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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER R-1 

Alameda County Congestion Management Agency 

R-1.1 As stated in the Draft SEIR, Chapter 5, the BART core system parking is only discussed 
at a programmatic level of environmental analysis.  In addition, as stated in the text, 
BART has continuing efforts to reduce core parking demand through recently adopted 
sustainability goals in its Strategic Plan and a TOD policy that encourages access via 
modes other than personal vehicles.  Should specific projects be identified to provide 
additional core parking, subsequent environmental documentation would be required to 
environmentally clear these actions.   
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER R-2 

Santa Clara County - Department of Roads and Airports 

R-2.1 The comment is noted and if the Final Designs include an access from Montague 
Expressway, VTA will apply for an exception as mentioned.  
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER R-3 

Alameda County Water District 

R-3.1 VTA concurs with the comment.  VTA previously responded to the Alameda County 
Water District’s concerns regarding the BART extension in the 2004 FEIR, Volume II, 
Chapter 3, Letter R-4 and will continue to coordinate with the Alameda County Water 
District on issues that concern the agency. 

 

R-3.2  Wells within the project limits in Alameda County will be located and evaluated during 
subsequent engineering phases or during the construction phase.  These wells will be 
either protected or properly destroyed in accordance with State regulations and any 
requirements of the Alameda County Water District.  

 

R-3.3 VTA concurs with the comment.  Prior to any subsurface drilling activity within the 
project limits in Alameda County, VTA will obtain a drilling permit from the Alameda 
County Water District, pay the appropriate fee, and coordinate with the District prior to 
any fieldwork.  

 

R-3.4 At Kato Road, BART would cross at grade on a new bridge structure over the roadway, 
which would be reconstructed as an underpass by VTA.  There are no alignment options 
at Kato Road.  For Dixon Landing Road, the VTA staff recommendation is for the At 
Grade Option.  Therefore, BART would also cross at grade on a new bridge structure 
over Dixon Landing Road, which would be reconstructed as an underpass by VTA.  At 
both these locations, dewatering would be required during construction. 

 Prior to impacting dewatering wells or installing dewatering systems in the Kato Road or 
Dixon Landing Road construction areas, or elsewhere within the project limits in 
Alameda County, VTA will obtain the required permits from the Alameda County Water 
District.  The design of dewatering systems will occur in subsequent engineering phases 
for the project, and VTA will coordinate with the District on such designs.  

 

R-3.5 As mentioned in the Draft SEIR, Section 4.18.5.9, “prior to the final design of a 
dewatering system, aquifer pump tests will be conducted to better define the effects of 
dewatering on groundwater supply facilities.  The results of the pump tests will be used 
to develop a dewatering strategy that will minimize impacts to other groundwater 
users ….”  Also discussed in this section, aquifer testing was conducted during the 
Preliminary Engineering phase at Kato Road to obtain the hydrogeologic parameters for 
the aquifer located under this location to develop construction dewatering strategies.  
The first encounter of groundwater was approximately 7 feet below ground surface.  
Therefore, the assumed saturated thickness of the shallow aquifer is taken to be 
approximately 63 feet.  This testing provided information to calculate appropriate 
dewatering rates during construction at Kato Road.  Technical reports that support the 
SEIR describe the testing and rate calculations, and are available upon request from 
VTA.  Additional testing will be conducted during subsequent engineering phases, 
particularly at Dixon Landing Road where it is now known that the BART alignment will 
be at grade.   
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 Protection of groundwater through project design requirements and best management 
practices is also addressed in the 2004 FEIR, Section 4.19.15.4.  Among other protective 
measures, this section states that “VTA will implement a groundwater level monitoring 
program of shallow and deep aquifers to assess long-term water level trends and will 
alter dewatering strategies if adverse impacts are noted.  If necessary, VTA will remedy 
adverse impacts by lowering pumping rates, deepening wells, or providing other means 
of maintaining the historical water supply.”  

 

R-3.6 VTA acknowledges that pursuant to the Replenishment Assessment Act, the Alameda 
County Water District charges operators of water production facilities, such as 
dewatering wells, an assessment based on the quantity of water produced.  VTA will pay 
the appropriate fees for facilities associated with the project that are regulated under 
the Act.  

 

R-3.7 VTA appreciates the contact information for the ACWD to facilitate ongoing coordination 
between ACWD and VTA.  It is noted that Toni Lyons and Kalpana Gandhi are the same 
contacts as provided in the 2004 FEIR, Volume II, Chapter 3, Letter R-4.   
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER R-4 

Santa Clara Valley Water District 

R-4.1 The District’s request for an accurate project description as well as the need for effective 
analysis of impacts is noted.  VTA assumes that the District can utilize the Final SEIR 
and any other VTA environmental clearance documents to support its own decision-
making process. 

 

R-4.2 During the Preliminary Engineering phase, the design of the Berryessa Creek crossing 
was changed from a 100-foot clear span bridge to an approximate 140-foot multi-cell 
box culvert, which accommodates the Santa Clara Valley Water District and Army Corps 
of Engineers flood protection projects.   

 

R-4.3 VTA agrees with the comment.  Further information regarding the engineering 
constraints related to the BART Extension Project at the Berryessa Creek crossing are 
included in Response to Comment S-1.1. 

 

R-4.4 The two detention basins at the yard and shops facility will be fully paved, with no 
groundwater impacts anticipated. 
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RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER R-5 

Stanislaus County Environmental Review Committee 

R-5.1 No response is required. 
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