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November 13, 2007

Caltrans District 4
Office of Environmental Analysis
Attn: Ed Pang
111 Grand Avenue
Oakland CA 94610
 

Dear Mr. Pang

We sincerely request that a full EIR be done on the 84 widening project and that the comment period be extended. Here are my concerns that have not been addressed in the environmental assessment that has been prepared and presented to the public. 

 

Currently, 84 from Jack London south to 680 is two lanes. The proposal will increase the section north of Stanley to 6 lanes and add the new interchange at 580. At the Oct. 30th meeting, it was stated that the new interchange was designed to encourage truck traffic to take the 84 cut-through to 680 rather than taking the 580/680 interchange. In addition, the section of 84 east of Pigeon Pass will remain two lanes because of environmental issues. The already clogged commute through Pigeon Pass will certainly become worse and more dangerous with added semi-truck traffic. In addition, that blockage with the 'inviting' 6 lane section will encourage even more traffic to cut-through Pleasanton and onto Stanley. There are already accidents at the Isabel intersections with Jack London and with Concannon. Now mix in multiple lanes, traffic lights and more semi-trucks, and the accidents will certainly increase. On Oct. 30th, Caltrans said that the signals will be timed to minimize the impact of the multiple lanes. However, heavy trucks with longer acceleration and deceleration times cannot have the same perfect timing as cars. The noise and pollution from the increased car and truck traffic 'encouraged' to avoid the 680 interchange will certainly be significant. I disagree with the conclusions in your environmental assessment and request that a full EIR be done to study these issues in more detail.  These highway funds should be spent on improving the 580/680 interchange and not encourage truck traffic next to residential neighborhoods. 






Sincerely,


 

