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51. Bruce D. Ohlson (written comment at Pittsburg Public Hearing dated October 16, 
2008) 
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51. Bruce D. Ohlson (web form submittal dated October 16, 2008)   

51.1 The Hillcrest Avenue Station in Antioch would contain 1,000 parking spaces in the 
initial operating phase, with the capacity to expand to a total of 2,600 spaces.  
Freeway access to the station would be from Hillcrest Avenue, which is 
immediately west of the station site and provides access to the freeway.  The 
station would be an intermodal center, with bus parking provided close to the 
pedestrian concourse to the platform.  Bicycle and pedestrian access would be 
available from Hillcrest Avenue.  Bicycle lockers and racks are being considered.  
The City of Antioch has agreed to work with BART to secure funding for the 
Hillcrest Avenue Station-related parking and access.  

51.2 Bike lanes exist or are planned on all the major routes leading to both the Railroad 
Avenue and the Hillcrest Avenue Stations.  Impact TR-8 on page 3.2-96 of the 
Draft EIR discusses the pedestrian and bicycle access to each station.  In response 
to this comment and other similar ones, the discussion and evaluation of pedestrian 
and bicycle impacts under Impact TR-8 (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, tThe 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 
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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.  
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. 

The Proposed Project along with the cities of Pittsburg and Antioch 
that will adopt transit-oriented development plans that specifically call 
for strong linkages between the surrounding development and the 
stations are expected to enhance the network of pedestrian and bicycle 
facilities. 

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 18th 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 
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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.  
(LTS) 

TR-8.1  Construct sidewalks and bicycles lanes along Hillcrest Avenue and 
Sunset DriveSlatten Ranch Road. For the Hillcrest Avenue Station, 
the Hillcrest Avenue/Sunset Drive intersection will be improved as 
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 
area.  The portion of Slatten Ranch Road to be constructed by BART 
shall include sidewalks and bicycle lanes. 

51.3 The commentor expresses a preference for Bus Rapid Transit over the Proposed 
Project.  This topic is discussed in Section 5, Alternatives, under the BRT 
Alternative.  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. 

51.4 Cost estimates for the Proposed Project are based on preliminary engineering 
estimates for construction costs.  The estimated costs of the Proposed Project do 
not include any cost items related to the maintenance or the improvement of the 
existing BART system.  Please refer to the breakdown of estimated capital costs for 
the Proposed Project in Table 2-3 (page 2-37) of the Draft EIR.   

51.5 There would be access to the Railroad Avenue Station along both the east and west 
sidewalks of the Railroad Avenue overcrossing.  No stairs would be provided 
from Harbor Avenue to the station platform.  Currently, there is no plan to widen 
sidewalks on Railroad Avenue as part of the Proposed Project; however, the Draft 
Railroad Avenue Specific Plan does include pedestrian and bicycle improvements 
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to enhance access to eBART facilities (see Response 51.2 above).  Access to the 
Bliss Avenue park-and-ride lot is from Bliss Avenue.  The City of Pittsburg would 
assume responsibility for this parking lot, which may eventually be replaced with a 
parking structure in conjunction with a joint development project.  The Draft 
Railroad Avenue Area Specific Plan calls for Bliss Avenue to be a pedestrian and 
bicycle oriented street, although lack of space would not allow bicycle lockers at 
the Railroad Avenue Station.  However, there is the possibility that bicycle lockers 
could be provided by the City at a location near the Railroad Avenue Station. 

51.6 The DMU alignment has been designed to accommodate conventional BART.  All 
curves, grades, dimensions, and stations along the alignment would allow for a 
conversion to BART at a future date, if that is desired.  BART is a specialized 
system with its own track gauge (5 feet, 6 inches) compared to standard gauge 
tracks, which are 4 feet 8.5 inches wide.  Conversion of the DMU tracks to BART 
would require widening the tracks.  The cost to widen the tracks has not been 
determined, but it would be only one component of converting the system to 
conventional BART, which would require installation of a third-rail power system, 
upgraded communications, enlarged stations, and a new, larger maintenance 
facility at Hillcrest Avenue.  The alternative of extending existing BART 
technology and tracks is evaluated in Section 5, Alternatives, of the Draft EIR.  
One of the principal reasons the DMU was chosen as the Proposed Project is 
because it is more cost efficient given the expected ridership.  Please refer to 
Master Responses 1 and 2 in Section 3 of this document for further information 
about BART’s decision to advance the DMU technology rather than conventional 
BART technology. 

51.7 The City of Pittsburg offered to pay for design and construction of the Proposed 
Project’s Railroad Avenue Station in order to expedite station development. 

51.8 A station at Los Medanos (Century Boulevard) was considered for a possible 
station site during the original feasibility study of the Proposed Project.  However, 
it did not meet the criteria used to identify potential station sites, which included 
the following issues:   

� Station spacing – Century Boulevard is very close to Railroad Avenue. 

� Density of existing and potential future development – The 
predominant land use is low density retail.  Most of the vacant land is 
slated to be developed as auto dealerships.  There is limited opportunity 
for transit-oriented development (TOD) and the current uses are not 
transit supportive. 

� Accessibility from the local and regional highway network – Century 
Boulevard does not have freeway access and the nearby Somersville 
Road interchange is very congested. 
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� Potential transit connections – Los Medanos College, which is nearby, 
is the current local transit hub, and is one of the more important focal 
points for Tri Delta Transit.  If a new hub were created at Century 
Boulevard, it would compete with the Los Medanos hub. 

� Constructability – The commercial development in this area has been 
built right up to the existing right-of-way.  The planned widening of 
SR 4 with the Proposed Project in the median would require a partial 
taking of several commercial parcels and a total taking of one major 
motel.  Further widening to accommodate a station would involve 
displacing additional commercial buildings.  

� Ridership – The Proposed Project’s ridership model showed lower 
patronage at Century Boulevard than at Hillcrest Avenue. 

51.9 The Proposed Project would provide a DMU station in the median of SR 4. 

51.10 The transfer platform at Pittsburg/Bay Point would have a canopy over the central 
portion of the platform for weather protection.   

51.11 BART is investigating the possibility of using photovoltaics at its stations.  Pilot 
photovoltaic projects are currently being conducted at the Orinda Station, the 
Hayward Yard, and the Richmond Yard.  
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52. Jamie Owen (web form dated November 2, 2008) 
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52.   Jamie Owen (web form comment dated November 2, 2008)  

52.1 The commentor expresses a preference for the Proposed Project to be powered by 
electricity rather than diesel.  Two electric propulsion alternatives – conventional 
BART and Light Rail Vehicle (LRV) technology – were considered in Section 5, 
Alternatives, of the Draft EIR.  Also, please refer to Master Response 2 and 
Master Response 3 in Section 3 of this document regarding electric propulsion.  

 

.  
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53. Laura Park (web form dated October 10, 2008) 
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53.   Laura Park (web form comment dated October 10, 2008)  

53.1 Self-propelled rail cars are passenger rail cars that carry their own motors and do 
not depend on a locomotive to pull them.  The self-propelled vehicles proposed for 
the Proposed Project use on-board diesel engines for propulsion.  For this reason, 
they are known as Diesel Multiple Units or DMUs.   
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54. Joanne Perez-Morua (web form dated October 11, 2008) 
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54. Joanne Perez-Morua (web form comment dated October 11, 2008) 

54.1 The commentor expresses a preference for conventional BART over the Proposed 
Project.  Please refer to Master Responses 1 and 2 in Section 3 of this document 
regarding BART’s selection of the DMU technology, and the Contra Costa County 
taxpayer’s contributions to the BART system and BART’s evaluation of providing 
conventional BART technology.  Approval of the Proposed Project will be 
determined on the merits of the project.  The Proposed Project is independent of a 
BART extension toward the South Bay, and has its own development history and 
funding sources. 
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55. Erica Petrofsky (web form dated November 2, 2008) 
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55. Erica Petrofsky (web form comment dated November 2, 2008) 

55.1 The commentor expresses a preference for the Proposed Project to be powered by 
electricity rather than diesel.  Two electric propulsion alternatives – conventional 
BART and Light Rail Vehicle (LRV) technology – were considered in Section 5, 
Alternatives, of the Draft EIR.  Also, please refer to Master Response 2 and 
Master Response 3 in Section 3 of this document regarding electric propulsion. 
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56. Robert Robb (web form dated October 1, 2008) 
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56. Robert Robb (web form comment dated October 1, 2008) 

56.1 A key element of the Proposed Project is the encouragement of dense development 
around both station sites as an alternative to typical low suburban growth that 
would occur if there were no transit available.  Both the City of Pittsburg and the 
City of Antioch are involved in Ridership Development Plans which are intended 
to provide the mechanism to allow higher density transit-oriented development 
around the stations.  Additionally, the eBART corridor is already developed and 
highly congested.  The Proposed Project is intended to help relieve the congestion 
along SR 4 and to provide existing and future commuters with an option to using 
the roadways.  In particular, please refer to the project objectives, beginning on 
page 1-10 of the Draft EIR. 

56.2 The commentor suggests that the Proposed Project should not be implemented in 
favor of an extension of BART’s Dublin/Pleasanton line.  Without diminishing the 
merits of a BART extension to Livermore, the Proposed Project serves an 
important travel need and fulfills project objectives identified in the Draft EIR 
starting on page 1-10.  As a point of information, BART is currently in the early 
stages of examining an extension to Livermore.  Otherwise, this comment 
concerns the merits of the Proposed Project and does not concern the adequacy of 
the analysis in the Draft EIR.  Accordingly, no further response is required. 
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57. Matthew Roe (web form dated September 25, 2008) 

 

 



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

East Contra Costa BART Extension Responses to Comments Page 4-277 
April 2009 

57.   Matthew Roe (web form comment dated September 25, 2008)  

57.1 The commentor expresses support for the Proposed Project and looks forward to 
the extra service in the area.  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. 
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58. Steve Rohwer (web form dated September 21, 2008) 
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58.   Steve Rohwer (web form comment dated September 21, 2008)  

58.1 Providing more stations along a transit line to increase access must be balanced 
with the number of additional riders provided by those stations and the cost of 
constructing the stations.  Also, constructing stations too closely together can 
actually reduce ridership by increasing travel time due to station stops.  Station 
locations are carefully chosen according to criteria, such as station spacing, 
density of existing and potential future development, availability of land for station 
facilities, accessibility from the local and regional highway network, potential 
transit connections, constructability, and anticipated ridership.  On the existing 
BART system in suburban areas, the stations are typically about 4-5 miles apart.  
Station criteria for the Proposed Project allow a shorter distance between stations, 
and placing stations at Railroad Avenue and Hillcrest Avenue met the station 
criteria for the Proposed Project.   

A station at Los Medanos (Century Boulevard) was considered for a possible 
station site during the original feasibility study of station criteria for the Proposed 
Project.  However, it did not meet the criteria used to identify potential station 
sites, which included the following issues:   

� Station spacing – Century Boulevard is very close to Railroad Avenue. 

� Density of existing and potential future development – The predominant 
land use is low density retail.  Most of the vacant land is slated to be 
developed as auto dealerships.  There is limited opportunity for transit-
oriented development (TOD) and the current uses are not transit 
supportive. 

� Accessibility from the local and regional highway network – Century 
Boulevard does not have freeway access and the nearby Somersville Road 
interchange is very congested. 

� Potential transit connections – Los Medanos College, which is nearby, is 
the current local transit hub, and is one of the more important focal points 
for Tri Delta Transit.  If a new hub were created at Century Boulevard, it 
would compete with the Los Medanos hub. 

� Constructability – The commercial development in this area has been built 
right up to the existing right-of-way.  The planned widening of SR 4 with 
the Proposed Project in the median would require a partial taking of several 
commercial parcels and a total taking of one major motel.  Further 
widening to accommodate a station would involve displacing additional 
commercial buildings.  

� Ridership – The Proposed Project’s ridership model showed lower 
patronage at Century Boulevard than at Hillcrest Avenue. 
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59. Rajinder Sahota (web form dated October 27, 2008) 
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59. Rajinder Sahota (web form comment dated October 27, 2008) 

59.1 The Proposed Project alignment is located in the median of SR 4.  No stations 
would be located in the vicinity of the Contra Loma/L Street interchange, so there 
is no large-scale property acquisition in that area.  The acquisition of the gas 
station is not required for the Proposed Project, but more likely is being acquired 
by Caltrans for the SR 4 widening project.  A hut for the train control system has 
been preliminarily located on undeveloped property on the east side of Contra 
Loma Boulevard just south of SR 4, but it is not on Fitzuren Road.   
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60. Michael F. Sarabia (web form dated September 22, 2008) 
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60. Michael F. Sarabia (web form comment dated September 22, 2008) 

60.1 Please refer to Master Responses 2 and 3 in Section 3 of this document, regarding 
the decision to advance DMU technology for the Proposed Project.   

60.2 The Proposed Project’s effects on global warming are analyzed in Section 3.11, 
Air Quality, under Impacts AQ-3 and AQ-CU-15 of the Draft EIR.  This analysis 
demonstrates that the Proposed Project would result in a net reduction of 
greenhouse gas emissions, contributing to a net benefit to global climate. 


