for Use

structural, grading, drainage, corrosion protection or other engineering measures are
required and to obtain estimates of engineering, design and inspection costs.

Ths-Manager—of-Dasign-Dluisiun-D(-tha-Managar—Df-tha-PIpa!lna-Inl’raslructura-niulslon———
““shall'be'consultad when needed to supply location‘analysis or to'daterming whaf — =~

Far the Mokelumne, Lafayette, and Moraga raw water aqueducts, applications and

Inquiries for use of raw water aqueduct rights-of-way shall be processed by the \Water

Supply Divislon. Applications for non-District uses will not be processed unless

accompanied by the appropriate application fees outlined in Supplement No. 2 to

Em(t):er?:re 718, Fees and Documentation Charges, Use of Agueduct Rights-of-Way
y Others.

The Water Supply Division Is responsible for:

* Providing requirements for use of the District's raw water aqueduct rights-of-way
to epplicants and to ofher District departments requesting use of the right-of-way.
See Supplement No. 1, Requiremerits for Entry or Use of Mokelumne, Lafayette
and Moraga Aqueduct Rights-of-Way.

* Checking for completeness to ensure compllance with the requirements for entry
or use of raw water aqueduct rights-of-way contained in Requirements for Entry
or Use plus any other conditlons applicable to the proposed use.

+ Collecting engineering, plan review and constructlon inspection costs and
documentation of insurance coverage, if necessary.

* Monitoring existing encroachments and inspection of the construction of new
approved encroachments.

» Providing information to the Survey Section, Pipeline Infrastructure Division, and
Engineering Services Division for update of District raw water aqueduct right-of-
way drawings.

» Collecting application fees and charges assoclaled with the prepamtlon and
execulion of revocable licenses.

+ * Assuring preper environmental documentation.

Real Estate Services (s responsible for:

*  Advising Manager of Water Supply Division of any real estate mauers which
relats to a specific proposed use.

* Collscling of application fees and charges, preparing and executlng limited land
use pemmils, lsases, easements, and all other property-related agreements
(except for revocable licenses and temporary entry permits) and recommending
fees and charges appropriate to the property use allowed, and for securing
payment, See Supplement No. 2, Fees and Docurnentation Charges, Use of
Aqueduct Rights-of-Way by Others,

* Maintaining records relating to rights-of-way crossings and uss, and providing
information to Survey Section and Engineering Services Division for the update of
District raw water agueduct right-of-way drawings.
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Raw Water Aqueduct Right-of-Way Non-Aqueduct Uses NUMBER; 718

PAGE NO.: 3
EFFECTIVE DATE: 01 MAY 08

Processing
Applications

——Types of Permit————The Manager-of Water-Supply Division-shall-keep-available-the forms-listing the
“rrme e Llcense'or Easement general tequirements set forth in Requirements for Eniry or Use for each ofthe =
following: '

For temporary access to raw water aqueduct right-of-way such as for surveying,
pothaling, construction, for temporary access via the District's right-of-way to property
adjacent to the right-of-way, and other similar shori-term situations.

Revocable L] Revocable Landscape License

For pipaﬁnaﬁ,.sewars. storm drains, overhead and underground cables, public trails,
|landscaping and other crossings or Jateral encroachments.

Limited Land Use Permit

Provides for agricullural or ether surface use of the right-of-way for a period not to
exceed one year. These permils are renewable annually if Inspection reveals
satisfactory conformance to conditions of permit.

Easement

For streets, highways, large pipelines, canals and rallroads, and other permanent
publicly ewned encroachments. Easements are officlally recorded with the county
having jurisdiction. The fes or consideration will be significant and based on the
value of the property being encumbered.

The Manager of Water Supply Divislon shall request review of any proposed
revisions to application forms and lists of requirements from the Engineering and
Construction Department, Real Estate Services Division and Office of General
Counssl, and the District's Pipe Committee.

. The Manager of Water Supply Division shall then spacify any and all requirements,

Temporary Entry Permits

The Manager of Water Supply Division may Issue temporary entry permits including
standard and temporary conditions relating to the use. The Manager of Real Estate
Services and the Office of General Counsel will be consulied regarding unusual

circumstances,
Revocable Licenses

The Water Supply Division, If warranted, shall conduct a fleld Investigation to
determine requirements for agueduct protection and In consultation with the Dasign
Division or the Plpeline Infrastructure Divislon, will set forth the engineering and
operating requirements.

including speclal conditions to the applicant, discuss the terms and conditions of the
license agreement as well as any processing, design and inspection costs and
license fee. The Manager of Water Supply Division may then enter Into a standard
license agresment with relevant special conditions on behalf of the District. The
Manager of Real Estate Services and the Office of General Counsel shall be
consulted regarding any unusual circumstances.
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Raw Water Aqueduct Right-of-Way Non-Aqueduct Uses NUMBER: 718

PAGE NO.: 4
EFFECTIVE DATE: __01 MAY-08

i

~provided to'the Munegar of Raul Estate Services:

" of Real Estate Services, wilh the recording data.

Coples.of-all-revocable licenses lssued by.-the Water- Supply DMs!on shall be

Limi rmits

The Manager of Water Supply Division shall convey the District requirements to tha
applicant and investigate to determine any speclal conditions.

Real Estate Services shall prepare the Limited Land Use Permit (Form L-14) in
duplicate, including special conditions ar stipulations, accompanied by a District-
prepared location sketch that will refer to agueduct stationing and other appropriate
Iocation identifiers, including adjacent aqueduct structures.

After payment of the stipulated consideration determined by Real Estate Services,
the Manager of Water Supply Division shall review and execute the permit. These
copies are then returned to the Manager of Real Estale Services, together with any
stipulated consideration.

Forty-five days before expiration of a Limited Land Use Permit, the Manager of Real
Estate Services shall notify the Manager of Water Supply Division, who shall
investigate the permittee’s operations, If renewal of the permit Is recommended, the
permit will be renewed by letter from the Manager of Real Estate Services.

Leases and Easements

The Manager of Water Supply Division shall conduct a fleld investigation to determine
requirements for aqueduct protection and, in consultation with the Design Division or
Pipeline Infrastructure Division, if necessary, will set forth the engineering and
operating requirements.

If structural or corroslon protective facllities are required, the Manager of Water
Supply Division shall request the Manager of Deslign Division to proceed with the
required design or plan reviews. (During design, the designer will communicate with
the applicant's englneer.) Upon complstion of design, the plans will be delivered to
the applicant via the Manager of Water Supply thlatun who will"'arrange for
Inspection as required.

The Manager of Real Estate Services shall discuss with the applicant the terms of the
agreement and the amount of the consideration, including any processing, design,
and inspection costs. Real Estate Services shall obtain an appraisal and engineering
estimates, if necessary,

Upon agreement with the applicant, the Manager of Real Estate Services, shall draft,
for review and-approval by the Water Supply Division and Office of General Counsel,
an agreement granting the applicant the property interest under the tarms and for the
consideration as approved, Real Estate Services shall assure that evidence of
insurance is provided, If required. The lease or easement shall be submitted to the
District’s Board of Directors for approval, if required by Procadure 108. Two copies of
the lease or easement shall be sent to the applicant with instructions to slgn and
return the copies, together with the conslderation, to the Manager of Real Estate
Services, Easements shall be recorded and the applicant shall prm.ride the Manager

Approvals District uses of the raw walter aqueduct right-of-way shall be confirmed in writing
listing any special conditions which may apply to the proposed use to the requesting
District departments by the Manager of Water Supply Division.
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Raw Water Aqueduct Right-of-Way Non-Agqueduct Uses NUMBER: 718

PAGE NO.: 5

Appeals

Records

Requirements and
Fees

References

EFFECTIVE DATE: 01 MAY 08

_Terminations ______ifthe Water Supply Division terminates any.permit.orlicense, the Manager-of Real |
e GetateServices-and the Design-Division:shall be sonotified by memor== =

The final determination of the terms and conditions appropriate for District uses of
aqueduct propertles rests with the Director of Operations and Maintenance.

The final determination of the terms and condtions appropriate for a specific third
party applicant rests with the General Manager and the Board of Directors. Appeals

- by third parties directed to the Board of Directors shall be forwarded to the General
Manager for resolution. :

The Manager of Real Estate Services shall maintaln a file containing copies of all
documents relating to right-of-way crossings or uses and is responsible for the
assignment of right-of-way crossing numbers to approved documents.

The Survey Section and Engineering Services Division of the Engineering and
Construction Department shall maintain working sets of right-of-way.prints for sach
District raw water aqueduct right-of-way. These prints shall be updated following:

1. Grant of Revocable License or Easement. Notice to be supplied by the Manager
of Real Estate Services.

2. Completon of crossing construction covered by license or easement. Notice,
including “as built" location data, to be supplled by the applicant to the Water
Supply Division for transmittal to the Engineering and Construction Department,
This notlce will be routed through the Engineering and Construction Depariment.,
as necassary, then to the Manager of Real Estate Services. After right-of-way
fracings are revised, new prints will be released to those having sets.

3. Termination of any rew water aqueduct right-of-way use. Notice to be supplied
by the Manager of Real Estate Services.

Revised prints shall be released following all right-of-way drawing revisions.

Requirements for use of raw water aqueduct right-of-way and fess for the processing
of applications and documents related to such uses are included in the documents
"Requirements for Entry or Use and Fees and Documentation Charges, Use of
Aqueduct Rights-of-Way by Others, respectively (see Supplement No, 2, attached).
The Manager of Water Supply Divislon is responsible for periodic review and
updating of Requirements for Entry or Use. The Manager of Real Estate Services Is
responsible for review and updating of Fees and Documentation Charges, Use of
Agqueduct Rights-of-Way by Others.

Procedure 108 - Real Estate Transactions
Procedure 436 — Cash Recelpts

Requirements for Entry or Use of Mokelumne, Lafayette & Moraga Aqueducls Rights-

of-Way (altached)

Fees and Documentation Charges Use of Aqueduct Rights-Of- \Way by Others
(attached)

Schedule of Rates and Charges to Customers of the East Bay Municipal Utility

Disfrict — Real Property Use Application Fees — Resolution 33048-97
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EBMUD

REQUIREMENTS FOR ENTRY OR USE OF
MOKELUMNE, LAFAYETTE & MORAGA
AQUEDUCT RIGHTS-OF-WAY

SUPPLEMENT NO. 1 TO PROCEDURE 718

East Bay Municipal Utility District
P. O. Box 228, Stockton, CA 95201
(209) 946-8000
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10.

1.
12.

12:09 FAX 510 287 0790 EBMUD WDPD

Supplement No. 1 to Procedure 718 Page 1

Requests for encroachment rights or for other uses of the District's aqueduct properties .
shall be directed to the Manager of Water Supply Division, P.O. Box 228, Stockton,

@oio

... Califomia. 95201, Proparty.uses.shall.only. be.permitied subject 10.appropriate written

permit; license, easement; or lease-agresment:

Requests for property uses shall be in writing and accompanied by a completed application,
plan and profile drawings, in triplicate, of the area and work involved. District aqueduct
stationing and adjacent above ground structures must be shown, Applicant's horizontal and
vertical control must be correlated to the District's.

The applicant must agree to indemnify and hold harmlass the District from any loss, claim,
or liability which may arise by reason of applicant’s use of District property and may be
required to provide insurance coverage.

District land and facilities shall be restored to a condition as good as that which existed
before applicant's entry on the right-of-way.

Applicant's use of property shall not increase District costs or interfora with District access,
operations, maintenance, or repair of its facilities, &

The applicant must pay the District the appraised value of the easement or lease, if
appropriate, for the rights granted to the applicant. Appropriate environmental
documentation must be completed In accordance with the California Environmental Quality
Act before the rights can be granted.

For any District-approved encroachment, the applicant must pay the District for any of the
following measures, as neaded:

Design of fences or other structures

Structural protective measures

Corrosion control protective measures

District engineering, plan review, and inspection of activilies .
Environmental documentation

Application, permit or license fees,

~oooTw

The plan for the execution of the work must be approved by the District,

The type and weight of equipment working over the aqueduct must be approved by the
District, The use of vibratory compaction equipment is prohibited on the aqueduct right-of-
way.

A minimum of 48 hours notice must be given to the District before work commences. To
contact the District by telephone, call: The Aqueduct Section Stockton Office at

(209) 946-8000.

A preconstruction meeting is required prior to start of work.

No building or portions of buildings shall be constructed on the property. No other types of
structures shall be constructed unless specific approval is given by the District.
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Supplement No. 1 to Procedure 718 : Page 2
13. No longitudinal encroachments such as drainage ditches; gas, phone, or electrical lines;

pipelines, or roads will be permifted. All property line fences must be located completely

@o11

14
15.

186,

17.
18.

19.

20.

21,

22,

23.

24.

No-pile driving will-be-allowed within 50 feet of the aqueducts.-

Railroad, freeway and highway crossings of the aqueduct right-of-way shall be on
permanent bridges with a minimum vertical clearance of 14 feet 6 inches between the
finished ground surface and the underside of the bridge. Crossings on grade will be over
structurally-encased aqueducts with a sleeve for a fourth agueduct.

Street and road crossings constructed on grade shall incorporate protection of the
aqueducts. Based on the load carrying capability of the aqueduct, protective measures will
be designhed by the District or by applicant's licensed engineer to District standards with
specific District approval of each design.

Traffic control fences or approved barriers shall be installed along each side of the street,
road or trail before opening to the public.

Temporary construction fences and barricades shall be installed by contractor as directed
by the District. -

Any changes in finished grade must be approved by the Aqueduct Section. Earthfills or
cuts on adjacent property shall not encroach onto District property except where authorized
for vehicular crossings on grade and except where the District determines that there will be
no detrimental effect on the aqueducts or their maintenance.

Pipeline crossings shall be perpendicular to the aqueducts and on a constant grade across
District property. Sanitary sewers, water lines or petroleum product lines crossing above
the agueducts must be encased in a steel or polyvinyl chloride (FVC) conduit or reinforced
concrete with a minimum vertical clearance of one foot between the pipeline and the top of
District aqueducts.

All pipelines crossing below the aqueducts must be encased in a steel or reinforced
concrete conduit and provide a minimum of two feet of clearance between the casing and
the bottom of the District aqueducts.

On pressurized pipe crossings, shutoff valves shall be provided outside and adjacent to
both sides of District property. .

At the point of 'crosslng. steel pipeline cfosslngfs and steel casings shall incorporate
electrolysis test Ieads, bond leads, and leads necessary for interference testing. Corrosion
control devices, when required, must be approved by the District.

Cathodic protection for steel encasements must be installed as follows;

* Provide a dielectric coating to the exterior surface of the steel casing within the
District's right-of-way, 16 mil epoxy or-equivalent.

» Provide galvanic protection to the portion of the steel casing within the District's right-
of-way in accordance with the National Association of Corrosion Engineers RP-01-89.

~outside the agueduct property.lines. ... S M
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« |fthe carrier plpe is constructed of ductile iron or steel, provide electrical isolation
between the carrier and caslng uslng caslng insulators; redwood skids are not
_— e o peTMItted. B soaear e e i T R T S T T T T T S
« Provide test results to the District demonstrating the adequacy of the cathodic
protection system, and the adequacy of the electrical isolation of the carrier (if metallic)
from the casing. The District reserves the right to witness any such tests.
25. Gravily drainage of District property shall be maintained. Open channels constructed

26.

27.

28.

29,

30.

31.

32,

33.

across the right-of-way shall be paved with reinforced concrete. Headwalls, inlets, and
other appurtenances shall be located outside District property. Drainage facilities shall be
provided outside the District's property at the top and/or toe of fill slopes or cuts constructed
adjacent to District property to assure adequate drainage.

Overhead electrical power conductors across the property shall be a minimum of 30 feet
above ground. Communication and cable TV crossings shall be a minimum of 20 feet
above the ground. Supporting poles or towers ahall be located outside the agueduct right-
of-way.

Buried electrical cables passing over the aqueducts shall be installed in PVC conduit and
encased in red concrete across the entire width of the right-of-way. In some cases, PVC-
coated steel conduit with a red concrete cap may be substituted. All other buried cables
shall be installed in conduit and marked In the appropriate Underground Service Alert
(USA) colored marking materials across the entire width of the aqueduct right-of-way. The
minimum vertical clearance baiween the conduit and the top of the District's aqueducts is
one foot.

Electrical or telecommunications cables passing under the aqueducts shall be encased in
conduit and marked at both edges of the aqueduct right-of-way with the appropriate USA
color coded markers. The minimum vertical clearance between the conduit and the bottom
of the District's aqueducts Is fwo feet. For directional bored conduits the minimum veriical
clearance is five feet.

Vehicular parking and storage of equipment or material on agueduct property are
specifically prohibited.

Extraction of oil and gas from aqueduct properties may be permitted under appropriate
lease agreements.

All District survey monuments and markers shall be undisturbed. If any District survey
markers or monuments must be disturbed, they will be replaced or relocated by the District
at applicant's expense prior to the start of any ground disturbing work.

All aqueduct crossings involving mechanical excavation on the right-of-way require
potholing of all three aqueducts at the site of the proposed crossing. Visible reference
markings showing the aqueduct alignments and depths to top of pipe shall be maintained
for the duration of any mechanical excavation on District property. Entry permits are
required for pothole work,

Al grading or excavating of the right-of-way requires Underground Service Alert (USA)
notification and the maintenance of a current inquiry identification number.
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Supplement No. 1 to Procedure 718 ’ Page 4

34, Certifled six-sack mix is the minimum acceptable concrete batch to be used on the
____ aqueduct right-of-way._Concrete compression strength shall be 3,000 per square inch (PSl)
o better-at 28-days:=|f-samples-do-not-reach:3;000:-RS1-at-28-days;-entire.section.of 818D, OF oo
encasement related 1o that sample must be removed and replaced at applicant’s expense:

35. Each iruckload of concrete to be placed on the aqueduct right-of-way may be sampled by
the District. No water may be added to the mix after sampling.

36. Maximum allowable slump is three inches. All conerete exceeding three inches will be
rejected and cannot be used on the agueduct right-of-way.

37. No traffic will be allowed over protective slabs until 3000 PSI is reached.

38. All work areas shall be Inspected by the District for final approval. As-built drawing
submittals are required for District approval.
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FEES AND DOCUMENTATION CHARGES
USE OF AQUEDUCT RIGHTS-OF-WAY BY OTHERS

SUPPLEMENT NO, 2 TO PROCEDURE 718

TYPE OF DOGUMENT APPLICATION FEE
Fea Title (Outright purchase of District property) $2,000
Easement (Rights for permanent use of District properly such $1,000

as access, utilities, etc.) _

Quitclaim (Removal of District's right, title, and interest to $1,000
property)

Revocable License (Permission to use District property for $500

periods exceeding one year. Subject to revocation)

Revocable License and Application Fees:

Applicant Application Property Rights  Total

Govaernmant Agencles May be Walved $1,000 $1,000

Public Uiities May ba Walved $1,000 $1,000

Privately Owned Public Utilities (AT&T, £500 $1,000 $1,500

PG&E, ete.)

Davelopers & other profit-seeking activities $500 $1,000 $1,500

Private, nonprofit organizations 5500 $1,000 - $1,600
Lease (The right to occupy and use District land for a $600
specified time period) ’
Telecommunication Lease (The right to occupy and use $2,000
District land for a specified time period)
Information Only (Request for information requiring $60/hr
research of District records)
Processing and Review of Watershed Land Use . $60/hr
Proposals (Request for District to perform a formal (Plus all other District costs)
evaluation of watershed land use proposal) :
Property Entry Permits, Rights of Entry, Temporary $100
Construction Permits (Permission for temporary access
onto District property)
Limited Land Use Permit (Allows landscaping, $25

gardening, or other minor surface use of District
property; subject to annual renewal)

1.  In addition to the above charges, applicants will be required to reimburse the District for its costs of
engineering, surveying, and inspection of the proposed use of encroachment.

2. Fair market value for property rights conveyed shall also be paid by the applicant where appropriate '
including all costs (appraisal, recordation, title report, stc.).
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5.1

5.2

East Bay Municipal Utility District, William Kirkpatrick (letter dated
November 4, 2008)

The commentor notes that EBMUD’s Aqueducts are large diameter pipelines that
transfer water to EBMUD’s service area and are not considered surface water
bodies, as stated in the Draft EIR. Accordingly, the first paragraph on page 3.8-4
of the Draft EIR is revised as follows:

Other Major Surface-Waterways. In addition to these watersheds and
multiple unnamed drainages, the project corridor also crosses the following
surface water bodies or water facilities, as shown in Figure 3.8-2:

e Contra Costa Canal (partially surface waterway and partially buried
water conveyance facility)

e Los Medanos Wasteway (surface waterway functioning as a
floodway)

e Mokelumne Aqueduct (underground water pipelines)

o Main Canal

Figure 3.8-2 is intended to identify locations along the eBART corridor, where the
Proposed Project’s alignment would encroach into a flood hazard area. The blue
lines in the figure represent waterways and/or water facilities. Features in Figure
3.8-2 have been relabeled to describe the type of waterway and/or water facility.
See revised Figure 3.8-2 in Response 1.67 and in Section 6, Revisions to the Draft
EIR, of this document.

The Proposed Project would cross EBMUD’s Mokelumne Aqueduct
approximately 600 feet east of the DMU transfer platform, a location where the
extended BART tailtracks are planned. To the extent necessary, BART would
secure the necessary property rights to implement the project over the aqueduct
pipelines. As requested by the commentor, BART will provide detailed design
drawings when the Proposed Project advances to the next stage of design. Table
1-3 on page 1-30 of the Draft EIR is revised as follows acknowledge EBMUD’s
role in the review of the project:
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Table 1-3
Agencies with Permit and/or Approval Authority Over Proposed Project

Permit or Approval

Jurisdiction, Actions Documentation or Prior
Agency Statutory Authority Covered Approvals Required
Local
East Bay Municipal Property Owner Right of entry Proposed Project plans

Utility District

Source: PBS&J, 2008.

In addition, the following row is added to Table 3.14-1 on page 3.14-21 of the

Draft EIR:
Location From To Description Direction = Comments Type Relocate
SR 4 40+00 45+00 Pipeline TR Mokelumne  Underground  No

Aqueduct

The extension of BART tailtracks over the aqueduct would require the extension
of BART’s third-rail traction power system. BART will coordinate with EBMUD
regarding appropriate design criteria in the vicinity of the aqueduct.
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6. John Cunningham, TRANSPLAN Staff, TRANSPLAN (letter dated November 4,
2008)

TRANSPLAN COMMITTEE

EAST COUNTY TRANSPORTATION PLANNING

Antioch « Brentwood = Oakley = Fittsburg « Contra Costa County
651 Pine Street — North Wing 4™ Floor, Martinez, CA 94553-0095

Movember 4, 2008

Katie Balk

BART Planning Departrment
300 Lakeside Drive - 16th Floor
Oakland, CA 94611

Dear Ms. Balk:

The following are TRANSPLAN conmuments on the eBART Draft Envircnmental Report (DEIR).

The East Cotnty Action Plan' is the primary guiding transportation planning document used to ensure
that motality goals are fulfilled as growth occurs in the TRANSPLAN region. The document 15 used by
| local jurisdictions to gange the impact of projects on existing infrastructure. No mention is mads in the
DEIR. of the consistency of the proposed project with this adopted policy document.
The DEIR shodd provide an analysis of the project as it relates to both Actions and Traffic Service
g2 | Objectives {TS0) in the Action Plan. The DEIR should document both where the project helps to fulfill
the goals in the Flan in addition to documenting that the project does not compromise the abality of the
region to meet the TSOs or to implement Actions

In addition there is no mention of the consistency of the traffic impact analysis with CCTA"s Teclirical
B3| Procedures Mol (Update 2006), This is another adopted gwding document used in the region to
ensure traffic impact studies are conducted in a complete and consistent manner.

The impact on existing and planned non-motorized facilites should be expanded to include not only the
64 | impact to existing facilities in the arca but the inerease in demand for non-motorized trps that will result from
the proposed project. The DEIR should identify any gaps between the planned stations and existing facilities.

g5] In addition, the Contra Costa Transportation Authonty 1s working on an update 1o their Countywide
Bicyele and Pedestnan Plan, the two efforts should inform each other.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment.

Sincerely,

John Cunmingham
TRANSPLAN stafl
Q. TRANSPLAN Tn'lmiul Advisory an_rniﬂm.-

" The most up to date version of this document is the Final 2000 §ipokate:
hittp 2w trans plan.us/docs Exst A ciPlan pdfl The DRAFT August 2008 version is out for review:
ittp 2 iweww. ceta net files EAST-COUNT Y- ACTION-PLAN 2 pdl’

Phone: 525 335 1243 Fmo: 525 5351300 jeunni@ed.cccounty.us  www iransplan us
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6.1

6.2

TRANSPLAN Committee, John Cunningham (letter dated November
4, 2008)

To include a specific reference to the East County Action Plan, the first paragraph
on page 3.2-37 of the Draft EIR is revised as follows:

Contra Costa Transportation Authority (CCTA). All Contra Costa
jurisdictions, including the cities of Pittsburg and Antioch, participate
in the Measure C-1988 Growth Management Program. Measure C
requires, among other things, that each jurisdiction adopt level of
service standards for Basic Routes based on the General Plan land use
designations adjoining the routes and adhere to Traffic Service
Objectives for Routes of Regional Significance. The Routes of

Regional Significance and the Traffic Service Objectives are identified
in the East County Action Plan, published by the CCTA in 2000.
Measure C specifies that the standards listed in Table 3.2-12 be applied
to all signalized intersections on Non-regional Routes.

The year 2000 update of the East County Action Plan sets forth the
proposed objectives of the plan. The Proposed Project would be

directly supportive of several of the identified actions: Action 1 -

Implement Regional Transportation Improvements, Action 7 - Explore
Commuter Rail Transit Options, Action 8- Park-and-Ride Lots, and
Action 11- Provide Intermodal Transit Centers. In addition, the
Proposed Project would not conflict with any of the actions contained

the East County Action Plan.

As noted in Response 6.1 above, the Proposed Project is supportive of many of
the actions identified in the East County Action Plan and would not conflict with
actions in the plan.

Page 3.2-37 of the Draft EIR identifies SR 4 as the only Route of Regional
Significance in the Study Area (page 3.2-37). However, the East County Action
Plan identifies additional routes as having regional significance. To recognize
these additional routes, the second paragraph on page 3.2-37 of the Draft EIR is
revised as follows:

The enly-following are the Routes of Regional Significance in the study
area, which is-are evaluated according to different criteria than Basic
Routes—is-SR4.

SR 4

SR 160
Deer Valley Road

East 18th Street
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Hillcrest Avenue

Leland Road

Railroad Avenue

SR 4 Bypass

The Traffic Services Objectives that apply to these routes are shown in

Table 3.2 -12A below:

Table 3.2-12A
Summary of Traffic Service Objectives for Regional Routes of Significance

Regional Route Traffic Service Objectives
State Route 4 (freeway) 1. Vehicle Occupancy of 1.2 persons per vehicle or
higher during the morning peak hour
2. Delay Index of less than 2.5
3. Transit Ridership increase of 25% by year 2010

State Route 4 (State Route 160 to Balfour 1.

compared to year 2000

Level of Service D or better at signalized

intersections

Level of Service E or better at unsignalized

intersections

Delay index less than 2.5

Mid-Level of Service D or better at intersections

Road)
2.
3.
Deer Valley Road 1.
East 18" Street
Hillcrest Avenue
Leland Road 5

(volume to-capacity ratio of 0.85 or less), except
intersections on East 18th Street Bailey Road from
West Leland Avenue to Canal, where objective is
Level of Service E

Delay Index less than 2.0

Railroad Avenue

State Route 4 Bypass

Source: Contra Costa Transportation Authority, East County Action Plan, 2000.

The following text is added as the third paragraph on page 3.2-20 of the Draft EIR
immediately before the section entitled “Public Transit Services:”

Traffic Service Objectives. The ability of the current freeway and

roadway network to meet the Traffic Service Objectives for the

Regional Routes of Significance set forth in the East County Action

Plan of 2000 was evaluated. Twenty-one of the 31 study intersections

are on routes of regional significance. Of these intersections, the

following 12 intersections currently fail to satisfy the Traffic Service

Objectives:
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#4 Railroad Avenue/Center Drive

#5 Railroad Avenue/SR 4 Westbound On-Ramp
#6 Railroad Avenue/SR 4 Eastbound Ramps

#8 Railroad Avenue/Leland Road

#9 Leland Road/Harbor Street

#10 Leland Road/Freed Avenue

#16 Hillcrest Avenue/East 18th Street

#20 SR 4 Eastbound Ramps/Hillcrest Avenue
#22 Davison Drive/Hillcrest Avenue — Deer Valley Road
#23 East 18th Street/Viera Avenue

#29 Main Street/SR 160 Northbound Ramps

#30 Main Street/Neroly Road — Bridgehead Road

In addition, the freeway portion of SR 4 does not meet the vehicle

occupancy or delay index standards.

The following text is added after the second paragraph on page 3.2-60 of the Draft

EIR:

Under the Year 2015 conditions, eight of the 31 study intersections

would not satisfy the Traffic Service Objectives in the East County

Action Plan for both the Proposed Project and No Project conditions.

One additional intersection, Railroad Avenue/SR 4 Eastbound On-

Ramps, would not satisfy the objectives for the No Project condition

but would satisfy them for the Proposed Project condition. The

intersections that would not meet the Traffic Service Objectives are:

#6 Railroad Avenue/SR 4 Eastbound Ramps

#8 Railroad Avenue/Leland Road

#9 Leland Road/Harbor Street

#10 Leland Road/Freed Avenue

#16 Hillcrest Avenue/East 18th Street

#19 SR 4 Westbound Ramps/Hillcrest Avenue

#20 SR 4 Eastbound Ramps/Hillcrest Avenue

#22 Davison Drive/Hillcrest Avenue — Deer Valley Road
#30 Main Street/Neroly Road - Bridgehead Road

The Proposed Project would worsen conditions at one of these

intersections, SR 4 Westbound Ramps/Hillcrest Avenue, as has been

already discussed.

The following text is added after the first paragraph on page 3.2-71 of the Draft

EIR:

Under the Year 2030 conditions, ten of the 31 study intersections

would not satisfy the Traffic Service Objectives in the East County

Action Plan for both the Proposed Project and No Project conditions.
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One additional intersection, Railroad Avenue/SR 4 Eastbound Ramps,
would not satisfy the objectives for the No Project condition but would

satisfy them for the Proposed Project condition. The intersections that

would not meet the Traffic Service Objectives are:

#5 Railroad Avenue/SR 4 Westbound On-Ramp
#6 Railroad Avenue/SR 4 Eastbound Ramps

#8 Railroad Avenue/Leland Road

#9 Leland Road/Harbor Street

#10 Leland Road/Freed Avenue

#16 Hillcrest Avenue/East 18th Street

#18 Sunset Drive/Hillcrest Avenue

#20 SR 4 Eastbound Ramps/Hillcrest Avenue
#21 Larkspur Drive/Hillcrest Avenue

#22 Davison Drive/Hillcrest Avenue — Deer Valley Road
#30 Main Street/Neroly Road - Bridgehead Road

The Proposed Project would worsen conditions at two of these
intersections, SR 4 Eastbound Ramps/Hillcrest Avenue and Sunset
Drive/Hillcrest Avenue, as has been already discussed.

The following text is added to the end of the third paragraph on page 3.2-72 of the
Draft EIR:

As such, the Proposed Project would support the Traffic Service
Objectives for SR 4 in the East County Action Plan. The reduced
traffic due to the project would improve the delay index and would

increase transit ridership.

The following text is added to the end of the first paragraph on page 3.2-85 of the
Draft EIR:

The improvement in LOS would occur because trips on SR 4 would be
diverted to the new transit service offered by the Proposed Project. As
such, the Proposed Project would support the Traffic Service
Objectives for SR 4 in the East County Action Plan. The reduced
traffic due to the project would improve the delay index and would

increase transit ridership.

6.3 Please note the second paragraph on page 3.2-1 of the Draft EIR: “The traffic
analysis was prepared in accordance with the Technical Procedure Update - Final
(July 19, 2006) manual published by the Contra Costa Transportation Authority
(CCTA).”
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6.4

In response to this comment, the discussion and evaluation of pedestrian and
bicycle impacts under Impact TR-8 on pages 3.2-96 and 3.2-97 of the Draft EIR
(starting with the second paragraph) is revised as follows:

Railroad Avenue Station Area. The Proposed Project is expected to
generate a significant number of walking and biking trips to and from

the stations (see Table 3.2-15). These modes of access to the station
are especially notable at the proposed Railroad Avenue Station, which
is expected to have 30 percent of the Proposed Project passengers
arriving and departing by non-motorized modes. In the year 2030, this
represents 266 pedestrian round trips and 19 bicycle round trips

arriving at the station each weekday. In addition, the passengers

arriving by auto would be walking to the station from where they

parked or were dropped off. Both sides of Railroad Avenue have

access to the DMU platform with stairs and elevator (see Figure 2-7).

However, tFhe design of the Railroad Avenue Station recognizes that
the sidewalk along the west east—side of the Railroad Avenue
overcrossing of SR 4 is only 5 feet in width. The proposed station
design provides additional sidewalk width in the vicinity of the station
entrances. Though the station design includes safety railings that

would occupy 6 to 8 inches along each sidewalk curb, the design-and

avoids construction of other physical elements that would reduce the
effective width of the existing sidewalk. Also, the layout of the station

platform makes it more convenient to access the station from the east

side of Railroad Avenue where the sidewalk is 10 feet wide.

As identified earlier, there are a number of street segments in the
vicinity of the Railroad Avenue Station that lack sidewalks either on
one or both sides. The Railroad Avenue Specific Plan prepared by the
City of Pittsburg calls for a comprehensive program of sidewalk

improvements which would result in construction of sidewalks for all

the identified sidewalk gaps and upgrading the existing sidewalks in the

area to a 10-foot width (with the exception of the sidewalk on the west
side of the Railroad Avenue bridge over SR 4). If widening this
sidewalk, which is now 5 feet in width, required a physical widening of
the bridge, it could be prohibitively expensive. Other design solutions,
such as narrowing the traffic lanes to expand the sidewalk, may be

feasible. BART is committed to cooperating with the City of Pittsburg

and others in their efforts to enhance safety and security on the

Railroad Avenue overpass sidewalks. There are currently sidewalks in

the station area on both sides of the primary streets that provide access

to the station. One notable exception is Bliss Avenue which lacks

sidewalks on either side between Railroad Avenue and Harbor Street.
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As the park-and-ride parking facility for the station is located on this

street segment, it would be critical that the north side sidewalks on this

street are completed by the time the Railroad Avenue Station opens.

The Specific Plan also calls for improvement to bicycle facilities on

Railroad Avenue which in coordination with the existing bicycle lanes
on Harbor Street would link the Railroad Avenue Station with the
major existing and planned east-west bicycle facilities located both
north and south of the station.

Hillcrest Avenue Station Area. The primary access route for

pedestrians and bicyclists to the Hillcrest Avenue Station would be

Hillcrest Avenue. The linkage to the station from Hillcrest Avenue

would be via improvements to existing Sunset Drive by BART.

Hillcrest Avenue lacks a sidewalk along its western side between
Sunset Drive and East 18" Street. While it would be desirable to
complete this sidewalk, there is an adequate sidewalk along the east

side of the street which is closest to the Hillcrest Avenue Station. The

City of Antioch has prepared a Ridership Development Plan for the

Hillcrest Station Area. This plan includes new roadway facilities such
as Slatten Ranch Road, Phillips Lane, and Viera Avenue that will
provide access to the Hillcrest Avenue Station. These new roads are
planned to have sidewalks on both sides and bicycle lanes. The CCTA
is planning a redesign of the Hillcrest Avenue interchange with SR 4.

This redesign takes into consideration the needs of pedestrians and

bicyclists; however, with the plan to locate the Hillcrest Avenue Station

near this interchange, it is important that the new design for the

interchange include adequate sidewalks and facilities for bicyclists.

MITIGATION MEASURE. The following measure to be implemented along
with Mitigation Measure TR-21.12, which calls for improvements at the
Hillcrest Avenue/Sunset Drive intersection, would reduce the pedestrian and
bicycle impact at the Hillcrest Avenue Station to a less-than-significant level.

TR-8.1 Construct sidewalks and bicycles lanes along Hillcrest Avenue and

Sunset DriveSlatten—RanchRoad. For the Hillcrest Avenue Station,
the Hillcrest Avenue/Sunset Drive intersection will be improved as
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6.5

required in Mitigation Measure TR-21.12. In addition to the
improvements required by TR-21.12, improvements shall include a
sidewalk along the east side of Hillcrest Avenue and a southbound
bicycle lane in the areas affected by the construction of the other
required intersection improvements. BART shall contribute its fair
share of these intersection improvements. In addition, BART shall
provide safe and convenient bicycle and pedestrian access from the
Sunset Drive/Hillcrest Avenue intersection to the station platform

nRanch B N R AR
d d y

The Contra Costa Transportation Authority has been a partner to BART in the
development of the Proposed Project. As plans for the Proposed Project progress,
BART will continue to coordinate with the Contra Costa Transportation Authority
and, in particular, take into consideration the update to the Countywide Bicycle
and Pedestrian Plan.
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7. Martin R. Engelmann, P.E., Deputy Executive Director, Planning, Contra Costa

County Transportation Authority (letter dated November 3, 2008)
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Movember 3, 2008

Ms Katie Balk

Title

BART

300 Lakeside Deive
Oakland CA 94612

RE: East Contra Costa BART Extension (e BART) Draft Environmental
Impact Repor (SCH N0, 2005072100)

Dear Ms Balk:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the above referenced EIR. We
have reviewed it and have the following comments:

Owverall Comments

Oweerall, we find that the DEIR is very well deafted and comprehensive in its
documentation of the impacts of the proposed project. The Executive Summary,
[ntraduction and Project Description, would make espedially useful ceading for
anyone interested in the project. These sections dearly lay out the history of and
reasons for the project, what the EIR must cover, the alternatives considered, and
the range of impacts the project is expected to have.

Page 5-11

While the EIR describes the roles and responsibilities that BART, as the lead
agency, hasin the EIR process, we suggest that the EIR also describe the role that
the Autherity and other responsible agences will have in the CEQA process.
Under CECQA, responsible agencies such as the Authority use the EIR in their
review and approval of projects such as eBART, The Final EIR should note this
potential application of the document

Page |-20

As noted above, the Authorsity, as a responsible agency, has a broader role in the
CBEQA process than {s described in the DEIR. We anticipate that the Authority
will also use the final CEQA document in considering its decision to approve the
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Comments on eBART DEIR
Thursday, December 11, 2008
Page 2

7.3 project. The description of the Authority’s role in Table 1-3 should be expanded
{cont'd) to reflect this.

n Page3.2-6

The DEIR states that “traffic operations were evaluated based on methodologies
in the 2000 Highway Capacity Manual (HCM 2000)....The CCTA Technical
Procedures’ guidelines permit this approach to deriving LOS using HCM 2000
methodologies (and Synchro 7 traffic analysis software), and this approach has
been used in this EIR analysis.”

o The last sentence should be rewritten. As a regional transit operator, BART is not
subject to the Authority’s Technical Procedures. A more accurate statement would

be:

The CCTA's Technical Procedures require local jurisdictions to analyze
development projects in their communities using the Authority’s
CCTALOS methodology. This methodology is based on the “Circular 212
Planning and Operations Method”. Local jurisdictions may use other
methods in addition to the CCTALOS methodology, including the HCM
2000 methodology. However, as a regional transit operator, BART is not
explicitly subject to the Technical Procedures.

* Page 3.2-37

The DEIR states that only State Route 4 is designated a Route of Regional
Significance. In fact, several other roadways within the study area are designated
as Regional Routes:

State Route 160
Deer Valley Road
East 18" Street
Hillcrest Avenue
Leland Road
Railroad Avenue

7-5

Mo G e e

State Route 4 Bypass

Consequently, of the 31 intersections analyzed in the DEIR, 21 are on Regional

7-6

Routes and should be evaluated against the TSOs set in the East County Action
v Plan.
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7.6
{eont'd)

77

Cmnnerts on fRART DEIR
Thursday, December 17, 2008

Page 3

0 =) % Tl &

2

10
1
16
19
20
21
ks
23
24
27
28
a8
23
a0

Railroad at Civic

Railroad at Center

Railroad ol WRon-ramp lo SR 4
Rallroad st Civic

Railroad at Miss

Railroad al Leland

Leland at Harbor

Leland at Freed

Lelamd at Loveridge

Hillcrest at E. 18

Hillereat al WH ramps al SR 4
Hillerest ab BB ramprs al SR 4
Hillcrest at Larkspur

Hillerest ab Deer Valley

E. 185 at Viera

E. 16% at Willow

E. 18% at Phillips

M, Main ol WE on-romp o SR 4
M. Maln at WB on-ramp to SE 4
M. Main at EB off-ramp from 5K 4
M. Main al Bridgehead MNeroly

Table 3.2-6 identifies the Authority as the “jurisdiction” establishing the LOS
standards for several (though not all) of these intersections. Strictly speaking,

IEANSPLAN, the regiomal transportation planning commitiee for East Contra
Cosla, is the committee thal prepares the Action Plan and sels the standard for
Fast County's Regional Routes. The Adion PMlan standards are attached.

Ihank vou again for the apportunity to comment an the Drait EI-.

Sincerely,

Martin K. Engelmann, I*. I,
Deputy xecutive Director, Manning

File:
Ce
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Comments on eBART DEIR
Thursday, December 11, 2008

Page 4

Regional Route

Traffic Service Objectives (2000 East County Action Plan)

State Route 4
(freeway)

Vehicle Occupancy of 1.2 persons per vehicle or higher,
during morning peak hour

Delay Index less than 2.5

Transit Ridership increase of 25% by year 2010 compared
to year 2000

State Route 4 —
State Route 160 to
Balfour Road

Level of Service D or better at signalized intersections
Level of Service E or better at unsignalized intersections

Delay Index less than 2.5

State Route 4 —

rural segment from
Balfour Road to San
Joaquin County line

Level of Service E and Delay Index less than 2.0

Deer Valley Road
East 18" Street
Hillcrest Avenue
Leland Road
Railroad Avenue

State Route 4 Bypass

Mid-Level of Service D or better at intersections (volume-

to-capacity ratio of 0.85 or less), except intersections on
Bailey Road from West Leland Avenue to Canal, where
objective is Level of Service E

Delay Index less than 2.0
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7. Contra Costa Transportation Authority, Martin R. Engelmann (letter
dated November 3, 2008)

7.1 The commentor notes that the document is well drafted and comprehensive. As
this comment does not concern the adequacy of the Draft EIR or BART’s
compliance with CEQA, no further response is necessary.

7.2 The Contra Costa Transportation Authority, as well as other public agencies, is a
“responsible agency” as defined by CEQA, which means that they play an
important role in the CEQA process and ultimately in implementing the project
through funding, permitting, or other actions related to project implementation.
The first paragraph on page S-13 of the Summary of the Draft EIR is revised by
adding the following sentence at the end of the paragraph:

Responsible agencies also will consider the EIR when taking action on
permits, funding, and other issues related to implementation of the

project.

The following sentence will be added as a sidebar in the margin of page S-13,
after the note regarding “Lead Agency.”

Responsible Agency

A responsible agency is a public agency other than the lead agency that

has discretionary approval authority over a project.

7.3 The entry relating to permit jurisdiction for the Contra Costa Transportation
Authority in Table 1-3 on page 1-30 of the Draft EIR is revised as follows:

Review project for conformance with CCTA’s transportation plans,
approval of expenditure of Measure J funds and co-sponsor of RM-2
funds.

7.4 The third paragraph on page 3.2-6 of the Draft EIR is revised as follows:

Intersection Analysis. LOS is a qualitative description of the
performance of an intersection based on the average delay per vehicle.
Intersection levels of service range from LOS A, which indicates free
flow or excellent conditions with short delays, to LOS F, which

indicates congested or overloaded conditions with extremely long
delays. The HCM 2000 method calculates LOS values based on the
average delay in seconds at the intersection, which is converted to an

LOS value. Fhe €CETA Technical Procedures—guidelines—permit—this
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this— EIR—analysis: The CCTA’s Technical Procedures require local
jurisdictions to analyze development projects in their communities
using the Authority’s CCTALOS methodology. This methodology is
based on the “Circular 212 Planning and Operations Method.” Local
jurisdictions may use other methods in addition to the CCTALOS
methodology, including the HCM 2000 methodology. However, as a
regional transit operator, BART is not explicitly subject to the

Technical Procedures.

7.5 Page 3.2-37 of the Draft EIR identifies SR 4 as the only Route of Regional
Significance in the Study Area (page 3.2-37). However, the East County Action
Plan identifies additional routes as having regional significance. To recognize
these additional routes, the second paragraph on page 3.2-37 of the Draft EIR is
revised as follows:

The enly-following are the Routes of Regional Significance in the study
area, which is-are evaluated according to different criteria than Basic
Routes;-isSR4.

SR 4

SR 160

Deer Valley Road

East 18th Street

Hillcrest Avenue

Leland Road

Railroad Avenue

SR 4 Bypass

The Traffic Services Objectives that apply to these routes are shown in
Table 3.2 -12A below:
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Table 3.2-12A
Summary of Traffic Service Objectives for Regional Routes of Significance

Regional Route Traffic Service Objectives
State Route 4 (freeway) 1. Vehicle Occupancy of 1.2 persons per vehicle or
higher during the morning peak hour
2. Delay Index of less than 2.5
3. Transit Ridership increase of 25% by year 2010

State Route 4 (State Route 160 to Balfour 1.

compared to year 2000

Level of Service D or better at signalized

intersections

Level of Service E or better at unsignalized

intersections

Delay index less than 2.5

Mid-Level of Service D or better at intersections

Road)
2.
3.
Deer Valley Road 1.
East 18" Street
Hillcrest Avenue
Leland Road 5

(volume to-capacity ratio of 0.85 or less), except
intersections on East 18th Street Bailey Road from
West Leland Avenue to Canal, where objective is
Level of Service E

Delay Index less than 2.0

Railroad Avenue

State Route 4 Bypass

Source: Contra Costa Transportation Authority, East County Action Plan, 2000.

7.6 To address the Proposed Project’s effects on the Traffic Service Objectives for

applicable Regional Routes, the following text is added as the third paragraph on
page 3.2-20 of the Draft EIR immediately before the section entitled “Public

Transit Services:”

Traffic Service Objectives. The ability of the current freeway and

roadway network to meet the Traffic Service Objectives for the

Regional Routes of Significance set forth in the East County Action

Plan of 2000 was evaluated. Twenty-one of the 31 study intersections

are on routes of regional significance. Of these intersections, the

following 12 intersections currently fail to satisfy the Traffic Service

Objectives:

#4 Railroad Avenue/Center Drive

#5 Railroad Avenue/SR 4 Westbound On-Ramp

#6 Railroad Avenue/SR 4 Eastbound Ramps

#8 Railroad Avenue/Leland Road

#9 Leland Road/Harbor Street

#10 Leland Road/Freed Avenue

e #16 Hillcrest Avenue/East 18th Street
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#20 SR 4 Eastbound Ramps/Hillcrest Avenue

#22 Davison Drive/Hillcrest Avenue — Deer Valley Road
#23 East 18th Street/Viera Avenue

#29 Main Street/SR 160 Northbound Ramps

#30 Main Street/Neroly Road - Bridgehead Road

In addition, the freeway portion of SR 4 does not meet the vehicle

occupancy or delay index standards.

The following text is added after the second paragraph on page 3.2-60 of the Draft

Under the Year 2015 conditions, eight of the 31 study intersections
would not satisfy the Traffic Service Obijectives in the East County

Action Plan for both the Proposed Project and No Project conditions.
One additional intersection, Railroad Avenue/SR 4 Eastbound On-
Ramps, would not satisfy the objectives for the No Project condition
but would satisfy them for the Proposed Project condition. The
intersections that would not meet the Traffic Service Objectives are:

#6 Railroad Avenue/SR 4 Eastbound Ramps

#8 Railroad Avenue/Leland Road

#9 Leland Road/Harbor Street

#10 Leland Road/Freed Avenue

#16 Hillcrest Avenue/East 18th Street

#19 SR 4 Westbound Ramps/Hillcrest Avenue

#20 SR 4 Eastbound Ramps/Hillcrest Avenue

#22 Davison Drive/Hillcrest Avenue — Deer Valley Road
#30 Main Street/Neroly Road - Bridgehead Road

The Proposed Project would worsen conditions at one of these
intersections, SR 4 Westbound Ramps/Hillcrest Avenue, as has been
already discussed.

The following text is added after the first paragraph on page 3.2-71 of the Draft

Under the Year 2030 conditions, ten of the 31 study intersections
would not satisfy the Traffic Service Objectives in the East County

Action Plan for both the Proposed Project and No Project conditions.
One additional intersection, Railroad Avenue/SR 4 Eastbound Ramps,
would not satisfy the objectives for the No Project condition but would
satisfy them for the Proposed Project condition. The intersections that
would not meet the Traffic Service Objectives are:
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#5 Railroad Avenue/SR 4 Westbound On-Ramp
#6 Railroad Avenue/SR 4 Eastbound Ramps

#8 Railroad Avenue/Leland Road

#9 Leland Road/Harbor Street

#10 Leland Road/Freed Avenue

#16 Hillcrest Avenue/East 18th Street

#18 Sunset Drive/Hillcrest Avenue

#20 SR 4 Eastbound Ramps/Hillcrest Avenue
#21 Larkspur Drive/Hillcrest Avenue

#22 Davison Drive/Hillcrest Avenue — Deer Valley Road
#30 Main Street/Neroly Road - Bridgehead Road

The Proposed Project would worsen conditions at two of these

intersections, SR 4 Eastbound Ramps/Hillcrest Avenue and Sunset

Drive/Hillcrest Avenue, as has been already discussed.

The following text is added to the end of the third paragraph on page 3.2-72 of the
Draft EIR:

As such, the Proposed Project would support the Traffic Service
Objectives for SR 4 in the East County Action Plan. The reduced
traffic due to the project would improve the delay index and would
increase transit ridership.

The following text is added to the end of the first paragraph on page 3.2-85 of the
Draft EIR:

The improvement in LOS would occur because trips on SR 4 would be
diverted to the new transit service offered by the Proposed Project. As
such, the Proposed Project would support the Traffic Service
Objectives for SR 4 in the East County Action Plan. The reduced
traffic due to the project would improve the delay index and would

increase transit ridership.

7.7 In Table 3.2-6 on page 3.2-18 of the Draft EIR under the column labeled
“Jurisdiction,” every occurrence of the term “CCTA” is replaced with
“TRANSPLAN” where the intersection involves a Route of Regional
Significance.
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8. Steven L. Goetz, Deputy Directory, Contra Costa County, Department of

Conservation and Development, Community Development Division (letter dated
October 29, 2008)

Department of Contra Catherine 0. Kutsuris

Conservation & Costa Director

Development County '
_CQmmunity_Davelop_ment.Div.ision______ -}

County Administration Building
651 Pine Street

North Wing, Fourth Floor
Martinez, CA 94553-1229

Phone: (925) 335-1240

October 29, 2008

Katie Balk

BART Planning Department
300 Lakeside Dr - 16th Floor
Qakland, CA 94611

Ms. Balk,

The following are the Contra Costa County Department of Conservation and Development’s comments on the
¢BART Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR). Thank you for the opportunity to provide input.

BComment #1: The DEIR incompletely addresses the trip generation impact of the proposed project. The DEIR
acknowledges the corridor-wide impact of parking and automotive station access noting the dynamic between
the Pittsburg/Bay Point, Railroad and Hillerest stations, Specifically identified is the traffic impact on one
station if parking at other stations is made less attractive (via shortages, parking charges, and other policy
changes). However, the mitigation measure only addresses the Railroad and Hillcrest stations at the expense of
other stations in the corridor, notably the Pittsburg/Bay Point Station.

Constrained parking at the proposed stations would encourage patrons to bypass the proposed stations and
access the system at the Pittsburg/Bay Point Station. This would cause congestion levels higher than the DEIR
8.1 projects for the Pittsburg/Bay Point Station area.

In addition, BART patrons who bypass the new station(s) in favor of Pittsburg/Bay Point are likely to offset any
.rcduction in vehicle miles traveled assumed in the DEIR.

®This preceding comment warrants an expanded mitigation measure addressing the impact more completely:

1. The Pittsburg/Bay Point Station should be included in the Parking Monitoring Program mentioned in section
TR-7.1

8-2

2. Consideration should be given to the corridor-wide application of any strategy employed in the event the
Monitoring Program is implemented.

3. Station area congestion and constrained parking at the Pittsburg/Bay Point Station can be addressed through
construction of new pedestrian access to the platform from Bailey Road via the existing emergency exit at
the freeway undercrossing. The County is very interested in improving pedestrian access to the BART
station to serve patrons north of the freeway in Bay Point. We would not want the design of eBART project

¥ to create new obstacles to adding a station entrance on Bailey Road.
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Ms, Balk Letter
October 29, 2008
Page 2 of 2

& Constrained pal‘king can-also-be miligéiga- byﬁf&w&ngcanﬁ\jén;eﬁti)us_s;el"\:’—loe'I"'mﬁﬁ)u} jing:
Discovery Bay and Byron to the Hillcrest Station. Discovery Bay currently has park and ride lots that could
g.2| beused by BART patrons if they are connected to the Hillcrest Station with bus service.

cont'd)

. The annual monitoring suggested in the mitigation measure (TR 7-1) may be appropriate after the initial
impact of the new stations is known and accounted for. However, in the first year of the opening of the
proposed stations more frequent monitoring may be warranted.

.T‘hc EIR should also indicate whether BART will institute parking charges at the parking lots for the new
g.3| stations as part of the project. If parking charges are collected at the new stations, this could force more patrons
to the existing parking lot at Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station and cause a greater level of congestion in the
marca than what is estimated in the DEIR.

BComment #2: The DEIR makes only vague references to the impact the new rail service/stations will have on
existing transit (Tri Delta) in eastern Contra Costa, Considering the significance of the new rail service in the
8-4| corridor, and the likely substantial affect on travel patterns, much more detail is warranted in terms of how the
eBART project will impact existing bus service and how the project can mitigate this impact by restructuring
mbus service to beiter serve the proposed project.

S

Sincerely,

Steven L. Goetz, Deputy Director
Transportation Planning Section

o W. Casey, TRANSPLAN Commitlee
I, Kennedy, DCD
P. Roche, DCD
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8.1

Contra Costa County Department of Conservation and Development,
Steven L. Goetz (letter dated October 29, 2008)

The assumptions used in the ridership forecasting and parking demand analysis are
presented on page 3.2-41 of the Draft EIR. As noted, the forecasts assumed an
unconstrained supply of parking at the Hillcrest Avenue Station. The number of
spaces proposed to be provided at the Hillcrest Avenue Station was then sized to
meet the forecast demand level. It is not likely that the actual ridership and
parking demand at this station would exceed these conservative forecasts. At the
Railroad Avenue Station the supply of parking was assumed to be constrained to
be consistent with the City of Pittsburg’s plan to develop a transit village. The
forecasting model was specifically coded to recognize the constraint on parking at
Railroad Avenue and to accommodate those who might have desired to park at
Railroad Avenue at the Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station. As a result, the
analysis does consider the impact that constrained parking at Railroad Avenue
would have on parking and traffic demand at Pittsburg/Bay Point. It also
considers the potential impact of existing unserved latent parking demand that
could be accommodated at the Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station when the
Proposed Project is in place and many existing users of the Pittsburg/Bay Point
BART Station use the Proposed Project instead.

The No Project alternative represents the scenario where current constrained
parking conditions at the Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station would persist and
access to the station would be constrained. Because the Proposed Project would
serve many riders who currently drive to the Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station,
there would be a net reduction in parking demand at Pittsburg/Bay Point as
compared with the No Project alternative. As a result, the Proposed Project
would help reduce future parking demand at the Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station
and would not create an obstacle to pedestrian access improvements that the
County may develop.

The following text is added at the end of the fourth paragraph entitled “Transit
Ridership” on page 3.2-41 of the Draft EIR:

The forecasting model was specifically coded to recognize the

constraint on parking at Railroad Avenue and to accommodate those
who might have desired to park at Railroad Avenue at the
Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station. As a result, the analysis considers
the impact that constrained parking at Railroad Avenue would have on
parking and traffic demand at Pittsburg/Bay Point. It also considers the

potential impact of existing unserved latent parking demand that could
be accommodated at the Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station when the
Proposed Project is in place and many existing users of the
Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station use the Proposed Project instead.
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8.2 As noted in Response 8.1 above, the ridership and parking demand analysis
conducted as part of this Draft EIR addresses the potential changes in parking
demand at the Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station. Future parking and traffic
conditions at the Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station would be improved as
compared with the No Project alternative. As such, the Proposed Project
represents an improvement to existing traffic and parking conditions at the
Pittsburg/Bay Point Station and no further mitigation is required. Accordingly,
the mitigation measures suggested by the commentor are not necessary.
Moreover, the existing emergency access from the Pittsburg/Bay Point Station
platform to Bailey Road would not be affected by the project construction, which
would take place approximately 1,500 feet east of Bailey Road. Finally, in
response to item 4 of this comment, improved Tri Delta Transit services to East
County is part of a proposed route restructuring that would be associated with the
implementation of the Proposed Project.

8.3 Parking at the Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station is already at capacity. No new
parking capacity would be created at that station as part of the Proposed Project.
Therefore, patrons of the Proposed Project are unlikely to bypass available
parking at the Hillcrest Avenue and Railroad Avenue stations to park at the
Pittsburg/Bay Point Station. The modeling performed for the Proposed Project
ridership analysis assumed parking charges at the Proposed Project’s stations.
Modeling for 2015 and 2030 indicates that parking is well used at the stations even
if parking charges are in place (92 percent occupancy at the Hillcrest Avenue
Station and excess demand at the Railroad Avenue Station in 2030). The BART
Board has established a parking policy that fees may be charged for parking in
BART lots. Implementation of those fees would be governed by BART’s Access
Management and Improvement Policy.

8.4 To provide more information regarding the planned modifications to Tri Delta
Transit services that would be implemented as a result of the project, the first
paragraph on page 2-36 of the Draft EIR is revised as follows:

Interface with Existing Transit Services. Tri Delta Transit would
provide local transit connections to the DMU stations.  These
connections would require a reconfiguration of the existing Tri Delta
Transit route system. The changes to the system would involve the
elimination of routes that would duplicate the proposed service and
initiation of new bus service to the DMU stations, as well as other

improvements to local bus transit services. Figure 2-14A provides an

overview of the proposed service plan. This plan was developed in

coordination with Tri Delta Transit.
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San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District 4 Responses to Written Comments on the Draft EIR

Bus routes that currently run along SR 4 from the Pittsburg/Bay Point
BART Station to the Antioch/Hillcrest park-and-ride lot would be
targeted for replacement by the DMU service. These include Tri Delta
Transit Routes 200, 300, 391, and 393. The elimination of these
routes would allow for a restructuring of Tri Delta Transit services that
would involve the creation of new routes and the modification of
existing routes. Some of these routes would be truncated at the
Hillcrest Avenue Station and adjusted to provide improved coverage to

the more easterly portions of the County. For example, Route 300

would terminate at the Hillcrest Avenue Station and would be modified

to provide commute period express service via the SR 4 Bypass and

Balfour Road to Downtown Brentwood. A number of new shared use

park-and-ride facilities are proposed to be developed by Tri Delta
Transit in coordination with the property owners. These include
facilities along the SR 4 Bypass at Laurel Road and Lone Tree Way

and in Byron, Brentwood, and Oakley. These facilities would involve

shared use of existing retail commercial parking and would not involve

new construction.

Feeder bus service to Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station would not be
significantly changed; however, many of these routes would be
shortened and modified to provide service to the Railroad Avenue
Station also. and-the—propesed—stations—at Service to the Railroad
Avenue Station would be provided by Routes 387, 380B 388C, 380A,
310. and-Service to the Hillcrest Avenue Station would include the
following Tri Delta Transit Routes: 388A, 388B, 380A, 391A, 391B,
300, 395, 386, and the DX1&2. 204,380,383, 384, 385,387,388,
380300309 _and 304,

There is an existing Amtrak California Station in Downtown Antioch
which is about 3 miles from the proposed Hillcrest Avenue Station.
The Antioch Amtrak Station connects rail passenger service from
Oakland to the Stockton area, north to Sacramento, and south to all the

major cities in the San Joaquin Valley, Los Angeles, and on to San

Diego. In order to provide a connection to Downtown Antioch and the

Antioch Amtrak Station, Route 388 would be modified into two routes,

one of which would become Route 388 A. Route 388A would provide

direct service to the Downtown and the Amtrak Station.

Many of the existing routes would be broken into shorter routes with
one or more connections to the BART or DMU stations. This would
allow increased local transit service coverage and improved schedule
reliability. In particular, there would be better coverage in Oakley, the
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southeastern portion of Antioch, Brentwood, and Bryon/Discovery
Bay.

The paragraph on page 3.2-92 under Impact TR-6 of the Draft EIR is also revised

Ridership on buses along or near the project corridor, particularly on
express services between the Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station and
the Pittsburg and Antioch Park-and-Ride Lots, are expected to decline
as riders shift to the Proposed Project. On the other hand, ridership
on feeder routes to the Proposed Project stations is expected to
increase. In coordination with Tri Delta Transit, a conceptual plan for

service revisions was developed that would eliminate competing bus

service on SR 4, provide connections to the proposed DMU stations,

and improve overall transit connectivity in the East County. More

information on this plan is provided in Section 2, Project Description

(see “Interface with Existing Transit Service”). Tri Delta Transit is

planning to reconfigure existing routes to provide increased service to

the Proposed Project’s stations in response to this demand. Tri-Delta
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9. Mary Halle, Contra Costa County, Department of Conservation and Development
(web form dated November 5, 2008)

11/5/2008

Hello Ms. Balk,
The Contra Costa County Department of Conservation and Development have provided
comments regarding the e-Bart DEIR.
We would like to reiterate the importance of addressing their comments regarding the concern for
81 trip generation impacts, especially for the scenario where a lack of parking shifts ridership to the
Bailey Road station.
W | also wanted to note an omission in mitigation measure TR9-1 as follows:
Mitigation measure TR9-1 indicates that the construction
phasing and traffic management plan should be coordinated with the
cities of Pittsburg and Antioch; however, Contra Costa County should
be included within the review of this document. The junction at the
92 existing Bailey Road Station as well as the proposed transfer station
are located in the unincorporated area of Bay Point. The county would
like to review this document regarding construction delays and
impacts as it relates to disruption on Bailey Road, Canal Road, Bel
Air Elementary School, Ambrose Park, and any other facilities within
= unincorporated Contra Costa County.
Thank you for addressing this item.
Mary Halle
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9.1

Contra Costa County Department of Conservation and Development,
Mary Halle (letter dated November 5, 2008)

The assumptions used in the ridership forecasting and parking demand analysis are
presented on page 3.2-41 of the Draft EIR. As noted, the forecasts assumed an
unconstrained supply of parking at the Hillcrest Avenue Station. The number of
spaces proposed to be provided at the Hillcrest Avenue Station was then sized to
meet the forecast demand level. It is not likely that the actual ridership and
parking demand at this station would exceed these conservative forecasts. At the
Railroad Avenue Station the supply of parking was assumed to be constrained to
be consistent with the City of Pittsburg’s plan to develop a transit village. The
forecasting model was specifically coded to recognize the constraint on parking at
Railroad Avenue and to accommodate those who might have desired to park at
Railroad Avenue at the Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station. As a result, the
analysis does consider the impact that constrained parking at Railroad Avenue
would have on parking and traffic demand at Pittsburg/Bay Point. It also
considers the potential impact of existing unserved latent parking demand that
could be accommodated at the Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station when the
Proposed Project is in place and many existing users of the Pittsburg/Bay Point
BART Station use the Proposed Project instead.

The No Project alternative represents the scenario where current constrained
parking conditions at the Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station would persist and
access to the station would be constrained. Because the Proposed Project would
serve many riders who currently drive to the Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station,
there would be a net reduction in parking demand at Pittsburg/Bay Point as
compared with the No Project alternative. As a result, the Proposed Project
would help reduce future parking demand at the Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station
and would not create an obstacle to pedestrian access improvements that the
County may develop.

The following text is added at the end of the fourth paragraph entitled “Transit
Ridership” on page 3.2-41 of the Draft EIR:

The forecasting model was specifically coded to recognize the

constraint on parking at Railroad Avenue and to accommodate those

who might have desired to park at Railroad Avenue at the

Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station. As a result, the analysis considers

the impact that constrained parking at Railroad Avenue would have on
parking and traffic demand at Pittsburg/Bay Point. It also considers the
potential impact of existing unserved latent parking demand that could
be accommodated at the Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station when the

Page 4-118
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9.2

Proposed Project is in place and many existing users of the
Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station use the Proposed Project instead.

The second paragraph on page 3.2-98 of the Draft EIR under Mitigation Measure
TR-9.1 is revised as follows:

Develop and implement a Construction Phasing and Traffic
Management Plan. BART will ensure that a Construction Phasing and
Traffic Management Plan is developed and implemented by the
contractor. The plan shall define how traffic operations, including
construction equipment and worker traffic, are managed and
maintained during each phase of construction. The plan shall be
developed in consultation with the cities of Pittsburg and Antioch,
Contra Costa County, BART, Caltrans, CCTA, and local transit
providers, including Tri Delta Transit.
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10. Teri E. Rie, Associate Civil Engineer, Contra Costa County Flood Control & Water
Conservation District (letter dated November 5, 2008)

P Contra Costa County s

ex officio Chief Engineer

E’a Flood Control e N

& Water Conservation District

MNovember 5, 2008

Katie Balk
eBART
300 Lakeside Drive, 16" Floor
Oakland, CA 94512
Qur File: 3056-13-1

Dear Ms, Balk:

B We received the Draft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR) for the proposed East

Contra Costa BART (eBART) Extension of the San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit

10-1| District on September 22, 2008. We commented on the Notice of Preparation in a letter

dated April 15, 2008. We could not find the responses to our comments in Appendix A,

as referenced in Section 3.8, paragraph 3. Several comments were not incorporated

m into the DEIR.

" 1. Section 3.8 of the DEIR provides maps for the affected watersheds and discusses
creek crossings, however it does not address the need for detailed hydraulic
analysis as a mitigation measure for the existing water courses such as Kirker

e Creek and Antioch Creek, where flooding is noted. East Contra Costa County has

experienced substantial growth within the last decade and new hydraulic

modeling is necessary to adeguately determine the hydraulic impacts from this

- project.

¥ 2. The District should be included in the review of all drainage facilities that have a
region-wide benefit that impact region-wide facilities, or impact District-owned
10-3 facilties. The District is available to provide technical assistance during the
development of the DEIR, including hydrology analysis using our HYDRO &

" methodology, under our fee for service program.

o 3. The hydrology section of the DEIR should discuss the quantity of runoff that
would be generated by all project alternatives. Page 3.8-18 of DEIR refers to the
planned culvert upgrades. Hydraulic modeling of each culvert and floodplain

10-4 crossing, plus the additional runoff from this project, should be discussed. The
impacts for each potential crossing should be identified in the DEIR, along with
[ ] proposed mitigation measures.
[ ]

4. Page 3.8-17 of DEIR states that the City of Pittsburg and CCTA will update the

10-5 : k e 2 : : ;
drainage infrastructure to mitigate impacts from this project at Kirker Creek and
¥
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Katie Balk
Movember 5, 2008
Page 20f 3
{m:ﬁi east of Loveridge Road, due to downstream constrictions. These system updates

should be incorporated into the eBART project, to mitigate project impact.

o —p

5. Please clarify if the Hydrology Report prepared by WRECO Inc., as referenced by
footnotes on Page 3.8-18 and Table 3.58-1, is part of the DEIR. Tt was not listed
as an appendix to the DEIR.

10-8

6. The DEIR should discuss the adverse impacts of the proposed runoff from the
project site to the existing drainage facilities, and drainage problems in the
downstréam areas. Section 2.5.1 the Hydrology Report by WRECO, Inc. indicates

10-7 that Caltrans and CCTA are in the process of adding more cross culverts to

improve drainage for the State Route 4 (SR 4) widening and the proposed eBART

projects.  Existng dramnage faciities downstream  from  the  proposed
improvements should be evaluated for the hydraulic impacts from increased peak

2 runoff, Mitigation measures need to be identified in the DEIR,

7. As indicated on Page 3.8-8 of the DEIR, Contra Costa County Flood Control
District is in the process of expanding the Oakley Basin and constructing a new
Trembath Basin in order to prevent frequent flooding in Lake Alhambra. Design
and construction of these facilities will need to be coordinated with eBart projects
at the Hillcrest Station area. The DEIR should discuss incorporating the basin
work into the proposed project. We recommeand that these basing are completed
with this project.

10-8

8. The construction of Hillcrest Station area basins may not happen for several
10.8 years, The DEIR should discuss the hydraulic impacts if the basins cannot be
built in the near future. It should discuss measures to mitigate such impacts to
] the Hillcrest Station area, until such time as the basins can be built,

" 9. Footnote-27 on Page 3.8-19 of DEIR should be deleted. The Trembath Basin will
10-10 not be constructed by the County for several years. We suggest that the
construction of the basins be incorporated into the eBART project, in order to
u mitigate the proposed hydraulic impacts,

L . 10. Oakley Road is shown on Fgure 2-8 to be constructed through Qakley detention
1019 basin (located east and northeast of the proposed Future Parking). The
proposed road will impact the size and design of the basin. These impacts should
be discussed in the DEIR.

]
n
1042 11.0n Page 3.8-33 of DEIR, please add that the Hillcrest Area Station Drainage Plan
should include a drainage study (hydraulic analysis), for review by the
[ ] CCCFOWD.
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kKatie Balk
Movember 5, 2008
Page 3of 3

12.0n Page 3.8-39, Impact HY-CU-14, the reference to COWD is incorrect. COWD is
nat planning any detention basins, to our knowledge. In addition, as stated
above, the County will not be constructing any basins in this area for many
years, We recommend that eBART incorporate the construction of detention
basins into this project to mitigate hydraulic impacts to Fast Antioch Creek.

1013

1094 13.Flease note in the DEIR that any work within CCCFOWD right-of-way will require
an encroachment permit issued by the District.

We appreciate the opportunity to comment on drainage matters and welcome
continued coordination. If you should have any questions, please e-mail me at
(trie@pw.cocounty.us) or call me at (925) 313-2363. You may also contact George
Kabaivanov at gkaba@pw.ccoounty.us or (925) 313-2352,

Sincerely,

Teri E. Rie

Associate Civil Enginesr

Contra Costa County Flood Control
& Water Conservation District

TR o
\vde-glncher grpdass\FidC\CurDeiC ounty Wide Progects\3056-13-1 ( eBARTY\Letrers\eBart Draft EIR Letter.dac
Enclnmre: Comment Letter from April 15, 2008

= Greg Conneughlon, Food Control

Marg Boucher, Hood Conknol
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10.

10.1

10.2

Contra Costa County Flood Control & Water Conservation District,
Teri E. Rie (letter dated November 5, 2008)

The commentor expresses concern that the responses to comments on the NOP
could not be found in Appendix A. The Draft EIR includes the Notice of
Preparation (NOP) as Appendix A. Responses to the questions raised during the
NOP review period are found throughout the Draft EIR. Impacts to hydrology
and water quality, including comments on the NOP, are addressed in Section 3.8,
Hydrology and Water Quality, of the Draft EIR. Below is a summation of the
commentor’s previous comments on the NOP and where these issues are
discussed.

e Watershed maps - Watershed and watercourse maps can be found in
Figure 3.8-1, page 3.8-3; Figure 3.8-2, page 3.8-5; and Figure 3.8-3,
page 3.8-9.

e Analysis of runoff distribution - Discussion of runoff can be found
under Impact HY-1 on pages 3.8-17 to 3.8-20.

o Impacts on watercourses or other drainage facilities - Discussion of
impacts on watercourses and drainage facilities can be found under
Impact HY-1, pages 3.8-17 to 3.8-20; Impact HY-6, pages 3.8-25 to
3.8-29; Impact HY-11, pages 3.8-34 to 3.8-35; Impact HY-CU-12,
pages 3.8-36; and Impact HY-CU-13, pages 3.8-37.

e Storm drain facilities - Description of storm drain facilities can be
found in Section 2, Project Description, pages 2-42 to 2-43.

e Potential drainages problems - See bullets one through three above.

As noted in Impact HY-1, the Proposed Project would not substantially increase
impervious area, except in the vicinity of Hillcrest Avenue. The Proposed
Project’s alignment in the median of SR 4 would not add a substantial amount of
impervious surface. The track improvements necessary for eBART would occur
in the median of SR 4 and would consist of providing ballast over compacted
subballast. The improvements at the transfer platform and the Railroad Avenue
Station would also occur primarily within the median of SR 4. As part of the SR
4 widening project, Caltrans would be installing drainage inlets to convey any
runoff to new or existing drainage facilities. There would be no additional
impervious surface added to the Railroad Avenue park-and-ride lot, and the runoff
characteristics would not change. In contrast to the above modifications, which
would have minimal effect on storm drainage (see the WRECO Hydrology
Technical Report prepared for the Proposed Project), the proposed facilities at the
Hillcrest Avenue Station would alter area drainage. Project impacts related to this
station area are discussed under Impact HY-1, pages 3.8-18 to 3.8-20 of the Draft
EIR. At this stage of planning and engineering, detailed hydraulic modeling has
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10.3

10.4

10.5

10.6

not been conducted. During the next stage of design, BART will be responsible
for quantifying runoff volumes and runoff rates, and designing detention and
drainage facilities. Nevertheless, in recognition that stormwater characteristics
would change and could affect flood hazards and water quality, Mitigation
Measure HY-1.1 requires that BART comply with NPDES permit provisions to
control surface water runoff generated as a result of the construction of additional
impervious surface by the project and implement a Stormwater Control Plan.

At present, drainage facility plans for the project have not been developed. BART
shall ensure that the District is included in the review of all drainage facilities at
the appropriate time. BART is considering using the Flood Control District’s “fee
for service” program to perform a hydrology analysis of the station area.

BART is working with Caltrans on drainage design for the SR 4 median. Caltrans
is upgrading culverts crossing under the SR 4 median as necessary and is
responsible for the final drainage design. While drainage facilities for the
Hillcrest Station area have not yet been designed, compliance with NPDES permit
requirements and C.3 provisions would maintain runoff volumes at existing levels.
During the next stage of design, BART will be responsible for quantifying runoff
volumes and runoff rates, and designing detention and drainage facilities in the
Hillcrest area. As noted in Response 10.3 above, BART will coordinate with the
Flood Control District in the development of these facilities.

The existing Kirker Creek culvert is designed for a 100-year storm. As part of the
SR 4 widening project, both the proposed pump at Loveridge Road and the
proposed SR 4 culvert at Old Kirker Creek have been designed for a 100-year
storm. The benefit of upgrading the culvert at Old Kirker Creek would not be
fully realized until the City of Pittsburg improves capacity downstream of SR 4.
These improvements would be done separately from the Proposed Project, but
BART recognizes that the Proposed Project facilities would benefit from these
downstream improvements. As described on page 3.8-20 of the Draft EIR,
implementation of Mitigation Measure HY-1.1 would reduce the potential impact
from the Proposed Project to surface area runoff and drainage to a less-than-
significant level.

The WRECO Report is a Technical Report that was prepared for the engineering
design team and used as a reference in Section 3.8, Hydrology, of the Draft EIR.
The WRECO report is not an appendix to the Draft EIR. A copy of the report is
available for review at:
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San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District
Contact: Katie Balk

300 Lakeside Drive, 16th Floor

Oakland, CA 94612

(866) 596-BART

The document can also be downloaded from the BART website:
www.ebartproject.org/docs.php?ogid=1000001103

10.7 The Caltrans SR 4 widening project would upgrade culverts crossing beneath the
project alignment as necessary, as stated on pages 3.8-17 and 3.8-18 of the Draft
EIR. Because the Proposed Project would not add a substantial amount of
impervious surface in the median of SR 4, the eBART project is not expected to
substantially increase local runoff or affect downstream facilities. Additionally,
the Draft EIR identifies Mitigation Measure HY-1.1, on page 3.8-20 of the Draft
EIR, which would require BART to comply with NPDES provisions to control
additional surface water generated by the Proposed Project.

10.8 As indicated on page 3.8-8 of the Draft EIR, the Contra Costa County Flood
Control District has plans to eventually expand Oakley Basin and construct a new
Trembath Basin to prevent flooding in Lake Alhambra. The Proposed Project is
one of several projects that may contribute runoff to the detention basins.
However, the current design for the Hillcrest Avenue Station includes on-site
detention of stormwater, which would reduce or eliminate the need for off-site
detention. Contra Costa County Flood Control District’s plans for the basins
would accommodate future growth in the area, incorporating the potential runoff
increases by other projects in the area.

10.9 Segments of the Proposed Project may begin construction in 2009, but the system
is not expected to be operational until 2015. BART is investigating on-site
stormwater detention. On-site detention would most likely consist of on-site
storage in pipes beneath the station parking area. The Proposed Project is in line
with the planned development in the Hillcrest Station Area envisioned in the City
of Antioch’s General Plan adopted in 2003, and with the Hillcrest Station Area
Specific Plan.

10.10 In response to this comment, the last sentence of the third paragraph on page
3.8-19 is revised as follows:

Construction of the Trembath basin is-anticipated-to-commenee-in2008

will not commence for several years.
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10.11

10.12

Footnote 27 on page 3.8-19 of the Draft EIR, is deleted as follows:

Please refer to Responses 10.8 and 10.9 above, for an explanation of BART’s
proposals to address stormwater runoff from the Hillcrest Avenue Station
facilities.

As depicted in Figure 2-8, Oakley Road would extend west to future Hillcrest
Avenue Station parking north of the UPRR railroad tracks. It should be noted that
the extension of Oakley Road is not necessary for the Proposed Project, and is
presented to show future roadway connections. In fact, Oakley Road is designated
in Figure 2-8 as “Future Roads by Others” and would not be constructed by
BART; and as such, impacts of the road alignment on the size and design of the
basin are not within the scope of the Proposed Project. In addition, none of the
station options would require the westerly extension of Oakley Road. In each
case, the extension of Oakley Road would be constructed by others and the
alignment for the road would be determined by those parties. The Draft Hillcrest
Station Area Specific Plan by the City of Antioch identifies the Oakley Road
extension as a road improvement proposed as part of the Specific Plan; the
alignment in that plan shows the extension curving around an expanded Oakley
Basin.

In response to the suggestion by the commentor, Mitigation Measure HY-9.1 on
page 3.8-33, under Section 3.8, Hydrology and Water Quality of the Draft EIR, is
revised as follows:

HY-9.1 Prepare and implement drainage plan. BART shall ensure that the
contractor prepares a hydraulic analysis and drainage plan for the
Hillcrest Avenue Station option, for review by the City of Antioch;—and
the CCCFCWCD, and the CCWD. The drainage plan shall include a
drainage study (hydrologic analysis) for review by the CCCFCWD. The
purpose of the drainage plan is to help control the additional surface

water runoff expected from the project in accordance with the NPDES
C.3 provisions and input from the local agencies. BART will then
ensure that the contractor implements the drainage plan to safely and
efficiently convey stormwaters from the remote maintenance facility.
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10.13 In response to this comment, the last sentence of the first paragraph on page 3.8-
39 of the Draft EIR is revised as follows:

While €EWB CCCFCWD is proposing to improve detention capability
(detention basins), the increased runoff could potentially exceed the
storm drain system’s capacity.

As noted in Responses 10.8 and 10.9, current design for the Hillcrest Avenue
Station includes on-site detention of stormwater, which would reduce or eliminate
the need for off-site detention.

10.14 Should an encroachment permit be necessary for the Proposed Project, BART will
contact Contra Costa County Flood Control and Water Conservation District to
obtain the necessary permits.
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