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COMMENTER A1 
Alameda County Transportation Commission 
Beth Walukas, Deputy Director of Planning  
July 16, 2012 
 
 
 
Response A1-1: The comments in the attached letter have been enumerated and are 

responded to below.  
 
Response A1-2: As shown in Table IV.C.-3, Project Trip Generation, the proposed 

project would generate 115 net new trips during the weekday PM 
peak hour. As such, as stated in this comment, the CMP Land Use 
Analysis Program requires the City to conduct a traffic analysis of the 
project using the Countywide Transportation Demand Model for 
projection years 2020 and 2035.  

 
As described on page 115 of the Draft EIR, transportation and traffic 
impacts were assessed at six key intersections for seven scenarios, 
including 2020 Conditions, 2020 Plus Proposed Project Conditions, 
2035 Conditions, and 2035 Plus Proposed Project Conditions. As 
noted for the 2020 scenarios, traffic volumes were based on projec-
tions from the Alameda County Congestion Management Agency 
(CMA) travel demand model; the 2020 scenarios were included as a 
requirement of the Congestion Management Program (CMP) Land 
Use Analysis program and is therefore located in Section 3.B(2), 
Congestion Management Program Analysis. The description of the 
2035 scenario similarly notes that volumes for this scenario are based 
on projections from the Alameda County Congestion Management 
Agency (CMA) travel demand model.  

 
Response A1-3: The comment notes that the CMP requires analysis of both 2020 and 

2035 conditions.  However, Appendix H (Technical and Policy Guide-
lines) of the ACCMA CMP notes that the horizon years to be studied 
are 2015 and 2035.  The Draft EIR includes a cumulative analysis, 
which would roughly correspond to the requirement to analyze 
impacts in the year 2015.  In addition, Section IV.C, Transportation 
and Traffic, of the Draft EIR includes the CMP Analysis for 2035. As 
noted in the Draft EIR, with the addition of project trips, service levels 
for the weekday peak periods at all of the signalized study 
intersections are expected to remain unchanged, with a few minor 
increases in average delay. At an unsignalized intersection, mitigation 
is required if a movement is LOS F, the peak hour signal warrant is 
met, and a minimum of 10 vehicles is added to the critical movement. 
The side street movements at the intersection of Shattuck Avenue 
and Berkeley Way are at LOS F in the 2020 plus project condition, 
however the intersection would not meet peak hour signal warrant 

Attachment 5 - Admin Record 
Page 961 of 3529



L S A  A S S O C I A T E S ,  I N C .  
N O V E M B E R  2 0 1 2  

A C H E S O N  C O M M O N S  P R O J E C T  E I R  
R E S P O N S E  T O  C O M M E N T S  D O C U M E N T

I V .  C O M M E N T S  A N D  R E S P O N S E S
 

P:\CBE1101 Acheson\PRODUCTS\RTC\Final\4-CommResp.doc (11/16/2012)  PUBLIC REVIEW 51 

criteria and therefore the project would not cause a significant impact 
at this intersection. Because the movement on an urban street 
corridor is constrained at the intersections, adjacent roadway 
segments would operate the same LOS or better than intersections.  
As a result, no deterioration in the operation of the adjacent CMP 
roadway segments is expected.   

 
Response A1-4: Significant transportation and traffic impacts were not identified and as 

such mitigation measures are not proposed. 
   
Response A1-5: The comment states that impacts of the project on CMP transit levels 

of service must be analyzed.  However, according to the Performance 
Element of the CMP, the transit system is evaluated in a yearly 
performance review that is conducted by transit operators and local 
agencies.  An analysis of transit LOS is not included in the Land Use 
Analysis Program and therefore not required for individual projects.  
Section IV.C, Transportation and Traffic of the Draft EIR includes a 
discussion of all transit in the vicinity of the project, and provides an 
estimate of non-automobile trip generation in the trip generation 
analysis. 

 
Response A1-6: As described throughout the Draft EIR, the proposed project is located 

in downtown Berkeley, in close proximity to mass transit (AC Transit 
and BART) and bicycle facilities, as well as jobs, goods and services. 
The proposed project would meet zoning requirements for bicycle 
parking. As part of the proposal for the project, the applicant has 
agreed to provide one transit pass for each residential unit which 
would be provided for project residents in perpetuity as a condition of 
project approval. Implementation of the proposed project would not 
result in significant impacts to area intersections and, therefore, 
mitigation measures (including TDM measures) would not be required.    

 
Response A1-7: The Alameda County Countywide Pedestrian Plan identifies Shattuck 

and University Avenues adjacent to the project site as Transit (AC 
Transit) Areas of Countywide Significance for Capital Pedestrian 
Projects. As noted in the Draft EIR, sidewalks exist on both sides of 
almost all streets within the study area; crosswalks are also provided 
at all intersections within the study area. Sidewalk widths would be 
maintained or increased as part of the proposed project. In addition, 
pedestrian safety in the area is likely to be increased since the imple-
mentation of the proposed project would reduce the number of drive-
ways along its frontage. 

 
 In the vicinity of the proposed project, the Alameda County County-

wide Bicycle Plan identifies Milvia Street as a Class 3 – Existing 
facility, and Hearst Avenue as a Class 2 – Proposed facility. As noted 
in the Draft EIR, the study area for the proposed project includes 
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several bicycle boulevards, including Milvia Street, designated by the 
City to increase safety and accessibility for bicycle users in the City. 
The project would meet zoning code requirements for bicycle parking. 

 
Response A1-8: The project site is bounded by Shattuck Avenue, University Avenue, 

Walnut Street and Berkeley Way. None of these roadways are State 
facilities. However, noise and vibration impacts are analyzed in 
Section F., Noise and Vibration.  

 
Response A1-9: The comment, which encourages jurisdictions to consider a compre-

hensive TOD program and does not pertain to the adequacy of the 
Draft EIR, is noted. 
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