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General Information About This Document
What’s in this document:

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) has prepared this Initial Study with
Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND) for the U.S. Highway 101 (U.S. 101) Bicycle and
Pedestrian Overcrossing Project (Project) in the City of Santa Rosa, Sonoma County. The
Project is located on U.S. 101 between Post Mile (PM) 21.0 and PM 21.8 (refer to Figure
2.2-1, Project Area). The Project proposes to construct a 17-foot-wide bicycle/ pedestrian,
Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA) compliant, Class | shared-use overcrossing spanning
U.S. 101. The Project would include a 5-foot-wide walking lane and 8-foot-wide bicycle path
with possible mode separation provided by a curb/barrier and fencing.

As the lead agency under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA), Caltrans has
prepared this document describing why the Project is being proposed, how the existing
environment could be affected by the Project, the potential environmental impacts of each
of the alternatives, and the proposed Project Features, Avoidance and Minimization
Measures, and/or Mitigation Measures.

The IS/MND was circulated to the public for 30 days between June 22, 2020 and July 24,
2020. Comments received during this period are included in Appendix G. Elsewhere
throughout this document, a vertical line in the margin indicates a change made since the
draft document circulation. Minor editorial changes and clarifications have not been so
indicated. To obtain a copy of this document and the related technical studies please call or
write:

Caltrans, Attention: Elizabeth Nagle, Associate Environmental Planner, District 4, Office of
Environmental Analysis, 111 Grand Avenue, MS 8-B, Oakland CA 94612; Telephone (510) 506-
0481

An ADA-compliant electronic copy of this document is available to download at: the Caltrans
environmental document website (https://dot.ca.gov/caltrans-near-me/district-4/d4-popular-
links/d4-environmental-docs) and on the City’s website (https://srcity.org/750/Highway-101-
Bicycle-Pedestrian-Bridge).

Alternative formats:

For individuals with sensory disabilities, the document can be made available on computer
disk by writing to the above address or email or by calling California Relay Service (800)
735-2929 (TTY), (800) 735-2922 (Voice), or 711.
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| STATE OF CALIFORNIA SCH No. 2020060455

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION (04-SON-101-PM 21.0-21.8)
(EA 04-2G340)

‘ MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

Pursuant to: Division 13, Public Resources Code

Project Description

The City of Santa Rosa, in coordination with the California Department of Transportation
(Caltrans), proposes to construct a 17-foot-wide bicycle/pedestrian, Americans with
Disabilities Act (ADA) compliant, Class | shared-use overcrossing (Project) spanning U.S.
Highway 101 (U.S. 101) between Post Mile (PM) 21.0 and PM 21.8 in the City of Santa
Rosa, Sonoma County. The Project would include a 5-foot-wide walking lane and 8-foot-
wide bicycle path with possible mode separation provided by a curb/barrier and fencing.
The overcrossing would have an 18.6-foot minimum vertical clearance over U.S. 101.
There are two Build Alternatives, the Edwards Avenue-Elliott Avenue Build Alternative and
the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative, being considered for the Project. The Project is needed
to accommodate and provide safe access to bicyclists and pedestrians in areas east and
west of U.S. 101 in the northern half of Santa Rosa.

Determination

Caltrans has prepared an Initial Study (IS) for this Project. Following public review, Caltrans
has determined from this study that the Project would not have a significant effect on the
environment for the reasons described below.

The Project would have no impact on Agriculture and Forest Resources, Air Quality,
Cultural Resources, Energy, Land Use and Planning, Mineral Resources, Population and
Housing, Recreation, Tribal Cultural Resources, Utilities and Service Systems, and
Wildfires.

In addition, the Project would have less than significant effects to Aesthetics, Biological
Resources, Geology and Soils, Greenhouse Gas Emissions, Hazards and Hazardous
Materials, Hydrology and Water Quality, Public Services, and Transportation.

As discussed in Chapter 3, Noise, due to construction techniques involving pile driving,
high-power (or other) vibratory tools, and/or heavy rolling stock equipment, would generate
substantial vibration levels at buildings located near the two Project Build Alternatives.
Vibration levels at different distances from the construction activity would vary depending on
soil conditions, construction methods, and equipment used. Implementation of Mitigation
Measures (MMs) NOI-1 and NOI-2 include methods to reduce vibration such as: pre-drilling
foundation pile holes, locating construction equipment as far as possible from vibration-
sensitive receptors, identifying and limiting the use heavy equipment, and the use of
equipment that creates less vibration in proximity to buildings. A construction vibration
monitoring plan would be developed and implemented by the contractor in accordance with
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Caltrans and City of Santa Rosa requirements to reduce vibration effects. Therefore, as
described in Chapter 3, Noise, the Project would have a less than significant impact with
mitigation.

Wabliinee Brant 02/08/2021

Melanie Brent Date
Deputy District Director

District 4

California Department of Transportation
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CHAPTER 1 Proposed Project

1.1 INTRODUCTION

The California Department of Transportation (Caltrans) is the California Environmental
Quality Act (CEQA) lead agency under CEQA for the Project. The Project would construct a
17-foot-wide bicycle/pedestrian, American with Disabilities Act (ADA) compliant, Class |
shared-use overcrossing spanning U.S. Highway 101 (U.S. 101) between Post Mile (PM)
21.0 and PM 21.8 in the City of Santa Rosa, Sonoma County. Project improvements include
construction of columns, construction of overcrossing spans, and/or placement of
prefabricated overcrossing sections, abutments, ramps, touchdowns, and connection to
existing sidewalks and bicycle lanes. The Project would include a 5-foot-wide walking lane
and 8-foot-wide bike path with possible mode separation provided by concrete curb/barrier
and fencing.

This Project would be funded under the 2019 Transportation Improvement Program (TIP),
as a Bicycle and Pedestrian Facilities Project. The approximate total cost of the Project for
support and capital, including construction, ranges from approximately $27 million for the
Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative to $30 million for Bear Cub Way Build Alternative.

1.2 PURPOSE AND NEED

The purpose of the Project is to provide a safer and more enjoyable alternative for bicyclists
and pedestrians crossing U.S. 101 in the vicinity of Santa Rosa Junior College (SRJC)
compared to existing highway crossings. An additional purpose of the Project is to provide a
continuous, ADA compliant, path to improve pedestrian and bicycle east-west connectivity
across U.S. 101 in the northern half of the City of Santa Rosa and connecting to the existing
and proposed bicycle and pedestrian networks.

The Project is needed to accommodate and provide safe access to bicyclists and
pedestrians in areas east and west of U.S. 101 in the northern half of Santa Rosa, Sonoma
County, California.

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
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CHAPTER 2 Project Description

21 INTRODUCTION

The City of Santa Rosa is located within the California Coast Range, in a broad, rural valley
called the Santa Rosa Plain (SRP). The City of Santa Rosa is the largest city in Sonoma
County (Census Bureau, 2019) with a population of 176,753 people, and is the most
densely populated part of the SRP. Santa Rosa is centrally located within Sonoma County
and acts as a regional commercial hub as well as the county seat. Santa Rosa is also part
of a large, urbanized corridor along U.S. 101 with Rohnert Park to the south (population
43,291) and Windsor to the north (population 27,128) (Census Bureau 2019). Outside of the
City of Santa Rosa, the SRP contains agricultural land uses and smaller municipalities.

22 PROJECT LOCATION

The Project is north of College Avenue near the SRJC, Santa Rosa High School (SRHS),
and Coddingtown Mall (refer to Figure 2.2-1 for the Project area). On the east side of U.S.
101, the vicinity of the Project area generally includes single-family homes, schools, and
public agency offices. Schools include SRJC, SRHS, and Ridgway High School. SRJC
occupies the land between Elliott Avenue, U.S. 101, Bear Cub Way, and Mendocino
Avenue. Ridgway High School and SRHS, along with some government and school district
offices, occupy the land between Bear Cub Way, U.S. 101, Ridgway Avenue, and
Mendocino Avenue. North of Elliott Avenue is a single-family residential neighborhood.

On the west side of U.S. 101, the vicinity of the Project area generally includes low- and
medium-density residential, retail and business services, and light industry. One to three-
story condominium and apartment complexes are located on Edwards Avenue, Cleveland
Avenue, Jennings Avenue, and Range Avenue. Several small businesses are located along
Cleveland Avenue facing U.S. 101. Light industrial businesses are located along Foley
Street, Cleveland Avenue and Frances Street/Range Avenue. Dick’s Sporting Goods and
Coddingtown Mall, a large shopping center, are located on Cleveland Avenue (refer to
Figure 2.2-1).

2.3 PROPOSED PROJECT

The Project would construct a 17-foot-wide bicycle/pedestrian ADA compliant Class |
shared-use overcrossing spanning U.S. 101 between PM 21.0 and PM 21.8, in the City of
Santa Rosa in Sonoma County. Proposed improvements to U.S. 101 include excavating
and grading for the construction of columns, construction of overcrossing spans, and/or
placement of prefabricated overcrossing sections, abutments, ramps, touchdowns, and
connection to existing sidewalks and bicycle lanes. The Project would include a 5-foot-wide
walking lane and an 8-foot-wide bicycle path with possible mode separation delineated by a
concrete curb/barrier and fencing. The Project includes two Build Alternatives: the Edwards-
Elliott Build Alternative (refer to Figure 2.3-1) and the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative (refer
to Figure 2.3-2), in addition to the No-Build Alternative.

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
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Chapter 2 Project Description

2.3.1 Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

The Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative proposes construction of the Project spanning U.S.
101 along the Edwards Avenue/Elliott Avenue corridor. The Build Alternative is located near
the Guerneville Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit (SMART) Station to the west, and
connects to the SRJC campus to the east. On the west side, the Edwards-Elliott Build
Alternative would follow the northern edge of Edwards Avenue and touch down next to a
truck loading area and driveway entrance for a large retail store currently home to Dick’s
Sporting Goods. On the east side, this Build Alternative would span over Armory Drive and
connect to the south side of Elliott Avenue in the vicinity of lllinois Avenue. The overcrossing
would follow a straight alignment for a length of approximately 1,200 feet, and a maximum
vertical height of 18.6 feet over U.S. 101. This Build Alternative would require removal of
two SRJC buildings and the relocation of approximately four portable buildings owned by
SRJC from the south side of Elliott Avenue.

2.3.2 Bear Cub Way Build Alternative

The Bear Cub Way Build Alternative proposes construction of the Project over U.S. 101,
connecting Range Avenue to the west to Bear Cub Way at the SRJC campus to the east.
On the west side, the Project would touch down within a commercial parking lot used by
Myers’ Restaurant Supply and connect to Range Avenue via an at-grade pathway. The
eastern touchdown area would be immediately south of Bear Cub Way. This Build
Alternative would follow existing sidewalks along Bear Cub Way to Mendocino Avenue. The
length of the bridge over U.S. 101 would be approximately 1,250 feet with a maximum
vertical height of 18.6 feet for this Build Alternative.

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
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Chapter 2 Project Description

2.3.3 Overcrossing Construction

In both Build Alternatives, the Project would include an overcrossing structure supported by
steel cables anchored to a tower, with approaches constructed on backfilled retaining walls
to conform to the existing grade elevations on the east and west sides of U.S. 101. For both
Build Alternatives, the proposed tower would be constructed on the east side of Armory
Drive. Construction of the overcrossing foundations and structure would consist of site
preparation including necessary excavation/grading east and west of U.S. 101, construction
of columns and construction of overcrossing spans and/or placement of prefabricated
overcrossing sections across U.S. 101.

Both Build Alternatives have the same foundation plan for the elevated portion of the Project
(but cross U.S. 101 at different locations). On the west approach, a 12-foot by 9-foot area at
each column would be excavated 5 to 6 feet deep for placement of the foundations. On the
east side of U.S. 101, the proposed tower would have a foundation requiring excavation of a
30- by 10-foot area to a depth of 8 to 9 feet. Shoring would be installed to stabilize each
excavation site. The shoring would likely be set 1 to 2 feet away from the face of the
foundations. Pile driving would occur from the bottom of the excavation site. Displacement-
type piles (140 ton), anywhere from 60 to 90 feet long, would be used to support the tower
and overcrossing span, both approaches, and the associated retaining walls. After all piles
are driven, concrete forms and reinforcement would be set, the shoring would be removed,
and the concrete pile cap would be poured.

The concrete pile caps, columns, and bent caps are anticipated to be installed with
conventional cast-in-place concrete techniques, formwork, and equipment. The tower and
overcrossing span are anticipated to consist of steel elements that would be prefabricated
off-site, then transported and erected on-site with a crane and either welded or bolted in
place on the concrete pile cap and bents. The overcrossing span would be attached to the
tower with steel cables. The concrete decking would then be installed on the overcrossing
span without the need for conventional falsework.

Ramps on the west and east approaches for both Build Alternatives would be supported on
foundations requiring excavation to approximately 4 feet below grade. The approach ramp
structures are anticipated to consist of either mechanically stabilized embankment (MSE)
walls or Caltrans standard cantilevered concrete retaining walls. While both options use
bottom-up construction techniques, the MSE wall components would be prefabricated off-
site, transported, and erected on-site. Cantilever concrete walls would be installed utilizing
conventional cast-in-place construction techniques and equipment.

2.4 CONSTRUCTION METHODOLOGY, SCHEDULE, AND STAGING

The Project would require temporary full nighttime closures and detours of both U.S. 101
and the adjacent frontage roads for placement of the overcrossing structure and traffic
handling devices. The construction staging areas would be located within the City of Santa
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Chapter 2 Project Description

Rosa (City) right of way, temporary construction easements (TCEs) and, in the SRJC
parking lots within the Project area. The SRJC parking lots would be closed for less than
one year.

2.4.1 Drainage Improvements

For both Build Alternatives, the overcrossing drainage would collect surface runoff from the
Project and tie into the City’s stormwater system at both the east and west landings.
Drainage modifications, including tie-ins, inlet adjustments and relocations may be required.
For the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative, a 30-inch storm drainage pipe at the intersection of
Armory Drive and Elliott Avenue would be relocated to accommodate the overcrossing
foundation. Inlet structures located along Edwards Avenue, in the Dick’s Sporting Goods
parking lot, and one inlet within Caltrans right of way would require removal and
replacement. Minor drainage work would be required for inlets in the Myers Restaurant
Supply parking lot and SRJC parking lot for the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative.

Post-construction stormwater treatment improvements complying with Caltrans and local
National Pollutant Discharge Elimination Systems (NPDES)/Regional Water Quality Control
Board (RWQCB) permitting is not required as the Project creates less than 5,000 square
feet of new impervious area(s) within Caltrans right of way. The potential for temporary
stormwater quality impacts shall be addressed by temporary construction best management
practices (BMPs), such as the installation of silt fencing, fiber rolls, and drainage inlet
protection.

2.4.2 Tree Removal and Vegetation Impacts

Both Build Alternatives would require clearing and grubbing of existing vegetation and tree
removal. The Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative would require the removal of approximately
seven mature trees, including three native trees on the SRJC property and Elliott Avenue,
as well as removal of a small number of ornamental/street tree saplings (not mature trees)
along Edwards Avenue. Additionally, approximately 7,000 square feet of vegetation would
require clearing and grubbing. The Bear Cub Way Build Alternative would require the
removal of five mature trees on the east side of U.S. 101 in the parking lot adjacent to
Armory Drive. Approximately 16,700 square feet of vegetation would require clearing and
grubbing.

2.4.3 Construction Schedule

Construction of the Project is expected to take two years to complete. The Project would
require approximately 470 working days with daily work hours from 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m.,
Monday through Friday. Night work would occur over 10 days during the construction period
for placement of the overcrossing over U.S. 101. Construction activities within drainages
would be restricted to the dry season (May 1 to October 31). In addition, tree removal would
be scheduled to avoid impacts to nesting birds (February 1 to September 30).

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
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Chapter 2 Project Description

2.4.4 Right of Way and Temporary Construction Easements

The Project would require permanent and temporary acquisitions and easements from
select parcels adjacent to the Project area. Parcels potentially affected under the Edwards-
Elliott Build Alternative and the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative are described below.

Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

The Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative would require a total of 8,815 square feet of right of
way acquisition. On the east side, 7,580 square feet of right of way would be acquired from
SRJC south of Elliott Avenue. On the west side, 1,235 square feet of right of way would be
acquired encompassing a sidewalk and landscape improvements adjacent to the Dick’s
Sporting Goods parking lot and Patelco Credit Union along the north edge of Edwards
Avenue.

This Build Alternative would result in removal of the SRJC Public Relations Building (1990
Armory Drive) and a former residence used by SRJC Summer Repertory Theater (708
Elliott Avenue). Portable buildings and parking stalls within the Project area would also
require removal/relocation.

A total of 27,055 square feet of TCEs would be required for this Build Alternative. A TCE of
3,255 square feet would be required along the Dick’s Sporting Goods and Patelco parking
lot, which includes the western driveway and some of their landscaped areas, located along
Edwards Avenue west of U.S. 101. Additionally, TCEs of approximately 23,800 square feet
would be required from five SRJC parcels fronting Elliott Avenue. These TCEs would be
located on the same parcels where right of way acquisitions are required for the Project
(refer to Figure 2.4-1).

Bear Cub Way Build Alternative

The Bear Cub Way Build Alternative would require a total of 26,470 square feet of right of
way acquisition. On the east side, 4,655 square feet of right of way would be acquired from
the SRJC “Bear Cub Way” parking lot. The existing SRJC parking lot would be reconfigured
and restriped to accommodate 115 parking stalls, resulting in a reduction of 42 stalls. On
the west side, 21,815 square feet of right of way would be acquired from the Myers
Restaurant Supply parking lot. The Myers Restaurant Supply parking lot would also be
restriped to accommodate 39 stalls, which would result in the loss of five parking stalls. This
alternative would not result in the demolition or removal/relocation of buildings.

A total of 111,880 square feet of TCE would be required for this Build Alternative: 46,080
square feet would be required from Myers Restaurant Supply on the west side of U.S. 101
and 65,800 square feet would be required from SRJC on the east side of U.S. 101 (refer to
Figure 2.4-2).
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Chapter 2 Project Description

2.4.5 Utility Relocations

Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Three existing PG&E utility poles would require relocation. One of the existing poles is
located adjacent to northbound Cleveland Avenue, at the intersection of Edwards and
Cleveland avenues. The second pole is located along northbound Armory Drive,
approximately 40 feet south of the intersection of Elliott Avenue and Armory Drive. The last
pole that would be relocated is along northbound Armory Drive, approximately 140 feet
north of the intersection of Elliott Avenue and Armory Drive. A Santa Rosa Water meter and
fire hydrant on westbound Edwards Avenue require relocation due to modifications in the
curb line to accommodate a relocated bus stop. These water facilities would be relocated
behind the new curb line. An existing Santa Rosa Sanitary Sewer manhole on westbound
Edwards Avenue is in conflict with the proposed retaining wall and would need to be
relocated into the roadway.

Bear Cub Way Build Alternative

An existing utility pole would require the relocation of the PG&E, AT&T, and Comcast on
joint poles along southbound Cleveland Avenue. No other utility relocation would be
required for this Build Alternative.

2.4.6 Parking, Roadway Modifications, and Signage

Roadway realignments would be needed for the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative. Both Build
Alternatives would include signage and parking modifications.

Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

The Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative would remove 14 parking stalls from an SRJC parking
lot on Elliott Avenue, east of U.S. 101. In addition, the existing bus stop on Edwards Avenue
near Dick’s Sporting Goods would be relocated further east on Edwards Avenue to a
location just west of Cleveland Avenue. The construction of a crosswalk on Edwards
Avenue to provide direct access from the south side of Edwards Avenue to the western
landing of the overcrossing may also result in the loss of one parking space.

An existing overhead sign on U.S. 101 near the Steele Lane off ramp is located on a
concrete barrier at the edge of the Caltrans right of way and would be relocated 100 feet
south of its current location. The existing concrete barrier in this location would need to be
reconstructed for a length of 225 feet. Excavation depths for the sign relocation would be up
to 25 feet.

Bear Cub Way Build Alternative

The Bear Cub Way Build Alternative would realign Bear Cub Way approximately 50 feet to

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
Initial Study with Mitigated Negative Declaration 2-11



Chapter 2 Project Description

the south through the existing SRJC parking lot. The reconfiguration of the existing
substandard SRJC parking lot would be restriped to accommodate 115 parking stalls,
resulting in a reduction of 42 stalls. The Myers Restaurant Supply parking lot would also be
restriped to accommodate 39 stalls, which would result in the loss of five parking stalls.

The Bear Cub Way Alignment would include way-finding signage to direct users through the
SRJC campus to Mendocino Avenue.

2.4.7 Construction Activities

The Project includes temporary construction access, laydown, and reconstruction areas that
would occur between Cleveland Avenue/Edwards Avenue and Armory Drive/Elliott Avenue
for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative, and between the Cleveland Avenue and Armory
Drive/Bear Cub Way for the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative.

2.4.8 Road Closures and Detours

During the construction of the overcrossing spanning U.S. 101, both Build Alternatives
would require full nighttime closures for one week or one weekend (depending on the
contractor). In the northbound direction, U.S. 101 between College Avenue and Steele Lane
would be temporarily closed with a detour via College Avenue to Mendocino Avenue to
Steele Lane. For the southbound direction, U.S. 101 would be temporarily closed between
Steele Lane and College Avenue with a detour via Steele Lane to Cleveland Avenue to
College Avenue.

Nighttime or weekend closures of Armory Drive for the placement of the overcrossing would
require detours from Elliott Avenue at the north and Ridgway Avenue at the south to
Mendocino Avenue. Nighttime closures for one week or one weekend of Cleveland Avenue
from Guerneville Road to Jennings Avenue would be required with detour via Range
Avenue.

Existing bicycle lanes in the Project area are located along Cleveland Avenue, extending
south of Frances Street to Guerneville Road. Additional bicycle lanes are located on the
north side of Edwards Avenue and on Range Avenue south of Jennings Boulevard to Briggs
Avenue, west of U.S. 101. On the east side of U.S. 101, bicycle lanes are present on
Mendocino Avenue. For both Build Alternatives, bicycles on the east side of U.S. 101 would
be temporarily detoured to Mendocino Avenue during construction of the Project, and on the
west side of U.S. 101, bicycles would be detoured to Range Avenue.

2.49 Staging Locations

Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

The Project would require temporary nighttime closures of U.S. 101 and the adjacent
frontage roads for placement of the overcrossing structure. The staging for Edwards-Elliott
Build Alternative would likely be located at an SRJC parking lot along Armory Drive
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approximately 50 feet south of Elliott Avenue. The use of an SRJC parking lot for
construction would result in temporary closure for less than one year. On the west side of
U.S. 101, construction staging would occur in the City of Santa Rosa right of way on
Edwards Avenue.

Bear Cub Way Build Alternative

The location of construction staging for the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative would be
located on the SRJC parking lot (along Armory Drive) and the Myers Restaurant Supply
parking lot. The use of the SRJC parking lot for construction would result in temporary, full
closure for less than one year. The parking stalls in the Myers Restaurant Supply lot would
be temporarily relocated on vacant land southwest and adjacent to the existing lot within the
Project area.

2.5 PROJECT FEATURES

The Project contains a number of standardized project components which are employed on
most, if not all of Caltrans projects and were not developed in response to any specific
environmental impact resulting from the Project. These components are referenced as
Project Features in Chapter 3 as they pertain to different environmental resources, and are
separated out from avoidance and minimization measures (AMMs) and Mitigation Measures
(MMs), which directly relate to the impacts resulting from the Project.

Table 2-1 lists the Project Features that would be implemented by Caltrans and the

construction contractor to reduce or avoid potential impacts to the human and natural
environment.

Table 2-1: Project Feature Summary

Project Feature

Resource Area Project Feature

References
Preserve Mature Trees. To the extent feasible, existing
mature trees would be preserved. With input from a
Aesthetics Feature AES-1 Caltrans biologist, arborist or landscape architect working

with the contractor, the approach to the construction
activities would be modified to avoid tree removal
wherever possible.

Protect Existing Trees and Vegetation. The Caltrans
biologist would field mark and approve trees to be
removed prior to removal. High visibility temporary fencing
would be placed around trees or other vegetation to be
Aesthetics Feature AES-2 retained before construction begins. Vegetation outside of
clearing and grubbing limits would be protected from the
contractor’s operations, equipment, and materials storage.
Tree trimming would be limited to the minimum required to
provide a clear work area.

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
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Resource Area

Project Feature
References

Project Feature

Aesthetics

Feature AES-3

Visual Impacts from Construction. Construction
activities would be phased to minimize disturbance to
adjacent parcels. Construction lighting would be limited to
the areas of work and light trespass would be avoided
through directional lighting, shielding of light fixtures, and
other measures as needed.

Air Quality

Feature AIR-1

Idling and Access Points. Idling times shall be
minimized either by shutting equipment off when not in
use or reducing the maximum idling time to 5 minutes.
Clear signage shall be provided for construction workers
at all access points.

Air Quality

Feature AIR-2

Maintaining Construction Equipment and Vehicles. All
construction equipment shall be maintained and properly
tuned in accordance with manufacturer’s specifications.
All equipment shall be checked by a certified mechanic
and determined to be running in proper condition prior to
operation on the Project.

Air Quality

Feature AIR-3

Contractor Air Quality Compliance. The construction
contractor must comply with the Caltrans Standard
Specifications in Section 14-9. The Project would comply
with the Bay Area Air Quality Management District
(BAAQMD) published CEQA Air Quality Guidelines BMPs
for all construction projects, as outlined below:

e All exposed surfaces (e.g., parking areas, staging
areas, soil piles, graded areas, and unpaved access
roads) shall be watered two times per day.

e All haul trucks transporting soil, sand, or other loose
material off-site shall be covered.

e All visible mud or dirt track-out onto adjacent public
roads shall be removed using wet power vacuum
street sweepers at least once per day. The use of dry
power sweeping is prohibited.

e All vehicle speeds on unpaved roads shall be limited
to 15 miles per hour (mph).

e All roadways, driveways, and sidewalks to be paved
shall be completed as soon as possible. Building pads
shall be laid as soon as possible after grading unless
seeding or soil binders are used.

e Post a publicly visible sign with the telephone number
and person to contact at the Lead Agency regarding
dust complaints. This person shall respond and take
corrective action within 48 hours. The Air District’'s
phone number shall also be visible to ensure
compliance with applicable regulations.
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Resource Area

Project Feature
References

Project Feature

Biological
Resources

Feature BIO-1

Migratory Birds. Construction activities would occur to
the extent feasible outside of the nesting bird season. If
construction activities are initiated during the nesting bird
season (February 1 to September 30) a pre-construction
survey would be conducted by a Caltrans biologist within
14 days prior to ground disturbance to determine if
nesting birds are present within or adjacent to the
Biological Study Areas (BSAs).

If no nesting birds are detected during pre-construction
surveys, construction can proceed as normal. If active
nests of protected species are found within the survey
area, a work exclusion zone would be established around
each nest by the Caltrans biologist. Established exclusion
zones would remain in place until all young in the nest
have fledged or the nest otherwise becomes inactive
(e.g., due to predation). Appropriate exclusion zone sizes
would be determined by a Caltrans biologist and vary
dependent upon the species, nest location, existing visual
buffers, noise levels, and other factors. An exclusion zone
radius may be as small as 50 feet for common,
disturbance-adapted species or as large as 250 feet or
more for raptors. Exclusion zone size may be reduced
from established distances if supported with nest
monitoring findings by a Caltrans biologist indicating that
work activities outside the reduced radius are not
adversely impacting the nest and that a reduced exclusion
zone would not adversely affect the subject nest.

Biological
Resources

Feature BIO-2

Vegetation Removal. Vegetation removed shall be the
minimum necessary to complete the Project. Areas of
existing vegetation that are not necessary to be removed
should remain and can be protected by being driven on
only when soil is dry enough to support equipment or
fenced off with construction fencing.

Cultural
Resources

Feature CUL-1

Discovery of Cultural Resources. If cultural materials
are discovered during construction, all earth-moving
activity within and around the immediate discovery area
would be diverted until a Caltrans qualified archaeologist
can assess the nature and significance of the find.
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Project Feature

Resource Area
References

Project Feature

Discovery of Human Remains. If remains are
discovered during excavation, all work within 60 feet of
the discovery would halt and Caltrans' Cultural Resource
Studies office would be called. Caltrans' Cultural
Resources Studies Office Staff would assess the remains
and, if determined human, would contact the County
Coroner as per Public Resources Code (PRC) Sections
Feature CUL-2 5097.98, 5097.99, and 7050.5 of the California Health and
Safety Code. If the Coroner determines the remains to be
Native American, the Coroner will contact the Native
American Heritage Commission who would then assign
and notify a Most Likely Descendant. Caltrans would
consult with the Most Likely Descendant on respectful
treatment and reburial of the remains. Further provisions
of PRC 5097.98 are to be followed as applicable.
Reclaimed Water. To the extent feasible,
Greenhouse Gas reclaimed water may be used to reduce

o Feature GHG-1 o
Emissions greenhouse gas (GHG) emissions produced
during construction.
Hazardous Material. Should impacted soil (as evidenced
Hazards and by staining and/or odors) be encountered during
Hazardous Feature HAZ-1 construction activities, the Resident Engineer overseeing
Material construction should stop work until a hazardous waste
specialist is able to assess the soil for proper handling.
Hazards and Aerially Deposited Lead Work Plan. A work plan for
Hazardous Feature HAZ-2 aerially deposited lead if required would be prepared
Material during the design phase.
Groundwater Sampling. Should groundwater be
encountered during construction/excavation activities and
Hazards and dewatering become necessary, regulatory compliance
Hazardous Feature HAZ-3 and permitting consistent with the RWQCB and National
Material Pollutant Discharge Elimination System (NPDES)
requirements should be adhered to, and groundwater
sampling should be conducted.

Cultural
Resources

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
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Resource Area

Project Feature
References

Project Feature

Hydrology and
Water Quality

Feature HYD-1

Water Quality BMPs. The potential temporary impacts
shall be addressed by the implementation of Temporary
Construction BMPs, including the following:

e Temporary soil stabilization: scheduling, preservation
of existing vegetation, hydraulic mulch, hydroseeding,
soil binders, straw mulch, outlet protection, and slope
drains.

e Temporary sediment control: silt fence, fiber rolls,
gravel bags, street sweeping, sandbag barrier, and
temporary drainage inlet protection.

e Tracking control practices: temporary construction
entrance/exit and temporary construction roadway.

¢ Non-stormwater management: water conservation
practices, dewatering operations, paving, sealing,
sawcutting and grinding operations, vehicle and
equipment cleaning, vehicle and equipment fueling,
vehicle and equipment maintenance, pile driving
operations, concrete curing, and concrete finishing.

¢ Waste management and materials pollution control:
material delivery and storage, material use, stockpile
management, spill prevention and control, solid waste
management, concrete waste management sanitary
and septic waste management, and liquid waste
management.

Noise

Feature NOI-1

Idling of Internal Combustion Engines.
Unnecessary idling of internal combustion engines should
be strictly prohibited.

Noise

Feature NOI-2

Maintaining Internal Combustion Engines.

Equip all internal combustion engine-driven equipment
with intake and exhaust mufflers that are in good condition
and appropriate for the equipment.

Transportation
and Traffic

Feature TRA-1

Traffic Management Plan (TMP). A TMP will be
prepared in the design phase and implemented in
construction. The TMP will provide detour routes and
notification to emergency and medical providers in the
Project area of alternate access routes during temporary
closures.

Utilities and
Service Systems

Feature UTI-1

Trash Management. All food-related trash items such as
wrappers, cans, bottles, and food scraps would be
disposed of in closed containers and removed at least
once daily from the Project limits. A Trash Reduction
System would also be developed and implemented per
Caltrans NPDES Permit and San Francisco RWQCB
Cease and Desist Order.
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Project Feature

Resource Area
References

Project Feature

Notify Utility Owners of Construction Schedule to
Protect Utilities. All affected utility companies would be
Utilities and notified of construction schedules for Project work so that
. Feature UTI-2 , L : o
Service Systems they can relocate or provide special instructions for utility
protection if needed, and minimize disruption of utility

service.

2.6 NOBUILD ALTERNATIVE

The No Build Alternative would mean that the Project would not be constructed and there
would be no improvements to bicycle and pedestrian safety along this section of U.S. 101.
This Alternative does meet the purpose and need for the Project.

2.7 IDENTIFICATION OF A PREFERRED ALTERNATIVE

On August 12, 2020, the Project Development Team (PDT), consisting of staff from
Caltrans, Sonoma County Transportation Authority (SCTA), the City and City consultants,
met to identify a Preferred Alternative. After review of the two Project alternatives and
considering comments from outside agencies and the public, as well as input from the PDT
itself, the PDT identified the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative as the Preferred Alternative.
Relevant factors that led to this identification include the following:

e Public comments received during the public comment period expressed stronger
support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative over the Bear Cub Way Build
Alternative.

¢ Right of way is required from the Santa Rosa Junior College (SRJC) under both
alternatives. SRJC’s comment letter spoke to their support of the Edwards-Elliott Build
Alternative over the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative.

e The City, as the Project sponsor, supports the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative, as
expressed by City Council unanimous support.

e Comments received from residents and business associated with the Edwards Avenue
neighborhood were noted and considered by the PDT. In some cases it was determined
that additional AMMs should be added to the Project (see AMM AES-4, AMM PUB-1,
and AMM TRA-1).

o Based on public comments potential user density is more concentrated at the Edwards-
Elliott Build Alternative than at the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative. Comments include
the SRJC’s future Student Housing Project at the southeast corner of Elliott Avenue and
Armory Drive, and SRJC'’s pilot program to promote pedestrian and bicycle usage on
Elliott Avenue as likely to contribute to the potential bicycle/pedestrian usage of
Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative. The Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative being in a more
active pedestrian area would generally increase user safety.

o The Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative is perceived to be closer to transportation hubs
and connects a greater number of major origins and destinations: SRJC, Coddingtown
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Mall, Coddingtown Transit Hub, Coddingtown Plaza Business Park and social services,
SMART Station, Mendocino Avenue, Kaiser Permanente Medical Center, and Sonoma
County Administrative Center than the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative.

o The Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative requires less right of way acquisition and has lower
construction costs ($27 million vs. $30 million) than the Bear Cub Way Alternative.

2.8 PERMITS AND APPROVALS NEEDED

There are no anticipated permits or approvals needed for the Project.
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CHAPTER 3 CEQA Evaluation

The following discussions evaluate potential environmental impacts of the Project, as
described in Chapter 2 as they relate to the CEQA checklist to comply with CEQA
Guidelines (Title 14 California Code of Regulations, Division 6, Chapter 3, Section 15091).

ENVIRONMENTAL FACTORS POTENTIALLY AFFECTED:

As part of the scoping and environmental analysis carried out for the Project, the following
environmental issues were considered, but no adverse impacts were identified: agriculture
and forestry, energy, land use/planning, mineral resources, population/housing, public
services, recreation, and tribal cultural resources. The environmental factors checked below
in Table 3-1 would be potentially affected by the Project. Further analysis of these
environmental factors is included in the following sections.

Table 3-1:  Environmental Factors Potentially Affected

X | Aesthetics Agriculture and X Air Quality
Forestry
X Biological Resources X | Cultural Resources Energy
X | Geology/Soils X | Greenhouse Gas X Hazards and
Emissions Hazardous Materials
X Hydrology/Water Land Use/Planning Mineral Resources
Quality
X Noise Population/Housing Public Services
Recreation X | Transportation/Traffic Tribal Cultural
Resources
X | Utilities/Service X | Wildfire X Mandatory Findings
Systems of Significance
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DETERMINATION:

On the basis of this initial evaluation:

| find that the proposed Project COULD NOT have a significant effect on
the environment, and a NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

X | I'find that although the proposed Project could have a significant effect on
the environment, there will not be a significant effect in this case because
revisions in the project have been made by or agreed to by the project
proponent. A MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION will be prepared.

| find that the proposed Project MAY have a significant effect on the
environment, and an ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is
required.

| find that the proposed Project MAY have a “potentially significant impact”
or “potentially significant unless mitigated” impact on the environment, but
at least one effect 1) has been adequately analyzed in an earlier document
pursuant to applicable legal standards, and 2) has been addressed by
mitigation measures based on the earlier analysis as described on
attached sheets. An ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT is required, but
it must analyze only the effects that remain to be addressed.

| find that although the proposed Project could have a significant effect on
the environment, because all potentially significant effects (a) have been
analyzed adequately in an earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION
pursuant to applicable standards, and (b) have been avoided or mitigated
pursuant to that earlier EIR or NEGATIVE DECLARATION, including
revisions or mitigation measures that are imposed upon the proposed
Project, nothing further is required

Signature:  Jpfobance Brant Date: 02/08/2021

Printed Name: Melanie Brent
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CEQA ENVIRONMENTAL CHECKLIST

This checklist (presented at the beginning of each resource section below in the form of a
table listing the pertinent questions applicable to the resource and four columns of check
boxes where the degree of impact is indicated) identifies physical, biological, social, and
economic factors that might be affected by the Project. In many cases, background studies
performed in connection with the Project indicate that there are no impacts to a particular
resource. A “no impact” answer in the last column reflects this determination. The words
"significant" and "significance" used throughout the checklist are related to CEQA impacts.
The questions in this form are intended to encourage the thoughtful assessment of impacts
and do not represent thresholds of significance.

As noted previously, Project Features, which may include both design elements of this
project and standardized measures that are applied to all or most Caltrans projects, such as
BMPs and measures included in the Standard Plans and Specifications or as Standard
Special Provisions, are considered to be an integral part of the project and are considered
prior to any significance determinations. A list of the Project’s Project Features, AMMSs, and
MMs can be reviewed in the Environmental Commitments Record in Appendix B.
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AESTHETICS
Potentially L'ess. '!'han Less Than
i Significant Significant Significant No
Would the Project: Igm " with Igm " Impact
P Mitigation P

a) Have a substantial adverse effect
on a scenic vista? X
b) Substantially damage scenic
resources, including, but not limited to,
trees, rock outcroppings, and historic X
buildings within a state scenic
highway?

¢) In non-urbanized areas,
substantially degrade the existing
visual character or quality of public
views of the site and its surroundings?
(Public views are those that are
experienced from a publicly accessible X
vantage point). If the project is in an
urbanized area, would the project
conflict with applicable zoning and
other regulations governing scenic
quality?

d) Create a new source of substantial
light or glare which would adversely

affect day or nighttime views in the X
area?

Earthview Sciences prepared a Visual Impact Analysis for the Project in October 2019. The
findings of this analysis are presented herein.

The character of either Build Alternative would be largely compatible with the existing visual
character of the Project vicinity. The Project would introduce urban elements that generally
complement the existing landscape. From U.S. 101, the Project would introduce a new
overcrossing structure with a large-scale concrete form, strong horizontal lines, vertical
columns, and hardscape textures that would be highly compatible with existing bridge forms
already visible from the highway.

Either Build Alternative would create some change in character to their surroundings. Many
viewers that would have substantial views of the Project already have substantial views of
the highway corridor to which the new overcrossing would be visually compatible. Other
viewers would only have views of the Project tower or pylon tips. The Project tower would
be taller in scale than most surrounding structures and would introduce strong vertical lines
and hardscape. However, because the tower would narrow toward the top and would be a
relatively light color, it would not dominate views. Either Build Alternative would require tree
removal that would alter the character of views. Vegetation removal would be greater for the
Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative than the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative. Overall,
character compatibility would be moderate for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative and
moderately high for the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative.
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a) Less than Significant Impact

The Project would be visible from U.S. 101, a City designated a scenic highway. However,
both Build Alternatives would have a low permanent visual impact from U.S. 101 with the
incorporation of AMMs AES-1, AES-2, and AES-3. The Project would not be visible from
any other scenic vista points within Santa Rosa including City parks. Project elements may
be visible from scenic vistas on hills east of Santa Rosa including Spring Lake Park or
Trione-Annadel State Park but, if visible, Project elements would be a small part of a large
urban vista and blend in with the highway corridor.

b) No Impact
The Project is neither located along nor visible from a state scenic highway. Therefore, it
would not substantially damage scenic resources, including, but not limited to, trees, rock

outcroppings, and historic buildings within a state scenic highway.

c) Less than Significant Impact

The Project would not substantially degrade the existing visual character or quality of public
view of the site and its surroundings. The Project would be compatible with the existing
visual character despite temporary construction activities (refer to Figures 3.0-1 to 3.0-3).
The Project includes AMM AES-4 to allow public input during the design phase and ensure
continued coordination between the City and its Design Review Board.

The construction of the Project for both Build Alternatives would require tree removal,
clearing and grubbing of existing vegetation. The Edwards-Elliott Avenue Build Alternative
would require the removal of approximately seven mature trees on the SRJC property along
Elliott Avenue and removal of a small number of saplings along Edwards Avenue. The Bear
Cub Way Build Alternative would require the removal of five mature trees on the east side of
U.S. 101 in the parking lot adjacent to Armory Drive. However, with implementation of
Project Features AES-1 and AES-2 in Table 2-1 and AMM AES-1, the Project would be
consistent with the City’s tree ordinance and would result in a less than significant impact.

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
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KEY VIEWPOINT (KVP) 1 — From U.S. 101 northbound toward Edwards-Elliott Alternative.

KEY VIEWPOINT (KVP) 1 — Simulated view of Edwards-Elliott Alternative from U.S. 101 northbound.

EDWARDS-ELLIOTT BUILD ALTERNATIVE - U.S. 101 NB FIGURE 3.0-2




KEY VIEWPOINT (KVP) 2 — From U.S. 101 southbound toward Bear Cub Way Alternative.

KEY VIEWPOINT (KVP) 2 — Simulated view of Bear Cub Way Alternative from U.S. 101 southbound.

BEAR CUB WAY BUILD ALTERNATIVE - U.S. 101 SB FIGURE 3.0-3




Chapter 3 CEQA Evaluation

d) Less than Significant Impact

The Project would not create a new source of substantial light or glare. Once constructed,
the Project would have lights in the overcrossing railings and at touchdown areas and
approaches that would be directed toward the bicycle/pedestrian path. On the west side of
the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative, the Project would install minimal pathway lighting
through the trees located along the at-grade pathway connecting the touchdown to Range
Avenue. The character of nighttime views from surrounding areas would not be substantially
affected under either Build Alternative. With AMM AES-2, tower(s) would be lit by dark sky
friendly lighting. During construction, some work would occur at night. With Project Feature
AES-3, in Table 2-1, lighting associated with construction activities would be temporary,
directed toward the work area, and would not constitute a substantial new permanent
source of light.

Avoidance and Minimization Measures

Aesthetic AMMs would be implemented to reduce potential effects on environmental
resources. These measures would include minimizing the area of impact to the maximum
extent feasible.

AMM AES-1 Landscaping.

New tree planting and landscaping would occur around the Project where feasible and be
included in the Project contract plans. For the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative, landscaping
on the SRJC campus would occur adjacent to the Project area.

AMM AES-2 Aesthetic Treatments

The Project contract plans shall include the following aesthetic treatments:

¢ Retaining walls would have decorative texturing, patterning, coloring, and/or be
landscaped “green” walls

e Project color palette would be complementary to surrounding natural context
e Anti-graffiti coating on retaining walls

e Safety fencing would maximize visual transparency

¢ Lighting of tower(s) would be dark sky friendly

AMM AES-3 Tower Location.
Tower(s) would be located on east side of U.S. 101 to avoid blocking views of small
businesses and their signage along Cleveland Avenue from U.S. 101.

AMM AES-4 Public Outreach Plan

In partnership with Caltrans and SCTA, the City will develop a public outreach plan for the
Project design phase to ensure the City receives community input on the design and
aesthetics of the Project, which may include but would not be limited to the following:
hosting community meetings, meeting with affected businesses and residents, conducting
community assessments, hosting design charrettes, and other related public outreach
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Chapter 3 CEQA Evaluation

efforts. In addition, the City will continue to consult with its Design Review Board during the
design phase to ensure that Santa Rosa remains attractive and maintains a sense of place
which is unique to Santa Rosa.
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AGRICULTURE AND FORESTRY RESOURCES

Potentially L.ess. '!'han Less Than
i Significant Significant Significant No
Would the Project: Igm " with Igm ot Impact
P Mitigation P

a) Convert Prime Farmland, Unique
Farmland, or Farmland of Statewide
Importance (Farmland), as shown on the
maps prepared pursuant to the Farmland X
Mapping and Monitoring Program of the
California Resources Agency, to non-
agricultural use?

b) Conflict with existing zoning for
agricultural use, or a Williamson Act X
contract?

c) Conflict with existing zoning for, or
cause rezoning of, forest land (as defined
in Public Resources Code section
12220(g)), timberland (as defined by
Public Resources Code section 4526), or
timberland zoned Timberland Production
(as defined by Government Code section
51104(g))?

d) Result in the loss of forest land or
conversion of forest land to non-forest X
use?

e) Involve other changes in the existing
environment which, due to their location
or nature, could result in conversion of
Farmland, to non-agricultural use or
conversion of forest land to non-forest
use?

The Project is in an area designated as Urban and Built-Up land by the California
Department of Conservation, Division of Land Resources Protection-Farmland Mapping and
Monitoring Program (California Department of Conversation 2016)."

a-e) No Impact

The proposed Build Alternatives would not convert farmland or forest land or be in conflict
with existing timberland zoning as there are none of these land uses within the Project area.

' California Department of Conservation. California Important Farmland Finder. Accessed November 4,
2019. https://maps.conservation.ca.qov/DLRP/CIFF/
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AIR QUALITY

Potentially | °55TMaM | ) oss Than
Significant Significant Significant No
Would the Project: ignitican with 'gnitican Impact
Impact e e Impact
Mitigation

a) Conflict with or obstruct
implementation of the applicable air X
quality plan?

b) Result in a cumulatively
considerable net increase of any
criteria pollutant for which the project
region is non- attainment under an
applicable federal or state ambient air
quality standard?

c) Expose sensitive receptors to
substantial pollutant concentrations?

d) Result in other emissions (such as
those leading to odors) adversely
affecting a substantial number of
people?

lllingworth & Rodkin, Inc. prepared a Construction Air Pollutants and Greenhouse Gas
Emissions Analysis in March 2019. The findings of this analysis are presented herein.

a) No Impact

Construction activities would not be in conflict with an air quality plan. There would be no
impact.

b.c) Less than Significant Impact

The Project is exempt from having to do an air quality conformity determination under 40
Code of Federal Regulations (CFR) 93.126 as the construction of bicycle and pedestrian
facilities are exempt from federal air quality State Implementation Plan (SIP) conformity
requirements. The Project would be required to comply with Caltrans Standard Specification
14-9, Air Quality, which requires compliance with air-pollution control rules, regulations,
ordinances, and statutes that apply in the Project area.

The air quality emissions would be associated with demolition of the existing uses within the
Project area and construction of the new bicycle and pedestrian infrastructure. Table 3-2
shows average daily construction emissions of reactive organic gases (ROG), nitrogen
oxides (NOx), particulate matter with aerodynamic diameter of less than 10 micrometers
(PM10), and smaller particulate matter less than 2.5 micrometers in diameter (PM.5) during
construction of the Project. Other construction air pollutants are expected to be minimal to
negligible.

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
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Table 3-2: Construction Period Emissions

. PM1o PM:s

Scenario ROG NOx Exhaust | Exhaust
Edwards-Elliott Alignment Alternative
Total Construction Emissions (tons) 1.24 11.80 0.49 0.45
Average Daily Emissions (pounds/day) 5.34 50.86 2.11 1.94
Bear Cub Alignment Alternative

Total Construction Emissions (tons) 1.25 11.84 0.50 0.45
Average Daily Emissions (pounds/day) 5.40 51.03 2.16 1.94
BAAQMD Thresholds 54.0 54.0 82.0 54.0
(pounds per day)
Source: lllingworth & Rodkin, Inc. Construction Air Pollutants and Greenhouse Gas Emissions Analysis.

March 15, 2019.

The Project would comply with the BAAQMD published CEQA Air Quality Guidelines
identified in Project Feature AIR-1, AIR-2, and AIR-3, in Table 2-1.

With the incorporation of Project Feature AIR-1, AIR-2, and AIR-3 and the Caltrans
Standard Specification 14-9, Air Quality, the Project would have a less than significant
impact.

d) No Impact

Construction activities would not generate emissions resulting in excessive odors. There
would be no impact.

2 BAAQMD construction emission thresholds are based on average daily emissions of 54 pounds for
ROG, NOx and PM2.5, and 82 pounds for PM10 exhaust.
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BIOLOGICAL RESOURCES

Potentially L.ess' '!'han Less Than
i Significant | Si9nificant | ;o ificant | NO
Would the project: flm - with iqm - Impact
P Mitigation P

a) Have a substantial adverse effect, either directly or
through habitat modifications, on any species
identified as a candidate, sensitive, or special status
species in local or regional plans, policies, or X
regulations, or by the California Department of Fish
and Wildlife, U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service, or NOAA
Fisheries?

b) Have a substantial adverse effect on any riparian
habitat or other sensitive natural community identified
in local or regional plans, policies, regulations or by X
the California Department of Fish and Wildlife or U.S.
Fish and Wildlife Service?

c) Have a substantial adverse effect on state or
federally protected wetlands (including, but not
limited to, marsh, vernal pool, coastal, etc.) through X
direct removal, filling, hydrological interruption, or
other means?

d) Interfere substantially with the movement of any
native resident or migratory fish or wildlife species or
with established native resident or migratory wildlife X
corridors, or impede the use of native wildlife nursery
sites?

e) Conflict with any local policies or ordinances
protecting biological resources, such as a tree X
preservation policy or ordinance?

f) Conflict with the provisions of an adopted Habitat
Conservation Plan, Natural Community Conservation X
Plan, or other approved local, regional, or state
habitat conservation plan?

WRA, Inc. prepared a Natural Environmental Study (NES) for the Project in March 2019.
HortScience-Bartlett Consulting prepared a Tree Report for the Project in January 2019.
The following text summarizes and analyzes the information presented in the NES and Tree
Report.

The BSAs encompass the entire extent of the limits of the Project at each of the two Build
Alternative locations, approximately 0.25-mile apart, as well as a 50-foot buffer around each
Build Alternative, which was determined to be sufficient to encompass all potential biological
impacts associated with the Project. The BSAs are classified as Urban Rural Habitat and
consist of urban and suburban settings, including residential, light industrial, institutional,
and commercial-retail development. The BSAs are located on relatively level ground within
and adjacent to the eastern boundary of the SRP geographic area.

A regional list of special-status wildlife and plant species was compiled by querying
databases from the United States Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS) (USFWS 2018),

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
Initial Study with Mitigated Negative Declaration



Chapter 3 CEQA Evaluation

California Native Plant Society (CNPS) (CNPS 2018), and California Natural Diversity
Database (CNDDB) (California Department of Fish and Wildlife (CDFW) 2018). Each
special-status wildlife and plant species on the regional list was evaluated to determine its
potential to occur within the BSAs.

WRA staff conducted field surveys of the BSAs on December 6, 2018, which confirmed that
the BSAs do not include sensitive habitats, wildlife corridors, or habitat connectivity. Six
species of birds and 31 species of plants consisting mainly of non-natives were observed
during the wintertime survey. Potential suitable habitat for the Allen’s hummingbird
(Selasphorus sasin), Nuttall’s woodpecker (Picoides nuttallii), and Oak titmouse
(Baeolophus inornatus) exist within the BSAs.

The BSAs do not contain sensitive biological communities. There are no jurisdictional
wetland or non-wetland features within the BSAs. Man-made drainage ditches constructed
in upland areas are present in the western portion of the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative
BSA. The ditches are not considered jurisdictional under the federal Clean Water Act
because they were dug on dry land. The ditches drain into an underground stormwater
system which outfalls into Steele Creek, and function as stormwater treatment features for
protecting water quality from stormwater that emanates from the surrounding parcels. Such
water quality protection is required by the Santa Rosa municipal separate storm sewer
system (MS4) water discharge requirements and permitted through the RWQCB (MS4
Order No. R1-2015-0030). Therefore, these ditches are under no additional regulation by
RWQCB. The man-made drainage ditches are not considered stream or riparian habitat by
CDFW because they do not support aquatic life, riparian vegetation, or stream-dependent
terrestrial wildlife. Oak trees present in the vicinity of the drainage ditches are not
considered riparian vegetation as they do not depend on the drainage ditch for moisture.

a) Less than Significant Impact

Special-status species include those plants and wildlife species that have been formally
listed, are proposed as endangered or threatened, or are candidates for such listing under
the federal Endangered Species Act (FESA) or California Endangered Species Act (CESA).
These acts afford protection to both listed and proposed species. In addition, State Species
of Special Concern (species that face extirpation in California if current population and
habitat trends continue) and USFWS Birds of Conservation Concern (BCC) are all
considered special-status species. Although State Species of Special Concern generally
have no special legal status, they are given special consideration under CEQA. In addition
to regulations for special-status species, most birds in the United States, including non-
status species, have guidance for protection under the Migratory Bird Treaty Act of 1918,
and are protected by the California Fish and Game Code (CFGC) under sections 3503,
3503.5 and 3513. Plant species on the CNPS Rare and Endangered Plant Inventory
(Inventory) with California Rare Plant Ranks (Rank) of 1 and 2 are also considered special-
status plant species and must be considered under CEQA.

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
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Special-Status Species

No special-status species were observed during the December 2018 site visit. The Project
area is a developed urban area and neither BSA contains suitable habitat to support
special-status plant species due to the lack of suitable hydrologic conditions (e.g., seasonal
wetland or vernal pools), lack of suitable edaphic conditions (soil as it relates to living
organisms) (e.g., serpentine or talus substrates), lack of associated vegetation communities
(e.g., chaparral, vernal pools), and the modified and/or disturbed nature of these BSAs. The
Project would not result in impacts to special-status plant species.

Of the 43 special-status wildlife species on the regional list with occurrences near the BSAs,
the NES determined 40 are unlikely to occur since the site does not contain suitable habitat
and/or there are barriers to dispersal from known species occurrences. The NES
determined that the BSAs contain habitat which may support three special-status bird
species, including the following species:

e Allen’s hummingbird (Selasphorus sasin). USFWS BCC.
¢ Nuttall’'s woodpecker (Picoides nuttallii). USFWS BCC.
e Oak titmouse (Baeolophus inornatus). USFWS BCC.

Allen’s hummingbird favors riparian woodland but has been known to nest in urban parks or
trees in urban areas. Additionally, oak titmouse and Nuttall’s woodpecker may forage or
nest in oaks within or adjacent to the BSAs. With completion of nesting bird surveys
consistent with Project Feature BIO-1 as identified in Table 2-1, the Project would have a
less than significant impact to special-status wildlife species.

Nesting Birds

Tree and vegetation removal is proposed for both Build Alternatives and construction
activities, including noise from construction, could result in direct impacts to active nests.
With the implementation of Project Feature BIO-1 as identified in Table 2-1 the Project
would have a less than significant impact to nesting birds.

b) No Impact

The BSAs do not contain riparian habitat or any other sensitive natural community. As
stated earlier, the Project site is in a highly urbanized area and there are no other sensitive
natural communities in the Project area or its vicinity. Therefore, the Project would not result
in substantial adverse effects to any riparian habitats or identified sensitive natural
communities.
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c) No Impact

During field surveys no federally protected wetlands or Waters of the State were identified
within, or adjacent, to the BSAs. For this reason, the Project would not adversely affect
protected wetlands or Waters of the State through construction activities.

d) No Impact

The BSAs do not function as a wildlife corridor and they do not contribute to the connectivity
of habitats in the surrounding regional landscape. Therefore, construction of the Project
would not substantially interfere with the movement of any native resident, migratory fish, or

wildlife species in a migratory corridor nor impede the use of a native wildlife nursery site.

e) Less than Significant Impact

The City has two ordinances relevant to the protection of biological resources as described
below.

e The Creekside Development Ordinance requires setbacks of new structures from
natural or modified watercourses and/or riparian habitat. There are no natural
watercourses within the BSAs. The man-made drainage ditches in the western portion
of the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative west of U.S. 101 are not considered natural or
modified watercourses and are not subject to setbacks.

e The Tree Ordinance defines mature, native trees of varying sizes as “heritage trees”.
Heritage trees and any other tree designated to be preserved on development plans are
considered “protected trees.” Any protected tree that is removed requires replacement
with two, 15-gallon trees for each six inches of trunk diameter removed. A total of seven
trees, including three heritage trees would require removal in the Edwards-Elliott Build
Alternative and five trees, including three heritage trees in the Bear Cub Way Build
Alternative (HortScience-Bartlett Consulting 2019) are anticipated to be removed during
construction of the Project. The replacement of heritage trees would ensure compliance
with the Tree Ordinance.

The Project would meet all applicable tree removal and tree protection guidelines set forth
by the City through Project Feature BIO-2 (identified in Table 2-1) and AMM BIO-1.
Therefore, the Project would not conflict with any local policies or ordinances protecting
biological resources and would not result in a significant impact.

Avoidance and Minimization Measures

In addition to the Project Features referenced above, the following AMM would be
implemented to avoid and minimize Project impacts to biological resources.

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
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AMM BIO-1 Tree Removal

Where possible, Project contract plans will be developed to avoid trees within the Project
area by routing Project elements such as pathways around trees and trimming trees, but not
removing them. Trees that require removal would be replaced according to requirements of
the City’s Tree Ordinance. A replanting plan would be included in the Project contract plans
showing the location and species of trees being replaced.

f) No Impact

Portions of the BSAs west of U.S. 101 are within the region known as the SRP geographic
area. Protection of federally listed endangered California tiger salamander and three listed
endangered plant species is required by the SRP Conservation Strategy in areas with
suitable habitat. The BSAs, however, do not contain suitable habitat for the California tiger
salamander or the listed plants and, therefore, no adverse impacts would result from
construction of the Project.

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
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CULTURAL RESOURCES

Potentially | LeSSThan | o s Than
i Significant Significant Significant No
Would the Project: Igm " with Igm o Impact
P Mitigation P

a) Cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of a X
historical resource pursuant to in
§15064.5?
b) Cause a substantial adverse
change in the significance of an X
archaeological resource pursuant to
§15064.5?
c) Disturb any human remains,
including those interred outside of X
dedicated cemeteries?

Archeological/Historical Consultants prepared a Historical Resources Evaluation Report in
February 2019. The findings of this analysis are presented herein.

a-c) No Impact

The Area of Potential Effects (APE) for the Project was established in consultation with
Caltrans Professionally Qualified Staff (PQS) Principal Investigator-Prehistoric
Archaeologist, Caltrans PQS Principal Architectural Historian, and Caltrans Project
Manager, on January 8, 2019.

A record search at the Northwest Information Center, California Historical Resources
Information System was conducted for the Project APE. No historic resources were
identified within the APE, although, two properties were evaluated for historic significance,
and were determined not eligible for listing on the National Register of Historic Places or the
California Register of Historical Resources. The State Historic Preservation Officer (SHPO)
concurred with this determination on March 14, 2019.

Construction activities that involve excavation and other earthmoving activities have the
potential to encounter unknown archeological resources. Implementation of Project
Features CUL-1 and CUL-2, as described in Table 2-1, would reduce potential impacts to
undiscovered cultural resources associated with ground-disturbing activities during
construction.

Based on the above evaluation, Caltrans has determined that the Project has no potential to
affect historical resources for the purposes of CEQA. Therefore, the Project would have no
impact on cultural resources.
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ENERGY
Potentially | -SSSThan | s Than
i Significant Significant Significant No
Would the Project: Igm " with Igm o Impact

P Mitigation P
a) Result in potentially significant
environmental impact due to wasteful,
inefficient, or unnecessary X

consumption of energy resources,
during project construction or
operation?

b) Conflict with or obstruct a state or
local plan for renewable energy or X
energy efficiency?

a) Less than Significant Impact

Energy would be consumed during construction, but it would not be wasted or used
inefficiently by the Project. During construction, Project Features AIR-1 and GHG-1
described in Table 2-1 would be implemented to increase the energy efficiency of
construction equipment. During Project operation, energy consumption would be limited to
routine maintenance; therefore, the impact would be less than significant.

b) No Impact

The Project would not obstruct any state or local plan for renewable energy or energy
efficiency. There would be no impact.
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GEOLOGY AND SOILS

Potentially IS-ies:if-:-:aa:t Less Than No
Would the Project: Significant 9 - Significant
Impact with Impact Impact
P Mitigation P

a) Directly or indirectly cause potential substantial
adverse effects, including the risk of loss, injury, or
death involving:

i) Rupture of a known earthquake fault, as
delineated on the most recent Alquist-Priolo
Earthquake Fault Zoning Map issued by the State
Geologist for the area or based on other X
substantial evidence of a known fault? Refer to
Division of Mines and Geology Special Publication

42.
ii) Strong seismic ground shaking? X
iii) Seismic-related ground failure, including X
liquefaction?
iv) Landslides? X
b) Result in substantial soil erosion or the loss of X
topsoil?

c) Be located on a geologic unit or soil that is
unstable, or that would become unstable as a result
of the project, and potentially result in on- or off-site X
landslide, lateral spreading, subsidence, liquefaction
or collapse?

d) Be located on expansive soil, as defined in Table
18-1-B of the Uniform Building Code (1994), creating X
substantial direct or indirect risks to life or property?

e) Have soils incapable of adequately supporting the
use of septic tanks or alternative wastewater disposal X
systems where sewers are not available for the
disposal of wastewater?

f) Directly or indirectly destroy a unique
paleontological resource or site or unique geologic X
feature?

Kleinfelder prepared a Preliminary Geologic/Geotechnical Feasibility Study in February
2019 and Paleo Solutions, Inc. prepared a Paleontological Identification and Evaluation
Report in March 2019. The findings of these analyses are presented herein.

The Project is located within the California Coast Ranges geomorphic province. The Coast
Ranges are subdivided into northern and southern sections, separated by the San
Francisco Bay, which is nestled in a broad basin generated by an east-west expansion of
the San Andreas and Hayward fault systems (McLaughlin et al., 2008; City of Santa Rosa,
2012). North of the San Francisco Bay, the Santa Rosa area is underlain by rocks of the
Franciscan Complex, which are subsequently overlain by volcanic rocks, sedimentary
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rocks, older alluvial deposits, and Holocene-age alluvial deposits composed of reworked
older alluvium, which fill valley areas (City of Santa Rosa, 2012).

a(i) No Impact

The nearest known active fault to the Project is the Healdsburg-Rodgers Creek fault,
located approximately 5,600 feet to the northeast. There are no known faults crossing the
Project area. The Project would not directly or indirectly increase the potential for rupture of
a known earthquake fault or expose the public to increased risk of loss, injury, or death.
There would be no impact.

a(ii) No Impact

The Project would not directly or indirectly increase the potential for strong ground shaking
or expose the public to increased risk of loss, injury, or death. The Project would be
designed to resist ground-shaking associated with the nearest fault. There would be no
impact.

a(iii) No Impact

The potential for ground failure, including liquefaction, to occur within the Project area is low
to moderate. The liquefaction-induced settlement for the Project area may be upwards of
approximately 2 to 3 inches. The Project would be designed to minimize the impacts of
liquefaction-induced settlement. The Project would not increase the potential risk of loss,
injury, or death due to ground failure, therefore, there would be no impact.

a(iv) No Impact

The Project area is on a relatively flat plain and not located in an area susceptible to
landslides. The Project would not increase the potential for loss, injury, or death due to
landslides. There would be no impact.

b) Less than Significant Impact

Construction of the Project would include ground disturbing activities and expose soils,
thereby increasing the potential for wind- or water-related erosion and sedimentation within
the Project area until the completion of construction. The Project Features identified in HYD-
1, Table 2-1, would be implemented to ensure erosion control BMPs are implemented
during construction activities, therefore the Project would not result in substantial soil
erosion or loss of topsoil.

c, d, and e) No Impact

The two Build Alternatives are located on a relatively flat plain and the Project would not
result in landslides or lateral spreading. The Project area is subject to liquefaction,
expansive soils, and compressible soils and would be designed to avoid direct and indirect
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risks to life and property. There are no septic tanks, alternative wastewater disposal
systems, or any other solid waste disposal facilities planned as part of the Project. There
would be no impact.

f) Less than Significant Impact

Construction activities within the Project area may potentially result in impacts to
paleontological resources if Pleistocene-age sediments are present within areas of
excavation. No fossils have been recorded within the boundary of the Project area;
however, several Pleistocene-age fossil localities have been recorded within the immediate
vicinity, as well as numerous Pleistocene-age fossils recorded from Pleistocene-age
sediments throughout Sonoma, Alameda, San Francisco, and Yolo counties.

Based on available excavation plans, the only activity that has both the potential to impact
Pleistocene-age deposits and the potential to allow for recovery of significant
paleontological resources is the drilling for the overhead sign foundations (25 feet deep, 5
feet in diameter). The Project would minimize impacts to paleontological resources through
AMM PALEO-1, therefore, the impacts are less than significant.

Avoidance and Minimization Measures

The following paleontological AMM would be implemented to reduce potential effects on
paleontological resources.

AMM PALEO-1 Paleontological Mitigation Plan

Once a Preferred Build Alternative has been selected, and prior to the start of construction,
a Paleontological Mitigation Plan (PMP) shall be prepared that describes the
preconstruction worker awareness training requirements, the frequency of monitoring,
procedures to be followed in the event of fossil discoveries, and reporting requirements. If
paleontologically sensitive deposits are observed, then full-time monitoring shall be
required.
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GREENHOUSE GAS EMISSIONS

Potentially L.ess. '!'han Less Than
i Significant | Significant | g0 isicant | N©
Would the project: ?m " with Igm " Impact
P Mitigation P

a) Generate greenhouse gas emissions, either
directly or indirectly, that may have a significant X
impact on the environment?

b) Conflict with an applicable plan, policy or
regulation adopted for the purpose of reducing the X
emissions of greenhouse gases?

lllingworth & Rodkin, Inc., prepared a Construction Air Pollutants and Greenhouse Gas
Emissions Analysis in March 2019. The findings of the analysis are presented herein.

a) Less than Significant Impact

Construction-generated GHG emissions result from material processing, on-site
construction equipment, workers commuting to and from the Project construction site, and
traffic delays from construction. The emissions would be produced at different levels
throughout the Project depending on the activities involved at various phases of
construction but will be temporary in nature and would not result in long-term impact on the
environment.

The GHG analysis focuses on carbon dioxide equivalent (CO2¢) emissions, as COq is the
single most important GHG pollutant due to its abundance when compared with other
construction-emitted GHGs, including, nitrous oxide (N2O), hydrofluorocarbon (HFCs) and
black carbon (BC). No traffic delays due to construction are anticipated since road closures
and detours are expected to occur during the evening hours when vehicular traffic would be
minimal; therefore, indirect emission would not occur.

The Project’s construction-related GHG emissions were calculated using the Road
Construction Emissions Model, version 9.0.0, provided by the Sacramento Metropolitan Air
Quality Management District. The analysis found that 2,243 metric tons of CO2 would be
emitted by construction equipment operation and worker commute trips for the Edwards-
Elliott Build Alternative. The Bear Cub Way Build Alternative would emit 2,255 metric tons of
COg2.. The Bear Cub Way Build Alternative has a larger construction area in order to provide
connections to nearby roadways and, therefore, has slightly greater GHG emissions than
the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative.

Because construction activities are temporary, the GHG emissions resulting from
construction activities would not result in long-term impact on the environment. Frequency
and occurrence of GHG emissions would be reduced through implementation of Project
Features AIR-1, AIR-3, and GHG-1 as described in Table 2-1.
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The Project would not permanently increase vehicular capacity and it is anticipated that
vehicular GHG emissions in the vicinity of the Project would decrease over time as
bicyclists and pedestrians use the Project for local trips. As such, it is not foreseeable that
the Project would contribute to an increase in GHG emissions. With implementation of the
Project Features the Project would have a less than significant impact.

b) No Impact

The Project would not contribute to a long-term increase in GHG emissions. Therefore, the
Project would not be in conflict with an applicable plan, policy, or regulation adopted for the
purpose of reducing long-term GHG emissions and there would be no impact.
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HAZARDS AND HAZARDOUS MATERIALS

Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

a) Create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment through the
routine transport, use, or disposal of
hazardous materials?

b) Create a significant hazard to the
public or the environment through
reasonably foreseeable upset and
accident conditions involving the
release of hazardous materials into the
environment?

¢) Emit hazardous emissions or handle
hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste within
one-quarter mile of an existing or
proposed school?

d) Be located on a site which is
included on a list of hazardous
materials sites compiled pursuant to
Government Code Section 65962.5
and, as a result, would it create a
significant hazard to the public or the
environment?

e) For a project located within an
airport land use plan or, where such a
plan has not been adopted, within two
miles of a public airport or public use
airport, would the project result in a
safety hazard or excessive noise for
people residing or working in the
project area?

f) Impair implementation of or
physically interfere with an adopted
emergency response plan or
emergency evacuation plan?

g) Expose people or structures, either
directly or indirectly, to a significant
risk of loss, injury or death involving
wildland fires?

Kleinfelder prepared a Hazardous Waste Initial Site Assessment in January 2019. The
findings of this analysis are presented herein.

a, b) No Impact

The Project would not create a significant hazard to the public related to hazardous

materials. Caltrans Standard Specification BMPs would be implemented to prevent spills or

leaks from construction equipment and storage of fuels. All aspects of the Project
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associated with the removal, storage, transportation, and disposal of hazardous materials
would be done in accordance with the appropriate California Health and Safety Code.
Handling of Hazardous materials would comply with Caltrans Standard Specification 14-11,
Hazardous Waste and Contamination, which outlines handling, storage, and disposal of
hazardous waste.

c) No Impact

The Project would not emit hazardous emissions or handle hazardous or acutely hazardous
materials, substances, or waste. There are two schools present within a quarter mile of the
Project. SRJC is approximately 20 feet from both Build Alternatives and SRHS is
approximately 0.5-mile from the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative and approximately 25 feet
from Bear Cub Way Build Alternative. There are no anticipated impacts.

d) Less than Significant Impact

For both Build Alternatives the adjoining properties to the Project alignment were historically
used for agricultural purposes between at least 1942 and 1952. The potential exists for
persistent pesticides to be present in shallow soil from the adjoining agricultural land. It is
recommended that soil within the Project alignment be sampled and analyzed for the
presence of pesticides during the design phase, and appropriate actions outlined prior to
the beginning of construction activities.

Both Build Alternatives would require soil sampling for the presence of aerially-deposited
lead (ADL) which should be performed in unpaved locations within the Project limits during
the design phase. Should ADL be detected in the soil samples, a lead compliance plan will
be prepared prior to the start of construction.

Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Structures within the Project area would require removal prior to construction of the Project.
These structures may have been built with materials containing asbestos and lead. During
the design phase, surveys will be performed to assess for the presence of asbestos
containing materials (ACMs) and lead based paint (LBP) in accordance with local and state
regulatory guidelines.

Bear Cub Way Build Alternative

There is a potential for hydrocarbons, metals and persistent pesticides to be present in soil
along or adjacent to the former railroad tracks. It is recommended that soil and groundwater
be sampled and analyzed for the potential presence of petroleum hydrocarbons, metals and
persistent pesticides during the design phase, and appropriate actions outlined prior to the
beginning of construction activities.

Various off-site facilities either adjoining to, or in the immediate Project vicinity have
reported releases that affected soil and/or groundwater. These facilities stretch along the
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majority of the Project area. Therefore, the potential exists for soil and groundwater to be
contaminated beneath the Project. Soil and groundwater sampling should be performed,
and samples analyzed to assess current conditions during the design phase, and
appropriate actions outlined prior to the beginning of construction activities. With the
implementation of Project Features HAZ-1, HAZ-2, and HAZ-3 and AMM HAZ-1 and HAZ-2
the hazardous materials impacts of the Project would be less than significant.

Avoidance and Minimization Measures

The following hazard and hazardous materials AMMs would be implemented under either
Build Alternative to reduce potential effects on the environmental resources and the public;
therefore, making the impacts less than significant.

AMM HAZ-1 Soil and Groundwater Sampling

Soil and groundwater sampling shall be performed, and samples analyzed to assess current
conditions prior to construction activities. If impacted soil or groundwater is identified, a soil
and/or groundwater management plan shall be developed by a hazardous waste specialist
and implemented during construction.

AMM HAZ-2 ACM and LBP Surveys
Prior to construction activities, surveys should be performed to assess for the presence of
ACMs and LBP in accordance with local and state regulatory guidelines.

e) No Impact
The Project is not within an airport land use plan, nor is it within the vicinity of a private
airstrip. The closest airport is the Sonoma County Airport located approximately 8 miles

northwest from the Project. There would be no impact.

f) Less than Significant Impact

During construction, the Project would have minimal impact on emergency response time
and minimal interference with evacuation plans. Potential delays to traffic could result from
nighttime closure and one-way traffic during construction. However, emergency response
times are not anticipated to change during construction due to the implementation of Project
Feature TRA-1 in Table 2-1, which would be developed during the design phase to identify
traffic delays and alternative routes. The TMP would provide priority to emergency vehicles
and would provide instructions for response or evacuation in the event of an emergency;
therefore, the impact would be less than significant.

q) No Impact

The Project would not have permanent features that would expose people or structures to
risk or loss, injury, or death involving wildland fires; therefore, there would be no impact.
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HYDROLOGY AND WATER QUALITY

Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

a) Violate any water quality standards
or waste discharge requirements or
otherwise substantially degrade
surface or ground water quality?

b) Substantially decrease groundwater
supplies or interfere substantially with
groundwater recharge such the project
may impede sustainable groundwater
management of the basin?

c) Substantially alter the existing
drainage pattern of the site or area,
including through the alteration of the
course of a stream or river or through
the addition of impervious surfaces, in
a manner which would:

(i) result in substantial erosion or

siltation on- or off-site;

(i) substantially increase the rate or
amount of surface runoff in a manner
which would result in flooding on- or
offsite;

(iii) create or contribute runoff water
which would exceed the capacity of
existing or planned stormwater
drainage systems or provide
substantial additional sources of
polluted runoff; or

(iv) impede or redirect flood flows?

d) In flood hazard, tsunami, or seiche
zones, risk release of pollutants due to
project inundation?

e) Conflict with or obstruct
implementation of a water quality
control plan or sustainable
groundwater management plan?

BKF Engineers prepared a Water Quality Technical Memorandum in August 2019. The

findings of this analysis are presented herein.

The Project is located within the jurisdiction of the North Coast RWQCB, which is
responsible for implementation and enforcement of state and federal laws and regulations

concerning water quality.
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a) Less than Significant Impact

The Project would not violate any water quality standards or waste discharge requirements.
The Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative would include approximately 0.46-acre of new
pollutant-generating impervious surface. This Build Alternative would also result in an
anticipated total disturbed soil area (DSA) of approximately 0.75-acre, which includes 0.04-
acre of replaced impervious surface.

The Bear Cub Way Build Alternative would include approximately 0.68-acre of new
pollutant-generating impervious surface and would also result in an anticipated total DSA of
approximately 0.73-acre, which includes 0.03-acre of replaced impervious surface.

Under both Build Alternatives there would be a slight increase in sediment discharge during
construction, however with the implementation of Project Feature HYD-1, in Table 2-1 the
impact would be decreased. In addition, the release of fluids, concrete material,
construction debris, sediment, and litter, which could change localized pH in receiving
waters during construction would be avoided through implementation of Project Feature
HYD-1. The Project would not violate water quality standards or waste discharge
requirements. The Project would have a less than significant Impact.

b) No Impact

The Project would have no effect to groundwater supplies or groundwater recharge areas in
the Project vicinity; therefore, there would be no impact.

c (i, ii, iv) No Impact

The Project would not create runoff that would exceed existing storm drain systems or
create substantial additional erosion, siltation, or sources of polluted runoff. The Project
would also not impede or redirect flood flows. There would be no impact.

c (iii) Less than Significant Impact

The Project would not substantially alter the existing drainage pattern of the site under
either Build Alternative. However, due to the new impervious surface there would be a
minimal increase of surface runoff. The increase in the surface runoff would be
accommodated with the existing stormwater facilities and with the implementation of Project
Features HYD-1. The Project would have a less than significant impact.

d) No Impact

Floodplain impacts from the Project are not expected. Under the Federal Emergency
Management Agency (FEMA) the Project, under either Build Alternative, is located in the
Zone X floodplain. A Zone X floodplain indicates areas that are outside the 0.2% (500-year-
flood) chance of flood occurring in any given year. The Project would not have the potential
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of releasing pollutants during a 500-year-flood. The Project is not in a flood hazard, seiche,
or tsunami zones; therefore, there would be no impact.

e) Less than Significant Impact

With the implementation of Project Features HYD-1, as described in Table 2-1, the Project
would not conflict with or obstruct implementation of a water quality control plan or
sustainable groundwater management plan. There would be no impact.
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LAND USE AND PLANNING

Less Than

Potentially L Less Than
i Significant Significant Significant No
Would the Project: Igm " with Igm " Impact
P Mitigation P
a) Physically divide an established X

community?

b) Cause a significant environmental
impact due to a conflict with any land
use plan, policy, or regulation adopted X
for the purpose of avoiding or mitigating
an environmental effect?

a) No Impact

The Project would not physically divide an established community, rather, the Project would
provide improved access and accommodate bicycle and pedestrian traffic between areas
east and west of U.S. 101.

b) No Impact

The Project is consistent with the Metropolitan Transportation Commission (MTC) Plan Bay
Area, Sonoma County General Plan, SCTA 2009 Comprehensive Transportation Plan,
2014 Countywide Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan, the City of Santa Rosa General
Plan, City of Santa Rosa Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan, and Sonoma County Junior
College District Facilities Master Plan, including goals for transportation safety. However,
the Project would have temporary, significant vibration impacts (refer to the Noise section).

The Project supports the following goals and policies by providing safe access to bicycle
and pedestrian traffic crossing U.S. 101. Therefore, there would be no impact.

Consistency with State, Regional, and Local Plans

Metropolitan Transportation Commission Plan Bay Area

MTC’s Plan Bay Area, adopted in 2013, is a long-range integrated transportation and land-
use/housing strategy through 2040 for the San Francisco Bay Area. The MTC Plan Bay
Area marks the nine-county region’s first long-range plan to meet the requirements of
California’s landmark 2008 Senate Bill 375, which calls on each of the state’s 18
metropolitan areas to develop a Sustainable Communities Strategy to accommodate future
population growth and reduce GHG emissions from cars and light trucks. The following
investment strategies relate to the Project:

Investment Strategy 2: Support Focused Growth.

The OneBayArea Grant (OBAG) program allows communities flexibility to invest in
transportation infrastructure that supports infill development by providing funding for bicycle
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and pedestrian improvements, local street repair, and planning activities, while also
providing specific funding opportunities for Safe Routes to Schools projects and Priority
Conservation Areas. By promoting transportation investments in Priority Development
Areas (PDAs), the OBAG program supports the Sustainable Communities Strategy for the
Bay Area (Plan Bay Area).

Sonoma County General Plan

The Sonoma County General Plan 2020, adopted in 2008, expresses policies that would
guide decisions on future growth, development, and conservation of resources through
2020 in a manner consistent with the goals and quality of life desired by the county's
residents. The following circulation (CT) goals and objectives relate to the Project:

Goal CT-3: Establish a viable transportation alternative to the automobile for residents of
Sonoma County through a safe and convenient bicycle and pedestrian transportation
network, well integrated with transit that will reduce greenhouse gas emissions, increase
outdoor recreational opportunities, and improve public health.

Objective CT-3.1: Design, construct and maintain a comprehensive Bikeways Network that
links the County's cities, unincorporated communities, and other major activity centers
including, but not limited to, schools, public facilities, commercial centers, recreational
areas, and employment centers.

Objective CT-3.8: Increase the safety, convenience, and comfort of all pedestrians and
bicyclists by eliminating the potential obstacles to this mode choice that is associated with
the lack of continuous and well-connected pedestrian walkways and bicycle facilities, and
the lack of safe crossing facilities, especially focusing on short trips that could result in a
decrease in automobile travel.

Sonoma County Transportation Authority 2009 Comprehensive Transportation Plan
SCTA’s 2009 Comprehensive Transportation Plan (Plan), adopted in 2009, is the latest
countywide planning document approved by SCTA. The purpose of the Plan is primarily to
update past transportation planning efforts to prioritize transportation needs throughout
Sonoma County for the next 25 years. The following policy relates to the Project:

Policy 3c: Improve accessibility and safety for pedestrians at and around activity centers.

2014 Countywide Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan

SCTA’s 2014 update to the Countywide Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan seeks to
facilitate transportation improvements for bicyclists and pedestrians. The following goal
relates to the Project:

Principle Goal: To develop and maintain a comprehensive countywide bicycle and
pedestrian transportation system, which includes projects, programs, and policies that work
together to provide safe and efficient transportation opportunities for bicyclists and
pedestrians.
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City of Santa Rosa General Plan

The Santa Rosa General Plan 2035, adopted in 2009, expresses policies that would guide
decisions on future growth, development, and conservation of resources through 2035 in a
manner consistent with the goals and quality of life desired by the city’s residents. The
Santa Rosa General Plan 2035 is set up such that the policies support the implementation
of the overarching goal. The following transportation (T) goals and/or policies relate to the
Project:

Goal T-J: Provide attractive and safe streets for pedestrians and bicyclists.

Policy T-J-1: Pursue implementation of walking and bicycling facilities as envisioned in the
city’s Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan.

Policy T-J-2: Provide street lighting that is attractive, functional, and appropriate to the
character and scale of the neighborhood or district, and that contributes to vehicular and
pedestrian safety.

Policy T-J-3: Strengthen and expand east-west linkages across the Highway 101 corridor.

Policy T-J-4: Provide street trees to enhance the city’s livability and to provide identity to
neighborhoods and districts.

Policy T-J-5: Support Safe Routes to School by pursuing available grants for this program
and ensuring that approaches to schools are safe for cyclists and pedestrians by providing
needed amenities such as sidewalks, crosswalks, bike lanes, and traffic calming on streets
near schools.

Goal T-K: Develop a safe, convenient, and continuous network of pedestrian sidewalks and
pathways that link neighborhoods with schools, parks, shopping areas, and employment
centers.

Policy T-K-1: Link the various citywide pedestrian paths, including street sidewalks,
downtown walkways, pedestrian areas in shopping centers and work complexes, park
pathways, and other creekside and open space pathways.

Policy T-K-2: Allow the sharing or parallel development of pedestrian walkways with bicycle
paths, where this can be safely done, in order to maximize the use of public rights-of-way.

Policy T-K-3: Orient building plans and pedestrian facilities to allow for easy pedestrian
access from street sidewalks, transit stops, and other pedestrian facilities, in addition to
access from parking lots.

Policy T-K-5: Ensure provision of safe pedestrian access for students of new and existing
school sites throughout the city.
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City of Santa Rosa Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan

The Santa Rosa Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan, updated 2018, expresses three main
goals and the policies that would guide decisions on establishing a long term vision for
improving walking and bicycling networks.

Goal 1: Increase Access and Comfort. Design bicycle and pedestrian facilities that are
accessible and comfortable for people of all ages and abilities to use.

Goal 2: Maintain and Expand the Network. Identify, develop, and maintain a complete and
convenient bicycle and pedestrian network.

Goal 3: Support a Culture of Walking and Biking. Increase awareness and support of
bicycling and walking through programs and citywide initiatives.

Policy 1: Integrate bicycle and pedestrian network and facility needs into all city planning
documents and capital improvement projects.

Policy 2: Coordinate with other agencies and stakeholders to incorporate Santa Rosa
Bicycle and Pedestrian Plan Update 2018 elements.

Policy 4: Design a connected, convenient, and comfortable pedestrian network to serve
people of all ages and abilities.

Policy 5: Design accessible, comfortable, and continuous off-street paths that contribute to
the framework of Santa Rosa’s active transportation network.

Policy 10: Ensure that bicyclists and pedestrians have accommodation in work zones.

Sonoma County Junior College District 2016 Facilities Master Plan and Guidelines

The Sonoma County Junior College District 2016 Facilities Master Plan and Guidelines
(Facilities Master Plan) recommends concepts and projects that unify the campus,
strengthen campus identity, advance learning and discovering, and improve connections.
Most importantly, the Facilities Master Plan supports the educational goals of the Santa
Rosa Campus, and in doing so, the success of students within the Sonoma County Junior
College District.

Improved Site Circulation: The introduction of a bicycle circulation network improves
connections across campus and out to the community beyond. Designated bicycle paths
also comprise part of a new hierarchy of circulation on campus, bringing clarity to the
wayfinding system. The Vision Plan also redistributes parking spaces central to the campus
out to larger perimeter lots, creating a safer pedestrian environment.

Bicycle Network: Create a mode shift for student commuters by providing bicycle programs
and facilities that get at least 10 percent of students to travel via bicycle.
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Bicycle/Pedestrian Bridge: The city is moving forward with a bike/pedestrian overcrossing of
U.S. 101. Two options are under discussion for final decision.
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MINERAL RESOURCES

Potentially LFSS. '!'han Less Than
Sianificant Significant Significant No
Would the Project: Ignitican with 'gnirican Impact
Impact I Impact
Mitigation

a) Result in the loss of availability of a
known mineral resource that would be
of value to the region and the X
residents of the state?

b) Result in the loss of availability of a
locally-important mineral resource
recovery site delineated on a local X
general plan, specific plan or other
land use plan?

a-b) No Impact

The California Department of Conservation provides data and maps showing mines and
identified areas and types of economically important mineral resources. The California
Department of Conservation Mines and Mineral Resources map determined that there are
no documented mineral resources within the Project area. No impacts on mineral resources
would result from the Project.
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NOISE
Potentially Is'?s:i;:-::nnt Less Than No
Would the Project: Significant 9 - Significant
Impact with Impact Impact
P Mitigation P

a) Generation of a substantial temporary or
permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the
vicinity of the project in excess of standards X
established in the local general plan or noise
ordinance, or applicable standards of other
agencies?

b) Generation of excessive groundborne vibration or X
groundborne noise levels?

c) For a project located within the vicinity of a
private airstrip or an airport land use plan or, where
such a plan has not been adopted, within two miles X
of a public airport or public use airport, would the
project expose people residing or working in the
project area to excessive noise levels?

lllingworth & Rodkin, Inc. prepared a Construction Noise and Vibration Assessment in
March 2019. The findings of this analysis are presented herein.

The Project would not increase the capacity of U.S. 101 or modify the horizontal or vertical
alignment of the highway; therefore, operation of the Project would not increase ambient
noise levels. The Project area includes several noise-sensitive receptors including
residential homes and the SRJC which may be affected by temporary noise generated by
construction activities. The Federal Highway Administration (FHWA) Roadway Construction
Noise Model (RCNM) was used to evaluate whether the Project may result in adverse
temporary noise impacts.

Noise is defined as unwanted sound and is objectionable because it is considered
disturbing or annoying. A decibel (dB) measures the relative amplitude of a sound and the
A-weighted sound level dBA gives greater weight to the frequencies of sound to which the
human ear is most sensitive. Sound levels in decibels are calculated on a logarithmic basis
meaning an increase in 10 dB represents a 10-fold increase in acoustic energy.
Environmental sounds are described in terms of an average level (Leq) Over a period of time,
typically one hour. Lmax is the highest instantaneous noise level during a specified time.

The Caltrans 2018 Standard Specifications 14-8.02 requires Lmax not to exceed 86 dBA at
50 feet from the Project limits from 9:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m.

a) Less than Significant Impact

The Project would not result in a permanent increase in ambient noise levels in the Project
vicinity. The potential for the Project to temporarily increase ambient noise levels is
discussed below.
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Temporary Noise Impacts

The Project would generate a temporary increase in ambient noise levels due to
construction activities involving earth-moving and requiring the use of heavy equipment, or
when the foundations for the overcrossing are constructed using impact tools such as pile
drivers. Foundation construction is the noisiest construction operation and would produce
84 dBA Leq at a distance of 50 feet, and pile driving (a component of foundation
construction) would produce 95 dBA Leq at a distance of 50 feet. The Project would result in
noise levels of 80 to 90 dBA Lmax at a distance 50 feet during heavy construction activity
and 95 to 105 dBA Lmax at a distance of 50 feet during pile driving.

Implementation of Project Features NOI-1 and NOI-2 and AMM NOI-1 would reduce noise
levels produced during typical construction activities by approximately 5 dBA so as not to
exceed the ambient noise environment by more than 5 dBA Leq.

Pile driving activities are anticipated to produce noise levels exceeding the ambient noise
environment by more than 5 dBA Leq with the implementation of construction noise Project
Features NOI-1 and NOI-2 and AMM NOI-1. Pile driving would occur intermittently for
approximately four to six weeks, resulting in a less than significant impact to nearby
receptors.

Avoidance and Minimization Measures

AMMs intended to reduce construction noise levels emanating from the Project area and
minimize disruption and annoyance at existing noise-sensitive receptors in the Project
vicinity would be implemented.

AMM NOI-1 Construction Noise Control Plan

The Project contractor would develop a construction noise control plan for review and
approval by Caltrans prior to the initiation of construction activities. The construction noise
control plan would include, but not be limited to, the following available controls:

e Limit construction hours from 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m., Monday through Friday, from 8:00
a.m. to 5:00 p.m. on Saturdays, and no work on Sundays. Night work should be avoided
when possible or be conducted with the minimum equipment necessary.

e Caltrans Standard Specifications require that noise from construction activities do not
exceed 86 dBA Lmax at 50 feet from the Project area from 9:00 p.m. to 6:00 a.m. Prohibit
the use of concrete saws, hoe rams, and pile driving equipment during night work after
7:00 p.m. Monday through Friday, after 5:00 p.m. on Saturday, and not at all on Sunday.

¢ During pile driving activities, pre-drill foundation pile holes to minimize the number of
impacts required to seat the pile.

e During pile driving activities, install “acoustical blankets” where necessary to provide
shielding for receptors located within 100 feet of the Project area, or use a noise
attenuating shroud on the pile driving hammer. Buildings that may require installation of
an “acoustical blanket” include, but would not be limited to, Myers Restaurant Supply,
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National Guard and Santa Rosa Armory, Colonial Apartments, professional building,
Patelco Credit Union, and Dick’s Sporting Goods.

e Construct temporary noise barriers, where feasible, to screen stationary noise-
generating equipment. Temporary noise barriers shall be located as to interrupt the line-
of-sight between the noise source and receptor and will be constructed in a manner that
eliminates any cracks or gaps.

e Locate stationary noise-generating equipment, such as air compressors or portable
power generators, as far as possible from sensitive receptors, as feasible. If they must
be located near sensitive receptors, adequate muffling (with enclosures where feasible
and appropriate) shall be used to reduce noise levels at the adjacent sensitive
receptors. Any enclosure openings or venting shall face away from sensitive receptors.

o Utilize "quiet" air compressors and other stationary noise-generating equipment where
technology exists.

e Construction staging areas, material stockpiles, and parking areas shall be established
at locations within the Project area with the greatest distance between the construction-
related noise sources and noise-sensitive receptors during all construction activities.

e Temporary “acoustic blankets” would be erected, if necessary, along building facades
facing the construction work area. This would only be necessary if conflicts occurred
which were irresolvable by proper scheduling.

e Noise from construction workers’ radios shall not be audible at existing residences in the
vicinity of the Project.

e Prepare a detailed construction schedule for major noise-generating construction
activities. The construction noise control plan shall identify a procedure for coordinating
with adjacent noise-sensitive land uses so that construction activities can be scheduled
to minimize noise disturbance.

e Designate a "disturbance coordinator" who would be responsible for responding to any
complaints about construction noise. The “disturbance coordinator” would determine the
cause of the noise complaint (e.g., bad muffler, etc.) and would require that reasonable
measures be implemented to correct the problem. The telephone number for the
“disturbance coordinator” shall be conspicuously posted at the construction site and
included in the notice sent to neighbors regarding the construction schedule. The notice
would be distributed by the contractor in coordination with Caltrans.

b) Less than Significant Impact with Mitigation

Construction activities involving pile driving, vibratory tools, and/or heavy rolling stock
equipment may generate substantial groundborne vibration levels near both Build
Alternatives. Peak Particle Velocity (PPV) is typically used to quantify vibration amplitude
and defines the maximum instantaneous positive or negative peak of the vibration wave. A
PPV descriptor with units of inches per second (in/sec) is used to evaluate construction
generated vibration for building damage and human complaints. Vibration levels could
potentially cause damage to older residential structures if they exceed 0.3 in/sec PPV and if
they exceed 0.5 in/sec PPV for structurally sound buildings designed to modern engineering
standards. Based on Caltrans Guidance documents, the 0.5 in/sec PPV standard for new
commercial buildings in the vicinity of the Project (Patelco Credit Union and Dick’s Sporting
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Goods) and the 0.3 in/sec PPV standard for all other buildings in the vicinity of the Project
are used in this analysis. In both Build Alternatives, the Project would have the same
foundation plan for the overcrossing, approximately 0.25-mile apart.

Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

The highest vibration levels would occur during pile driving, which is anticipated to occur at
the locations of the proposed columns that are approximately 15 feet from the Patelco
Credit Union building and 90 feet from Dick’s Sporting Goods. Pile driving would also occur
approximately 60 feet from the professional building located south of Edwards Avenue
(southwest corner of Edwards Avenue and Cleveland Avenue) and 75 feet from the Colonial
Apartments (also located south of Edwards Avenue). All other pile driving would occur at
least 120 feet from the nearest buildings (refer to Figure 2.2-1).

Pile driving would occur approximately 15 feet from the Patelco Credit Union and the
predicted PPV is up to 2.031 in/sec, exceeding the 0.5 in/sec PPV standard. Pile driving
would also occur approximately 90 feet from Dick’s Sporting Goods and the predicted PPV
would be approximately 0.283 in/sec which does not exceed the 0.5 in/sec PPV standard.
For properties on the south side of Edwards Avenue, pile driving would occur approximately
60 feet from the professional building and the predicted PPV would be 0.442 in/sec,
exceeding the 0.3 in/sec PPV standard. The Colonial Apartments, located approximately 75
feet from pile driving, would be subject to PPV of 0.346 in/sec, exceeding the 0.3 in/sec
PPV standard. At the next closest building located 120 feet from pile driving, vibration levels
would be 0.206 in/sec PPV and would not exceed the 0.3 in/sec PPV standard.

In summary, pile driving occurring within 50 feet of the Patelco Credit Union building, or
within 90 feet of the professional building south of Edwards Avenue and the Colonial
Apartments, could produce groundborne vibration levels exceeding established standards.

Other construction activities would occur 45 feet from Dick’s Sporting Goods, at least 50
feet from the nearest SRJC building, and 60 feet from all other buildings. At distances of 45
feet or more, vibration levels would remain below 0.110 in/sec PPV. Other construction
activities would occur within about 5 feet of the Patelco Credit Union building. Due to the
close proximity of construction activities at the Patelco Credit Union building, typical
construction activities would have the potential to produce vibration levels exceeding the 0.5
in/sec PPV standard at that location. This would result in a potentially significant impact. No
other buildings in the Project vicinity would be exposed to excessive vibration levels.

Bear Cub Way Build Alternative

As noted previously, the highest vibration levels would occur during pile driving and pile
driving would occur approximately 80 feet from Meyers Restaurant Supply and 100 feet
from the National Guard and Santa Rosa Armory Building. All remaining buildings would be
120 feet or more from pile driving activities. The structural integrity and condition of these
older buildings is unknown; therefore, vibration levels at these buildings would be subject to
the 0.3 in/sec PPV standard in order to avoid damage from vibration sources.
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Pile driving would occur approximately 80 feet from Myers Restaurant Supply and the
predicted PPV would be 0.322 in/sec, exceeding the 0.3 in/sec PPV standard. At distances
of 100 feet or greater, the upper range of possible vibration levels for pile driving would be
0.252 in/sec PPV and would not exceed the 0.3 in/sec PPV standard.

In summary, pile driving occurring within 90 feet of the Myers Restaurant Supply building
could produce groundborne vibration levels exceeding established standards.

Typical construction activities would occur within about 5 feet of the Ernest Pegg Oil
Company building and the predicted PPV would be 1.186, exceeding the 0.3 in/sec PPV
standard. The Call Child Development Center is located approximately 20 feet from Project
construction activities and the predicted PPV would be 0.268 in/sec, not exceeding the 0.3
in/sec PPV standard. No other buildings in the vicinity of the Project would be exposed to
excessive vibration levels from typical construction activities as levels would remain below
0.268 in/sec PPV at distances of 20 feet or more. The predicted PPV at the Ernest Pegg Oil
Company building would result in a potentially significant impact.

Implementation of AMM NOI-2, AMM NOI-3, and Mitigation Measures NOI-1 and NOI-2
would reduce the groundborne vibration impacts of the Project to a less than significant

level.

Avoidance and Minimization Measures

AMMs intended to reduce construction generated vibration levels emanating from the
Project area and minimize disruption and annoyance at existing vibration-sensitive
receptors in the Project vicinity would be implemented.

AMM NOI-2 Foundation Pile Holes

Pre-drill foundation pile holes to minimize the number of impacts required to seat the pile.
Excavate foundation pile holes to an appropriate depth to place any required shoring near
the ultimate depth of the pile, thereby eliminating most or all pile driving. Alternately, jet with
air and water to facilitate placement of the shoring and/or piles.

AMM NOI-3 Equipment Location
Place operating equipment within the construction site as far as possible from vibration-
sensitive receptors.

Mitigation Measures

The following MMs would be implemented by the contractor for either Build Alternative to
reduce groundborne vibration impacts:
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MM NOI-1 Vibratory Rollers

Vibratory rollers and tampers will not be allowed near vibration-sensitive areas, including
the Patelco Credit Union Building or Ernest Pegg Oil Company buildings. Instead,
alternative construction equipment shall be used within 20 feet of nearby buildings.

MM NOI-2 Construction Vibration Monitoring Plan

A construction vibration monitoring plan shall be developed and implemented to document

conditions prior to, during, and after construction. All plan tasks shall be undertaken under

the direction of a licensed Professional Structural Engineer in the State of California and be
in accordance with industry-accepted standard methods. The contractor shall develop and
implement the plan for review and approval by Caltrans prior to initiating construction and
shall include the following tasks:

¢ |dentify the sensitivity of nearby structures to groundborne vibration, including, but not
limited to, Patelco Credit Union building, the professional building, the Colonial
Apartments, Myers Restaurant Supply building, and Ernest Pegg Oil Company building,
that could be exposed to groundborne vibration levels exceeding established standards.
A vibration survey (generally described below) shall be performed on all identified
nearby structures.

e Perform a photo survey, elevation survey, and crack monitoring survey for each of the
nearby structures identified as sensitive to groundborne vibration. Surveys shall be
approved by Caltrans prior to construction, in regular intervals during construction, and
after completion of construction. The surveys shall include internal and external crack
monitoring in structures, settlement, and distress and shall document the condition of
foundations, walls and other structural elements in the interior and exterior of identified
structures.

e Implement Construction Vibration BMPs, such as using smaller equipment to minimize
vibration levels below the limits, wheeled equipment rather than tracked equipment
where feasible, selecting demolition methods not involving impact tools, and avoiding
dropping heavy objects or materials.

e Alist of all heavy construction equipment to be used for this Project known to produce
high vibration levels (tracked vehicles, vibratory compaction, jackhammers, hoe rams,
etc.) to identify equipment and activities that would potentially generate substantial
vibration and to define the level of effort for reducing vibration levels below the standard.

¢ Include a contingency plan if vibration levels approach the sensitivity standards, which
includes suspending construction and implementation of the contingencies to either
lower vibration levels or secure the affected structures.

e (Caltrans shall approve a post-construction survey on structures where either monitoring
has indicated high levels of vibration has occurred or complaints of damage have been
made. Appropriate repairs or compensation shall be made where damage has occurred
as a result of construction activities.

e The results of all vibration monitoring shall be summarized and submitted to Caltrans in
a report within two weeks after substantial completion of each construction phase
identified in the Project schedule. The report will include a description of measurement
methods, equipment used, calibration certificates, and graphics as required, to clearly
identify vibration-monitoring locations. An explanation of all events that exceeded
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vibration limits will be included together with proper documentation supporting any such
claims.

¢ Caltrans will designate a person responsible for registering and investigating claims of
excessive vibration. The contact information of such person shall be clearly posted at
the construction site office.

c) No Impact

The Project is not within the vicinity of a private airstrip, an airport land use plan, or within
two miles of a public airport or public use airport. Therefore, the Project would not expose
people to excessive noise levels from a public or private airport.
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POPULATION AND HOUSING

Less Than

Potentially - Less Than
i Significant Significant Significant No
Would the Project: Igm " with Igm o Impact
P Mitigation P

a) Induce substantial unplanned
population growth in an area, either
directly (for example, by proposing
new homes and businesses) or X
indirectly (for example, through
extension of roads or other
infrastructure)?

b) Displace substantial numbers of
existing people or housing,
necessitating the construction of
replacement housing elsewhere?

a) No Impact

The Project would not induce population growth since it would not increase the capacity of
U.S. 101 or increase population, housing growth or new businesses. The Project is located
in an urban setting in central Santa Rosa, adjacent to SRJC, SRHS, and Coddingtown Mall.
Future growth in the area is constrained and the Project would not add any vehicle capacity
that would indirectly spur employment or residential growth in the area. The Project is a
planned multi-modal improvement; therefore, the Project would not induce population
growth directly or indirectly.

b) No Impact

Construction of the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative would require two buildings and
approximately four portable buildings be removed on the eastern side of the Build
Alternative near the vicinity of Armory Drive and Elliott Avenue. The Sonoma County Junior
College District 2016 Facilities Master Plan and Guidelines includes long range plans for a
new student housing complex project that would redevelop this same area. The student
housing project is planned for a fall 2023 opening. The planned removal of these buildings
by SRJC indicates they are surplus and, therefore, the removal of the same buildings by the
Project would not impact existing operations at the SRJC campus or displace a substantial
number of people or housing.

The Bear Cub Way Build Alternative is located in a commercial area and would not displace
existing people or housing.
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PUBLIC SERVICES

Would the Project:

Potentially
Significant
Impact

Less Than
Significant
with
Mitigation

Less Than
Significant
Impact

No
Impact

a) Would the project result in
substantial adverse physical impacts
associated with the provision of new or
physically altered governmental
facilities, need for new or physically
altered governmental facilities, the
construction of which could cause
significant environmental impacts, in
order to maintain acceptable service
ratios, response times or other
performance objectives for any of the
public services:

Fire protection?

Police protection?

Schools?

Parks?

Other public facilities?

a) Less than Significant Impact

The Build Alternatives would not result in substantial alteration of government facilities in
the Project area, such as fire and police protection, schools, parks, or other public facilities,
nor trigger the need for new government facilities. However, the Project would have the
potential to temporarily interfere or reduce emergency response times for emergency
vehicles and other public service providers due to construction related road/highway
closures and detours. Construction of the Project would require intermittent full nighttime
closures of U.S. 101 in both the northbound and southbound directions. Northbound U.S.
101 closures between College Avenue and Steele Lane would detour traffic onto College
Avenue, Mendocino Avenue, and Steele Lane. Southbound U.S. 101 closures between
Steele Lane and College Avenue would detour traffic onto Steele Lane, Cleveland Avenue,
and College Avenue. A TMP would be developed during the design phase and implemented
during construction to address these potential construction impacts to emergency response

times.

The Project would be designed to discourage unsheltered encampment in the Project area.
The Project includes AMM PUB-1 to include design elements intended to reduce the

potential for encampment.
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Avoidance and Minimization Measures

AMM PUB-1 Design Measures

The Project would be designed to discourage an increase in the congregation of persons
experiencing homelessness within the Project limits. Design elements that may be
incorporated into the Project include but are not limited to: berming, plantings, and
sprinklers as well as recessed, vandal-resistant soffit lighting.
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RECREATION
Potentially L-ess. '!'han Less Than
Significant Significant Significant No
Would the Project: ignitican with 'gnitican Impact
Impact s s Impact
Mitigation

a) Would the project increase the use
of existing neighborhood and regional
parks or other recreational facilities
such that substantial physical X
deterioration of the facility would occur
or be accelerated?

b) Does the project include
recreational facilities or require the
construction or expansion of
recreational facilities which might have X
an adverse physical effect on the
environment?

a-b) No Impact

The Project is located approximately 500 feet from Finali Park at the Bear Cub Way Build
Alternative and 0.1-mile from the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative and would not result in
direct or indirect impacts to the park. The Project would result in improved bicycle and
pedestrian access across U.S. 101, since there are no exclusive bicycle/pedestrian
crossings within the Project area. The Project would provide a recreation facility and would
not result in the deterioration of an existing park facility. The Project scope includes a
recreational facility and the potential impacts from the facility are described through this
document. The existing crossings of U.S. 101 at Steele Lane and at College Avenue are the
only existing bicycle/pedestrian crossings along U.S. 101 for an approximately 2.5-mile
stretch between Bicentennial Way to the north and 3rd Street to the south. The Project
would provide a safe, convenient pedestrian/bicycle link between the residential/commercial
areas west of U.S. 101 and the academic, residential, commercial, and recreational areas
east of U.S. 101.
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TRANSPORTATION AND TRAFFIC

Less Than

Potentially L Less Than
. - Significant - No
Would the Project: Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
a) Conflict with a program, plan,
ordinance, or policy addressing the
circulation system, including transit, X
roadway, bicycle, and pedestrian
facilities?

b) Would the project conflict or be
inconsistent with CEQA Guidelines X
section 15064.3, subdivision (b)?

c) Substantially increase hazards due
to a geometric design feature (e.g.,
sharp curves or dangerous X
intersections) or incompatible uses
(e.g., farm equipment)?

d) Result in inadequate emergency
access?

U.S. 101 is a north-south highway on the Federal-Aid National Highway System. Within the
Project area, U.S. 101 is a six lane facility with 12-foot-wide travel lanes and auxiliary lanes
in both directions. Because the highway bisects Santa Rosa, east-west travel options are
limited, particularly for bicyclists and pedestrians in the area north of College Avenue near
the SRJC and SRHS. No exclusive bicycle/pedestrian crossings are located in this area.
The existing crossings of U.S. 101 at Steele Lane and at College Avenue are the only
existing crossings for all modes of travel along U.S. 101 for a 2.5-mile stretch between
Bicentennial Way to the north and 3rd Street to the south. The Project would not increase
vehicular capacity. The Project would not permanently alter the circulation system and
would have no permanent impact on vehicle miles traveled.

The Project could cause short-term localized traffic congestion and delays due to lane
closures. Lane closures would occur throughout construction, primarily at nighttime.

a) Less than Significant Impact

The Project would not modify existing bicycle lanes and sidewalks at College Avenue and
Steele Lane interchanges with U.S. 101 and, therefore, would not preclude pedestrians,
bicyclists, and wheelchair users from continuing to cross U.S. 101 during construction of the
Project. The Project would not be in conflict with any programs, plans, ordinances, or
policies addressing the circulation system, but would instead improve existing bicycle and
pedestrian facilities. Therefore, the Project would be in support of plans, ordinance, and
policies addressing the circulation system for bicycle and pedestrian facilities by
incorporating safe routes across U.S. 101 in a bicycle and pedestrian friendly design (refer
to Section 2.4.8 for more information on bicycle, bus, and pedestrian detours).
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b) No Impact

The Project would be consistent with CEQA Guidelines section 15064.3, subdivision (b).
The Project would have no permanent impact on vehicle miles traveled as it is not
increasing capacity, it is a bicycle and pedestrian overcrossing project. Under Section
15064.3, subdivision b, transportation projects that have no impact on vehicle miles traveled
should be presumed to cause a less than significant transportation impact. The Project
would provide a transportation facility that may help reduce vehicle miles traveled and,
therefore, would result in no impact.

c) No Impact

The Project would not include any design features or construction elements that would
substantially increase hazards (e.g., sharp curves or dangerous intersections). A turn
movement analysis shows that standard delivery trucks can access the Dick’s Sporting
Goods loading dock without interference from the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative landing
area or from the existing parking lot perimeter curbing, consistent with the design of the
parking lot.® There would be no impact.

Avoidance and Minimization Measures

A Transportation AMM would be implemented to encourage bicycle and pedestrian users to
access Coddingtown Mall via the public street.

AMM TRA-1 Directional Signage

In order to encourage bicyclist and pedestrian users of the Project to utilize the public
access driveway to Coddingtown Mall, directional signage will be provided at the landing on
Edwards Avenue and in the reverse direction as part of the Project.

d) Less than Significant Impact

During construction, the Project could have the potential to temporarily interfere with
emergency response times. With the implementation of Project Features TRA-1 and AIR-3,
as described in Table 2-1, the potential construction phase impacts to circulation and
emergency vehicle access would be less than significant.

3 W-Trans. Response to Comments on Santa Rosa 101 Bike/Ped Overcrossing. August 19, 2020.
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TRIBAL CULTURAL RESOURCES

Potentially L.ess. '!'han Less Than
i Significant Significant Significant No
Would the Project: ] with g Impact

Impact Mitigation Impact

Would the project cause a substantial
adverse change in the significance of a
tribal cultural resource, defined in Public
Resources Code section 21074 as either a
site, feature, place, cultural landscape that
is geographically defined in terms of the
size and scope of the landscape, sacred
place, or object with cultural value to a
California Native American tribe, and thatis:

a) Listed or eligible for listing in the X
California Register of Historical Resources,
or in a local register of historical resources
as defined in Public Resources Code
section 5020.1(k), or

b) A resource determined by the lead
agency, in its discretion and supported by
substantial evidence, to be significant
pursuant to criteria set forth in subdivision
(c) of Public Resources Code Section
5024.1. In applying the criteria set forth in
subdivision (c) of Public Resource Code
Section 5024.1, the lead agency shall
consider the significance of the resource
to a California Native American tribe.

a-b) No Impact

The Project does not include any locations that are listed or eligible for listing in the
California Register of Historic Resources, or in a local register of historic resources.
Implementation of Project Features CUL-1 and CUL-2, as described in Table 2-1, would
reduce the potential for impacts to undiscovered tribal cultural resources associated with
ground-disturbing activities during construction. The Project would have no impact on tribal
cultural resources.
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UTILITIES AND SERVICE SYSTEMS

Potentially L.ess. '!'han Less Than
. - Significant - No
Would the Project: Significant with Significant Impact
Impact Mitigation Impact
a) Require or result in the relocation or
construction of new or expanded
water, wastewater treatment or storm
water drainage, electric power, natural X

gas, or telecommunications facilities,
the construction or relocation of which
could cause significant environmental
effects?

b) Have sufficient water supplies
available to serve the project and
reasonably foreseeable future X
development during normal, dry and
multiple dry years?

c) Result in a determination by the
wastewater treatment provider which
serves or may serve the project that it
has adequate capacity to serve the X
project’s projected demand in addition
to the provider’s existing
commitments?

d) Generate solid waste in excess of
State or local standards, or in excess
of the capacity of local infrastructure, X
or otherwise impair the attainment of
solid waste reduction goals?

e) Comply with federal, state, and local
management and reduction statutes X
and regulations related to solid waste?

Utilities along the Project area include AT&T, Comcast, PG&E, Santa Rosa Water, and
Santa Rosa Sanitary Sewer. Underground utility relocations would be necessary during
construction. Verification of utility locations and necessary relocations would be determined
during the design phase in coordination with the utility provider.

a) Less than Significant Impact

The Project would require the relocation of three existing PG&E poles. One of the existing
poles is located along northbound Cleveland Avenue, at the intersection of Edwards and
Cleveland avenues. The second pole is located along northbound Armory drive,
approximately 40 feet south of the intersection of Elliott Avenue and Armory Drive. The last
pole that would be relocated is along northbound Armory Drive, approximately 140 feet
north of the intersection of Elliott Avenue and Armory Drive.

The Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative would require the relocation of the PG&E, AT&T, and
Comcast equipment on joint poles along Edwards Avenue, Cleveland Avenue, and Armory
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Drive. The Santa Rosa Water services would be relocated behind the new curb line on
westbound Edwards Avenue and Santa Rosa Sanitary Sewer manhole on westbound
Edwards Avenue would need to be relocated into the roadway.

The Bear Cub Way Build Alternative would require the relocation of the PG&E, AT&T, and
Comcast equipment on joint poles along Cleveland Avenue.

The utility providers would be notified ahead of the construction activities to minimize utility
service disruptions as outlined in Project Feature UTI-2, as described in Table 2-1. The

impact would be less than significant.

b, ¢c) No Impact

The Project would not generate a demand for potable water supplies or demand services of
a wastewater treatment provider. Therefore, there would be no impact.

d, e) No Impact

The Project would not result in any substantial demands for solid waste disposal and would
comply with federal, state, and local statutes regarding the disposal of solid waste.
Implementation of Project Feature UTI-1, as described in Table 2-1, would require the
proper disposal of construction trash. There would be no impact.

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
Initial Study with Mitigated Negative Declaration 3-53



Chapter 3 CEQA Evaluation

WILDFIRE
Potentially L.ess. '!'han Less Than
Significant Significant Sianificant No
Would the Project: 'Igm |catn with llgm |catn Impact
mpac Mitigation mpac
If located in or near state responsibility
areas or lands classified as very high fire
hazard severity zones, would the project:
a) Substantially impair an adopted X

emergency response plan or emergency
evacuation plan?

b) Due to slope, prevailing winds, and
other factors, exacerbate wildfire risks,
and thereby expose project occupants to, X
pollutant concentrations from a wildfire or
the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire?

c) Require the installation or maintenance
of associated infrastructure (such as
roads, fuel breaks, emergency water
sources, power lines or other utilities) that X
may exacerbate fire risk or that may result
in temporary or ongoing impacts to the
environment?

d) Expose people or structures to
significant risks, including downslope or
downstream flooding or landslides, as a X
result of runoff, post-fire slope instability,
or drainage changes?

The Project is located within a Local Responsibility Area. The Santa Rosa Fire Department,
as well as volunteer fire companies operating through the Sonoma County Fire and
Emergency Services Department provide fire suppression, rescue, and emergency services
along the Project corridor. The Project is outside of a State Responsibility Area (SRA) and is
not within a high severity fire area (California Department of Forestry and Fire Protection
2007).

a) Less than Significant Impact

A TMP (see Project Feature TRANS-1) would be developed during the design phase and
implemented during construction that would identify traffic diversion/staging and alternative
routes. Emergency response times are not anticipated to change during construction
because the TMP would provide measures to ensure priority for emergency vehicles during
one-way traffic control and full closures. The TMP would provide instructions for response
and evacuation in the event of an emergency. In addition, this Project would not conflict with
any other emergency response or evacuation plan. Therefore, the impact would be less
than significant.
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b-d) No Impact

The Project proposes to construct a bicycle/pedestrian ADA compliant Class | shared-use
overcrossing. The Project would not expose occupants to, pollutant concentrations from a
wildfire or the uncontrolled spread of a wildfire It would not exacerbate wildfire risk, nor

would it require the installation of associated infrastructure that would exacerbate fire risk.

There would be no impact.
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MANDATORY FINDINGS OF SIGNIFICANCE

Potentially | -eSThan | | oo Than
s Significant L No
Significant . Significant
Impact with Impact Impact
P Mitigation P
a) Does the project have the potential to
substantially degrade the quality of the
environment, substantially reduce the
habitat of a fish or wildlife species,
cause a fish or wildlife population to
drop below self-sustaining levels, X

threaten to eliminate a plant or animal
community, substantially reduce the
number or restrict the range of a rare or
endangered plant or animal or eliminate
important examples of the major periods
of California history or prehistory?

b) Does the project have impacts that
are individually limited, but cumulatively
considerable? (“Cumulatively
considerable” means that the
incremental effects of a project are X
considerable when viewed in connection
with the effects of past projects, the
effects of other current projects, and the
effects of probable future projects)?

c) Does the project have environmental
effects which will cause substantial

adverse effects on human beings, either X
directly or indirectly?

a) Less than Significant Impact

The Project would not substantially degrade the quality of the environment, substantially
reduce the habitat of a fish or wildlife species, cause a fish or wildlife population to drop
below self-sustaining levels, threaten to eliminate a plant or animal community, or
substantially reduce the number of or restrict the range of a rare or endangered plant or
animal. The Project would, however, result in tree removal. With the implementation of the
Project Features summarized in Table 2-1 and AMMs, impacts due to tree removal would
be less than significant.

The Project would not eliminate important examples of the major periods of California
history or prehistory. Project Features and AMMs would avoid or minimize potential impacts
on biological and cultural resources.
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b) Less than Significant Impact

The Project would not convert lands to a new or different use, increase roadway capacity,
induce growth, or otherwise change land patterns and use. The Project would not result in
long-term adverse environmental effects and so would not contribute to cumulative
environmental impacts. The analysis presented in this IS/MND identifies temporary
construction-related impacts on aesthetics, air quality, biological resources, energy,
geology/soils, greenhouse gas emissions, hazards/hazardous materials, hydrology/water
quality, noise transportation/traffic, utilities/service systems, and wildfire. Because the
effects of the Project are construction-related, if other highway improvement projects along
the U.S. 101 occur within a similar timeframe, cumulative effects may occur (e.g., traffic
management). However, Caltrans routinely coordinates with regional transportation
managers and local agencies to minimize impacts in the region resulting from construction
of multiple planned projects, like the coordination taking place for the potential student
housing project and Science and Math Replacement Building at SRJC and Jennings
Avenue Railway Crossing.* The cumulative projects being considered in this analysis are
identified in Table 3-3, below.

Table 3-3: Cumulative Projects

Project Description Location Status
Science and Math Replace ~60,000 s.f. | Adjacent Elliott Under construction;
Building with 120,000 s.f. Avenue complete Dec. 2023
Replacement buildings
SRJC Student 352 student Adjacent to Project | Approved, complete
Housing apartments on Elliott/Armory fall 2023 pending

funding
Jennings Avenue At grade crossing of | Jennings Ave. at Approval expires fall
Railway Crossing SMART rail SMART rail 2021

Demolition, site preparation, and construction of structure foundations would have the
greatest potential for cumulative construction period impacts. The short duration of heavy
construction work and limited scope of the Project would not contribute considerably to
cumulative construction period environmental impacts. Cumulative impacts to these
resources would be reduced with the proper implementation of Project Features and AMMs;
therefore, the Project would have less than significant cumulative impacts.

4 The Jennings Avenue Railway Crossing Project is aimed to provide accessibility to the SMART Multi-
Use Pathway (MUP), local schools, commercial businesses, social services, and employment centers
from the west side of the SMART rail corridor to Jennings Avenue. The California Public Utilities
Commission (CPUC) has granted the City a two year extension to build the Jennings Avenue at grade
crossing project, which expires in September 2021.
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c) Less than Significant with Mitigation

The Project would cause temporary noise and vibration impacts during construction that
exceed the standard. Persons and properties geographically located closest to the Project
would be affected by construction-induced vibrations. With the implementation of MMs, refer
to the Noise Section in Chapter 3, MM NOI-1 to MM NOI-2, the Project would reduce
substantial adverse effects on human beings, either directly or indirectly to a less than
significant level.
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CHAPTER 4 Comments and Coordination

Early and continuing coordination with the general public and public agencies is an
essential part of the environmental process. Such coordination helps planners
determine the necessary scope of environmental documentation and the level of
analysis required, and identify potential impacts and avoidance, minimization, and/or
mitigation measures and related environmental requirements. Agency and tribal
consultation, and public participation for this project have occurred through various
formal and informal methods, including interagency coordination meetings, public
meetings, and public notices. This chapter summarizes the results of Caltrans efforts
to fully identify, address, and resolve Project-related issues through early and
continuing coordination.

4.1 COMMUNITY OUTREACH

4.1.1 Public Meetings

Two public meetings were held during the Project development process, the first as a
scoping meeting held on March 29, 2018, at SRHS. Following this meeting, a public input
survey was circulated following the meeting for 20 days and 108 responses were received.
A second public meeting was held during the public comment period on June 30, 2020, via
a virtual meeting. The public meetings were advertised in the Santa Rosa Press Democrat
and on the City’s website. The public was encouraged to submit their comments on the
Draft IS/MND in writing. The Project was also included on the agenda for the City Council
Study Session held on July 21, 2020, which was open to the public.

In addition to the above referenced public meetings, the City held a Design Review Board
meeting in April 2019 and confirmed the cable-stayed bridge type for the Project.

4.1.2 Stakeholder Meetings

During the Project development process outreach meetings have been conducted including
one-on-one meetings with the property owners directly affected by the Project right of way
impacts. Stakeholder meetings were also completed with SRJC and local rail and bicycle
advisory groups.

Table 4-1: Stakeholder Coordination Meetings

Stakeholder Date Purpose
Dick’s/Patelco Property Owners | September 14, 2017 General project discussion
Myers Restaurant Supply September 26, 2017 General project discussion
Owners
Sonoma County Bicycle March 12, 2019 General project discussion
Coalition, Friends of SMART
Jennings Avenue Residents August 19, 2020 Bilingual meeting to discuss

project with minority residents
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Chapter 4 Comments and Coordination

4.1.3 Public Involvement Process for the Environmental Document

The general public was involved in the Project process through solicitation of

feedback on the Draft IS/MND during the public review period which began on June 22,
2020 and ended July 24, 2020. Caltrans provided notice of the IS/MND in English and
Spanish to residences and businesses within a 1,000-foot radius of the Project. Additionally,
a Notice of Intent to Adopt an MND was published in the Santa Rosa Press Democrat on

June 22, 2020.

A Notice of Completion was submitted to the State Clearinghouse on June 22, 2020. The
Project was assigned State Clearinghouse #2020060455. The State Clearinghouse
subsequently distributed copies of the Draft IS/MND to agencies for comments.

A total of 133 comment letters from 130 different agencies, organizations, and individuals
were received during the public comment period for the Draft IS/MND. Two comment letters
were received from local agencies, seven comment letters on behalf of organizations and
124 comment letters on behalf of individuals. Comments received after the comment period
are not part of this Final IS/MND. Responses to those comments are included in Appendix
G. The comments in the letters have been addressed by members of the Project
development team whose specialty covers the subject matter of each

comment.

4.2 CONSULTATION AND COORDINATION WITH PUBLIC AGENCIES

Consultation with several agencies occurred during the environmental evaluation process. A
list of coordination activities and contacts is provided in Table 4-2.

‘ Table 4-2: Agency Coordination Meetings and Contacts

Organization(s)

Date

Purpose

Sonoma County Junior College
District

August 23, 2017
August 30, 2017
July 12, 2018

July 24, 2018
November 14, 2019
August 5, 2020

Meetings with Capital Projects
for general project discussion
and coordination

Sonoma County Junior College
District

September 14, 2017

General project discussion with
SRJC Sustainability Committee
representatives

Sonoma County Junior College
District

November 17, 2017
October 1, 2019

Meetings with Board Facilities
Committee for project

District

June 12, 2020
June 19, 2020

July 7, 2020 discussion and
recommendations
Sonoma County Junior College | May 29, 2020 Meetings with Housing Team for

project discussion and
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June 26, 2020 coordination with proposed
July 10, 2020 housing development
August 7, 2020
August 24, 2020

Sonoma County Junior College | July 14, 2020 Board of Trustees hearing
District

Native American Heritage July 25, 2018 Requested a search of Sacred
Commission (NAHC) Lands File

NAHC August 9, 2018 NAHC responded that no

information on cultural
resources in the area is
contained in the Sacred Lands

File
Native American Consultation October 26, 2018 Drafted letter to NAHC list of
Native American parties
Native American Consultation December 4, 2018 Held meeting with Federated

Indians of Graton Rancheria to
discuss the Project
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APPENDIX A: TITLE VI POLICY STATEMENT

STATE OF CALIFORNIA—CALIFORHIA STATE TRAMSPORTATION AGENCY Gawin Hewsom, Govemnor

DEPARTMENT OF TRANSPORTATION
OFACE OF THE DIRECTOR

P.O. BOX 942873, M5-47

SACRAMENTO, CA 94273-0001

PHOME [?14) 454-4130 MU_I'LhQ_C‘D.TSE\'VGn:Clr.‘
FAX [?1&) 453-5774 o Caifomnia Way of Life.
m 711

wharw dot ca.gov

August 2020

NON-DISCRIMINATION POLICY STATEMENT

The California Department of Transportation, under Title VI of the Civil Rights Act
of 1944, ensures “No person in the United States shall, on the ground of race,
color, or national onigin, be excluded from parficipafion in, be denied the
benefits of, or be subjected to discnmination under any program or activity
receiving federal financial assistance.”

Caltrans will make every effort to ensure nondiscrimination in all of its services,
programs and activities, whether they are federally funded or not, and that
services and benefits are fairly distributed to all pecple, regardless of race, color,
or national crigin. In addition, Caltrans will facilitate meaningful participation in
the transportation planning process in a nondiscriminatory manner.

Eelated federal statutes, remedies, and state law further those protections to
include sex, disability, religion, sexual orientation, and age.

For information or guidance on how to file a complaint, or obtain more
information regarding Title VI, please contact the Title VI Branch Manager at
(F18) 324-8379 or visit the following web page:
https://dot.ca.gov/programs/civil-rights/title-vi.

To obtain this inforrmation in an alternate format such as Braille or in a language
other than English, please contact the California Department of Transportation,
Office of Civil Rights, at 1823 14™ Street, M5-79, Sacramento, CA 95811; [F14)
324-8379 (TTY 711); or at <Title.VI@dot.ca.gov>.

Onginal signed by
Toks Omishakin
Director

“Provide g safe, sustainabie, integrared and efficient tronsporfation systemn o enhance Caoifomia’s economy and vakbiify”
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Environmental Commitments Record for EA 04-2G340 / ID 0413000213

Last updated: 1/20/2021

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing

SON-101-21.0/21.8
Current Project Phase: 1

Permits - No permits are required for this project.

EP: Elizabeth Nagle

CL:
RE:

510-286-5114

Task and Brief Description

Source

SSP/NSSP

Responsible
Staff

Action to Comply

Task
Completed
Name Date

Remarks

Due Date

Pre-Construction

Visual/Aesthetics

Public Outreach Plan. In
partnership with Caltrans and
SCTA, the City will develop a
public outreach plan for the
Project design phase to ensure
the City receives community
input on the design and
aesthetics of the Project, which
may include but would not be
limited to the following: hosting
community meetings, meetings
with affected businesses and
residents, conducting community
assessments, hosting design
charrettes, and other related
public outreach efforts. In
addition, the City will continue to
consult with its Design Review
Board during the design phase to
ensure that Santa Rosa remains
attractive and maintains a sense
of place which is unique to Santa
Rosa.

IS/MND

Project
Feature

City of Santa

Rosa and/or their

consultant,
Caltrans
Environmental
Engineering

City and/or their consultant will submit a
public outreach plan to Caltrans
Environmental Planner, Elizabeth Nagle
at Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov for
review and approval following the first
design phase PDT meeting.

Within 30
days of the
first design
phase PDT
meeting

Biology

Migratory Birds. Construction
activities would occur to the
extent feasible outside of the
nesting bird season. If
construction activities are
initiated during the nesting bird
season (February 1 to
September 30) a pre-
construction survey would be

IS/MND

Project
Feature

Construction
Contractor,
Caltrans
Approved
qualified
Biological
Monitor/ or
Caltrans Staff

A Caltrans-approved qualified Biological
monitor or a Caltrans Biologist will
complete nesting bird surveys 14 days
before construction during the nesting
bird season February 1%t and ending
September 30". The survey results
would be provided to Caltrans Office of
Biological Sciences and Permits Staff by
close of business on the Friday of the

Two weeks
before the
start of
vegetation
removal.
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Last updated: 1/20/2021

Task and Brief Description

Source

SSP/NSSP

Responsible
Staff

Action to Comply

Task
Completed
Name Date

Remarks

Due Date

conducted by a Caltrans
biologist within 14 days prior to
ground disturbance to determine
if nesting birds are present within
or adjacent to the Biological
Survey Areas (BSAs).

If no nesting birds are detected
during pre-construction surveys,
construction can proceed as
normal. If active nests of
protected species are found
within the survey area, a work
exclusion zone would be
established around each nest by
the Caltrans biologist.
Established exclusion zones
would remain in place until all
young in the nest have fledged
or the nest otherwise becomes
inactive (e.g., due to predation).
Appropriate exclusion zone sizes
would be determined by a
Caltrans biologist and vary
dependent upon the species,
nest location, existing visual
buffers, noise levels, and other
factors. An exclusion zone
radius may be as small as 50
feet for common, disturbance-
adapted species or as large as
250 feet or more for raptors.
Exclusion zone size may be
reduced from established
distances if supported with nest
monitoring findings by a Caltrans
biologist indicating that work
activities outside the reduced
radius are not adversely
impacting the nest and that a
reduced exclusion zone would
not adversely affect the subject
nest.

week that the surveys are conducted. If
any nesting birds are discovered,
Caltrans staff will be notified immediately
and will coordinate with appropriate
regulatory agencies as necessary to
establish the appropriate buffer area for
the appropriate length of time. Survey
results would be sent to Caltrans
Biologist Rebecca Carson at
Rebecca.Carson@dot.ca.gov or (510)
715-9112
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. Task
Task and Brief Description Source SSP/NSSP Resg;:nf?ble Action to Comply Completed Remarks Due Date
a Name Date
Hazardous Material/ Waste
Aerially Deposited Lead Work | IS/MND Project Environmental City of Santa Rosa and/or their One week
Plan. A work plan for aerially feature Engineering consultant will conduct a site prior to the
deposited lead if required would responsible for investigation for ADL consistent with construction
be prepared during the design review and Caltrans Standard Specifications, one start date
phase. approval of week prior to construction. The site
report, City of investigation report shall be submitted to
Santa Rosa and Caltrans Environmental Planner,
or their Elizabeth Nagle at
consultant are Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov for review
responsible for and approval prior to the beginning of
preparing and construction. Additional Standard
providing the Special Provisions and contract items
report to may be added as necessary based on
Caltrans. the findings of the site investigation
report to protect worker and public
safety.
ACM and LBP Surveys. Prior to | IS/MND SSP Environmental City of Santa Rosa and/or their Two weeks
construction activities, surveys Engineering is consultant will conduct a site prior to the
should be performed to assess responsible for investigation for ACMs and LBP construction
for the presence of ACMs and review and consistent with Caltrans Standard start date
LBP in accordance with local approval of Specifications, two weeks prior to
and state regulatory guidelines report, City of construction. The site investigation
Santa Rosa and report shall be submitted to Caltrans
or their Environmental Planner, Elizabeth Nagle
consultant are at Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov for
responsible for review and approval prior to the
preparing and beginning of construction. Additional
providing the Standard Special Provisions and
report to contract items may be added as
Caltrans. necessary based on the findings of the
site investigation report to protect worker
and public safety.
Soil and Groundwater IS/MND SSP Environmental City of Santa Rosa and/or their Two weeks
Sampling. Soil and groundwater Engineering is consultant will conduct soil and prior to
sampling shall be performed, responsible for groundwater sampling. The sampling construction
and samples analyzed to assess review and report shall be submitted to Caltrans start date
current conditions prior to approval of Environmental Planner, Elizabeth Nagle

construction activities. If
impacted soil or groundwater is
identified a soil and/or
groundwater management plan
shall be developed by a

report, City of
Santa Rosa and/
or their
consultant are
responsible for

at Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov for
review and approval two weeks prior to
the beginning of construction. Additional
Standard Special Provisions and
contract items may be added as
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. Task
Task and Brief Description Source SSP/NSSP Resg;:nf?ble Action to Comply Completed Remarks Due Date
a Name Date
hazardous waste specialist and preparing and necessary based on the findings of the
implemented during providing the site investigation report to protect worker
construction. report to and public safety.
Caltrans.

Hydrology & Water Quality
Water Quality BMPs. The ISIMND Project Water Quality; Construction Contractor; Caltrans One week
potential temporary impacts shall Feature Construction Environmental Planner, Elizabeth Nagle before the
be addressed by the Contractor at: Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov. construction
implementation of Temporary start date

Construction BMPs, including

the following:

e  Temporary soil stabilization:
scheduling, preservation of
existing vegetation,
hydraulic mulch,
hydroseeding, soil binders,
straw mulch, outlet
protection, and slope drains.

e  Temporary sediment
control: silt fence, fiber rolls,
gravel bags, street
sweeping, sandbag barrier,
and temporary drainage
inlet protection.

e Tracking control practices:
temporary construction
entrance/exit and temporary
construction roadway.

e Non-stormwater
management: water
conservation practices,
dewatering operations,
paving, sealing, sawcutting
and grinding operations,
vehicle and equipment
cleaning, vehicle and
equipment fueling, vehicle
and equipment
maintenance, pile driving
operations, concrete curing,
and concrete finishing.
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Task and Brief Description

Source

SSP/NSSP

Responsible
Staff

Action to Comply

Task
Completed
Name Date

Remarks

Due Date

o Waste management and
materials pollution control:
material delivery and
storage, material use,
stockpile management, spill
prevention and control, solid
waste management,
concrete waste
management sanitary and
septic waste management,
and liquid waste
management.

Paleontological/Geotechnical

Paleontological Mitigation
Plan. Once a Preferred Build
Alternative has been selected,
and prior to the start of
construction, a Paleontological
Mitigation Plan (PMP) shall be
prepared that describes the
preconstruction worker
awareness training
requirements, the frequency of
monitoring, procedures to be
followed in the event of fossil
discoveries, and reporting
requirements. If paleontologically
sensitive deposits are observed,
then full-time monitoring shall be
required.

IS/IMND

Project
Feature

Construction

Contractor, City
of Santa Rosa,
Caltrans Paleo

City of Santa Rosa or Contractor to
provide the PMP to Environmental
Planner, Elizabeth Nagle at:
Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov for review

and approval.

At least two
weeks prior to
the start of
construction
and
throughout
construction
as necessary

Public Services

Design Measures. The Project
would be designed to discourage
an increase in the congregation
of persons experiencing
homelessness within the Project
limits. Design elements that may
be incorporated into the Project
include but are not limited to
berming, plantings, and
sprinklers as well as recessed,
vandal-resistant soffit lighting.

IS/IMND

Project
Feature

City of Santa
Rosa and/or their
consultant,
Caltrans RE,
Construction
Contractor

Caltrans Environmental Planner,
Elizabeth Nagle at:
Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov will review

plans to ensure aesthetic treatments are

included.

Throughout
construction
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. Task
Task and Brief Description Source SSP/NSSP Resg;:nf?ble Action to Comply Completed Remarks Due Date
a Name Date

Construction
Visual/Aesthetics
Preserve Mature Trees. To the IS/IMND Project Landscape Caltrans Biologist, Arborist, Landscape At least two
extent feasible, existing mature Feature Architecture, Architect to mark trees for preservation. weeks before
trees would be preserved. With Biology, City of Contractor will provide documentation of the contractor
input from a Caltrans biologist, Santa Rosa, tree protection to Caltrans Environmental begins any
arborist or landscape architect Construction Planner, Elizabeth Nagle at: tree removal
working with the contractor, the Contractor Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov.
approach to the construction
activities would be modified to
avoid tree removal wherever
possible.
Protect Existing Trees and ISIMND Project Landscape Caltrans Biologist, Arborist, Landscape At least two
Vegetation. The Caltrans Feature Architecture, Architect to mark trees for preservation. weeks before
biologist would field mark and Biology, City of Contractor will provide documentation of the contractor
approve trees to be removed Santa Rosa, tree protection to Caltrans Environmental begins any
prior to removal. High visibility Construction Planner, Elizabeth Nagle at: tree removal
temporary fencing would be Contractor Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov.
placed around trees or other
vegetation to be retained before
construction begins. Vegetation
outside of clearing and grubbing
limits would be protected from
the contractor’s operations,
equipment, and materials
storage. Tree trimming would be
limited to the minimum required
to provide a clear work area.
Visual Impacts from ISIMND Project Caltrans RE, Caltrans to monitor construction Throughout
Construction. Construction Feature Construction activities and night work, as necessary to Construction
activities would be phased to Contractor ensure compliance.
adjacent parcels. Construction
lighting would be limited to the
areas of work and light trespass
would be avoided through
directional lighting, shielding of
light fixtures, and other
measures as needed.
Landscaping. New tree planting | IS/MND NSSP Caltrans, City of Caltrans Landscape Architect to review Throughout
and landscaping would occur Santa Rosa, and approve project plans and inspect Construction
around the Project where Construction Project area following planting.
feasible and be included in the Contractor
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. Task
Task and Brief Description Source SSP/NSSP Resg;:nf?ble Action to Comply Completed | Remarks Due Date
a Name Date

Project contract plans. For the
Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative,
landscaping on the SRJC
campus would occur adjacent to
the Project area.
Aesthetic Treatment. The IS/IMND NSSP Caltrans, City of Caltrans Landscape Architect or Throughout
Project contract plans shall Santa Rosa, Caltrans Environmental Planner, Construction
include the following aesthetic Construction Elizabeth Nagle at:
treatments: Contractor Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov will review
e Retaining walls would have plans to ensure aesthetic treatments are

decorative texturing, included.

patterning, coloring, and/or

be landscaped “green” walls
e  Project color palette would

be complementary to

surrounding natural context
e  Anti-graffiti coating on

retaining walls
e Safety fencing would

maximize visual

transparency
e Lighting of tower(s) would

be dark sky friendly
Tower Location. Tower(s) ISIMND SSP Caltrans RE, City | Projects plans will locate tower(s) on the Throughout
would be located on east side of of Santa Rosa, east side of U.S. 101 Construction
U.S. 101 to avoid blocking views Construction
of small businesses and their Contractor
signage along Cleveland Avenue
from U.S. 101.
Air Quality
Idling and Access Points. ISIMND Project Caltrans RE, Construction Contractor will document Throughout
Idling times shall be minimized Feature Construction completion of requirement in weekly construction
either by shutting equipment off Contractor summary emails which will be submitted
when not in use or reducing the by end-of-day every Friday to Caltrans
maximum idling time to 5 Environmental Planner Elizabeth Nagle
minutes. Clear signage shall be at Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov. for
provided for construction inclusion in the project file.
workers at all access points.
Maintaining Construction IS/MND Project Caltrans RE, Construction Contractor will document Throughout
Equipment and Vehicles. All Feature Construction completion of requirement in weekly construction
construction equipment shall be Contractor summary emails which will be submitted

maintained and properly tuned in

by end-of-day every Friday to Caltrans
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. Task
Task and Brief Description Source SSP/NSSP Resg;:nf?ble Action to Comply Completed Remarks Due Date
a Name Date

accordance with manufacturer’s Environmental Planner Elizabeth Nagle
specifications. All equipment at Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov. for
shall be checked by a certified inclusion in the project file.
mechanic and determined to be
running in proper condition prior
to operation on the Project.
Contractor Air Quality IS/MND Project Caltrans RE, Construction Contractor will document Throughout
Compliance. The construction Feature Construction completion of requirement in weekly construction
contractor must comply with the Contractor summary emails which will be submitted

Caltrans Standard Specifications
in Section 14-9. The Project
would comply with the Bay Area
Air Quality Management District
(BAAQMD) published CEQA Air
Quality Guidelines BMPs for all
construction projects, as outlined
below:

e All exposed surfaces (e.g.,
parking areas, staging
areas, soil piles, graded
areas, and unpaved access
roads) shall be watered two
times per day.

e All haul trucks transporting
soil, sand, or other loose
material off-site shall be
covered.

e  All visible mud or dirt track-
out onto adjacent public
roads shall be removed
using wet power vacuum
street sweepers at least
once per day. The use of
dry power sweeping is
prohibited.

e All vehicle speeds on
unpaved roads shall be
limited to 15 miles per hour
(mph).

e All roadways, driveways,
and sidewalks to be paved
shall be completed as soon

by end-of-day every Friday to Caltrans
Environmental Planner Elizabeth Nagle
at Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov. for
inclusion in the project file.
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Task and Brief Description

Source

SSP/NSSP

Responsible
Staff

Action to Comply

Task
Completed
Name Date

Remarks

Due Date

as possible. Building pads
shall be laid as soon as
possible after grading
unless seeding or soll
binders are used.

e Post a publicly visible sign
with the telephone number
and person to contact at the
Lead Agency regarding dust
complaints. This person
shall respond and take
corrective action within 48
hours. The Air District’s
phone number shall also be
visible to ensure compliance
with applicable regulations.

Biology

Vegetation Removal.
Vegetation removed shall be the
minimum necessary to complete
the Project. Areas of existing
vegetation that are not
necessary to be removed should
remain and can be protected by
being driven on only when soil is
dry enough to support
equipment or fenced off with
construction fencing.

IS/MND

Project
Feature

Construction
Contractor,
Caltrans
Approved
qualified
Biological
Monitor/ or
Caltrans Staff

Caltrans Biologist or Contractor will send
photos to Caltrans Environmental
Planner and Caltrans Biologist Rebecca
Carson at Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov
Rebecca.Carson@dot.ca.gov or (510)
715-9112

Throughout
construction

Tree Removal

Where possible, Project contract
plans will be developed to avoid
trees within the Project area by
routing Project elements such as
pathways around trees and
trimming trees, but not removing
them. Trees that require removal
would be replaced according to
requirements of the City’s Tree
Ordinance. A replanting plan
would be included in the Project
contract plans showing the
location and species of trees
being replaced.

IS/MND

SSP

Construction
Contractor,
Caltrans Staff

Caltrans Biologist or Contractor; will
send photos to Caltrans Environmental
Planner, Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov
and Caltrans Biologist Rebecca Carson
at Rebecca.Carson@dot.ca.gov or (510)
715-9112

Throughout
construction
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Task and Brief Description

Source

SSP/NSSP

Responsible
Staff

Action to Comply

Task
Completed
Name Date

Remarks

Due Date

Cultural Resources

Discovery of Cultural
Resources. If cultural materials
are discovered during
construction, all earth-moving
activity within and around the
immediate discovery area would
be diverted until a Caltrans
qualified archaeologist can
assess the nature and
significance of the find.

IS/IMND

Project
Feature

Caltrans RE,
Construction
Contractor

If cultural resources are unearthed,
Construction Contractor would contact
Caltrans Archeologist Kathryn Rose at
Kathryn.Rose@dot.ca.gov

During
construction
as necessary

Discovery of Human Remains.
If remains are discovered during
excavation, all work within 60
feet of the discovery would halt
and Caltrans' Cultural Resource
Studies office would be called.
Caltrans' Cultural Resources
Studies Office Staff would
assess the remains and, if
determined human, would
contact the County Coroner as
per Public Resources Code
(PRC) Sections 5097.98,
5097.99, and 7050.5 of the
California Health and Safety
Code. If the Coroner determines
the remains to be Native
American, the Coroner will
contact the Native American
Heritage Commission who would
then assign and notify a Most
Likely Descendant. Caltrans
would consult with the Most
Likely Descendant on respectful
treatment and reburial of the
remains. Further provisions of
PRC 5097.98 are to be followed
as applicable.

IS/MND

Project
Feature

Caltrans Cultural,
Caltrans RE,
Construction
Contractor

If cultural resources are unearthed,
Construction Contractor would contact
Caltrans Archeologist Kathryn Rose at
Kathryn.Rose@dot.ca.gov

During
construction
as necessary

Greenhouse Gas Emissions

Reclaimed Water. To the extent
feasible, reclaimed water may be

IS/MND

Standard
Specification

Construction
Contractor,

Contractor shall report any opportunity to
use reclaimed water in weekly summary

Throughout
Construction
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. Task
Task and Brief Description Source SSP/NSSP Resg;:nf?ble Action to Comply Completed Remarks Due Date
a Name Date
used to reduce greenhouse gas Caltrans RE emails which will be submitted by end-of-
(GHG) emissions produced day every Friday to Caltrans
during construction. Environmental Planner, Elizabeth Nagle
at: Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov
Hazard and Hazardous Materials
Hazardous Material. Should IS/IMND Project Caltrans The site investigation report shall be Throughout
impacted soil (as evidenced by Feature Qualified submitted to Caltrans Environmental Construction
staining and/or odors) be Hazardous Planner, Elizabeth Nagle at
encountered during construction Waste Specialist, | Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov for review
activities, the Resident Engineer Caltrans RE, and approval to continue with
overseeing construction should Contractor construction.
stop work until a hazardous
waste specialist is able to
assess the soil for proper
handling.
Groundwater Sampling. IS/MND Project Hazardous Construction Contractor shall submit the Throughout
Should groundwater be Feature Waste is groundwater sampling report to Caltrans Construction
encountered during responsible for Environmental Planner, Elizabeth Nagle
construction/excavation activities review and at Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov for
and dewatering become approval of review and approval prior to continuing
necessary, regulatory report, City of construction. Additional Standard
compliance and permitting Santa Rosa and Special Provisions and contract items
consistent with the RWQCB and or their may be added as necessary based on
National Pollutant Discharge consultant are the findings of the sampling report.
Elimination System (NPDES) responsible for
requirements should be adhered preparing and
to, and groundwater sampling providing the
should be conducted. report to
Caltrans.

Hydrology/Water Quality
Water Quality BMPs. The ISIMND SSP Caltrans RE, Construction Contractor will document Throughout
potential temporary impacts shall Construction completion of requirement in weekly construction
be addressed by the Contractor summary emails which will be submitted

implementation of Temporary

Construction BMPs, including

the following:

e Temporary soil stabilization:
scheduling, preservation of
existing vegetation,
hydraulic mulch,
hydroseeding, soil binders,

by end-of-day every Friday to Caltrans
Environmental Planner Elizabeth Nagle
at Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov for
inclusion in the project file.

Page 11 of 22



mailto:Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov
mailto:Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov
mailto:Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov
mailto:Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov

Environmental Commitments Record for EA 04-2G340 / ID 0413000213

Last updated: 1/20/2021

Task and Brief Description
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Responsible
Staff

Action to Comply

Task
Completed Remarks
Name Date

Due Date

straw mulch, outlet
protection, and slope drains.

e  Temporary sediment
control: silt fence, fiber rolls,
gravel bags, street
sweeping, sandbag barrier,
and temporary drainage
inlet protection.

e  Tracking control practices:
temporary construction
entrance/exit and temporary
construction roadway.

e Non-stormwater
management: water
conservation practices,
dewatering operations,
paving, sealing, sawcutting
and grinding operations,
vehicle and equipment
cleaning, vehicle and
equipment fueling, vehicle
and equipment
maintenance, pile driving
operations, concrete curing,
and concrete finishing.

o Waste management and
materials pollution control:
material delivery and
storage, material use,
stockpile management, spill
prevention and control, solid
waste management,
concrete waste
management sanitary and
septic waste management,
and liquid waste
management.
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Task and Brief Description Source SSP/NSSP Resg;:nf?ble Action to Comply Completed Remarks Due Date
a Name Date

Noise
Idling of Internal Combustion IS/MND Project Caltrans RE, Caltrans and Construction Contractor will Throughout
Engines. Feature Construction document completion of requirement in construction
Unnecessary idling of internal Contractor weekly summary emails which will be
combustion engines should be submitted by end-of-day every Friday to
strictly prohibited. Caltrans Environmental Planner

Elizabeth Nagle at

Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov for

inclusion in the project file.
Maintaining Internal ISIMND Project Caltrans RE, Caltrans and Construction Contractor will Throughout
Combustion Engines. Feature Construction document completion of requirement in construction
Equip all internal combustion Contractor weekly summary emails which will be
engine-driven equipment with submitted by end-of-day every Friday to
intake and exhaust mufflers that Caltrans Environmental Planner
are in good condition and Elizabeth Nagle at
appropriate for the equipment. Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov for

inclusion in the project file.
Construction Noise Control IS/IMND SSP Caltrans RE, Construction Contractor will prepare a Submit report
Plan. The Project contractor Construction noise control plan for review and two weeks
would develop a construction Contractor approval by Caltrans. Construction prior to the
noise control plan for review and Contractor shall document completion of start of
approval by Caltrans prior to the requirement in weekly summary emails construction.
initiation of construction which will be submitted by end-of-day Throughout
activities. The construction noise every Friday to Caltrans Environmental construction

control plan would include, but

not be limited to, the following

available controls:

e  Limit construction hours
from 7:00 a.m. to 7:00 p.m.,
Monday through Friday,
from 8:00 a.m. to 5:00 p.m.
on Saturdays, and no work
on Sundays. Night work
should be avoided when
possible or be conducted
with the minimum
equipment necessary.

e (Caltrans Standard
Specifications require that
noise from construction
activities do not exceed 86
dBA Lmax at 50 feet from the
Project area from 9:00 p.m.

Planner Elizabeth Nagle at
Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov for
inclusion in the project file.
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Name Date

Due Date

to 6:00 a.m. Prohibit the use
of concrete saws, hoe rams,
and pile driving equipment
during night work after 7:00
p.m. Monday through
Friday, after 5:00 p.m. on
Saturday, and not at all on
Sunday.

e During pile driving activities,
pre-drill foundation pile
holes to minimize the
number of impacts required
to seat the pile.

e During pile driving activities,
install “acoustical blankets”
where necessary to provide
shielding for receptors
located within 100 feet of
the Project area, or use a
noise attenuating shroud on
the pile driving hammer.
Buildings that may require
installation of an “acoustical
blanket” include, but would
not be limited to, Myers
Restaurant Supply, National
Guard and Santa Rosa
Armory, Colonial
Apartments, professional
building, Patelco Credit
Union, and Dick’s Sporting
Goods.

e  Construct temporary noise
barriers, where feasible, to
screen stationary noise-
generating equipment.
Temporary noise barriers
shall be located as to
interrupt the line-of-sight
between the noise source
and receptor and will be
constructed in a manner
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Action to Comply Completed | Remarks Due Date
Name Date

Responsible

Task and Brief Description Source SSP/NSSP Staff

that eliminates any cracks
or gaps.

e Locate stationary noise-
generating equipment, such
as air compressors or
portable power generators,
as far as possible from
sensitive receptors, as
feasible. If they must be
located near sensitive
receptors, adequate
muffling (with enclosures
where feasible and
appropriate) shall be used
to reduce noise levels at the
adjacent sensitive
receptors. Any enclosure
openings or venting shall
face away from sensitive
receptors.

o  Utilize "quiet" air
compressors and other
stationary noise-generating
equipment where
technology exists.

e Construction staging areas,
material stockpiles, and
parking areas shall be
established at locations
within the Project area with
the greatest distance
between the construction-
related noise sources and
noise-sensitive receptors
during all construction
activities.

e Temporary “acoustic
blankets” would be erected,
if necessary, along building
facades facing the
construction work area. This
would only be necessary if
conflicts occurred which
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SSP/NSSP
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Staff

Action to Comply

Task
Completed Remarks
Name Date

Due Date

were irresolvable by proper
scheduling.

e Noise from construction
workers’ radios shall not be
audible at existing
residences in the vicinity of
the Project.

e Prepare a detailed
construction schedule for
major noise-generating
construction activities. The
construction noise control
plan shall identify a
procedure for coordinating
with adjacent noise-
sensitive land uses so that
construction activities can
be scheduled to minimize
noise disturbance.

o Designate a "disturbance
coordinator" who would be
responsible for responding
to any complaints about
construction noise. The
“disturbance coordinator”
would determine the cause
of the noise complaint (e.g.,
bad muffler, etc.) and would
require that reasonable
measures be implemented
to correct the problem. The
telephone number for the
“disturbance coordinator”
shall be conspicuously
posted at the construction
site and included in the
notice sent to neighbors
regarding the construction
schedule. The notice would
be distributed by the
contractor in coordination
with Caltrans.
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Foundation Pile Holes. IS/IMND SSP Caltrans RE, Construction Contractor will document Throughout
Pre-drill foundation pile holes to Construction completion of requirement in weekly construction
minimize the number of impacts Contractor summary emails which will be submitted
required to seat the pile. by end-of-day every Friday to Caltrans
Excavate foundation pile holes Environmental Planner Elizabeth Nagle
to an appropriate depth to place at Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov for
any required shoring near the inclusion in the project file.
ultimate depth of the pile,
thereby eliminating most or all
pile driving. Alternately, jet with
air and water to facilitate
placement of the shoring and/or
piles.
Equipment Location. ISIMND SSP Caltrans RE, Construction Contractor will document Throughout
Place operating equipment Construction completion of requirement in weekly construction
within the construction site as far Contractor summary emails which will be submitted
as possible from vibration- by end-of-day every Friday to Caltrans
sensitive receptors. Environmental Planner Elizabeth Nagle

at Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov for

inclusion in the project file.
Vibratory Rollers. Vibratory IS/IMND NSSP Caltrans RE, Construction Contractor will document Throughout
rollers and tampers will not be Construction completion of requirement in weekly construction
allowed near vibration-sensitive Contractor summary emails which will be submitted
areas, including the Patelco by end-of-day every Friday to Caltrans
Credit Union Building or Ernest Environmental Planner Elizabeth Nagle
Pegg Oil Company buildings. at Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov for
Instead, alternative construction inclusion in the project file.
equipment shall be used within
20 feet of nearby buildings.
Construction Vibration ISIMND NSSP Construction Construction Contractor will submit for Two weeks
Monitoring Plan. A construction Contractor, review and approve the monitoring plan prior to the
vibration monitoring plan shall be Caltrans two weeks prior to construction and start of
developed and implemented to document completion of requirement construction
document conditions prior to, within two weeks after each phase of and
during, and after construction. All construction to Caltrans Environmental throughout
plan tasks shall be undertaken Planner Elizabeth Nagle at construction

under the direction of a licensed
Professional Structural Engineer
in the State of California and be
in accordance with industry-
accepted standard methods. The
contractor shall develop and

Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov.
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Source

SSP/NSSP
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Staff

Action to Comply

Task
Completed
Name Date

Remarks

Due Date

implement the plan for review
and approval by Caltrans prior to
initiating construction and shall
include the following tasks:

Identify the sensitivity of
nearby structures to
groundborne vibration,
including, but not limited to,
Patelco Credit Union
building, the professional
building, the Colonial
Apartments, Myers
Restaurant Supply building,
and Ernest Pegg Oil
Company building, that
could be exposed to
groundborne vibration levels
exceeding established
standards. A vibration
survey (generally described
below) shall be performed
on all identified nearby
structures.

Perform a photo survey,
elevation survey, and crack
monitoring survey for each
of the nearby structures
identified as sensitive to
groundborne vibration.
Surveys shall be approved
by Caltrans prior to
construction, in regular
intervals during
construction, and after
completion of construction.
The surveys shall include
internal and external crack
monitoring in structures,
settlement, and distress and
shall document the
condition of foundations,
walls and other structural
elements in the interior and
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SSP/NSSP

Responsible
Staff

Action to Comply

Task
Completed Remarks
Name Date

Due Date

exterior of identified
structures.

e Implement Construction
Vibration BMPs, such as
using smaller equipment to
minimize vibration levels
below the limits, wheeled
equipment rather than
tracked equipment where
feasible, selecting
demolition methods not
involving impact tools, and
avoiding dropping heavy
objects or materials.

e Alist of all heavy
construction equipment to
be used for this Project
known to produce high
vibration levels (tracked
vehicles, vibratory
compaction, jackhammers,
hoe rams, etc.) to identify
equipment and activities
that would potentially
generate substantial
vibration and to define the
level of effort for reducing
vibration levels below the
standard.

e Include a contingency plan if
vibration levels approach
the sensitivity standards,
which includes suspending
construction and
implementation of the
contingencies to either
lower vibration levels or
secure the affected
structures.

e (Caltrans shall approve a
post-construction survey on
structures where either
monitoring has indicated
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Name Date

Responsible

Task and Brief Description Source SSP/NSSP Staff

high levels of vibration has
occurred or complaints of
damage have been made.
Appropriate repairs or
compensation shall be
made where damage has
occurred as a result of
construction activities.

e The results of all vibration
monitoring shall be
summarized and submitted
to Caltrans in a report within
two weeks after substantial
completion of each
construction phase
identified in the Project
schedule. The report will
include a description of
measurement methods,
equipment used, calibration
certificates, and graphics as
required, to clearly identify
vibration-monitoring
locations. An explanation of
all events that exceeded
vibration limits will be
included together with
proper documentation
supporting any such claims.

e Caltrans will designate a
person responsible for
registering and investigating
claims of excessive
vibration. The contact
information of such person
shall be clearly posted at
the construction site office.
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Transportation and Traffic
Traffic Management Plan IS/MND Project Construction Caltrans and the City of Santa Rosa Design phase
(TMP). A TMP will be prepared Feature Contractor, shall prepare a TMP in Project design and
in the design phase and Caltrans phase. Contractor shall document throughout
implemented in construction. compliance with TMP in weekly construction
The TMP will provide detour summary emails which will be submitted
routes and notification to by end-of-day every Friday to Caltrans
emergency and medical Environmental Planner, Elizabeth Nagle
providers in the Project area of at: Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov.
alternate access routes during
temporary closures.
Directional Signage. In order to | IS/MND Project City of Santa City and/or their consultant will provide Design phase
encourage bicyclist and Feature Rosa and/or their | plans identifying the location of and during
pedestrian users of the Project consultant, directional signage to Caltrans construction
to utilize the public access Caltrans Environmental Planner, Elizabeth Nagle
driveway to Coddingtown Mall, Environmental at Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov for
directional signage will be Engineering review and approval prior to the start of
provided at the landing on construction.
Edwards Avenue and in the
reverse direction as part of the
Project.
Utilities and Services Systems
Trash Management. All food- ISIMND Project Construction Construction Contractor will document Throughout
related trash items such as Feature Contractor, completion of requirement in weekly construction
wrappers, cans, bottles, and Caltrans RE summary emails which will be submitted
food scraps would be disposed by end-of-day every Friday to Caltrans
of in closed containers and Environmental Planner Elizabeth Nagle
removed at least once daily from at Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov for
the project limits. A Trash inclusion in the project file.
Reduction System would also be
developed and implemented per
Caltrans NPDES Permit and San
Francisco RWQCB Cease and
Desist Order.
Notify Utility Owners of IS/IMND Project City of Santa Caltrans and the City of Santa Rosa During design
Construction Schedule to Feature Rosa, Caltrans, shall contact utility companies in Project phase and
Protect Utilities. All affected Construction design phase. Contractor shall document throughout
utility companies, would be Contractor compliance with construction notification construction

notified of construction
schedules for Project work so
that they can relocate or provide
special instructions for utility

in weekly summary emails which will be
submitted by end-of-day every Friday to
Caltrans Environmental Planner,
Elizabeth Nagle at:
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protection if needed, and Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov.
minimize disruption of utility
service.

Page 22 of 22



mailto:Elizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov

APPENDIX C: LIST OF PREPARERS

Caltrans District 4

Melanie Brent, Deputy District Director, Environmental Planning and Engineering
Lindsay Vivian, Chief, Office of Environmental Analysis

Christopher Caputo, Acting Office Chief, Office of Environmental Analysis
Kevin Krewson, Branch Chief (Air Quality and Noise)

Kathryn Rose, Branch Chief (Archaeology)

Gregory Pera, Branch Chief (Biology)

Robert Blizard, Branch Chief (Biology)

Christopher Wilson, Branch Chief (Hazardous Waste)

Susan Lindsay, Branch Chief (Landscape Architecture)

Kamran Nakhijiri, Branch Chief (Water Quality)

Arnica MacCarthy, Senior Environmental Planner

Christopher Risden, Senior Engineering Geologist (Geotech)

Wilfung Martono, Senior Engineer (Water Quality)

Norman Gonsalves, District Design Stormwater Coordinator (Water Quality)
Elizabeth Nagle, Associate Environmental Planner

Charles Palmer, Associate Environmental Planner

Jessica Thaggard, Associate Biologist (Biology)

Bahram Sazegar, Transportation Engineer (Air Quality and Noise)

Daisy Laurino, Transportation Engineer (Air Quality and Noise)

Lilian Acorda, Project Manager

City of Santa Rosa

Nancy Adams, Transportation Planner
\ Grant Bailey, Associate Engineer

Chris Catbagan, Associate Engineer

David Montague, Supervising Engineer

Jason Nutt, Director

David J. Powers & Associates, Inc.

Will Burns, AICP, Principal
Alejandra Sanchez, Assistant Project Manager
Ryan Osako, Graphic Artist

Archaeological/Historical Consultants
Daniel Shoup, Ph.D., Archaeologist (RPA)

BKF Engineers
Natalina Bernardi, Principal
Chiaming Chi, Senior Project Engineer



Earthview Sciences
Visual Impact Analysis
MariaElena Conserva, Ph.D., Principal

HortScience/Bartlett Consulting
Jim Clark, Arborist

lllingworth & Rodkin, Inc.
Acoustics and Air Quality

James A. Reyff, Principal

Michael S. Thill, Principal

Mimi McNamara, Staff Consultant

Kleinfelder

Margaret Carroll, Senior Professional
Kathleen McDonnell, Project Geologist.
Anthony Wohletz, Staff Professional

Paleo Solutions, Inc.
Courtney Richards, M.S., Principal Paleontologist

WRA, Inc.

Biologists

Douglas Spicher, Principal
Molly Brewer, Wildlife Biologist



APPENDIX D: REFERENCES

The analysis in this IS based on the professional judgement and expertise of the
environmental specialists preparing this document, based upon review of the site,
surrounding conditions, site plans, and the following references:

Archaeological/Historical Consultants. Archaeological Survey Report. February 2019.

Archaeological/Historical Consultants. Historical Resources Evaluation Report. February
2019.

Archaeological/Historical Consultants. Historical Properties Survey Report. February 2019.
BKF Engineers. Stormwater Data Report. Bear Cub Way Alignment Alternative. July 2019.
BKF Engineers. Stormwater Data Report. Edwards-Elliott Alignment Alternative. July 2019.

BKF Engineers. Water Quality Technical Memorandum. Bear Cub Way Alignment
Alternative. October 2019.

BKF Engineers. Water Quality Technical Memorandum. Edwards-Elliott Alignment
Alternative. October 2019.

California Climate Change. California Adaptation Strategy.
http://www.climatechange.ca.gov/adaptation/strategy/index.html

California Department of Conservation. California Important Farmland Finder. Accessed
November 4, 2019. https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/DLRP/CIFF/

California Air Resources Board. GHG Current California Emissions Inventory Data.
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/ghg-inventory-data

Council on Environmental Quality. Climate Change Resilience.
https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/administration/eop/ceq/initiatives/resilience

David J. Powers & Associates, Inc. Land Use and Community Impacts Memorandum. June
2020.

Earthview Science. Visual Impact Assessment. October 2019.
Environmental Protection Agency. Greenhouse Gas Emissions. U.S. Greenhouse Gas

Inventory Report: 1990-2014. https://www.epa.gov/ghgemissions/us-greenhouse-gas-
inventory-report-1990-2014

Federal Register. The Daily Journal of the United States Government. Notice of Intention to
Reconsider the Final Determination of the Mid-Term Evaluation of Greenhouse Gas


http://www.climatechange.ca.gov/adaptation/strategy/index.html
https://maps.conservation.ca.gov/DLRP/CIFF/
https://ww2.arb.ca.gov/ghg-inventory-data
https://obamawhitehouse.archives.gov/administration/eop/ceq/initiatives/resilience
https://www.epa.gov/ghgemissions/us-greenhouse-gas-inventory-report-1990-2014
https://www.epa.gov/ghgemissions/us-greenhouse-gas-inventory-report-1990-2014

Emissions Standards for Model Year 2022-2025 Light Duty Vehicles. March 2017.
https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2017/03/22/2017-05316/notice-of-intention-to-
reconsider-the-final-determination-of-the-mid-term-evaluation-of-greenhouse

HortScience-Bartlett Consulting. Tree Report Highway 101 Bicycle & Pedestrian
Overcrossing. January 2019.

lllingworth & Rodkin, Inc. Bicycle & Pedestrian Overcrossing Construction Noise and
Vibration Assessment. March 2019.

lllingworth & Rodkin, Inc. Construction Air Pollutants and Greenhouse Gas Emissions
Analysis. March 2019.

Kleinfelder. Hazardous Waste Initial Site Assessment. Bear Cub Way Alignment Alternative.
January 2019.

Kleinfelder. Hazardous Waste Initial Site Assessment. Edwards-Elliott Alignment
Alternative. January 2019.

Kleinfelder. Preliminary Geologic/Geotechnical. Feasibility Study. February 2019.

Ocean Protection Council. State of California Sea-Level Rise Guidance Document.
http://www.opc.ca.gov/2013/04/update-to-the-sea-level-rise-quidance-document/

Paleo Solutions, Inc. Paleontological Identification and Evaluation Report. March 2019.

The National Academies of Sciences Engineering Medicine. Sea-Level Rise for the Coasts
of California, Oregon, and Washington. 2012.

U.S. Census Bureau. QuickFacts, Population Estimates. July 1, 2019.

U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Highway Administration. FHWA Order 5520.
Transportation System Preparedness and Resilience to Climate Change and Extreme
Weather Events. December 2014.
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/legsregs/directives/orders/5520.cfm

U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Highway Administration. Sustainability.
Resilience. https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/sustainability/resilience/

U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Highway Administration. Sustainability. US DOT
Policy Statement on Climate Change Adaptation. June 2011.
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/sustainability/resilience/policy _and guidance/usdot
.cfm

U.S. Department of Transportation Federal Highway Administration. Sustainable Highways
Initiative. Overview. https://www.sustainablehighways.dot.gov/overview.aspx



https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2017/03/22/2017-05316/notice-of-intention-to-reconsider-the-final-determination-of-the-mid-term-evaluation-of-greenhouse
https://www.federalregister.gov/documents/2017/03/22/2017-05316/notice-of-intention-to-reconsider-the-final-determination-of-the-mid-term-evaluation-of-greenhouse
http://www.opc.ca.gov/2013/04/update-to-the-sea-level-rise-guidance-document/
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/legsregs/directives/orders/5520.cfm
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/sustainability/resilience/
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/sustainability/resilience/policy_and_guidance/usdot.cfm
https://www.fhwa.dot.gov/environment/sustainability/resilience/policy_and_guidance/usdot.cfm
https://www.sustainablehighways.dot.gov/overview.aspx

WRA, Inc. Natural Environmental Study (Minimal Impacts). March 2019.

W-Trans. Response to Comments on Santa Rosa 101 Bike/Ped Overcrossing. August 19,
2020.



APPENDIX E:

ACM
ADA
ADL
AMM
APE
ARB
BAAQMD
BAU
BC
BMPs
BPOC
BSA
CAFE
Caltrans
CDFW
CEQA
CHa4
CO2
CO2
CPUC
CT
CTP
dB
dBA
DSA
EDR
EIR
EO
EPA
FEMA
FHWA

ACRONYMS AND ABBREVIATIONS

Asbestos-containing material

Americans with Disabilities Act
Aerially-deposited lead

Avoidance and Minimization Measures
Area of Potential Effects

California Air Resources Board

Bay Area Air Quality Management District
business-as-usual

Black carbon

Best Management Practices

Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
Biological Survey Area

Corporate Average Fuel Economy
California Department of Transportation
California Department of Fish and Wildlife
California Environmental Quality Act
Methane

Carbon dioxide

Carbon dioxide equivalent

California Public Utilities Commission
Circulation

California Transportation Plan

Decibel

A-weighted sound level

Disturbed soil area

Environmental Database Report
Environmental Impact Report

Executive Order

Environmental Protection Agency
Federal Emergency Management Agency

Federal Highway Administration



GHG
HFC
IPCC
IS

ISA
LBP
LCFS
Leq
Lmax
LU
MMs
MMTCO2e
MND
MPO
MTC
MUP
NACTO
NAHC
NEPA
N20
NHTSA
N20
NOD
NOx
NPDES
OBAG
OPR
OPRC
PA
PM
PMP
PQS
Qha

Greenhouse gas

Hydrofluorocarbon

Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change
Initial Study

Initial Site Assessment

Lead based paint

low carbon fuel standard

energy-equivalent sound/noise descriptor
Maximum instantaneous noise level

Land use

Mitigation Measures

million metric tons of carbon dioxide equivalent
Mitigated Negative Declaration

Metropolitan Planning Organization
Metropolitan Transportation Commission
Multi-Use Pathway

National Association of City Transportation Officials
Native American Heritage Commission
National Environmental Policy Act

Nitrous oxide

National Highway Traffic Safety Administration
Nitrous oxide

Notice of Determination

Nitrogen oxides

National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System
OneBayArea Grant

Office of Planning and Research

Open space

Programmatic Agreement

Particulate Matter

Paleontological Mitigation Plan

Professionally Qualified Staff (PQS)

Holocene-age alluvium



Qhb
PPV
RCNM
ROG
RWQCB
SB

SCS
SCTA
SFe
SHPO
SIP
SLR
SMART
SR
SRHS
SRJC
SRP
TMP
uscC
USFWS

Holocene-age basin deposits

Peak particle velocity

Roadway Construction Noise Model
Reactive Organic Gases

Regional Water Quality Control Board
Senate Bill

Sustainable Communities Strategy
Sonoma County Transportation Authority
Sulfur hexafluoride

State Historic Preservation Officer
State Implementation Plan

Sea-level rise

Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit

State Route

Santa Rosa High School

Santa Rosa Junior College

Santa Rosa Plain

Traffic Management Plan

United States Code

United States Fish and Wildlife Service
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Construction Noise and Vibration Assessment (lllingworth & Rodkin, Inc. 2019)
Geologic/Geotechnical Feasibility Study (Kleinfelder. 2019)

Initial Site Assessment (Kleinfelder 2019)

Paleontological Identification Report (Paleo Solutions, Inc. 2019)

Stormwater Data Report (BKF Engineers 2019)

Tree Report (HortScience-Bartlett Consulting 2019)

Visual Impact Assessment (Earthview Sciences 2019)

Water Quality Technical Report (BKF Engineers. 2019)



APPENDIX G: RESPONSES TO COMMENTS
1.1 INTRODUCTION

This Appendix of the Project’s Final Initial Study/Mitigated Negative Declaration (IS/MND)
provides individual responses to comments received during the public review period of June
22, 2020 to July 24, 2020. The comment letters/emails have been delineated within the left-
hand margins to individually number discrete comments contained within each letter/email.
Each delineated comment letter and/or email is presented in this Appendix, followed by the
corresponding response to each comment. The comment letters are grouped and presented
in the following order:

Agencies
e Federal — No comments received

o State — No comments received
e Local — Alphabetical by name of agency

Organizations
e Alphabetical by name of organization

Businesses
¢ No comments received

Individuals
e Alphabetical by last name

Two public meetings were held, during the Project development process, the first as a
scoping meeting held on March 29, 2018, at Santa Rosa High School (SRHS) and the
second during the public comment period for the IS/MND on June 30, 2020, via a virtual
meeting. The public was encouraged to submit their comments on the Draft IS/MND in
writing. A City Council Study Session was also held July 21, 2020, which was open to the
public.

A total of 133 comment letter submittals from 130 different agencies, organizations, and
individuals were received during the public comment period for the Draft IS/MND. Two
comment letters were received from local agencies, seven comment letters on behalf of
organizations and 124 comment letters on behalf of individuals. Comments received after
the comment period are not included as part of this Final IS/MND.
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Appendix G Responses to Comments on the Draft IS/MND

In many cases, the same themes were repeated among many different comment letters. To
assist readers and reduce the repetitiveness of the responses, the most common themes
expressed by commenters have been responded to in Table G-1: Responses to Common
Comment Themes. Responses to comments include references (in bold font) to Table G-1
via the common comment theme found in the first column of the table; for example, “Please
see Table G-1 for the response to Common Comment ‘TRA-1, Parking.”

Table G-1: Response to Common Comment Themes

Common Comment
Themes

AES-1, Graffiti The Project will include an anti-graffiti coating on retaining walls to aid in the
removal of future graffiti, as well as include landscaping in the Project design
to reduce the visibility of the walls. The City’s Transportation and Public
Works Graffiti Removal Program can remove graffiti within the same day of
receiving a work order from the City’s system. Residents can identify graffiti
removal needs by reporting graffiti through https://srcity.org/515/Report-a-
Problem-Online or by calling the Public Works Department number (707) 543-
3499. If the maintenance crew cannot address the graffiti within the same day
it will be addressed within five working days.

CST-1, Construction Project construction is estimated to take two years to complete, which
duration includes construction of columns, foundations, approach structures, the
overcrossing superstructure, roadway improvements, storm drainage and
utility, lighting, and landscape work. Project construction would take place in
stages whereby the entire Project area would not experience construction
impacts/burdens for the full duration of construction.

PUB-1, Homeless The City is engaged in a range of efforts to address homelessness

concerns throughout the community. For information on these efforts, residents should
visit: https://srcity.org/homeless. The City responds to homeless-related
requests relative to other priorities in the City and subject to the nature of the
request and available resources. Homelessness is occurring throughout the
community and it is difficult to anticipate whether a potential increase in the
area may be directly attributed to the Project. Public areas are open to all
members of the public, including persons experiencing homelessness. The
City has limited control over congregating in public spaces unless the activity
is criminal in nature or presents an imminent health and safety risk. Property
owners should report trespassing to the Santa Rosa Police Department’s
(SRPD) non-emergency line at (707) 528-5222 and request a “no trespass”
letter from SRPD to assist with removing individuals from the property.

The Project IS/MND has been updated to include minimization strategy AMM
PUB-1 in the Public Service section, which requires incorporation of design
elements to discourage an increase in the congregation of homeless within
the Project limits. Design elements that may be incorporated into the Project
include berming, plantings, and sprinklers as well as recessed, vandal-
resistant soffit lighting. Where the structure is elevated it will be located
directly adjacent to sidewalks, roadways, active businesses, and across the
street from the SRJC Police Department which are areas that would be
generally unattractive for homeless encampment. Additionally, while the issue
of homelessness has become more visible in recent years, Sonoma County
has seen a steady decrease (more than 30 percent) in its overall homeless
population since 2011 (refer to https://srcity.org/3026/Data).

Response

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
Initial Study with Mitigated Negative Declaration G-2


https://srcity.org/515/Report-a-Problem-Online
https://srcity.org/515/Report-a-Problem-Online
https://srcity.org/homeless
https://srcity.org/3026/Data

Appendix G Responses to Comments on the Draft IS/MND

PUB-2, Crime The City coordinated with Lieutenant David Boettger of the Santa Rosa Police
Department on August 31, 2020 and confirmed that the Santa Rosa Police
Department will provide extra police patrols, including foot patrols, in the
Edwards and Cleveland Avenue area when time allows. In the event of crime
reported in the vicinity of the Project, officers will be dispatched to both ends
of the overcrossing to minimize the use of the path as an escape route.
Additionally, the SRJC Police Department is located across Elliott Avenue
from the Project which should discourage the use of the Project for criminal
activity.

TRA-1, Parking The Project would not result in a substantial change in the availability of
parking spaces nor substantially increase the need for parking on Edwards
Avenue. The construction of a crosswalk on Edwards Avenue providing direct
access from the south side of Edwards Avenue to the western landing of the
overcrossing may result in the loss of one parking space. The City has a
Residential Permit Program where neighborhoods circulate a petition for
presentation to the City requesting the creation of a permit zone. There are
currently two zones adjacent to the Project area, north and east of the SRJC
campus. The City will continue to coordinate with residents of Edwards
Avenue through the final Project design process. Although the loss of parking
spaces was discussed in the IS/MND, the availability of parking is not a
CEQA issue.

TRA-2, Traffic lights As part of the Dick’s Sporting Goods development, the intersection of
Cleveland Avenue and Edwards Avenue was studied in 2013 to determine if
a traffic signal was required to meet the City’s level of service (LOS)
standards. The intersection was found to operate at an acceptable LOS D
and, therefore, no traffic signal was found to be warranted. The traffic study
modeled 2035 future conditions for the intersection and it was also found to
operate at LOS D. The proposed bicycle and pedestrian overcrossing would
provide a transportation facility for alternative modes of travel and would not
substantially increase vehicular traffic at the Cleveland Avenue and Edwards
Avenue intersection.
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Responses to Comments: Agencies

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS: LOCAL AGENCIES

Sonoma County Junior College District
Page 1 of 2

SANTA ROSA
ffuty 14%, 2020 g ]UNIOR COLLEGLE
CalTrans District 4
ATTN: Elizabeth Nagle, Associate Environmental Planner
P.O. Box 23660, Oakland, CA 945230660

RE: Letter of Support for City of Santa Rosa’s Highway 101 Bicycle Pedestrian
Owercrossing project development, application for funding, and eventual
construction

On behalf of the Board of Trustees of the Sonoma County Junior College District.
I write this letter of support to the City of Santa Rosa for its development,
application for funding and eventual construction of the Highway 101 Bicycle
Pedestrian Owercrossing. The Sonoma County Junior College District is part of
the California Community College System, which is the largest education
system in the United States, serving over 2.1 million students every year and
serving the most vulnerable members of California and our comnmnity. The
Santa Fosa Junior College, the largest campus in Sonoma County Junior College
District, is located in the City of Santa Rosa and borders Highway 101 freeway.
The City's proposed project helps meet the college’s sustainability goals by
reducing transportation barriers for students, staff and faculty and links future
student affordable housing with alternative transportation options. The Board of
Trustees also supports the decision made by college leadership to support the
Elliott Ave., Edwards Ave. crossing which would have the overcrossing land on
college property along Elliott Ave. This proposed location would also land
directly in front of SR]C's future student housing facility, currently projected to
open in the Fall of 2022 The overcrossing would provide access to much
needed resources provided by the businesses across Highway 101 to the
students, faculty and staff of SRJC.

The Sonoma County Junior College District does not support the development
of the second alignment known as the Bear Cub Way alternative which would
bring significant negative impacts to SR]C. This is due to;

1 1. The significant level of right of way that would have to be developed on
District property affecting future campus flexibility.

2. The flow of pedestrian and bike traffic would be channeled into an existing
parking lot, thereby taking away parking space which is a valuable resource
for the college.

3. Bringing into conflict vehicle, bike and pedestrian traffic in an already
congested parking lot area.

4. Lastly the bear cub way alternative would touch down on college property
next to the Call Child Care Development Center which is a functioning child
care facility. There are safety concerns associated with increase in public
traffic onto campus, near this child care facility.

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
Initial Study with Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration G-4



Responses to Comments: Agencies

Sonoma County Junior College District
Page 2 of 2

The Board of Trustee commends the partnership developed between the City of
Santa Rosa and Sonoma County Jundor College District in delivering this
important project and strongly support the City of Santa Rosa, project delivery
though CALTEANS, ongoing applications of funding, and eventual construction
of this project.

Sincerely,

Dr. Frank Chong
President/Superintendent
Senoma County Junior College District
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Responses to Comments: Agencies

Response to Sonoma County Junior College District
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed for the reasons included in your comment letter. Caltrans notes the college’s
preference of the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative due to the proximity to the future student
housing facility and businesses west of U.S. 101. The Sonoma County Junior College
District’s opposition to the Bear Cub Way Alternative is noted due to perceived concerns
regarding future SRJC development flexibility, parking loss, congestion, and security
concerns related to the existing childcare facility. Your comment is noted for the record and
will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Responses to Comments: Agencies

Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit (SMART)

Page 1 of 1
_mﬁm_
=SMART=
July 20, 2020
Eric Lucan Chalr

Transpartation Authosity of Marin
Caltrans, District 4

Barbara Fahre, Vice Chiair
Gelden Gate Bridge, Elizabeth Magle, Associate Environmental Planner
HighwrayfTranspartation District P.O. Bax 3660
Dakland, CA 94623-0660
Judy Arnokd
Marin County Board of Supervisors
Darman Conmolly RE: Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle & Pedestrian Overcrossing
Bdarin County Bosrd of Superdsors
Debara Fudpge Dear Ms. Nagle,
Tancrna Caunly Mayors' and
Councilmembers Association
Patty o Thank you for giving SMART the opportunity to review the Santa Rosa U5
Gokden Gate Bridige, Highway 101 Bicycle & Pedestrian Overcrossing Initial Study with Proposed
Highway/ Transpartation District Mitigated Negative Declaration, SMART has completed its review and offers the
Dan Hillmar fallowing comment.

Marin Counity Coundl of Mayor and
Counclmemieers .

SWIART would like to note that the more proximate the western end paint of the
Joe Mo jokag

bicyde and pedestrian overcrossing is to major transit facilities, such as the
Sapama County Mayors” and : ;
Councilmenibers Assoclation SMART Santa Rosa Morth Station and the Coddingtown Transit Hub, the more
likely people will walk or bike for their fiest-znd last-mile access to transit, In

Gary Fhillips : T . o "

Trancooetarion Ativorty of addition to pr|;.:x|mlt'gr, first- and last l_'mle aocess to SMART will be driven by th:e
1 nature of the infrastructure connecting the overpass to SMART and the user's

David Rabbizt  perception of safety. According to Federal Transit Administration policy,

Sonema County Baard of SUDENASrs o 4o ctrian Improvements within % mile and bicycle improvements within 3-miles

Chrs Ragers of a public transportation stop or station to have a de facto physical and

Sonoma County Mayors' and functional relationship to public transportation (Federal Register Docket Number:

Councilmembars Azsocistion

FTA 2009-0052).

Shires Tane
Somama County Board of Supervisors

Thank you again for giving SMART the opportunity to review this critical first- and
last-mile transportation praject. If you have any questions, feel free to reach cut

Farhad Manscaurkan o ma at _

Gaeneral Manager

Simcerely,
5401 Old Redwand Highway
Sulte 200
Petaluma, CA& 94954
Fhonae: 707-794-3330 li h Pavan
Fax: 707-794-3037 Elizabet L
sy sOmomamarintrain.org Assistant Planner

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
Initial Study with Mitigated Negative Declaration G-7



Responses to Comments: Agencies

Response to SMART
Response to Comment 1: Major transit facilities
Thank you for providing your opinion on the importance of the Project’s proximity to major

transit facilities. Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the
decision-making process on the Project.
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RESPONSES TO COMMENTS: ORGANIZATIONS

EcoRing
Page 1 of 1

Hiking & Biking Trails - Water Activities - Nature Tours — Enviranmental Preservation

E RI
Promoting Green Business, EcoEducation and EcoAdventures

Elizabeth Nagle

Associate Environmental Planner
Caltrans, District 4

P.0O. Box 23660

Oakland, CA 94623-0660

Re: Highway 101 Pedestrian and Bicycle Overcrossing
Dear Ms_ Nagle,

EcoRing is a nonprofit organization that promotes ecotourism and green travel in the
MNorth Bay. Cur Partners are businesses in the tourism industry in Sonoma, Marin and
San Francisco counties. We also advocate for the infrastructure that would allow
tourists to travel without their automaobiles: rail lines and bicycle paths.

We support the Elliot option for the overcrossing for the following reasons:

* The Elliot location will garner a greater number of users due to its proximity to the
SMART station, Santa Rosa Junior College, Coddingtown, Social Security
Offices and the Redwood Empire Ice Arena.

* More users mean greater safety for users.

» More users means fewer car trips and fewer pollutents

» More users mean a lower VMT score.

All of these environmental effects are positive for the Elliot option. Thank you for your
consideration.

Sincerely,

Rick Coates
Executive Director

EcoRini
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Responses to Comments: Organizations

Response to EcoRing
Response to Comment 1: Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed due to the potential for increased use resulting from its proximity to other
transit, SRJC, businesses, and government services as well as the resulting reduction in
vehicle trips, air pollutants and vehicle miles traveled (VMT). The comment is noted for the
record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Responses to Comments: Organizations

Edwards Avenue Estates Homeowners’ Association
Page 1 of 2

July 15, 2020

Caltrang, District 4

Elizabeth Magle, Azsociate Environmental Planner

P.0. Box 23660

Cakland, CA 24823-0880 via email: Elizabeth Naglei@dot.ca.gov

Re: Bicycle/Pedestrian Overcrozsing
Dear Ms. Magle:

Thig letter i on behalf of the Edwards Avenue Estates Homeowners' Aszociation, serving 948 - 970 Edwards Avenue, Santa
Foza. The HOA strongly opposes the proposed Bicycls and Pedestrian Bridge Project connecting Elliott Avenue on the eact side
o Edwards Avenue on the west side of Santa Rosa. The Edwards Avenue route would span approximately where the bus stop is
by Dick's Sporfing Goods Store and cross the freeway to Elliott Avenue next to Santa Rosa Junior College. There are numerous
reasons wivy we strongly oppose this location.

1. The bus stop is already a problern. Numerous buses, with the exception of the City bus, use fhis stop including Amirak,
buses that have no identifying mamks, casing buses, and the MTA bus. Riders park their cars on Edwards Avenue, Dick's
Sporting Goods or Patelco Credit Union parking lots and leave them there for extended pericds while they go on the bus

1 to casinos. Additionally, people waiting for the buses eat and drink while they're waiting and throw garbage on the ground

because there's no garbage can!! There uszed to be but no-one took rezponsibility for emplying it, so it was removed. On

occasion, homeless people have even set up camp in the bus stop. More raffic and congestion in this area would be a

nighimare.

2. Thereic a lange number of apariments m the neighborhood and incufficient parking for all e automobile owners. Az a
consequence, Edwards Avenue is always packed with carg, such that we can never have our sfreef swept. The overfiow
cars are parked in Dick's Sporting Goods and Patelco Credit Union parking lote. Please drive by any time of the day or
night and you will 2=e full parking lots even when the buzinesses are clozsd. Dick’s Sporting Goods has a sign warning
people that they will be towed for illegal parking. When they start enforcing that or barricading the parking kot at night, the
traffic problem will be horrendous.

(%]

3. It's sometimes almost impossible to get out of Edwards Avenue to tum on to Cleveland Avenue because of traffic. Most
people cut through the parking lot at Dick's Sporiing Goods and across the Macy's parking lot in order to use the traffic
light theee to access Cleveland. We definitely nesd a traffic light at Edwards and Cleveland Avenues. Any additional
traffic will be impoesible. We residents of Edwards Avenue already have too much congestion and trafiic to deal with. We

= understand there iz a parking problem at the Junior College, and undoubtedly a number of JC students will chooss to

park in our neighborhood and walk over the pedectrian bridge i a neighborhood ALREADY overrun with traffic,
congesion, and insurmountable parking issues. The traffic swelled on Cleveland Avenue when a mulfiuge of apariments
wae built on Jeanings and surmounding arsas. At peak traffic times it's not unusual to st theough 10 or more traffic light
cycles to tumn on to Collzge from Clevedand. This will only exacerbate current fraffic and parking issues.

Edwards Estates Homeowners Association -Box 6762, Santa Rosa, CA 954056
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Edwards Avenue Estates Homeowners’ Association
Page 2 of 2

4. The view of the owvercrossing ending at Edwards Avenue by Dick's Sporting Goode will be an abeolute eyesore for those
of us living on Edwards Avenus. If's enough that we have o withess the garbage thrown on the ground at the bus stop

4 without the added garbage that will undoubtedly b2 created from maore trafc and more congestion. In addition, the area

under the crossing will b2 an invitation for a homeless encampment, with the resultant garbage and drug abuse problems,

in such close proximity fo a residential area and major shopping center. Many of the residents in thiz neighborhood have

young children living directly opposite where the proposed overcroseing will be. The crozzing will be a huge tempdation

for young children to run across Edwards Avenue and over the crossing, creafing an unsafe and dangerous situation.

5 Furthermore, the sidewalk on the North side of Edwards Avenue ends a short distance to the West from the bus stop

which preciudes much waking from the “pedesfrian” crossing. Pedectrians will be walking on Edwards Avenue, which

may be very risky and dangerous.

Thie long-termn mpacts of this plan are extremnely unfair and a real detriment to the residents who are already dealing with issues
over which they have no control. We'ne also concemed about the short-term impact of tis proposed project caussd by prolonged
periods of heavy consiruction, blocked streets, frafiic delays, noise, heavy construction equipment, and vibrations to our homes
caused by the consfruction on streste that are already badly m need of repaving.

Pleaze conzider the aliemative location of Bear Cub Way for this bicycle/pedesirian crossing which iz further south on Cleveland
7 | Avenue and located in a non-recidential area. it will have far less negalive conseguences to the neighborhood. Thank you for
your consigeration.

Sincerely,
fz/ June Brown, Frank Haeq, Amy Brennan

June Brown, President; Frank Haeg, Treasurer; Amy Brennan, Secretary
Edwards Avenue Estates Homeowners' Association

Ce District Supenisor, Lynda Hopkins (via email): Distictbf@sonoma-county.org
Steve Soldis:
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Responses to Edwards Avenue Estates Homeowners’ Association
Response to Comment 1: Bus stop on Edwards Avenue

Thank you for your comment regarding the bus stop on Edwards Avenue. The City, in
partnership with Caltrans and SCTA, will continue to seek public input on the design of the
proposed relocated bus stop on Edwards Avenue including trash collection facilities. The
City has been working with Amtrak to move their service to downtown, which is expected to
occur in the first half of 2021. The Mendocino Transit Authority (MTA) bus uses the existing
bus stop on Edwards Avenue to connect with the Amtrak bus and would also reroute their
service to connect downtown. Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered
as part of the decision-making process on the Project.

Response to Comment 2: Parking

Caltrans notes the commenter’s concern regarding parking on Edwards Avenue. Caltrans
has considered the impacts on parking, please see Table G-1 for the response to Common
Comment “TRA-1, Parking.”

Response to Comment 3: Edwards and Cleveland Avenue Traffic Light

Caltrans notes the commenter’s concerns regarding adding a traffic light at Edwards
Avenue and Cleveland Avenue. Caltrans has considered the impacts on vehicular traffic at
the Edwards Avenue/Cleveland Avenue intersection and has determined that the Project
would not substantially increase vehicular traffic at the intersection. Please see Table G-1
for the response to Common Comment “TRA-2, Traffic lights.”

Response to Comment 4: Aesthetics

Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s concerns regarding the aesthetics of the Project.
The lower portions of the inclined approaches will be supported on retaining walls and
vegetation will be incorporated along these retaining walls to improve the aesthetics and
avoid having exposed walls (see AMM AES-2). Additional treatments will be decided during
the design phase of the Project, including but not limited to, decorative textures/patterns,
complementary color palette, and anti-graffiti coating (refer to AMM AES-2 in Chapter 3,
Aesthetics of the ISIMND). See conceptual rendering below (Figure G-1). Where the
structure is elevated it will be located directly adjacent to sidewalks and roadways. The
Project will incorporate design elements to discourage the congregation of homeless within
the Project area and these active areas would be generally unattractive for homeless
encampments (see AMM PUB-1). Please see Table G-1 for the response to Common
Comment “PUB-1, Homeless concerns.”
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Figure G-1: Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative Western Landing

Response to Comment 5: Sidewalks and pedestrian safety

Caltrans notes the commenter’s concern regarding sidewalks and pedestrian safety. There
is an existing six-foot-wide sidewalk along the north side of Edwards Avenue from
Cleveland Avenue to Range Avenue. There are sidewalks on the south side of Edwards
Avenue from Cleveland Avenue to the east to the mid-block point in the west, except for a
gap in front of the apartments at 900 Edwards Avenue. The Project would construct a
crosswalk on Edwards Avenue to provide direct access from the south side of Edwards
Avenue to the western landing of the overcrossing to ensure safe crossing for residents and
pedestrians.

Response to Comment 6: Construction impacts

Caltrans notes the commenter’s concern regarding short term construction impacts. Please
see Table G-1 for the response to Common Comment “CST-1, Construction duration.”
As described in Chapter 3, Noise(b), of the IS/MND, the Project will implement a
construction vibration monitoring plan to reduce the impact of groundborne vibration during
construction to a less than significant level.

Response to Comment 7: Bear Cub Way Build Alternative preference

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Bear Cub Way Alternative should be
considered due to its location in a non-residential area with less negative consequences to
a neighborhood. Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the
decision-making process on the Project.
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Friends of Smart
Page 1 of 2

FRIENDS OF SMART

Caltrans District 4

ATTM: Elizabeth Nagle, Associate Environmental Planner
F.0. Box 23660

Dakland, CA 94623-0660

Re: 5anta Rosa U.5. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
Dear Ms. Nagle:

Friends of Sonoma Marin Area Rail Transit [SMART) iz pleased to offer comments in support of
the U.5. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing in 5anta Rosa. We have reviewed the
Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration and find it accurate and complete. We urge you to
grant environmental approval and construct the project.

Friends of SMART has advocated for a 101 overcrossing since SMART became a reality in 2008,
The “Community Connector Bridge Advocacy Group” was formed in 2013 for the purpose of
advocating for a bridge. Group membership included Friends of SMART, Sonoma County
Transportation and Land Use Coalition, Meighborhood Alliance of Santa Rosa, Gresnbelt
Alliance, Sonoma County Conservation Action, Sonoma County Climate Protection Campaign,
and Sonoma County Bicycle Coalition. We spent many hours negotiating with the President and
Board of Santa Rosa Junior College, the City Planning Department, D esign Review Board, City
Council, and Codding Enterprises regarding the best location for the crossing. We participated
in several Community Open Houses regarding the 2018 Bicycle & Pedestrian Master Plan. We
concluded that the Edwards-Elliot alignment is far superior to other options.

Here is a synopsis of our analysis: Highway 101 bifurcates Santa Rosa and makes east-west
bicycle and pedestrian travel difficult and unsafe. Steele Lane/Guerneville Road and College
Avenue—the two streets in the study area where crossing can be made—are heavily trafficked
and do not have bike lanes in many sections. These are high-risk routes for pedestrians and
cyclists, Crossing under the 101 viaduct at either of those locations reguires competing with
traffic that is turning onto or off of the freeway.

The overcrossing will connect three major activity centers: Santa Rosa Junior College, the
Coddingtown Mall and the Sonoma Marin Area Rail Transit [SMART) station, It is easy to
understand why this overcrossing is 2 key component of both Sonoma County’'s and Santa
Rosa's Bicycle & Pedestrian Master Plans,
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Friends of Smart
Page 2 of 2

The study looks at two different crossing locations. From our perspective as advoeates for
SMART and active transportation, the Elliott-Edwards location has many advantages. The West
end is closer to the train station and shopping areas. That proximity guarantees that it would
receive much more use. This alignment is also safer. The Bear Cub Way location requires

1 navigating the very busy entrance to the main parking garage and crossing the SRIC campus. By
adding at least a half mile to the route, the Bear Cub alignment is useless for pedestrians whe
would walk between the SRIC campus or either the SMART station or the Mall. If we are going
to reduce congestion and greenhouse gases, we must provide every opportunity to facilitate
access to public transit.

Regardless of which alignment is chosen, the "no build” option is unacceptable. This
overcrossing is long overdue.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sinceraly,

Jaek C. Swearengen, Chair
Friends of SMART

Cc: Steven Grover, Steven Grover & Assoclates
Chris Cathagan, Santa Rosa Transportation Planner
Santa Rosa City Council
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Response to Friends of Smart
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed due to the potential for increased use resulting from its proximity to transit and
businesses as well as safety considerations. Your concerns related to businesses as well
as potential conflicts between users and vehicles within the SRJC campus are
acknowledged. Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the
decision-making process on the Project.
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Resilient Shore

Page 1 of 2
RESILIENT | 415 578 2302
F'_ AdmirEResilientShare ong
A

S H O R E A28 Mission Avenue
Sam Rafael, GA 94801

Caltrans District 4

ATTM: Elizabeth Nagle, Associate Environmental Planner

P.0. Box 23660
Oakland, CA 94623-0660

Re: 5anta Rosa U.5. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
Dear Ms. Nagle:

Resilient Shore, the San Rafael based nonprofit project focused on sea level rise, flood risk
reduction and transportation resiliency, is pleased to offer comments in support of the U.5.
Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing in 5anta Rosa. We have reviewed the
Proposed Mitigated Megative Declaration and find it accurate and complete. We urge you to
grant environmental approval and construct the project.

Resilient Shore is committed to supporting projects that reduce dependence on greenhouse gas
(GHG) emitting human systems. Transportation is a major source of GHG in California. The
Santa Rosa U.5S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing supports active
transportation options. By providing a safe pedestrian, bicycle and micro mobility linkage over
the freeway, this project will reduce and in some cases, eliminate GHG emissions.

In an analysis of existing conditions by local mobility advocates: Highway 101 bifurcates Santa
Rosa and makes east-west bicycle and pedestrian travel difficult and unsafe. Steele
Lane/Guerneville Road and College Avenue—the two streets in the study area where crossing
can be made—are heavily trafficked and do not have bike lanes in many sections. These are
high-risk routes for pedestrians and cyclists. Crossing through the 101 interchanges at either of
those locations requires competing with traffic that is turning onto or off of the freeway.

The overcrossing will connect three major activity centers: Santa Rosa Junior College, the
Coddingtown Mall and the Sonoma Marin Area Rail Transit (SMART) station. It is easy to
understand why this overcrossing is a key component of both Sonoma County’s and Santa
Rosa's Bicycle & Pedestrian Master Plans.

The study looks at two different crossing locations. From the perspective of local mobility
advocates for SMART and active transportation, the Elliott-Edwards location has many
advantages. The West end is closer to the train station and shopping areas. That proximity

1 guarantees that it would receive much more use. This alignment is also safer. The Bear Cub
Way location requires navigating the very busy entrance to the main parking garage and
crossing the SRIC campus. By adding at least, a half mile to the route, the Bear Cub alignment is
far less direct for pedestrians who would walk between the SRIC campus or either the SMART
station or the Mall, greatly reducing its utility. If we are going to reduce congestion, GHG and

Together we can do this.

— RasilientShore.arg
A hian-Frel Friyag)
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and improve public health, we must provide every opportunity to encourage active
transportation and facilitate access to public transit.

Regardless of which alignment is chosen, the “no build” option is unacceptable. This
overcrossing is long overdue.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

leffrey D Rhoads, RA LEED AP
Executive Director
Resilient Share

Cc: Friends of SMART
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Response to Resilient Shore
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed due to the potential for increased use resulting from its proximity to transit and
businesses as well as safety considerations. Your concerns related to businesses as well
as potential conflicts between users and vehicles within the SRJC campus are
acknowledged. Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the
decision-making process on the Project.
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Santa Rosa Southeast Greenway
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/W:;lellmst .: '
Greenway AN
July 21, 2020
Caltrans District 4

ATTN: Elizabeth Nagle,
Associate Environmental Planner
P.0O. Box 23660

Oakland, CA 94623-0660

Dear Ms. Nagle

| first attended early planning sessions concerning the development of the Highway 101
overpass in 2010. Conversations revolved around the Jennings/Bear Cub/Elliott
crossing possibilities. We all can recognize the danger of walking or biking from one
side of town to another; particularly when it involves freeway on-ramps. It is imperative
that we give residents the choice of a safe journey.

Having connectivity and safe travel will encourage maore people to ride their bikes.
Walking, while a healthy practice is the only mode of transportation for some and we
must make is easy and convenient to support those who choose that mode of transit.

After much input from Committee members and bike rniders we are supporting the
decision made yesterday by the City Council to endorse the Edwards to Elliot route
as the most practical overcrossing choice for the following reasons:
» Access to the overpass from Jennings and Herbert to Edwards can easily
connect with the SMART trail going north to Guerneville Rd or south to downtown
Santa Rosa.
+ Elliott Avenue leads through the core of the SRJC campus
» Access to the southern areas of the campus can use the internal Planetary Way
and Scholars Drive from Elliott.
+ Elliott Avenue has become a practical bicycle route
« ltis closer to the SMART train station and shopping areas and will service more
residents
+ The existing and planned development of housing and mixed-use properties to
1 the Morth around Coddington center makes it a popular destination.
« |t offers a safer route to downtown and points east.

While we very much want to see this plan come to fruition we see some drawbacks with
the Bear Cub selection. Some of them are:
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« Connectivity is not as clear and may require additional expense to provide
through passage to keep people off busy Cleveland Avenue

s [t will not service as many people

= FExiting the campus at Pacific Avenue at the east side of campus is a very busy
intersection, has many drivers leaving the parking garage and is not bike or
pedestrian friendly.

+ For those using the overpass who are not students, the campus walk is a dead
zone with no amenities for users whereas, the Elliott Avenue area has
destinations as well as services for users.

While we realize that construction will be disruptive while the over pass and ensuing
pathways are built the end result will be a great benefit to all the residents in the area as
well as the greater community- both cyclists and pedestrians.

We look forward to the selection process to move ahead quickly after all these years of
discussion. Santa Rosa needs some enhanced east-west connectivity and we support
the construction of this overcrossing.

Regards,
Thea Hensel Bob Gaiser

Co-Chairs, Santa Rosa Southeast Greenway

CC: Nancy Adams
Santa Rosa City Council
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Response to Santa Rosa Southeast Greenway
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed due to its connectivity with the SMART trail and points north and south, location
in the SRJC campus and connectivity to bike routes, proximity to the SMART station and
shopping areas, and proximity to developments in and Coddingtown and areas to the north.
Your connectivity concerns related to the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative, servicing fewer
users, potential conflicts at the Pacific Avenue entrance to the SRJC campus, and lack of
service for users in this location are acknowledged. Your comment is noted for the record
and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
Initial Study with Mitigated Negative Declaration G-23



Responses to Comments: Organizations

Sonoma County Bicycle Coalition

50 Mendocing Avenus
Santa Rosa, CA 95801

AL

B0, Box BaBE
Sarta Rosa, CA 95402

Page 1 of 2
Promuoting the bieyele for tramsporfation and recreation
BOARD OF CARECTORS &
President
Alyx mallongs July 15, 2020
Wice PresidentSecretary
Jenny Bard
T e Caltrans District 4
ATTN: Elizabeth Magle, Associate Environmental Planner
Cathy Balach F.0. Box 23660
Lynn Desdier Qakland, CA 94623-0660
Bjorn Crigpanburg
Bannie Hogue
Ay Lenkonan Dear Ms. Nagle:
Jahin Murphy
EXECUTIVE DIRECTOR The Sonoma County Bicycle Coalition (SCBC) is pleased to offer these
Kris i ewer comments in support of the Santa Rosa U_S. Highway 101 Bicycle and
Pedestrian Overcrossing. We have reviewed the Proposed Mitigated
OFFICE: Megative Declaration and urge you to grant environmental approval and

construct the project.

SCBC has advocated for a 101 overcrossing since at least 2003, as part of
our vision of a bicycle-friendly county. In fact, we took legal action against

;:;;‘;w Santa Rosa Junior College in 2004 regarding insufficient environmental
EHAIL review of a proposed parking garage; our 2005 seftlement required them to
infoikeionoma cryg contribute $1 million toward construction of an overcrossing as well as

WEB: necessary easements.

. b T L T

Highway 101 bifurcates Santa Rosa and makes east-west bicycle and
pedestrian travel difficult and unsafe, The two streets in the study area
where crossing can be made, Steele Lane/Guerneville Road and College
Avenue, are heavily trafficked and do not have bike lanes for their entire
length. (Bike lanes that stop and start are often more problematic that no
lanes at all.) In addition, crossing under 101 at those locations involves
crossing traffic that s turning onto or off of the freeway, heavy commute
traffic combined with distracted driving makes crossing those intersections
a scary proposition, This is a high-collision corridor,

This ovarcrossing Is a key component of both Sonoma County's and Santa
Rosa's Bicycle & Pedestrian Master Plans. It will connect Santa Rosa
Junior College and Downtown Santa Rosa destinations with Coddingtown
Mall and the Soenoma Marin Area Rail Transit (SMART) station.

The study looks at two different crossing locations. From the user
perspeclive, the ElliottEdwards location has many benefits. The west end
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is closer to the train station and shopping areas, It is also safer, The Bear Cub Way
location requires navigating the very busy entrance to the main parking garage and
crossing the SRJC campus.

Regardless of which alignment is chosen, the “no build” option is unacceptable. This
overcrossing is long overdue,

Thank you far your consideration

Sincaraly,

Eris Weaver
Executive Director

Ce: Steven Grover, Steven Grover & Associates
Mancy Adams, Santa Rosa Transportation Planner
Santa Rosa City Council

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
Initial Study with Mitigated Negative Declaration

G-25



Responses to Comments: Organizations

Response to Sonoma County Bicycle Coalition
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed due to its proximity to transit and businesses as well as safety considerations.
Your concerns with the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative related to potential conflicts
between users and vehicles within the SRJC campus are acknowledged. Your comment is
noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the
Project.
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The Charles M. Schulz Museum & Research Center

Page 1 of 1
S e
CHARLES M. SCHULZ
MUSEUM AMD RESEARCH CENTER
July 24, 2020

Caltrans District 4

ATTN: Elizabeth Nagle,

Associate Environmental Planner
P.0. Box 23660

Oakland, CA 94623-0660

Dear Ms. Nagle:

The Charles M. Schulz Museum and Research Center would like to offer our comments in support of the
Santa Rosa LS. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing.

We have reviewed the Proposed Mitigated Megative Declaration and urge you to grant environmental
approval and construct the project. It is important to work towards the City of Santa Rosa and the
County of Sonoma’s master plans.

There are other government entities working on developing high density developments in the area so
there needs to be the infrastructure to support these developments with little parking.

Either overcrossing would work but we prefer the Elliott/Edwards location because it connects much
1| more easily with mass transit in the area and with large attractions such as Coddingtown, The Charles M.
Schulz Museum, Shoopy’s Home lee, and The Children’s Museum of Sonoma County.

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerel

Gina Huntsinger
Museum Director
The Charles M, Schulz Museum & Research Center
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Response to The Charles M. Schulz Museum & Research Center
Response to Comment 1: Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative preference

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed due to its proximity to mass transit and other large attractions such as
Coddingtown, The Charles M. Schulz Museum, Snoopy's Home Ice, and The Children's
Museum of Sonoma County. Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered
as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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RESPONSES TO COMMENTS: INDIVIDUALS

Almond, David
Page 1 of 1

—_

From: David Aimon

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 7:42 PM

To: Nagle, Eizabetn@ 0o

Subject: Bike/Ped Over-crossing Santa Rosa

‘EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. ]
Hi

?

I would like to voice my support for the construction of the proposed bike-pedestrian Hwy 101
overcrossing being proposed for Edward-Elliott street location in Santa Rosa.

As a bicyelist I frequently go from my house to downtown Santa Rosa. This requires crossing Hwy 1010
West to East, and I would be highly appreciative if CalTrans goes forward with this project.

Sincerely,
David Almond
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Response to Almond, David
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative
Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be

constructed. Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the
decision-making process on the Project.
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Arkoff, Gary
Page 1 of 1

From: Gary Arkoff _>

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 3:13 PM

To: Nagle, Elizabeth@ DOT ||

Subject: Bike bridge in Santa Rosa

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
Dear Ms. Nagle,

| have been commuting to work by bicycle for eight years now. | do so because it helps keep me in
shape, saves money and saves the environment.

The route to my previous office would have been made safer and faster by either of the proposed 101
overcrossings. In the absense of a safe way to cross 101, | had to take a prolonged route for my ride

1 home (going South from near Coddingtown to my home off Fourth Street).

To my mind, the decision to build a safe way for cyclists to cross the 101 a very easy one and | urge your
support.

Warmly,

Gary Arkoff
Santa Rosa, CA
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Response to Arkoff, Gary
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project
Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed to provide a

safer way for cyclists to cross U.S. 101. Your comment is noted for the record and will be
considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Azimov, Erica
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%]

[

From: Erica Azimov
Sent: Tuesday, June 30, 2020 7:17:53 PM

To: Nale Eizabeth 00T IR

Cc: Haeg Frank
Subject: 5anta Rosa U.5. Highway 101 Bicycle & Pedestrian Over-crossing

'EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe,]
To whom it may concern,

I have just attended the Zoom session for the Santa Rosa U.S. Highway
101 Bicycle & Pedestrian Overcrossing and I have some concerns about
the possibility of the Edwards-Elliott Alternative. I own a home on Edwards
Avenue that is across the street from where it looks like the crossing will
begin and have concerns about how this will affect the residents that live
on both the North and Southside of the street (there are apartments right
next to Dicks that are not visible on the map they used in the
presentation). I am concerned about the noise impact on the residence
during construction, as well as the illumination of the bridge at night that
will clearly be visible to those that live on the street. I am also concerned
about the additional bicycle and pedestrian traffic with no traffic light at
Edwards /Cleveland Ave or Range/Edwards. Furthermore, 1 have concerns
about the noise from those walking and riding over the bridge during all
hours of the day and night. I feel that the Edwards-Elliot location would
affect too many residences that live on Edwards Avenue and I feel that the
alternative location of Bear Cub Way, would be a lower impact as there are
no private residences in that location.

Thank you,

Erica Azimov
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Azimov, Erica
Page 2 of 2

Sent: Monday, July 13, 2020 11:27 AM
To: District5@sonoma-county.org <DistrictS @sonoma-county.org>: Nagle, Elizabeth@DOT

Subject: Edwards Avenue Pedestrian Bridge Project Concerns

‘ EXTERMNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. ‘
Dear Supervisor Lynda Hopkin and Elizabeth Nagle,

My name is Erica Azimov and I am a resident of Edwards Avenue in Santa
Rosa. I am writing today to voice my concerns about

the pedestrian/bicycle bridge over the 101-freeway that the city and Cal
Trans are looking at possibly building on Edwards Avenue.

First, I am concerned about the environmental, long term impact on our

4 neighborhood caused by the many bicyclists and pedestrians who will
likely choose to park on and around Edwards Avenue and walk or cycle
over the bridge to the Junior College or High School. The 1C had a 2019
pre-COVID enrollment of more than 20,000 students. If just a few
hundred, post-COVID 1C students choose to park in our neighborhood and
walk or bike over the pedestrian bridge, our neighborhood would be
overrun with traffic, congestion, and parking issues.

Second, I am concerned about the short-term impact on our neighborhood
caused by several years of construction, i.e., blocked streets, loud noise,
large trucks, etc.

()]

The alternative location for this pedestrian/bicycle bridge is on Bear Cub
Way, which is farther south on Cleveland Avenue and is located in a non-
residential area. I feel that this alternative location would be a better
option as it is a non-residential area and would not directly affect those
living in|the neighborhood.

I would appreciate your support in urging the City of Santa Rosa and Cal
Trans to choose the alternative route on Bear cub Way for the building of
the pedestrian/bicycle bridge over the 101 freeway, as it would have a
lower environmental impact on those who live in this neighborhood.

Thank you for your time.
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Responses to Azimov, Erica
Response to Comment 1: Construction noise and bridge lighting

Thank you for providing your concerns regarding the effects of the Project on Edwards
Avenue residents. For a discussion of noise during construction, refer to the Chapter 3,
Noise(a). The Project includes a Construction Noise Control Plan (AMM NOI-1) which would
limit construction hours, install “acoustic blankets”, locate noise-generating equipment away
from residences, and require coordination with residents to schedule construction activities
to minimize noise disturbance. Chapter 3, Aesthetics(d), identifies proposed AMMs
including AMM AES-2 that requires lighting of the tower to use dark sky friendly lighting that
is fully shielded, minimizes glare, reduces light trespass, and the amount of blue light in the
nighttime environment.

Response to Comment 2: Traffic light at Edwards/Cleveland Avenue or Range/
Edwards Avenue

Caltrans acknowledges your concern regarding the need for a traffic light in the vicinity of
the Project. Please see Table G-1 for the response to Common Comment “TRA-2, Traffic
lights.”

Response to Comment 3: Noise from pedestrians and bicyclists and Bear Cub Way
Build Alternative preference

Caltrans acknowledges your concern about noise from both pedestrians and bicyclists. U.S.
101 is the predominant source of noise within the Project vicinity. Given the existing
elevated ambient noise levels from vehicular traffic on U.S. 101, users of the overcrossing
would not substantially change the ambient noise environment along Edwards Avenue. The
overall noise environment would remain the same since the vehicles traveling along the
U.S. 101 will continue to be the predominant source of noise within the Project vicinity (refer
to Chapter 3, Noise, of the IS/MND).

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative should be
constructed due to concerns related to residences on Edwards Avenue. Your comment is
noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the
Project.

Response to Comment 4: Parking Concern
Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s concern regarding parking in the Project vicinity.

Caltrans has considered the impacts on parking. Please see Table G-1 for the response to
Common Comment “TRA-1, Parking.”
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Response to Comment 5: Short term construction impacts

Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s concern regarding short term construction impacts
on the community. Please see Table G-1 for the response to Common Comment “CST-1,
Construction duration.” Refer to Response to Comment 1 regarding construction noise.

Response to Comment 6: Support for the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative
Thank you for providing your opinion that the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative should be

constructed. Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the
decision-making process on the Project.
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Bahning, Tom and Duggan, Victoria
Page 1 of 1

erom: tom saving

Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:43 PM

To: Nagle, Elizabetn @00

Subject: Santa Rosa Hwy 101 Bike/Pedestrian Bridge - Comment

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.
Dear Ms. Nagle:

Thank You for the opportunity to comment on this project. We attended the public hearing ( via
zoom) on the Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration.

We urge vou to grant environmental approval and build this project. We favor the Elliott/Edwards
alignment because:

1 1) The west end is closer to shopping areas. housing. and the SMART train station.
2) The east end avoids the busy enfrance to the campus parking garage at the intersection of
Mendocino Ave and Pacific Ave.

Regardless of which alignment is chosen. the “no build™ option is not acceptable. This project is
long overdue.

Regards.
Tom Bahning and Victoria Duggan

Sent trom my iPhone
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Response to Bahning, Tom and Duggan, Victoria
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed due to its proximity to shopping, housing, and the SMART train station as well
as its avoidance of the congested parking garage entrance on the SRJC campus at
Mendocino Avenue and Pacific Avenue. Your comment is noted for the record and will be
considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Bard, Jenny
Page 1 of 1

July 21, 2020

Caltrans District 4

ATTHN: Elizabeth Nagle, Associate Environmental Planner
P.O. Box 23660

Oakland, CA 94623-0660

Dear Ms. Nagle:

As a former member of the City of Santa Fosa Bicyele and Pedestrian Advisery Comnuttee and current board
member of the Senoma County Bicyele Coalition (SCBC), I wholeheartedly support the Santa Rosa U.S. Highway
101 Bicyele and Pedestrian Orvercrossing. The bicyele and pedestrian overcrossing has long been a key component
of the city’s bicycle and pedestrian master plan and long-term vision for safe east-west bicycle routes and

neighborhood and comnmnity connectivity. [ urge vou to grant environmental approval and construct the project.

As was noted i the SCBC letter, the organization has advocated for a 101 overcrossing since at least 2003, as part
of our viston for a bicyele-friendly connty. In fact, the organization took legal action against Santa Rosa Junior
College in 2004 regarding insufficient environmental review of a proposed parking garage. The 2005 settlement
required them to contribute $1 million toward construction of an overcrossing as well as necessary easements. Since
then the Junior College has long recognized the importance of a bicycle and pedestrian overcrossing to provide a
safe crossing for students over Highway 101.

The College and Steele Lane interchanges at Highway 101 are among the most dangerous for bicyeles and
pedestrians. In addition, crossing under 101 at those locations involves crossing traffic that is turning onto or off of
the freeway: heavy commmite traffic combined with distracted driving makes crossing those intersections extremely
dangerous and stressful. Very few cyelists would ever consider riding on College or Steele under Highway 101,
myself meloded.

The Highway 101 overcrossing is a key component of both Scnema County’s and Santa Resa’s Bicyele &
Pedestrian Master Plans. It will connect Santa Rosa Junior College and Dovwntown Santa Rosa destinations with
Coddingtown Mall and the Soncma Marin Area Bail Transit (SMART) station. It will connect the neishborhoods
swronnding Santa Rosa Junior College (Ridgway, Motrth Junior College, and Junior College) with services to the
west of Highway 101, and allow any cyclist traveling east west north of downtown, in particular. a safe alternative
to travel across the city. There is currently no safe crossing east-west for cyclists north of 9% Street.

Of the two crossing locations, the ElliottEdwards location has the most benefits to users. The west end is closer to
the train station and shopping areas. It is shorter and also safer. The Bear Cub Way location requires navigating the
very busy entrance at Pacific Avenue to the main parking garage and crossing the SEJC campus. When Dick’s

1 Sporting Goods was approved. the bicycle comnmnity was very concemed about the impact on a future landing for
the bicycle and pedestrian overpass on Edwards. The city assured the commmmnity that approval of the project wounld
not compromise the fiture building of the project in that location Any challenges by Dick’s Sperting Goods should
be seen as a viclation of the terms of the approval of their store.

Regardless of which alipnment 15 chosen. the “no build” option is unacceptable. This overcrossing is long overdue,
is critically needed and will save hives.

Please grant environmental approval to allow cur commmuunity a safe crossing over Highway 101.
Thank you for yonr time.

Jenny Bard
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Response to Bard, Jenny
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed due to its proximity to the train station and shopping as well as safety
considerations. Your concerns with the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative related to crossing
the congested entrance to the main SRJC parking garage at Pacific Avenue and the need
to cross the SRJC campus are acknowledged. Your comment is noted for the record and
will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Barnett, Cherie
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Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 10:25 AM

To: Negle, Elzabetr oo T

Subject: Support for the Santa Rosa U.5. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing.

EXTERMNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
Good morning Ms. Nagle,

As a lifelong resident of Santa Rosa and as someone who depends on biking as my main form
of transportation I want to submit my full support for the Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101
Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing on Elliot Ave.

Presently, I have to either ride under the 101 freeway on Steele Lane (a white knuckling
experience every time while I grit my teeth as cars breeze next to me in what I call the "your
too close" zone).

Alfernatively I can ride down College Ave and tempt fate there as well.

The 1dea that a bicycle and pedestrian overcrossing on Elliot Ave could happen in my lifetime
1s kind of a dream come true. The difference in safety and ease of access is off the charts. I'd
be switching from a high traffic/freeway on ramp location to a residential street and a car free
over crossing. The landing from the Elliot Ave launch point is close to residential streets and

1| major retail Bear Cub way is not as optimal but I'll take either option over the project not
going forward.

While I'm just one resident of the City of Santa Rosa this project will benefit thousands. It is
my hope to see Calirans grant environmental approval.

Thank you,

Cherie Barnett
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Response to Barnett, Cherie
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed due to its perceived safety, proximity to residential streets and major retail. Your
comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making
process on the Project.
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Birdlebough, Stephen C.
Page 1 of 3

COMMENTS ON INITIAL STUDY — SANTA ROSA U.S. HIGHWAY 101
BICYCLE & PEDESTRIAN OVERCROSSING —
WITH PROPOSED MITIGATED NEGATIVE DECLARATION

By Stephen C Birdlebough

Pages iv & 1-1: The stated Purpose and Need for the project is: “to accommodate and
provide safe access to bicyclists and pedestrians in areas east and west of U.S. 101 in
the northern half of Santa Rosa.”

Comment: The location selected for the proposed bridge is an important factor in
meeting its purpose and need. A facility that is inconvenient will be avoided, perceived
as a safety risk and little used. To be successful, overcrossings must be sited on
logical walking and bicycling routes, and must be easily accessed from the surrounding
network. The most significant pedestrian/bicycle travel patterns can be understood
through discussions with the local walking and bicycling community.

References:

Anciaes, Estimating preferences for different types of pedestrian crossing facilities,
https_//www_sciencedirect.com/sciencefarticle/pii/S 136984 7816303369

Renfro, Pedestrian/Bicycle Overcrossings: Lessons Learned, p. 29 hitp://iweb pdx_edu/
~jdill/Files/Renfro_Bike-Ped_Overcrossings_Report pdf

SRTS Guide: Pedestrian & Bicycle Bridges & Tunnels, http://guide_ saferoutesinfo.org/
engineering/

Page 2-1 _ltem 2.2 — The PROJECT LOCATION states in part: “The Project is north of
College Avenue near the SRJC, Santa Rosa High School (SRHS), and Coddingtown
Mall.”

Comment. Since one of the alternative project sites is beyond an easy walking distance
both from the Coddingtown Mall and from the SRJC, it would be more accurate to state:
“The Project's alternative sites are between the Steel Ln./Guemneville Rd. and College
Av. Interchanges.” Note that the area to the west of the project is considered a
“community of concern,” and the areas on both sides of the project score in the lower
51-75 percentiles on Calenviroscreen.

References: Figures 3-7 & 3-8, at- https://srcity org/DocumentCenter/View/24312/
Bicycle-and-Pedestrian-Master-Plan-Update-2018-final-version_PRINT

Page 2-3, Figure 2.3-1 — Pedestrian access points are at each end of the ramps
leading up to the bridge over the highway. A pedestrian on Cleveland Ave. or Armory
Dr. would need to walk a considerable distance away from the “line of desire” to reach
the nearest ramp, and then reverse course. People on foot do not favor such routes.
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Birdlebough, Stephen C.
Page 2 of 3

Comment:. Itis likely that pedestrians will want to minimize walking distances by using
stairways to climb or descend from the bridge at Cleveland Ave. and at Armory Drive. In
order to maximize usage of the bridge by pedestrians, and increase perceptions of
personal safety, such stairways should be considered for inclusion in the final design of
2 the project.

References:

UNC, Pedestrian Bridges: Connecting People with Communities, https://

ced sog.unc.edu/pedestrian-bridges-connecting-people-with-communities/
Moreland, http://www.mikeontraffic.com/pedestrian-bridge-safety-vs-convenience/

Comment: It is also likely that pedestrians will want a safe pathway west of the bridge’s
landing on Edwards Ave. Currently, the sidewalk does not extend to Range Ave. The
City might find it expeditious to adopt a 20 MPH speed limit in that area for the safety of
cyclists as well as pedestrians. It may become feasible to enact low speed limits for

3 urban streets soon.

Reference:
NACTO, City Limits, Setting Safe Speed Limits on Urban Streets https://nacto.org/wp-
content/uploads/2020/07/NACTO_CityLimits_Spreads_pdf

Page 3-9, ltem d, — Less Than Significant Impact — Lighting

Comment. Neighbors have expressed concern about lighting on the pathway along
Edwards Avenue. It would be advisable to address this issue, possibly by a final design
that locates downward-shining lights about 40 inches above the approach path, and
using solid side-panels that reflect all artificial light onto the pathway.

Reference:
Asymmetric Lens, https://www dwwindsor com/projects/garda-lights-the-way-on-safer-
railway-crassing/

Page 3-34, — City of Santa Rosa Bicycle & Pedestrian Master Plan

Comment: In order to further the goals of the Bicycle & Pedestrian Master Plan, the
proposed bridge must be located so as to "be “accessible and comfortable for people of
all ages and abilities to use,” expand the bicycle-pedestrian network, and “support a
culture of walking and biking.” There is a strong consensus, including the Santa Rosa
City Council, the Santa Rosa Junior College Board, and the Sonoma County Bicycle
Coalition that the ElliottEdwards location furthers these goals, and that the Bear Cub
location does not.

Reference:
Santa Rosa City Council Meeting of July 21, 2020 (Video starting at 1:14 pm) — Study
Session on US Highway 101 - Bicycle & Pedestnan Bridge Overcrossing, hitp://santa-
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Birdlebough, Stephen C.
Page 3 of 3

rosa granicus_com/MediaPlayer php?view_id=2&clip_id=2076

A bridge that attracts users—both pedestrians and cyclists—will be an implementation
of the plan that will feel safe for users. The location of any public space, as well as its

5 | environment determines how people use it. If itis accessible, attractive, and well
populated, the bridge can attract a range of users. In contrast, a largely vacant bridge,
where a person walking alone needs to worry about approaching strangers is likely to
be under-used.

Reference:
Pacheco, How “Eyes on the Street” Contribute to Public Safety, https:/fthecityfix.com/

blog/how-eyes-on-the-street-contribute-public-safety-nossa-cidade-priscila-pacheco-
kichler/
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Responses to Birdlebough, Stephen C.
Response to Comment 1: Project Location and Environmental Justice Communities

Thank you for your opinion that one of the Build Alternatives is beyond a reasonable
walking distance to Coddingtown Mall and SRJC. Your comment is noted for the record and
will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project. In deciding on
potential alternative locations for the overcrossing, Caltrans evaluated and determined that
both Build Alternatives presented in the IS/MND are located within one half-mile of these
locations. The local walking and bicycling community has provided input on the Project that
will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.

A Community Impact Assessment (June 2020) was prepared for the Project which identified
Environmental Justice (EJ) communities on the west side of U.S. 101 adjacent to the Build
Alternatives. The Community Impact Assessment identified that there will be temporary
construction impacts associated with noise and vibration. Since the noise and vibration
impacts would be temporary, and proper noise and vibration Project Features, AMMs, and
MMs would be incorporated to reduce these impacts, there would be no greater impacts to
EJ communities due to the Project in consideration of EO 12898. Based on the above
discussion and analysis, the Project would not cause disproportionately high and adverse
effects on any minority or low-income populations in accordance with the provisions of EO
12898 (refer to Chapter 3, Noise, of the IS/MND).

Response to Comment 2: Pedestrian access points

Thank you for your comment regarding additional access points to the overcrossing. The
Project design team, together with SRJC staff and the SRJC design consultants, has
preliminarily explored staircase options on the east side of US 101. Based on anticipated
pedestrian demand and circulation on the SRJC campus, SRJC anticipates that a staircase
near the intersection of Elliott Avenue and Armory Drive would not be frequently used.
Pedestrian activity on Armory Drive is expected to remain low due to the design of future
SRJC buildings, as well as the location of pathways and building entrances which intends to
direct pedestrian activity towards the center of campus rather than towards Armory Drive.

The Project design team also studied staircase layout options on the west side of U.S. 101.
However, due to the limited amount of right of way available at the Dick’s and Patelco
property, a staircase cannot be added without acquiring additional right of way.

Based on these considerations, shortcut stairways are not anticipated to be included in the
final Project design.

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
Initial Study with Mitigated Negative Declaration G-46



Responses to Comments: Individuals

Response to Comment 3: Safe pathways

Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s concern regarding safe pathways west of the
bridge touchdown. There is an existing, 6-foot-wide sidewalk along the north side of
Edwards Avenue from Cleveland Avenue to Range Avenue. There are no current plans to
reduce the 25-mph speed limit on Edwards Avenue. The City will consider a speed limit
lower than 25-mph for Edwards Avenue when the California Vehicle Code (Section 22352)
allows a lower speed limit (15 mph) for areas other than alleys and near schools. Your
comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making
process on the Project.

Response to Comment 4: Lighting

Chapter 3, Aesthetics(d), of the IS/MND, discusses proposed lighting for the Project that
includes lights in the overcrossing railings, and at touchdown areas, and approaches that
would be directed toward the bicycle/pedestrian path.

Response to Comment 5: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed due to support from various stakeholders and its greater accessibility. Your
comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making
process on the Project.
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Froms Janet 8arocco [

Sent: Monday, June 29, 2020 2:11 PM
To: Nagle, Elizabeth@DOT
Subject: Bicycle/Pedestrian 101 Overcrossing

| EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |

Ms. Nagle,
I received notice about Zoom meeting fomorrow and hope to tune in.

We in the Jennings Avenue area west of the tracks have worked hard to get an east/west

Pedestrian/Bicycle rail crossing that would allow safe. easy access to the 101 Overcrossing.

The crossing has been stalled for years making it more dangerous and time consuming for us

on the west side to get east of the tracks, because we must cross busy Guerneville Road to do

so. What is the status of the proposed Jennings Ave rail crossing? ~ We would also like to
1 know what the status is of proposed Bicycle Boulevard on Jennings Avenue?

thank you,
Janet Barocco
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Response to Barocco, Janet
Response to Comment 1: Jennings Avenue Railway Crossing Project

The Jennings Avenue Railway Crossing Project is another integral piece of the City’s
Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan update 2018 for the north part of Santa Rosa. The
railway crossing project aims to provide accessibility to the Sonoma-Marin Area Rail Transit
(SMART) trail, local schools, commercial businesses, social services, and employment
centers, additionally it would allow greater access to the Project. The City recognizes the
strong community support for this railway crossing. The most recent update is that the
California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC) granted the City a two-year extension to build
the Jennings Avenue at grade crossing Project, which expires in September 2021. An
extension of the Jennings Avenue bicycle boulevard west of the rail tracks is planned once
the railway crossing is complete. There is currently no funding in the City’s Capital
Improvement Program to further study or implement the Jennings Avenue bicycle boulevard
west of the rail tracks.
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From: liz borto\otto_

Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:00 AM

To: Nagle, lizebeth @00

Subject: Highway 101 Bike/Pedestrian Overcrossing comment

|EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. l
Hello,

| am a Santa Rosa resident and | want to add my strong preference for
the Elliott option for a Highway 101 Bike/Pedestrian overcrossing.

An overcrossing is in both the city and the county's bicycle and pedestrian
master plans. This is by far the preferable choice. The Bear Cub Way
option is too near the SRJC parking garage and campus (and its traffic),
The Elliott option is near downtown or the SMART train (I ride downtown
to take the train). Its the better solution for a walkable option.

The current options (no overcrossing) are harrowing for cyclists. They
are either narrow or have high traffic density. Some are almost impossible for
pedestrians (Steele Lane).

Please consider these comments as you make your decisions. Thank you for
your consideration.

Best Regards,

Liz Bortolotto
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Response to Bortolotto, Liz
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed due to its proximity to the SMART train and greater walkability. Your concerns
regarding the Bear Cub Way Alternative being too close to the SRJC parking garage and
campus traffic is acknowledged. Your comment is noted for the record and will be
considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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From: Jim 72 I

Sent: Friday, June 26, 2020 9:42 AM
To: Nagle, Elizabeth@DOT
Subject: Bicycle/Pedestrian overpass

‘ EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. I

Hello,

| am writing to provide you with input about the proposed overpass over 101.

| personally think it is a very expensive and unnecessary project.

Especially during this time of pandemic and the ensuing fiscal disaster that is
confronting our State/City, these types of projects of limited merit, should be

1 mothballed until financial order can be restored. It will be years before State and local
finances can provide the funds that this unnecessary project will require. In the
interim, it would behoove the state and local officials to improve the existing bike and
pedestrian crossings. This can be accomplished with a much lower price tag and
provide immediate solutions to a problem that is not pressing.

Thanks

Jim Brai
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Response to Bray, Jim
Response to Comment 1: Support for the No Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should not be constructed due to the
cost. The Project is a key component of both the County’s and City’s Bicycle and Pedestrian
Master Plans and provides a safer connection for bicyclists and pedestrians between
regional transit services, businesses, residences, and the SRIC/SRHS campuses. Your
comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making
process on the Project.
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From: Jeff Brown
Sent: Friday, July 24, 2020 7:13 AM

To: Nagle, Efzabeth @00 N

Subject: Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
Dear Ms. Nagle,

As a resident of the Santa Rosa Juntor College neighborhood I feel the Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and

Pedestrian Overcrossing would help reduce the traffic congenstion that the Junoir Collage creates.

The Sonoma County Bicycle Coalition (SCBC) is pleased to offer these comments in support of the Santa Rosa
1S, Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing. We have reviewed the Proposed Mitigated Negative
Declaration and urge vou to grant environmental approval and construct the project.

SCBC has advocated for a 101 overcrossing since at least 2003, as part of our vision of a bicycle-friendly county. In
fact, we took legal action against Santa Rosa Junior College in 2004 regarding insufficient environmental review of
a proposed parking garage; our 2005 settlement required them fo contribute $1 mullion toward construction of an
overcrossing as well as necessary easements.

Highway 101 bifurcates Santa Rosa and makes east-west bicycle and pedestrian travel difficult and unsafe. The two
streets in the study area where crossing can be made, Steele Lane/Guerneville Road and College Avenue, are
heavily trafficked and do not have bike lanes for their entire length (Bike lanes that stop and start are often more
problematic that no lanes at all.) In addition, crossing under 101 at those locations involves crossing traffic that is
turning onto or off of the freeway: heavy comuute traffic combined with distracted driving makes crossing those
intersections a scary proposition. This is a high-collision corridor.

This overcrossing is a key component of both Sonoma County’s and Santa Rosa’s Bicycle & Pedestrian Master
Plans. It will connect Santa Rosa Junior College and Downtown Santa Rosa destinations with Coddingtown Mall
and the Sonoma Mann Area Rail Transit (SMART) station.

The study looks at two different crossing locations. From the user perspective, the Elliott Edwards location has

1 many benefits. The west end - 2 - is closer to the train station and shopping areas. It is also safer. The Bear Cub Way
location requires navigating the very busy entrance to the main parking garage and crossing the SRJIC campus.

Regardless of which alignment 1s chosen. the “no build™ option is unacceptable. This overcrossing is long overdue.
Thank you for yvour consideration.

Sincerely,

Jeffrey T. Brown
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Response to Brown, Jeffrey
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed due to its proximity to transit and businesses as well as safety considerations.
Your concerns with the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative related to potential conflicts
between users and vehicles within the SRJC campus are acknowledged. Your comment is
noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the
Project.
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Sent: Monday, July 13, 2020 11:493 AM

To: Nagle, Eizabeth.@00T

Ce: District5@sonoma-county.org <district5@scnoma-county.org>

Subject: Edwards Avenue Pedestrian Bridge Project Concerns

| EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |

I am very concerned and opposed to the proposed Bicycle and Pedestrian Bridge
Project attaching the east side to the west side of Santa Rosa connecting at Edwards
Avenue. The Edwards Avenue route would start approximately where the bus stop is
by Dick's Sporting Goods Store and cross the freeway to Elliot next to Santa Rosa
Junior College. The bus stop by Dick's Sporting Goods is already a problem and |
cannot fathom the rationale for placing it there. The previous bus stop was further
down Edwards Avenue and was serviced only by the City bus. Now the City bus is
the ONLY one that DOES NOT stop at the Edwards Avenue bus stop - but every
other bus does. We now have the Amfrak bus, unmarked buses that we have no idea
11 what they are, casino buses, and the MTA bus. People will park their cars on
Edwards Avenue, Dick's Sporting Goods, or Patelco Credit Union and leave them
there all day while they go on the bus to the casinos. Additionally, people waiting for
the buses eat and drink while they're waiting for their buses and all the garbage gets
thrown on the ground because there's no garbage canll There used to be but no-one
seemed to know who was responsible for emptying it, so it was removed. We've
even had homeless people set up camp in the bus stop. More traffic and congestion
to this area would be a nightmare. There are a number of apartments in the
neighborhood and insufficient parking for all the car owners. As a consequence, both
sides of Edwards Avenue are always packed with cars and the overflow also parks in
Dick's Sporting Goods and Patelco Credit Union parking lots. Please drive by any

2 time of the day or night and you will see full parking lots even when the businesses
are closed. Dick's Sporiing Goods has a sign warning people that they will be towed
for illegal parking. When they start enforcing that or barricading the parking lot at
night, | dread to think what will happen to all the traffic.

It's sometimes almost impossible to get out of Edwards Avenue to turn on to
Cleveland Avenue because of the heavy traffic Most people cut through the parking

3 lot at Dick's Sporting Goods, and across the Macy's parking lot in order to use the
traffic light there to access Cleveland. WE NEED A TRAFFIC LIGHT AT EDWARDS
AND CLEVELAND.

| We residents of Edwards Avenue already have more than enough congestion and
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Brown, June
Page 2 of 2

traffic to deal with. Undoubtedly, a number of JC students will likely choose to park in
our neighborhood and walk over the pedestrian bridge in a neighborhood ALREADY
overrun with traffic, congestion, and insurmountable parking issues. The long-term
impacts of this plan are extremely unfair and a real detriment to the residents who are
already dealing with too much inconvenience. I'm also concerned about the short-
term impact of this proposed project caused by years of heavy construction, blocked
5 streets, traffic delays, noise, heavy construction equipment, and vibrations to our
homes caused by the construction. The streets are already badly in need of repaving
so | hope that was taken into consideration when drafting this plan.

Please consider the alternative location of Bear Cub Way for this bicycle/pedestrian
6 |crossing which is further south on Cleveland Avenue and located in a non-residential

area. It will have far less negative consequences to the neighborhood.

Sincerely,

June Brown
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Responses to Brown, June
Response to Comment 1: Bus stop on Edwards Avenue

The Project will move the existing bus stop on Edwards Avenue closer to the Patelco Credit
Union and intersection with Cleveland Avenue. The City has been working with Amtrak to
move their service to downtown, which is expected to occur in the first half of 2021. The
Mendocino Transit Authority (MTA) bus uses the existing bus stop on Edwards Avenue to
connect with the Amtrak bus and would also reroute their service to connect downtown. The
City, in partnership with Caltrans and SCTA, will continue to seek public input on the design
of the relocated bus stop on Edwards Avenue including trash collection facilities. Please see
Table G-1 for the response to Common Comment “PUB-1, Homeless concerns.” Your
comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making
process on the Project.

Response to Comment 2: Parking

Caltrans notes the commenter’s concern regarding parking on Edwards Avenue. Caltrans
has considered the impacts on parking, please see Table G-1 for the response to Common
Comment “TRA-1, Parking.”

Response to Comment 3: Edwards and Cleveland Avenue traffic light

Caltrans notes the commenter’s concerns regarding adding a traffic light at Edwards
Avenue and Cleveland Avenue. Caltrans has considered the impacts on vehicular traffic at
the Cleveland Avenue and Edwards Avenue intersection and, in consultation with the City,
has determined that the Project would not substantially increase vehicular traffic at the
intersection. Please see Table G-1 for the response to Common Comment “TRA-2,
Traffic lights.”

Response to Comment 4: Neighborhood congestion

The Project is intended to allow non-vehicular access across U.S. 101 for pedestrians and
bicyclists. As a multi-modal improvement, the Project is not anticipated to result in a
significant number of vehicular trips. Please see Table G-1 for the responses to Common
Comments “TRA-1, Parking” and “TRA-2, Traffic lights.”

Response to Comment 5: Short-term construction impacts

Caltrans notes the commenter’s concern regarding short-term construction impacts. Please
see Table G-1 for the response to Common Comment “CST-1, Construction duration.”
As described in Chapter 3, Noise(b), of the IS/IMND, the Project will implement a
construction vibration monitoring plan to reduce the impact of groundborne vibration during
construction to a less than significant level.
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Response to Comment 6: Bear Cub Way Build Alternative preference

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative should be
constructed for the reasons included in your comment letter. Your comment is noted for the
record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Bush, Steve
Page 1 of 1

From: Steve Bush_

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 7:41 PM

To: Nagle, izzbeth @00

Subject: Pedestrian bridge across 101

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |

Hello Ms. Nagle.

I am writing in support of the proposed pedesirian bridge across 101 in Santa Rosa. I am a
cyclist and a SMART train commuter and having that bridge will provide a much safer means
of getting to that side of town to shop and catch the train. I am 100% behind this project and
look forward to its completion. Thank you for all your efforts and hard work.

Steve Bush

Steve Bush
Kindergarten Teacher
Sonoma Country Day School

“Actions express priorities,” Mahatma Gandhi
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Response to Bush, Steve
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed to provide a
safer option to access the SMART station and shopping on the west side of U.S. 101. Your
comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making
process on the Project.
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Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 1:13 PM

To: Nagle, Ezabetne oo

Subject: Hwy 101 Bike/Ped Bridge

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.‘

Hello,

I would like to express my strong support for the construction of the Highway 101 Bike/Ped Bridge in
Santa Rosa. | have a slight preference for the Elliot-Edwards Alternative, but in general it is most
important to me that the bridge be built, as soon as possible. We residents are desperate for a safe
crossing of Hwy 101 for bicyclists and pedestrians in north Santa Rosa. The "No-Build" option is NOT

acceptable!

Thank you,
Autumn Buss
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Response to Buss, Autumn
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative
Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed and your

preference for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative. Your comment is noted for the record
and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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From: Meredith Caplan_

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 7:25 PM

To: Nagle,etzabetn oo [

Subject: Re: 101 Bike/Ped Overcrossing--Thank you!

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.

Hello Elizabeth Nagle,
I am writing to thank you for planning the building of the Bike/Pd Overcrossing on Elliot Avenue.
I have been waiting for this for over twenty years. It will be a much safer way to get from the Jr.
1 College area to the mall and the Smart Train station. We are a bicycle and mass transit family. so
this is a godsend for us.
Thank you!! Meredith Caplan. Teacher in Santa Rosa
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Response to Caplan, Meredith
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed to provide safer access from the Junior College neighborhood to Coddingtown
Mall and the SMART train station. Your comment is noted for the record and will be
considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 11:50 AM

To: Nagle, Elizabeth@[lm_

Subject: 101 overcrossing to Santa Rosa IC

[EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
|1 support the Ellion/Edwards overcrossing and think this is necessary for bike and ped safely.

1
Greg Ceni
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Response to Ceniceroz, Greg
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative
Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be

constructed to increase bicycle and pedestrian safety. Your comment is noted for the record
and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Chan Family
Page 1 of 1

rrorn I

Sent: Tuesday, July 14, 2020 5:07 PM

To: Nage, Eizsbets @00

Subject: Pedestrian/bicycle bridge over 101 freeway

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.|
Dear Elizabeth Nagle,

This is Chan's Family resides at_ since 2003, My family concerns about the

environmental, crimes and parking if the City of Santa Rosa and Cal Trans are planning to build a
pedestrian/bicycle bridge over the 101 freeway attaching the west side of Santa Rosa to the East
side. This will be long term impact direct to our neighborhood. The Chan's family will disagree this
project and | do believe others residents will also agree.

Thank you,

The Chan's family.
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Response to Chan Family

Response to Comment 1: Concerns on crime and parking and support for the No-
Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should not be constructed for the
reasons included in your comment letter. Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s concerns
regarding crime and parking. Please refer to Table G-1 for responses to Common
Comments “PUB-2, Crime” and “TRA-1, Parking.” Your comment is noted for the record
and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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rrom: i |

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 1:46 PM

To: Nagle, Ezabeth @00

Subject: bike/pedestrian bridge

| EXTERMAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
Dear Caltrans,

| am just writing to express my strong support for a bike pedestrian bridge over
1 highway 101. This is an extremely important project that will enable people to safely
cross the highway. | look forward to seeing this project happen in the near future.

Thank you,

Julie Chasen
Santa Rosa, CA
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Responses to Comments: Individuals

Response to Chasen, Julie
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project
Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed to increase

safety for users crossing U.S. 101. Your comment is noted for the record and will be
considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Clark, Benjamin L.
Page 1 of 1

From: senjomin . Clor [

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 4:27 PM
To: Nagle, Elizabeth@DOT
Subject: Santa Rosa bicycle/ped bridge

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |

Dear Elizabeth,

I'm writing in support of a bicycle/ pedestrian bridge over the 101 in Santa Rosa.
As a bicycle commuter in Santa Rosa, from roughly Hwy 12 and Calistoga Rd, to the
Schulz Museum, where I'm employed, the scariest stretch is on Steele Lane and
crossing under the 101. Especially in the evenings when traffic is higher, and there
are longer stretches where, because of no bike lanes, I'm forced to ride among
drivers eager to get onto the southbound 101. Once under the overpass, where the
1| bike lane begins, it's much safer.

Last August, | was hit by a car while cycling at 4th Ave. and Brookwood on my
maorning commute. | still get more nervous riding on Steele Lane than when | pass
that spot where | broke my shoulder and hand, left bleeding by a hit-and-run driver.

So, please add this much-needed infrastructure, expanding safe routes for
Sonoma County's cyclists doing their part to reduce emissions and be active. We love
cycling and safer infrastructure encourages more people to get on a bike. Study after
study have shown this to be the case. Increasing infrastructure for safe cycling is a
great investment in our community.
https://bicyele-research uedavis. edu/research/bicyele-infrastructure/

Thank you,
Benjamin L Clark
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Responses to Comments: Individuals

Response to Clark, Benjamin L.
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project
Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed to increase

safety and reduce air pollutant emissions. Your comment is noted for the record and will be
considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Coish, Debi
Page 1 of 1

From: Debi o [

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 11:44 AM

To: Nagle, Eizabeth@ boT I

Subject: BIKE & PEDESTRIAN CROSSING OVER HWY 101 in Santa Rosa

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.‘
REASONS FOR:

» Crossing under 101 at College Ave or Steele Lane is dangerous for cyclists.

« This is a high-traffic, high-collision corridor.

« The overcrossing is in both the city and the county's bicycle & pedestrian master plans.
1 « |t provides vital links between downtown, SRIC, Coddingtown, and the SMART station.
+ The Elliott option is closer to SMART and Coddingtown.

« The Bear Cub Way option requires navigating the busy entrance to the SRIC parking

garage and crossing campus.

Debi Coish
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Response to Coish, Debi
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed to allow for
safer crossing of U.S. 101, to implement local bicycle and pedestrian master plans, and to
link SRJC to Coddingtown and the SMART train station. Your preference for the Edwards-
Elliott Build Alternative due to its perceived proximity to the mall and train station and your
concerns regarding the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative related to potential conflicts
between users and vehicles within the SRJC campus are acknowledged. Your comment is
noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the
Project.
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Copestakes, Vesta
Page 1 of 2

From: Vesta Copestakes _

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 12:07 PM

To: Nagle, Elzabeth@ o™ I

Subject: HIGHWAY 101 BIKE/PED OVERCROSSING

| EXTERMAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |

Please approve the Edwards-Elliot route for the over-crossing because it has greater access to
pedestrian/bicycle access for the higher-density neighborhoods on the west side of 101 that
lead to the SRIC campus and therefore the SR high school campus as well.

1 | The mtersection at Steele Lane at Hwy 101 15 dangerous for bicyclists and pedestrians et if 1s
the most commonly taken route because 1t’s so centrally located. People can find their way fo
their destinations (once they cross under Hwy 101) - mostly the two schools through
neighborhoods on the east side - which is a problem for the neighbors. If they cross at Elliot
they will be coming through Coddingtown to reach Edwards which 1s MUCH safer than Steele
Lane.

If you don't live here you might think the Bear Cub access makes more sense because 1t enters
the athletic fields, ete of the two adjomming campuses - BUT - when you DO LIVE HERE you
know how people walk and ride to get from the west to the east side to go to school. Once they
have crossed the lnghway they are basically on campus so can easily find their way to where
they need to go THROUGH the two school campuses.

Making it easy to find and easy to use 15 essential to getting this over-crossing used. Please
make it easy AND SAFE for our students and those who choose to commute by bicycle and
foot

Thank you for your consideration.
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Copestakes, Vesta
Page 2 of 2
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Responses to Copestakes, Vesta
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed since it provides greater bicycle and pedestrian access from high-density
residential development on the west side of U.S. 101 to the SRJC and SRHS campuses on
the east side of U.S. 101. Your opinion that this alternative would be safer than using the
existing Steele Lane undercrossing is also acknowledged. Your comment is noted for the
record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.

Response to Comment 2: Access and ease of use

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative would provide
easier access to both SRJC and SRHS and would have greater use. Your comment is
noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the
Project.
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Cortez, Heriberto
Page 1 of 1

Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2020 4:54 PM

To: Negl, Eizabetn@ooT [

Subject: Pedestrian/bicycle bridge

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |

Good afternoon,

I live on Edwards Ave and been here for the past 5 years. I enjoy my neighborhood a lot. I'm
very concerned of the new plan that city of Santa Rosa has for our street. My main concern 1s
1 parking . We already have a lot of neighbors that park their vehicles on Edwards. If they put in
this new bicycle route then these people will park their vehicles on our street and leave us to
find parking on a different street which I will not be happy about . Plus I think it’s will bring
more Traffic and the possibility more crime to our neighborhood.
I think hhe best option we have here is for the city to used Bear Club Way.

2

£

3

Very Concerned resident,
Heriberto Cortez

Sent from my 1Phone
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Responses to Comments: Individuals

Responses to Cortez, Heriberto
Response to Comment 1: Parking

Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s concerns regarding parking. Please refer to Table
G-1 for responses to Common Comment “TRA-1, Parking.”

Response to Comment 2: Crime in the neighborhood

Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s concerns regarding the potential increase of crime
within the Edwards neighborhood as a result of the Project. Please refer to Table G-1 for
responses to Common Comment “PUB-2, Crime.”

Response to Comment 3: Support for the Bear Cub Way Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed at the Bear Cub

Way Alignment as the best option. Your comment is noted for the record and will be
considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Culver, Christine
Page 1 of 1

----- Original Message-----

From: Christine Culver

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 9:18 AM

To: Nagle. Elizabeth@DOT

Subject: SR Bicycle Pedestrian over-crossing

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.

Of the two proposed crossings I prefer the Bear Cub crossing alternative. This is a better mid-way between College
11 Ave and Steele Lane.

Christine Culver

(Sent from my device with a teeny tiny key pad- please excuse the typos and shortness of this message)
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Response to Culver, Christine
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Bear Cub Way Alternative should be
constructed as it represents a better midway point between College Avenue and Steele
Lane. Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-
making process on the Project.
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DaCosta, Jorge
Page 1 of 1

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 1:06 PM

To: Nagle, Eizabetn @00 I

Subject: community input Highway 101 Bicycle & Pedestrian Bridge

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
Dear Ms. Nagle:

| am writing to express my strong support for the Highway 101 Bicycle & Pedestrian Bridge in
Santa Rosa, California. As a resident of Santa Rosa living close to the proposed location and as
an employee of the nearby campus of the Santa Rosa Junior College, | see daily the ways in
which this project would make sense.

* The main routes crossing highway 101 (Steele Lane and College Avenue) are both very busy
and dangerous routes. A bridge would be a much safer alternative for pedestrian and bicycle
traffic.

* There are several schools and other institutions (businesses, shopping, public services,
entertainment) in the immediate vicinity. A bridge would make a dedicated and more
convenient access route to these destinations for local residents.

* At a time when environmental impact is a serious consideration of city development, this
project would go far in encouraging residents to use more environmentally friendly
transportation options.

* The bridge would provide more opportunities for improving the health of the community.
Having a dedicated route for bike riding and walking would, as a means of exercise and
alternative transportation, lead to better health outcomes (more exercise, recreation, and a
decrease in vehicle emissions).

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,

Jorge DaCosta
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Responses to Comments: Individuals

Response to DaCosta, Jorge
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed to improve
bicycle and pedestrian safety, provide greater access to schools and institutions, increase
transportation options, and improve community health. Your comment is noted for the
record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project
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De La Chapelle, Trina
Page 1 of 1

From: Trina De La C'hape]leF
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 3:05

To: Nagle, Elizabeth@DOT
Subject: Pedestrian Bridge over 101

EXTERNAL EMATL. Links/attachments may not be safe.
Dear Ms. Nagle.
I live in the Ridgway neighborhood of Santa Rosa, which is actually adjacent to both the Santa Rosa Junior College
and Santa Rosa High. I am VERY excited about getting this pedestrian bridge because of the massive population of
1 people that drive from the west side of town east whenever school 1s in session.
I prefer the Bear Cub alternative because that 1s closer to both the JC and the high school.
[ wanted to listen to the whole audio of the meeting to learn more about the options for configuration but it is way
too long for me to listen fo if. Is there a way for me to learn about the possible configurations without having to
listen to the enfire audio of the meeting?
Thank you,
Trina de La Chapelle

Sent from my iPhone
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Responses to Comments: Individuals

Response to De La Chapelle, Trina
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative should be
constructed due to its proximity to both the SRJC and SRHS campuses. Your comment is
noted for the record and will be considered by Caltrans as part of its decision-making
process on the Project.

Response to Comment 2: Audio from the meeting and Build Alternatives
The City provided additional information regarding the Project and the two Build Alternatives

which is available on the City’s website at: https://srcity.org/750/Highway-101-Bicycle-
Pedestrian-Bridge.
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Dektor, Christine
Page 1 of 2

From: Christine Dekter <stegodek@yahoo.com=
Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 3:36 PM

To: Nagle, Eizabetr 00T
ce: Tom schwecineim . =~ -~
sascon

Subject: Comment on the US Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing in Santa Rosa

EXTERNAL EMATL. Links/attachments may not be safe.

Caltrans District 4
ATTN: Elizabeth Nagle, Associate Environmental Planner
P O. Box 236600akland, CA 94623-0660

Dear Ms. Nagle,

Thank you for the opportumty to comment on the Initial Study and Proposed Negative Declaration.
As a Santa Rosan, and member of the City's Bicycle and Pedestrnian Advisory Board, I am excited to
see this project inching closer to reality. As noted in the Imitial Study. bicycle and pedestrian
circulation across Highway 101 is difficult in northern Santa Rosa, and a connection in this area will
be welcomed by the community.

The overcrossing has been a prionty project in both the 2010 and 2018 Bicycle and Pedestrian
Master Plans (https://urldefense com/v3/  htips://sreity.org/2711/Bicycle-and-Pedestnian-Master-
Plan_ NLWi6xHDyvrAluNHZ;U_REy6VOZERd2-

qviD[9qr9EOBCrTq40agfL.T3k_yhvll 38hR4kPem-z8CZLCuymE3IGVS ). and our first goal in the
2018 Plan 1s to increase access and comfort by designing bicycle and pedestrian facilities that are
accessible and comfortable for people of all ages and abilities to use. We also noted in Design Policy
#3_ to build a Low Stress Bikeway Network suitable for the “Interested but Concerned.” to include
people of all ages and ability levels nding bicycles. I believe this imncludes not only the design of the
facality, but also the location of the facility. It 15 important that the facility 1s 15 1n an area that wnvites
access and interest from all parties, and I believe the Elliott'Edwards location 1s the better of the two
options m meeting this goal. A key to making people feel safe and comforiable 15 to have a lot of
"eyes" on the area. such as in a neighborhood. The northern location will not only include nearby
neighborhoods, but also regularly frequented campuses on both ends (Coddingtown Mall and SRIC)
providing "eyes” every day of the week. The Bear Cub Way alternative, would limit the "eves" on
the overcrossing to weekdays and normal working hours. This would not offer the same type of
comfortable location and, I believe, would drive away many of the "Interested but Concerned”
citizens.

1 | Policy #3 in the 2018 BPMP 1s to design accessible, comfortable, and continuous off-street paths that
contribute to the framework of Santa Rosa’s active transportation network. Due to the
Elhott/Edwards proposed path's proxinuty to the North Santa Rosa SMART Station and the
Coddingtown Transit Facility, 1t 1s the much more direct way fo connect the northeast side of Santa
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Responses to Comments: Individuals

Dektor, Christine
Page 2 of 2

Rosa to local and regional transit options. In addition. it is the closest opportunity to create an off-
street path to Guerneville Road, a major vehicular East-West corridor.

Lastly. the Elliott/Edwards alternative also includes more direct access to areas of mterest on both
sides of the highway, such as Coddingtown Mall. post office facilities, the SRIC, and the Big
Lots/CVS shopping center on Mendocino Ave.

Thank vou for your consideration: I look forward to hearing about the final decision.
Respectfully,

Christine Dektor
Santa Rosa Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Board Member
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Response to Dektor, Christine
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed due to its location in an active area connecting Coddingtown Mall and SRJC,
proximity to transit services, and other services such as the post office and commercial
services on Mendocino Avenue. Your concern related to the reduced activity in the location
of the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative and potential for a reduction in users due to safety
concerns is acknowledged. Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered as
part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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deLong, Jim
Page 1 of 1

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 1:13 PM

To: Nagie, Eizabeche ooT I

Subject: Bicycle overcrossing

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
Hello Elizabeth,

| just wanted to express my strong support for the Bicycle over crossing at the Junior College.
College Ave and Steele Lane are both very dangerous and unfriendly for cyclists. This over crossing
would be a much better and safer alternative. The OC would also provide a much needed bicycle

safe link between the JC Coddingtown and SMART.

| have lived in Santa Rosa all my life and am also a cyclist. | believe that this is a much overdue safe

addition to the city’s bicycle and pedestrian plan.
Thank you for your consideration.

Jim delong
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Response to deLong, Jim
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed to provide a
safer alternative for cyclists to access SRJC, Coddingtown Mall, and the SMART train
station than are currently provided the College Avenue and Steele Lane undercrossings.
Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making
process on the Project.
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Donaghy, Jimmy
Page 1 of 1

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 2:26 PM

To: Negle, Eizabetn @00 I

Subject: re: Santa Rosa bicycle crossing

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |

Hi Elizabeth, my name is Jimmy Donaghy, a lifelong Santa Rosan, and avid cyclist. Every
time I ride from the East side of town to the West side of town I have two main choices,
College Avenue, or Steele lane. Both options are extremely dangerous for cyclist as lanes
shift, drivers are merging onto the freeway, and this area 1s always congested. Each of these 1s
a high-traffic, high-collision corridor. Every single time I ride through them I am acutely
aware that my life could end because of one careless driver.

I'm writing you today to support a bicycle bridge at Elliott Avenue. The overcrossing is in
both the city and county bicycle and pedestrian master plans and it would provide a safe
alternative to College and Steele, and connect downtown, SRJIC, Coddingtown and the
SMART station.

Thank you for your consideration.

T i.].'rm1i-' Dona ihi-'
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Response to Donaghy, Jimmy
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed to implement local bicycle and pedestrian master plans, provide a safer
alternative to College Avenue and Steele Lanes, and connect downtown, SRJC,
Coddingtown Mall, and the SMART train station. Your comment is noted for the record and
will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Dupre, Marsha
Page 1 of 1

From: Marsha Dupre <marshad@saonic.net=
Sent: Thursday, June 25, 2020 5:40:32 PM

To: Jason L. Nutt -:_; Chris Cat:-agan_::-; Magle, Elizabeth@DOT

Subject: RE: Virtual Public Meeting - Hwy. 101 Bicycle & Pedestrian Overcrossing 6.30.20

EXTERMNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.
Dear Jason, Chris, and Elizabeth,

WOW — looks like you've accumulated all the background info., but | haven’t had time to totally search.
Have you emailed/contacted all those from SCBC, SMART, SRIC, and reps. from the American Lung Assoc.

1 who attended the myriad meetings with this announcement? | clearly recall that the Wayfinding concept
to The Schulz Museum and Charles M. Schulz’ art were approved by lean Schulz and son Craig Schulz. |am
hoping that a personal invitation has been extended to them also.

Pl. advise.
THANES,
Marsha

From: The City of Santa Rosa [mailto:srcity.org@service.govdelivery.com]

Sent: Wednesday, June 24, 2020 12:12 PM

To: marshad@sonic.naet

Subject: Virtual Public Meeting - Hwy 101 Bicycle & Pedestrian Overcrossing 6.30.20
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Response to Dupre, Marsha
Response to Comment 1: Local Organizations

Caltrans and the City provided notice of the IS/MND in English and Spanish to properties
within a 1,000-foot radius of the Project and also provided the notice to a mailing list of past
interested parties (refer to Chapter 4, Comments and Coordination, of the IS/MND). Local
organizations such as SCBC, SMART, The Schulz Museum and SRJC have provided
comments on the IS/MND. The comment is noted for the record and will be considered as
part of the decision-making process on the Project.

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
Initial Study with Mitigated Negative Declaration G-95



Responses to Comments: Individuals

Eberly, John
Page 1 of 1 (July 21, 2020)

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 12:18 PM

To: Negle, Eizabeth @00 I

Subject: Santa Rosa Overcrossing

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |

Dear Ms. Nagle:

I would like to offer these comments in support of the Santa
Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing. I
urge you to grant environmental approval and construct the
project.

I have ridden my bicycle for nearly 25 yesars in the Santa Rosa
area and this project is long overdus. Highway 101 bifurcates
Santa Rosa and makes east-west bicycle and pedestrian travel
difficult and unsafe. The two streets in the study area where
crossing can be made, Steele Lane/Guerneville Road and College
Avenue, are heavily trafficked and do not have bike lanes for
their entire length. (Bike lanes that stop and start are often
more problematic that no lanes at all.) In addition, crossing
under 101 at those locations involves crossing traffic that is
turning onto or off of the freeway; heavy commute traffic
combined with distracted driving makes crossing those
intersections a scary proposition. This is a high-collision

corridor.
This overcrossing is a key component of both Sonoma County's
and Santa Rosa’'s Bicycle & Pedestrian Master Plans. It will

connect Santa Rosa Junior College and Downtown Santa Rosa
destinations with Coddingtown Mall and the Sonoma Marin Area
Rail Transit (SMART) station. The study looks at two different
crossing locations. From my perspective, the Elliott/Edwards

4 | location has many benefits. The west end is closer to the train
station and shoppling areas. It 1s also safer. The Bear Cub Way
location requires navigating the wery busy entrance to the main
parking garage and crossing the SRJIC campus.
Regardless of which alignment is chosen, the “no build” option
is unacceptable. This overcrossing is critical to protect
cyclists and pedestrians.
Thank you for your consideration.

W
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Response to Eberly, John
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed due to its proximity to transit and businesses as well as safety considerations.
Your concerns with the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative related to potential conflicts
between users and vehicles within the SRJC campus are acknowledged. Your comment is
noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the
Project.
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Fitzgerald, John
Page 1 of 1

From: John Fitzgerald_

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 9:31 PM

To: Nagle, Eizabeth @00

Subject: Bike/ped over crossing 101 Santa Rosa

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.

Hello Elizabeth,

I'm writing i favor of the proposed project for the over pass to connect to our Junior College. Please
1| consider my opinion in the decision and thank you for your involvement in making our community a

better biking experience.

John Fitzgerald

Santa Rosa resident

Sent from my 1Phone
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Response to Fitzgerald, John
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed. Your comment
is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on
the Project.
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Flanary, David
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----- Omnginal Message--——-

Sent: Wednesday, July 15, 48 PL
To: Nagie. ElaaberteoT [

Subject: Hwy 101 bicycle overpass

EXTERNAL EMATL. Links/attachments may not be safe.

Hi- I have lived in Santa Rosa for 35 years and ride my bicycle very regularly. Yes CYCLING/pedestrian access
will make it so that we do not have to use steel Lane or College Avenue. Both of these are heavily traveled and scary

1| onabike ( especially during commuting time). Please build this access - it will make streets safer and benefit our
town for generations.

Sincerely.
David Flanary

Dave
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Response to Flanary, David
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project
Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed to increase

safety for bicycles and pedestrians. Your comment is noted for the record and will be
considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Flory, Eron
Page 1 of 1

From: eronfory@gmail<or

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 7:37 PM

To: Nagle, Eizabeth @00

Subject: Please Support the HWY 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing in Santa Rosa

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. ‘

Hello,

| am writing to support the Highway 101 bicycle and pedestrian overcrossing. | have been
commuting by bicycles for years and have found the current closest options to be very dangerous,

crossing freeway off and on ramp.

Sincerely,
Eron Flory
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Response to Flory, Eron
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project
Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed to increase

safety for bicycles and pedestrians. Your comment is noted for the record and will be
considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Forrester, Alexa
Page 1 of 1

Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 2:32 FM

To: Nagie, Eizabets @00

Subject: Bike/Ped Bridge crossing 101

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
Dear Ms. Nagel,

I am a resident of Santa Rosa, CA and a professor at Santa Rosa Junior College. I am writing
to express my enthusiastic support for a bike and pedestrian crossing highway 101 in Santa
Rosa, and in particular in support of the Elliott - Edwards option.

Allowing students and staff easy, safe, car-free access to the retail and dining amenities at the
Coddingtown mall will help reduce car traffic and vehicle nules traveled enormously,
especially when the JC completes its student housmng units planned for the corner of Armory
Dr. and Elliott.

I began my job at the JC nearly 10 years ago and have been wishing for a bike/ped bridge ever
since. I am so glad this project 1s moving forward.

All best,
Alexa Forrester
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Response to Forrester, Alexa
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed to allow SRJC students and staff safe bicycle and pedestrian access to
Coddingtown Mall that will also serve to reduce VMT. Your comment is noted for the record
and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Gallegos, Paula
Page 1 of 1

Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2020 10:46 PM

To: Nagle, Eizabeth @00

Ce: district5 @sonoma-county.org <district5 @sonoma-county.org>

Subject: Yes-Bear Cub Way for the pedestrian/bicycle bridge

| EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
Tuly 23,2020

Dear Ms. Nagle,

Edwards Avenue, Santa Rosa CA, 15 a proposed street for the construction of the
pedestrian/bicyele bridge over 101 to Santa Rosa Junior College (SRIC/ JC). As a resident, I
am writing to vote against our street being used as a conduit for the building of the bridge.
There are many reasons that Edwards Avenue 15 nor a good choice for this project. Edwards
1| Avenue cannot sustain the already congested area it has become. The street 15 full of vehicles
from the residents with the overflow cars crossing over to Dick’s parking lot. We have many
children not only from the families who live here but also from the two pre-school/nursery

o| businesses on our Street. Edwards Avenue has become quite the public thoroughfare with
driver’s who speed through the neighborhood regardless of the speed limat. (an issue that has
also been taken up with the City of Santa Rosa with no lasting effect). Unfortunately this area
already has its share of homeless, truants and loiterers who have increased an unstable

3| environment for the residences. The many issues just on our street alone are the many 1ssues
that the city 1s trying to deal with across our county.

It 1s clear to me that the other proposed location, Bear Cub Way, which by name, already has
4| the association to the JC. and the fact that it 1s a non-residential area is the most logical area
for the construction of the bridge.

I appreciate your time m taking to read this email and take to heart the impact this will have on
all the residents and families on Edwards Ave.

Simcerely,

Paula Gallegos
Edwards Avenue Resident

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
Initial Study with Mitigated Negative Declaration G-106



Responses to Comments: Individuals

Responses to Gallegos, Paula
Response to Comment 1: Parking

Thank you for your comment related to congestion of Edwards Avenue. Please refer to
Table G-1 Common Comment “TRA-1, Parking.”

Response to Comment 2: Vehicle speeds

The Project is intended to increase bicycle and pedestrian activity and would not increase
vehicle use in the area. Regarding vehicle speed, the City will consider a speed limit lower
than 25-mph for Edwards Avenue when the California Vehicle Code [CVC (Section 22352)]
allows a lower speed limit (15 mph) for areas other than alleys and near schools. The
Project includes pedestrian improvements to Edwards Avenue including a crosswalk, to
allow safe access from the south side of the roadway to the western touchdown of the
overcrossing.

Response to Comment 3: Homeless concerns

For the commenter’s concerns regarding homelessness, please refer to Table G-1
Common Comment “PUB-1, Homeless Concerns.”

Response to Comment 4: Support for the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative should be
constructed due to your concerns related to residences on Edwards Avenue. Your
comments and concerns have been noted for the record and will be considered as part of
the decision-making process on the Project.
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Giovannini, Nancy
Page 1 of 1

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 11:57 AM

To: Nagl,Eizabetn 00T

Subject: Highway 101 Bicycle & Pedestrian Bridge

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
Hi Elizabeth,

| wanted to voice my support of this Santa Rosa project. An overcrossing for cyclists and pedestrians is a
long time in coming. The crossing under Hwy 101 at College or Steel Lane by bike is dangerous to say
the least. Neither road is conducive to safe cycling on either side of 101. An overcrossing would give us a
1 much safer and vital link between SRJC/SRHS, Coddingtown and the Smart train.

The Elliot option would be the much preferred choice as it is closer to Smart and Coddingtown. Plus
cyclists and pedestrians don't have to navigate the busy entrance to the SRJC parking garage. Keeping
vulnerable road users away from vehicles as much as possible will encourage more alternative
transportation.

Thank you for your consideration.
Respectiully,

Nancy Giovannini
Fulton, CA
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Response to Giovannini, Nancy
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed to provide a safer link between the SRJC/SRHS, Coddingtown Mall, and
SMART train station while avoiding the congested area of the SRJC parking garage. Your
comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making
process on the Project.
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Greenberg, Johanna
Page 1 of 1
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From: Johanna Greenberg W
Sent: Thursday. July 16, 2 :

To: Nagle, Elizabeth@DOT
Subject: Comments on pedestrian and bicycle bridges over 101 fwry

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.

Yes!
it’s great ideal!

1) PLEAAASSEE be sure to leave enough room for bicycles and electronic bikes (frequently wider than regular
ones) on the bike routes; and enough room for wheelchairs on the pedestrian sections!!

2) Frequently. motorized scooters that should be on streets. or even the smaller ones that should be in bikelanes,
cruise the sidewalks and that is super dangerous for the walkers and wheelchair nders.
This should be illegal and is an important rule that needs to be worked out and stated clearly.

3) Please make a distinction about what kinds of wheelchairs and wheeled “carriers™ are allowed on the pedestrian
walkways vs the bikeways.

Some wheelchair users use hand bikes (especially if due to shoulder injuries they can’t push chairs in a traditional
manner) that aren’t like bicycles because they only go as fast as a wheelchair or a jogger; yet they are different than
a rolling wheelchair.

Both are hand-powered.

The hand powered handcycles could be allowed on the walloways because they are so slow and as wide or wider
than a wheelchair and would hold up bike traffic; and because they have no gas or e-motor to move them along.

Then there are the 4 wheeled power chairs and handicapped electric scooters—where do they fit in?
Iz it a speed consideration or a motor consideration? or a width consideration?

Anvway, to avoid discord and bad feeling in the future, these questions. rules, and adequate spacing for all — safely,
should be worked out in advance and clearly stated /presented on a sign somewhere on the bridges.

4} Can yvou PLEAASSE widen the wallkoway over Hearn Ave bridge as well? It's not only too narrow for a
wheelchair to use, but a wheelchair cannot get up onto it... :(

JGreenberg
SR. SoCo
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Responses to Greenberg, Johanna
Response to Comment 1: Enough space for both bicycles and pedestrians

Thank you for sharing your concern on the width and mode separation for bicycles and
wheelchairs. The proposed design for the Project exceeds Caltrans best design practices
for width and mode separation to avoid conflicts between users as described below:

Path Width - Per Section 1003.1.3.A of the Caltrans Highway Design Manual, a bicycle and
pedestrian overcrossing must have a minimum clear width of 10 feet. The proposed design
provides for an overall minimum clear width of 14.5 feet (refer to Section 2.3, Proposed
Project, of the IS/MND). This pathway width improves safety along the overcrossing and
approaches by improving sightlines, increasing visibility through railings and fencing, and by
providing increased space to avoid conflicts between users. The mode separation feature
(refer to Figure G-2) proposed for the Project would make it more comfortable for slower-
moving pedestrians to use the walking lane and remain out of the way of faster-moving
wheeled users on the cycle track. However, should it be necessary, passing slower bicycle
and pedestrian users is made safer by the ample pathway width and clear sightlines (refer
to Figure G-2) of the Project.

Mode Separation Between Cyclists and Pedestrians — Neither National Association of City
Transportation Officials (NACTO), Federal Highway Administration (FHWA), ADA, nor the
Caltrans Highway Design Manual require mode separation for Class | shared-use
pathways; however, the Project does provide for mode separation to improve safety.
Specifically, the Project’s pathway comprises a 5-foot-wide walking lane, an 8-foot-wide
two-way cycle track, and a shoulder adjacent to the bikeway (refer to Section 2.3, Proposed
Project, of the IS/MND). Pavement markings and different surface treatments identify the
walking lane from the cycling track. The proposed mode separation device between the
pedestrian and bicycle sides of the pathway consists of a 1.5-inch-tall, 6-inch-wide
mountable curb, angled at approximately 18 degrees. The mountable curb would be
painted to match standard lane striping. This mode separation feature reduces conflict
between travel modes by allowing cyclists and pedestrians to better anticipate paths and
directions of movement, pass slower users when it is safe to do so, and focus more on how
they will transition to either the sidewalk, or to the bike routes at the landing areas.
Additionally, the Project would use different pavement colors and textures to distinguish
areas intended for pedestrians or mode mixing, from areas intended for faster-moving
wheeled users. For cyclists descending toward the landing areas, the pavement changes
will alert them of the need to slow down and watch out for other modes of transportation.
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Figur G-2: View of Mode Separation on Overcrossing Ramp
Response to Comment 2: Motorized Scooters

Thank you for your concern regarding motorized scooter use of the Project. Unless
prohibited by local ordinance, motorized scooters or e-scooters can be used on Class |
pathways, up to maximum speed of 15 miles per hour (CVC 21235). CVC 21235 prohibits
the riding of motorized scooters on sidewalks. The Project proposes mode separation such
that faster-moving wheeled users (e.g., motorized scooters) will use the bikeway portion of
the pathway and pedestrians will use the walking lane. These will be clearly designated
using signage, striping, and markings. There is a City Code which prohibits skating activities
(including scooters) on sidewalks and streets within the specified downtown area, the
specified Railroad Square area, in shopping centers and within other specified public
property. The City has not considered any regulation at this point on the proposed bicycle
and pedestrian overcrossing.

Response to Comment 3: Accessibility to pedestrians

As a Class | path, the Project is accessible to all pedestrians, as defined by CVC 467,
including those who use an electric personal assistive mobility device, self-propelled
wheelchair, or motorized cycle by reason of physical disability. The CVC defines
pedestrians as those on foot, using a means of conveyance propelled by human power
other than a bicycle, or using an electric personal assistive mobility device. The proposed
mode separation feature discussed above would make it more comfortable for slower-
moving pedestrians to use the walking lane and remain out of the way of faster-moving
wheeled users on the cycle track. However, should it be necessary, passing of slower
bicycle and pedestrian users will be facilitated by ample pathway width and clear sightlines.
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Response to Comment 4: Widen the Hearn Avenue bridge walkway

The Hearn Avenue Interchange has been approved for a reconstruction project. The
planned overcrossing is designed with proposed widened ADA complaint sidewalks and
proposed 6-foot Class Il bicycle lanes in the east and west direction. The reconstructed
overcrossing is anticipated to be complete in 2024 subject to available funding. Please refer
to the link https://srcity.org/746/Hearn-Avenue-Interchange-Phase-3.
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Guidry, Denise
Page 1 of 1

From: der'iseguidry@comcast.ne't_

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 6:09 PM

To: Nagle, Eizaseth @00

Subject: Bicycle Bridge

| EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
| am definitely in faver of a bridge over 101 that is peds & bikes only!! My preference is the Bear Cub
1| Way Alternative. | do not feel safe riding my bike anywhere that crosses over or under 101 and

therefore drive to where | want to go. This is not an optimal solution.

Thank you,
Denise Guidry
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Response to Guidry, Denise
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative
Thank you for providing your opinion that the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative should be

constructed. Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the
decision-making process on the Project.
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Hackett, Steven
Page 1 of 1

From: Stoven Hacker: [

Sent: Thursday, July 2, 2020 6:32 PM

To: Negle, Eizabetn @00 T

Subject: Comment, Env Doc, Santa Rosa US Hwy 101 Bicycle and Ped Overcrossing Project

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.|

Dear Ms Nagle,

| am writing to offer my comments on the environmental document for the Santa Rosa U.5. Highway
101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing Project.

| support the proposed mitigated negative declaration (MND) for the project.

| prefer the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative due to it being in a better overall location for the
overcrossing. My primary interest is in cycling from the east side over to the west side. It appears

1 that one could cross westward on Edwards and cycle on that route across Range to Herbert, taking a
left and then getting on the SMART bike trail at the foot of Jennings. | am unclear as to whether the
cost of moving SRIC buildings to accommodate the crossing is going to increase the chances of a

delay in the project.

Sincerely,
Steve Hackett
Santa Rosa, CA
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Response to Hackett, Steven
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed with a
preference for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative. The removal of SRJC buildings to
accommodate the Project is not anticipated to result in construction-related delays. The
Sonoma County Junior College District is planning the construction of student housing that
would also require the removal of these buildings and has already stated its support for the
Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative (refer to Chapter 3, Population and Housing(b), of the
IS/MND). Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the
decision-making process on the Project.
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Harris, Benjamin
Page 1 of 1

Sent: Friday, July 24, 2020 5:44 AM

To: Nagle, Eizabetr@0oT

Subject: Support for a Highway 101 bicycle, pedestrian bridge.

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. ‘
Ms. Nagle

As a family that often does errands by bicycle, a bicycle pedestrian bridge would make trips to
the Coddington mall area much safer for me and my wife. Steele Lane 15 precarious at best on
a bicycle, especially on the east bound section which I no longer take, but go Range Ave to
College Ave which 1s a lot less dangerous but 1s still a challenge.

I would very much look forward to a safe bicycle pedestrian way across the 101 in the Junior
College area.

Thank you
Ben Harris
Santa Rosa CA

Beniamm Harris
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Response to Harris, Benjamin
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project
Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed to provide a

safer crossing for bicycles and pedestrians across U.S. 101. Your comment is noted for the
record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Harris, David J.
Page 1 of 3

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. ‘
typed email wrong

--—-----— Forwarded message --——————-
From: David J. Harris, PhD
Date: Fri, Jul 24 2020 at 5:01 PM

Subject: Santa Rosa 101 overcrossin
To: c_

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
David J. Harris, PhD

Caltrans District 4

ATTN: Elizabeth Nagle, Associate Environmental Planner
P.O. Box 23660

Oakland, CA 94623-0660

Via email: Elizabeth Nagle@dot.ca gov

Personal Comments re:

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
SONOMA COUNTY, CALIFORNIA

DISTRICT 4-SON-101 (POST MILE 21.0-21.8) 04-2G340/0413000213
Dear Ms Nagle:

| have been a resident of Santa Rosa for more than 30 years and have advocated for public policies

that advance energy efficiency in all aspects of our community life. Transportation is an important

sector that can benefit from built environment that gives the public choices to be more energy

efficient in their daily lives. | strongly support this Bike-Ped overcrossing for the important choice it
1| will offer the many people who move about the 101 corridor in northern Santa Rosa.

| also strongly support the Elloitt-Edwards alignment since | believe it is the better of the two
locations from the standpeint of number of people who will use it on a regular basis. The north
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Harris, David J.
Page 2 of 3

SMART station, Coddingtown shopping center and other business in the area plus the higher housing
density close to the Edwards landing all contribute to higher use compared to the alternative.

However, the main input | wish to give relates to design of this bridge. | believe this overcrossing
offers a timely and historic opportunity to create an outstanding landmark and “Placemaker” for
Santa Rosa. | propose a special committee be appointed by the City Council to study the options
available to maximize the visual impact for this structure. MNote that for a century or more many
California cities had arched signs over major arteries with at least the city name and many times a
motto extolling the virtues of the “place.” In fact Santa Rosa had a sign over Mendocino Avenue just
north of the historic Courthouse Square. At that time the location was also Redwood Highway also
designated US Highway 101. This project offers the opportunity to imagine a new Placemaker

| would ask that the planners for both Caltrans and the City of Santa Rosa research on the topic of
PLACEMAKERS and find examples of bridges in other locations that are outstanding examples of this
purpose. . Also this bike-ped bridge is an important step in mitigating the dividing and mobility
impeding effect of the freeway.

For the special committee, a broad membership from the general public, institutions in the area [eg,
the Schulz Museum, Santa Rosa Junior College, Santa Rosa High School, Sonoma County Library,

5 | County & City government], businesses and property owners in the area [eg, Coddingtown Mall,
Schulz Creative, Redwood Empire lce Arena, Dick’s Sporting Goods and others], organizations
representing local philanthropy (eg Community Foundation Sonoma County) and local professional
organizations such as the Redwood Empire AlA [chapter of American Institute of Architects].

In fact in November 2009 through February 2010 the, Redwood Empire AlA and the LIFEE, the local
orga nization Leadersh|p In5t|tute for Ecology and the Em-flrcmment sponsored multi day events:

was publlshed summarlzmg concepts presented by partlupants from
across the USA as well as actual designs submitted for judging by 13 “Teams” of design
professionals. Multiple submissions included design ideas for bike-pedestrian bridges.

| do have an opinion regarding the best bridge type for the purpose of “Placemaking.” The cable-
stayed design in the EIR report offers less opportunity for visual components of a placemaker. The
cable designs offer less visual obstruction than alternatives like a steel truss, and for that very reason
have less impact as a placemaker. The above mentioned publication (page 25) has an example
drawn over 101 at Elliott of a steel truss bridge that illustrates one option (Design entry submitted by
Paul W. Harris and Jack Lee).

| believe that the other advantage of steel alternatives to the cable options is likely to be lower
construction cost. Lower cost should aid completion of this bridge and also appeal to the general
public/taxpayers of Santa Rosa.

Replacing that “old” Redwood Highway with the “Freeway” likely played a role in the demise of the
Mendocino Ave Placemaker. Unfortunately, the overall effect of building the freeway thru central
Santa Rosa created something akin to a placemaker that | would liken more to the >> Berlin Wall<<
in its effect on daily movement of the populace. This bike-ped bridge is an important step in
mitigating the dividing and mobility impeding effect of the freeway.
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Harris, David J.
Page 3 of 3

‘ My final point is that | believe that at least 4 more bike-ped 101 crossings are sorely needed to offer
greater, less energy dependent mobility.

Sincerely,

David 1. Harris

Attachment: lllustration from Red Empire AlA publication

Cc: Mayor Schwedhelm and members of the City Council
Sean McGlynn, City Manager

Jason Nutt, Assistant City Manager
Many individuals of the “General Public”
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Responses to Harris, David J.
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed due to its potential for increased use based on its perceived proximity to the
SMART train station, Coddingtown Mall, other business, and high-density housing. Your
comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making
process on the Project.

Response to Comment 2: Design of the bridge

Caltrans notes the commenter’s opinion on the design of the bridge. Chapter 3, Aesthetics,
of the IS/MND discusses the potential visual impacts of the Project. Several factors,
including the goals of placemaking and creating a landmark in Santa Rosa, informed the
design team’s recommendation, and the Design Review Board’s concurrence with, a cable-
stayed bridge type as being the most appropriate structure type for this Project, as
described below:

1) Geometric Constraints. Geometric constraints at this location require a structure type
with minimal deck depth. This consideration combined with the main span length and
Caltrans’ preference for avoiding a center median support rule out a typical concrete box
structure type and limit the structure type alternatives to three main families: a tied arch,
a through truss, or a cable-stayed structure.

2) Visibility of and for users. In the March 2018 Public Input Survey for this Project the top-
ranked design priority was user safety and experience. Accordingly, cable-supported
structure types offering maximum visual openness for users on the bridge and maximum
visibility of users by drivers below ranked higher than a through truss.

3) Constructability. At the Edwards-Elliott location the west side of the freeway is fully built
out and the SRJC’s development plans severely limit future availability of construction
staging areas on the east side. Limited staging areas and the need to minimize impacts
on traffic favor a structure type that can be efficiently erected over an active freeway in
small segments.

4) Visibility of the hills of the Shiloh Ranch Regional Park, Buildings and Signage. Owners
of commercial properties along Cleveland Avenue as well as the SRJC expressed
concerns that the Project could impede views of existing and proposed buildings and
signage. Maintaining expansive visual character of this portion of the freeway and
visibility of the Shiloh Ranch hills for northbound travelers also emerged as a design
consideration suggesting a visually “light” structure.

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
Initial Study with Mitigated Negative Declaration G-123



Responses to Comments: Individuals

5) Architectural Character and Presence: The City’s Design Review Board, stated a
preference for “a modern, light design unique to Santa Rosa,” while also urging the
design team to “push the design envelope,” “treat the bridge as artwork,” and consider
architectural lighting for views of the bridge at night. The DRB also urged the design
team to pursue bold and unique tower designs that would be iconic and create a
landmark in Santa Rosa.

Based on these considerations, the design team recommended a cable-stayed bridge for
the Project. Note that visualizations presented as part of the IS/MND represent a basic
concept. During the design phase the design of the cable arrangement, fencing, and tower
elements will be refined and developed to achieve a unique landmark for Santa Rosa.

Public input will be an integral part of the Project design phase. In partnership with Caltrans
and SCTA, the City will develop a public outreach plan, host community meetings, meet
with residents, conducting community assessments, host design charrettes, and other
related public outreach efforts. In addition, the City will continue to consult the City's Design
Review Board during the design phase. AMM AES-4 has been incorporated in the Project to
ensure the City seeks community input on the design and aesthetics of the Project during
the design phase (refer to Chapter 3, Aesthetics, of the IS/MND).

Response to Comment 3: Additional Shared Use Paths over U.S. 101

Caltrans notes the commenter’s opinion that additional Class | shared use pathways are
needed over the U.S. 101. The City does not have additional planned Class | shared use
pathways over U.S. 101; however, the City is planning to reconstruct the Hearn Avenue
Overcrossing which would include bike lanes and sidewalks in both directions. Please refer
to the link https://srcity.org/746/Hearn-Avenue-Interchange-Phase-3. Your comment is
noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the
Project.
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Harris, Paul
Page 1 of 7

rrom: >

Sent: Friday, July 24, 2020 3:34 PM

To: Nagle, Efzabetn@poT I

Subject: Santa Rosa US Highway 101 bicycle & Pedestrian Overcrossing

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
Dear Ms Nagle:

Jack Lee and I won a citation Award in a 2010 competition for “Bridgeway™ a bridge design
over highway 101 at Edwards Avenue in Santa Rosa connecting Sant Rosa Junior College and
eastern Santa Rosa with Coddingtown Center, western Santa Rosa and the North Santa Rosa
Smart Station at Guerneville Road.

Attached are photos and narrative of our submission.

While the CalTrans steel cable on a tower design 1s graceful, it could be of anywhere in
California; and that 1s the problem. Construction of this importance wants to honor the place
it is being located, namely Santa Rosa, Sonoma County. CalTrans has done an admiral job of

2 | personalizing freeways with murals and graphics that depict local history in many areas of this
state, and this bridge construction wants to be treated in the similar manner, namely to
personalize the bridge design. to 1t’s location.

My design honors US 101 as the historic gateway to “The Redwood Empire”. Please consider
seriously how this bridge design will influence Santa Rosa for a long time into the future and
use my design for the bridge. My design approaches are beyond something CalTrans can
construct, so I'm only asking that my bridge design be chosen.

Narrative says it all:
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Historical context
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Submission to coipition
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Bridge design
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Bridge construction
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Sincerely,

Faul H arris, Arc]]ite Gl
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Responses to Harris, Paul
Response to Comment 1: Bridgeway submission

Thank you for providing the photos and narrative of your Bridgeway submission. Your
comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making
process on the Project.

Response to Comment 2: Steel cable tower design

Caltrans notes the commenter’s opinion on the steel cable tower design and desire that his
bridge design be used. Chapter 3, Aesthetics, of the IS/MND discusses the potential visual
impacts of the Project. Several factors, including the goals of placemaking and creating a
landmark in Santa Rosa, informed the design team’s recommendation and the Design
Review Board’s concurrence with a cable-stayed bridge as being the most appropriate
structure type for this Project, as described below.

1) Geometric Constraints. Geometric constraints at this location require a structure type
with minimal deck depth. This consideration combined with the main span length and
Caltrans’ preference for avoiding a center median support rule out a typical concrete box
structure type and limit the structure type alternatives to three main families: a tied arch,
a through truss, or a cable-stayed structure.

2) Visibility of and for users. In the March 2018 Public Input Survey for this Project the top-
ranked design priority was user safety and experience. Accordingly, cable-supported
structure types offering maximum visual openness for users on the bridge and maximum
visibility of users by drivers below ranked higher than a through truss.

3) Constructability. At the Edwards-Elliott location the west side of the freeway is fully built
out and the SRJC’s development plans severely limit future availability of construction
staging areas on the east side. Limited staging areas and the need to minimize impacts
on traffic favor a structure type that can be efficiently erected over an active freeway in
small segments.

4) Visibility of the hills of the Shiloh Ranch Regional Park, Buildings and Signage. Owners
of commercial properties along Cleveland Avenue as well as the SRJC expressed
concerns that the Project could impede views of existing and proposed buildings and
signage. Maintaining expansive visual character of this portion of the freeway and
visibility of the Shiloh Ranch hills for northbound travelers also emerged as a design
consideration suggesting a visually “light” structure.

5) Architectural Character and Presence: The City’s Design Review Board, stated a
preference for “a modern, light design unique to Santa Rosa,” while also urging the
design team to “push the design envelope,” “treat the bridge as artwork,” and consider
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architectural lighting for views of the bridge at night. The DRB also urged the design
team to pursue bold and unique tower designs that would be iconic and create a
landmark in Santa Rosa.

Based on these considerations, the design team recommended a cable-stayed bridge for
the Project. Note that visualizations presented as part of the IS/MND represent a basic
concept. During the design phase the design of the cable arrangement, fencing, and tower
elements will be refined and developed to achieve a unique landmark for Santa Rosa (refer
to AMM AES-4 in Chapter 3, Aesthetics, of the IS/MND).
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From: Woody Hastings
Sent: Friday, July 17, 2020 10-:08 PM
Ta: Catbagan, Christopher <
Subject: [EXTERMNAL] Bike/pedestrian overpa

1 ‘ ike the idea. Please build it if you can. They will come.

Thanks,
Woody
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Response to Hastings, Woody
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed. Your comment
is noted for the record and will be considered as part of its decision-making process on the
Project.
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Haug, Kate
Page 1 of 1

Sent: Wednesday, July 15, 2020 4:48 PM

To: Nagle, Eizzbeth @00 [N

Subject: Support for the Bicycle and Pedestrian 101 Overpass

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.|
Dear Elizabeth Nagle,

| am writing in support of a pedestrian and bicycle overpass over Highway 101 in Santa Rosa. |
support of either the Elliot/Edwards or Bear Cub Way Alternative as they link the Santa Rosa Junior
College and Santa Rosa High School with existing bike lanes on the west and east of the 101.

This overcrossing is a key component of both Senoma County's and Santa Rosa's Bicycle &
Pedestrian Master Plans. It will connect Santa Rosa Junior College and Downtown Santa Rosa

destinations and the Sonema Marin Area Rail Transit (SMART) station. We need to create more bike

and pedestrian connections in Sonoma County to encourage safe, non-carbon transportation.

Thank you for your work.

Best,
Kate Haug
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Response to Haug, Kate
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed to connect
SRJC and SRHS with existing bike lanes. Caltrans acknowledges the Project is consistent
with local bicycle and pedestrian master plans, would connect downtown, SRJC, and the
SMART train station, and encourage non-vehicular modes of transportation. The comment
is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the
Project.
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Heaviland, Minona
Page 1 of 2

From: Minona Heavand [

Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2020 10:13 PM

To: sgl, Eizsbeth @oor I
Ce: Sawyer, John _; Adams, Nancy_ Shaun Ralston
I - /-

Subject: Hwy 101 Bike/Ped Overcrossing for Santa Rosa

| EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
Dear Ms. Nagle,

I'm writing to express my support for the Hwy 101 Pedestrian and Bicycle Bridge
Overcrossing for Santa Rosa. The City of Santa Rosa has long been divided by Hwy 101
cutting through the center of the city, dividing the west side from the east side. Most of the
crossings, particularly the Steele Lane and College Avenue underpasses are dangerous for
cyclists and pedestrians, and make it difficult for citizens engaging in active transportation to
conduct business on both sides of the freeway. Due to the frightening condition of these
underpasses, the overcrossing has been in both the city and the county's bicycle & pedestrian
master plans for many years.

I would like to express support for the northern, Elliot/Edwards crossing location because 1t
would provide a more efficient connection between the Junior College campus and the
Coddingtown shopping center, and the SMART train station. It 1s likely to be used by more
pedestrians, making it safer and more attractive to all users. The Bear Cub Way option
requires navigating the busy entrance to the SRJIC parking garage and crossing campus, and
does not directly connect to a busy retail area on the west side. However, the Bear Cub Way
alternative, should it be selected, 1s preferable to the no build option. This ov ercrossing would
create more environmental benefits than are shown in the environmental report, because
making it more convenient and safe for bicyclists and pedestrians to cross Santa Rosa will
reduce automobile trips, thus reducing vehicle miles traveled and associated emissions.

There is room for improvement to make Edwards Avenue more bicycle friendly, and as part of
planning for this project, I would request that CalTrans and the City of Santa Rosa consider
creating a bike route on Edwards Avenue, connecting it with Herbert Street to the Jennings
Ave trailhead for the SMART trail. Smce there 1s so much parking in the Coddingtown
shopping complex, perhaps parking could be removed from the northern side of Edwards
Avenue, allowing space for bike lanes in both directions.

The City of Santa Rosa Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan recommended the
crossing location to be at Jennings Avenue because of the existing bicycle boulevard on
Jennings Avenue creating a pleasant and safe connection to the SMART frail, connecting
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Heaviland, Minona
Page 2 of 2

cyclist to SMART and to other bike routes that branch off of the trail. However, since this
alternative has been eliminated, please consider including bike route improvements to
Edwards Avenue to make 1t a safe route for cyclists to use to connect to the SMART trail and
other poibts west.

Thank you for your work on bringing this project through environmental review, and
collecting public comments. This project has been long supported by the Santa Rosa
community and I hope that you will select the best alternative, and be able to move into
project implementation without delay.

Best regards,
Minona Heaviland
City of Santa Rosa Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Board Member
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Responses to Heaviland, Minona

Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative and
impact on vehicle miles traveled

Thank you for your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be constructed
as it provides an efficient connection between SRJC, Coddingtown Mall, and the SMART
train station. Chapter 3, Transportation and Traffic, of the IS/IMND states the Project would
have no impact on VMT due to a lack of increased capacity for vehicular traffic. The Project
is also acknowledged to have the potential to reduce VMT since it will increase safety and
convenience for bicycles and pedestrians.

Response to Comment 2: Ancillary bicycle improvements

Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s opinion on the need for bicycle improvements
within the vicinity of the Project. The Project only proposes “sharrows” within the Project
area on Edwards Avenue to indicate the roadway can be shared with motor vehicles. No
parking removal is planned for the northern side of Edwards Avenue. The City may make
additional improvements outside the Project area consistent with the Bicycle and Pedestrian
Master Plan (2018); however, such improvements are not proposed as part of this Project.
The Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan (2018) identifies the U.S. 101 Overcrossing at
Edwards and Elliott Avenues consistent with the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative.
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Helm, Tom
Page 1 of 1

From: Tom el

Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2020 5:44 PM

To: Nagle, Ezsbeth @00

Subject: Santa Rosa Hwy 101 bike/ped overcrossing

EXTERNAL EMATL.. Links/attachments may not be safe.
Greetings,

I have nidden my bicycle around Santa Rosa and Sonoma County for 40
vears. | have also been a League Cycling Instructor with the League of
American Bicyclists. I have seen that most cyclists find using the

College Ave and the Steele Lane undercrossings very intimidating, to the
point of not having the confidence necessary to use these. Having a
bike/ped overcrossing would greatly help promote cycling and make travel
across Hwy 101 problem-free. There are several obvious destinations on
both sides of Hwy 101. An overcrossing would benefit cyclists in being

1| able to reach them_ and benefit the destinations, which include the

Junior College and Santa Rosa High School on the east side, and
Coddingiown shopping center, library and SMART commuter rail station on
the west side.

Thank you.

Tom Helm
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Response to Helm, Tom
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed to improve
connections for cyclists between the SRJC, SRHS, Coddingtown Mall, library, and SMART
train station. Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the
decision-making process on the Project.
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Hochman, Frank
Page 1 of 1

From: Frank Hochman <dochochman@gmail.com=
Sent: Thursday, luly 16, 2020 2:37 PM

To: Catbagan, Christopher ||| GG

Subject: [EXTERNAL] 101

lust have them finish the damn road already. | worked as a Chemist/Engineer for NYC Depat of
Public Works,and have lots of experience with road work. This job on 101 is an absolute farce. Itis
! taking so long to build a road in an area with a climate that permits almost year round work. There

is NO excuse,

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
Initial Study with Mitigated Negative Declaration G-143



Responses to Comments: Individuals

Response to Hochman, Frank
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project

This comment states the opinion that roadwork on U.S. 101 should be completed
immediately. Caltrans, SCTA, and the Transportation Authority of Marin have approved four
projects to add carpool lanes to U.S. 101 from Windsor to Novato. Construction on three of
the four projects has been completed with portions of the improvements to the Marin-
Sonoma Narrows under construction. Additional information regarding the Marin-Sonoma
Narrows project is available on Caltrans’ website at: https://dot.ca.gov/caltrans-near-
me/district-4/d4-projects/d4-marin-sonoma-narrows. The Project is not part of the larger
carpool lane improvements approved for U.S. 101. The Project is anticipated to be
completed by February 2024. Additional information regarding the Project is available on
the City’s website at: https://srcity.org/750/Highway-101-Bicycle-Pedestrian-Bridge. Your
comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making
process on the Project.
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Isol, Ana
Page 1 of 1

rrom

Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2020 4:52 PM

To: Nagle, Ezabetn @00 T

Subject: Pedestrian/bicycle bridge

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
Good afternoon,

I live on Edwards Ave , Santa Rosa and I'm very concerned about the new plans the city of
Santa Rosa has for our neighborhood. We already have a lot of neighbors that park their
vehicles on our street so 1f they used our neighborhood as parking we’re would my neighbors
park. Why are we getting push out of our neighborhood to park else where when we live here.
I think the best place this will work is on The Bear Club Way . I really hope the city of Santa
Rosa will understand my concern.

Thank you
Ana Isol

Sent from my 1Phone
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Response to Isol, Ana

Response to Comment 1: Parking concerns along Edwards Avenue and support for
the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative

Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s concern regarding parking on Edwards Avenue.
Please refer to Table G-1 for the response to Common Comment “TRA-1, Parking.”
Thank you for providing your opinion that the Bear Cub Way Alternative should be
constructed. Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the
decision-making process on the Project.
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Jones, Geoff
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From: Gectt one: [

Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 8:16 AM

To: Nagle, lzabetne oo [

Subject: Bike/pedestrian overcrossing on 101

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.|

As a bicyclist | have no idea why I'd use this bridge to get to a very dense area of Santa Rosa where
pedestrians and bicyclists are few and far between for very good reason.

Certainly | would not use it for recreation or to access a recreation area.

The only possible use for the bridge would be to walk or bike to SRJC if you lived near Coddingtown but
bicycling would be too dangerous in that area, no matter the bridge, and I'm not sure there are enough
non driving SRJC students in the Coddingtown area to justify the stunning cost of a glorified sidewalk.

I've lived on Terrace Way just East of the SRJC since 1984 and can't think of any reason to use such a
bridge though | often use the Rodota and Santa Rosa Creek Trails to get to Sebastopol and West Santa
Rosa via bicycle.

When they are not closed due to the homeless, that is.

My wife is an avid walker and while there are many walkers in Santa Rosa, none would be interested in
walking to Coddingtown Mall area that I'm aware of. It's simply not that pleasant an area.

| also have three rentals in Santa Rosa, one West of Coddingtown and the chances of that tenant, or my
other tenants in the Memorial Hospital area and the other in Roseland using that bridge are essentially
ZEro.

Is this a solution looking for a problem?

Sincerely,

Geoff Jones
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Responses to Jones, Geoff
Response to Comment 1: Support for the No Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should not be constructed for the
reasons included in your comment letter. Caltrans acknowledges the opposition to the
Project and support for the No Build Alternative. However, the Project is a key component of
both the County’s and City’s Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plans (refer to Chapter 3, Land
Use, of the IS/MND). It will connect SRJC and Downtown Santa Rosa destinations with
Coddingtown Mall and the SMART train station. The Project would make it safer for many
pedestrians and bicyclists to access destinations on either side of U.S. 101 using non-
vehicular modes of travel. Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered as
part of the decision-making process on the Project.

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
Initial Study with Mitigated Negative Declaration G-148



Responses to Comments: Individuals

Jones, Sara
Page 1 of 2

From: Jones, Sara
Sent: Wednesday, July 1, 2020 12:22 PM
To: Nagle, Elizabeth@DOT
Subject: 101 Bike bridge in Santa Rosa

Hi Elizabeth,

I am a faculty member at Santa Rosa Junior college and an advocate for
sustainability, equity and bicycle access to campus.

I attended the first half of the Zoom meeting last night. I am hoping you can
let me know if there are any environmental issues that may derail this
project. I should have worded my question better. Will the trees be a
problem as we go forward with this project? Are there any other issues that
stand in the way of this project happening?

Thanks,

Sara Jones
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Jones, Sara
Page 2 of 2

on Thu, Jul 2, 2020 at 6:18 PM SARA JONES |G ot

Hi Steven,

Is there any part of the Environmental Review that would jeopardize the
likelihood that this project will be built?

2 I am a strong proponent of this project. It is so important to the
sustainability of our community as well as access to SRIC for
marginalized communities west of 101. Please let me know how best to

support it.

Thanks,

Sara Jones

Co-Chair Sustainability Committee at Santa Rosa Junior College
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Responses to Jones, Sara
Response to Comment 1: Trees

Caltrans notes the commenter’s concern regarding trees within the Project area. Table 2-1:
Project Feature Summary and Chapter 3, Aesthetics and Biological Resources, of the
IS/IMND, describe how the Project has been designed to limit tree removal and provide
replacement plantings consistent with the City’s Tree Ordinance. This would ensure impacts
to the aesthetic and biological resources (including trees) within the Project area are less
than significant. Project Features and AMMs for the trees are included as a part of the
Project to ensure impacts to trees are less than significant.

Response to Comment 2: Effect of Environmental Review on the Project and Support
for the Project

The Project has been reviewed consistent with CEQA requirements. The Project includes
Project Features, AMMs and MMs to ensure the impacts of the Project are less than
significant. Significant short-term construction vibration impacts are described in Chapter 3,
Noise(b), however, with the implementation of the MMs identified in the IS/MND, those
impacts would be reduced to a less than significant level consistent with CEQA
requirements.

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed for community
sustainability and providing access to SRJC from EJ communities. Your comment is noted
for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Katrina
Page 1 of 1

Sent: Sunday, July 19, 2020 2:13 FM

To: Catbagan, Ch ristopher_

Subject: [EXTERNAL] Overcrossing

Hello Chris,
| don’t have a strong preference for Eliiott over Bear Cub Way in terms of location. | am writing mainly

1 to express strong support for either one of those options to be built, to support robust and safe

transport pathways for pedestrians and cyclists.

Thank you,
Katrina
IC resident
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Response to Katrina
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project
Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed to support safer

transportation options for pedestrians and cyclists. Your comment is noted for the record
and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Knapp, Jeff
Page 1 of 1

--——0Original Message--——-

From:J'EFFKNAPPM
Sent: Thursday, July 10, 27 f

To Negl,Evabetnz00 T [
Subject: 101 pedestrian and bicycle bridge

EXTERNAL EMATL. Links/attachments may not be safe.

Good morning Elizabeth

I'd just like fo comment on how import I think this bridge will be. As an avid cyclist and someone who tries to leave
a smaller footprint I know I speak for my fiancé as well as mvself when I say we owe it to our future as well as those
to follow, to rely less on carbon producing methods of transportation to get around, especially when just commuting
around our local area. If all of us could do even a small amount peddle/foot powered transportation, we would have
a much healthier community and environment.

1 | Onamore practical and economical front, with everything we have going on today I think buses, taxis, Uber, and
the like are going to become far less practical and possibly even just a bad idea in general. At least where we stand
right now with COVID-192 I don’t see those means of transportation as viable and we have no idea if and when this
crisis will end or for that matter if we Il have more or different ones. I also feel children need safe passage and
encouraging them to get outside and ride/run/walk is simply an investment in our collective future.

I could go on with all the positive reasons for this overpass but I'll just leave it here and pledge my support and hope
that our leaders do what is responsible and ( in mry opinion) necessary.

Thanks so much for taking the time to read my email and have a great day!

Sincerely Jeff Knapp

Sent from my iPhone
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Response to Knapp, Jeff
Respond to Comment 1: Support for the Project

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed to encourage
non-vehicular modes of travel, provide safer passage, and encourage walking and biking.
Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making
process on the Project.
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Krupnick, Wendy
Page 1 of 1

From: wendy Kru pnick_

Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 9:23 FM

To: Negle, Efzabeth @00 [

Subject: Santa Rosa Hwy. 101 pedestrian overpass

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
To whom it may concern:
As a Sonoma County resident and Adjunct Faculty at Santa Rosa Jr. College, I support the
proposed pedestrian and bicycle Hwy. 101 overpass for the following reasons:
Access to the overpass from Jennings and Herbert to Edwards can easily connect
with the SMART trail going north to Guerneville Rd or south to downtown Santa Rosa.
» FElliott Avenue leads through the core of the SRJC campus and has become
a practical bicycle route
¢ Access to the southern areas of the campus can use the internal Planetary
Way and Scholars Drive from Elliott.
« [Clliott Avenue
¢ |t is closer to the SMART train station and shopping areas and will service

more residents

» |t offers a safer route to downtown and points east.
| hope you will respect the decision by the Santa Rosa City Council and move forward
with this beneficial access route.
Sincerely,

Wendi Kruinick
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Response to Krupnick, Wendy
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed due to its connectivity with the SMART trail and points north and south, location
in the SRJC campus and connectivity to bike routes, and perceived proximity to the SMART
station, shopping areas, and residents. Your comment is noted for the record and will be
considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Kuhn, Tom
Page 1 of 1

trom: Tom unn I

Sent: Wednesday, July 15, 2020 7:18 PM

To: Nage, Elzabetn @00 [

Subject: In Support of 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian bridge near SRIC

|EKTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.|

Hello,

| am writing in support of a bicycle/pedestrian overcrossing of
Highway 101 near the SRIC. Such an overcrossing is LONG
overdue. Navigating across 101 in Santa Rosa is currently very
difficult and dangerous for cyclists and pedestrians. All of the
current crossings in Northern Santa Rosa are higher speed,
higher traffic, and also bring the added danger of freeway
access ramps. Were there a low speed, low traffic, non access
crossing available, things may be different. But currently the
city is missing a great opportunity to allow students easier
access to housing on the west side of 101. And with safer
cycling and pedestrian transportation alternatives, the
overpass would lead to reduced vehicle travel and emissions.

Thanks!

Tom Kuhn
Sebastopol, CA
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Response to Kuhn, Tom
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed to allow a safer
crossing for bicycles and pedestrians as well as increase access for students to SRJC and
reduce air pollutant emissions from vehicular travel. Your comment is noted for the record
and will be considered by Caltrans as part of its decision-making process on the Project.
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Lagomarsino, James
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Responses to Lagomarsino, James
Response to Comment 1: Homelessness, graffiti, and litter

Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s concerns regarding effects on the neighborhood
from the Project. Please refer to Table G-1 for the response to Common Comments
“PUB-1, Homeless concerns” and “AES-1, Graffiti.” Although the Project may increase
litter in the vicinity, given the urban nature of the area and existing litter sources, litter is not
anticipated to substantially increase.

Response to Comment 2: Bicycle and Pedestrian Safety

Neither NACTO, FHWA, ADA, nor the Caltrans Highway Design Manual require mode
separation for Class | shared-use pathways; however, the Project does provide for mode
separation to improve safety. Specifically, the Project’s pathway comprises a 5-foot-wide
walking lane, an 8-foot-wide two-way cycle track, and a shoulder adjacent to the bikeway
(refer to Section 2.3, Proposed Project, of the IS/MND). Pavement markings and different
surface treatments identify the walking lane from the cycling track. The proposed mode
separation device between the pedestrian and bicycle sides of the pathway consists of a
1.5-inch-tall, 6-inch-wide mountable curb, angled at approximately 18 degrees. The
mountable curb would be painted to match standard lane striping. This mode separation
feature reduces conflict between travel modes by allowing cyclists and pedestrians to better
anticipate paths and directions of movement, pass slower users when it is safe to do so,
and focus more on how they will transition to either the sidewalk, or to the bike routes at the
landing areas. Additionally, the Project would use different pavement colors and textures to
distinguish areas intended for pedestrians or mode mixing, from areas intended for faster-
moving wheeled users. For cyclists descending toward the landing areas, the pavement
changes will alert them of the need to slow down and watch out for other modes of
transportation.

Response to Comment 3: Crime
Please refer to Table G-1 for the response to Common Comments “PUB-2, Crime.”
Response to Comment 4: Light pollution

Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s concern regarding light pollution. The proposed
lighting for the Project includes lights in the overcrossing railings, touchdown areas and
approaches that would be directed toward the bicycle/pedestrian path. The Project
proposes AMMs including AMM AES-2 that requires lighting of the tower to use dark sky
friendly lighting that is fully shielded, minimizes glare, reduces light trespass, and limits the
amount of blue light in the nighttime environment. Please refer to Chapter 3, Aesthetics(d),
of the IS/MND for more lighting information.
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Response to Comment 5: Support for the No Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should not be constructed for the
reasons included in your comment letter. The comment also suggests an alignment for the
Project at Ridgway Avenue that is not currently being considered. Your comment is noted
for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Lara, Emily
Page 1 of 1

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 11:04 PM
To: Nagle, Elizabeth@DOT
Subject: Santa Rosa pedestrian/bicycle Bridge

EXTERNAL EMAITL. Links/attachments may not be safe.
Hello,

[ am a resident of Edwards Avenue neighborhood, and I am concerned about the proposed location
for the pedestrian bicycle bridge over the 101

4| lam concemed about the environmental impact that the bridge would bring to our neighborhood
that homes many families
The Alternative location for this pedestnan/bicyele bridge on Bear Cub Way would make me fell
better due to the lack of residents in that area.

All Best,
Emily Lara
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Response to Lara, Emily
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative

The Project has been reviewed consistent with CEQA requirements. The Project includes
Project Features, AMMs and MMs to ensure the impacts of the Project are less than
significant. Significant short-term construction vibration impacts are described in Chapter 3,
Noise(b), however, with the implementation of the MMs identified in the IS/MND, those
impacts would be reduced to a less than significant level consistent with CEQA
requirements.

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative should be
constructed due to the lack of residents in that area. Your comment is noted for the record
and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Lateer, Joan
Page 1 of 1

Sent: Friday, July 17, 2020 3:56 PM

To: Nagle, Eizabeth @00

Subject: Please install bike/pedestrian bridge

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.|

Hello,
| would like to voice support for the bike/pedestrian bridge at the Edwards-Elliott location.

1 This location is closest to the SMART station and would help with students commute as well as
helping the community with easier access to public transit. Regardless of one location or the
other, a bridge across 101 is needed and long overdue.

Thank you,
Joan Lateer
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Lateer, Joan

Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed due to its perceived proximity to the SMART train station and the transit access
it would provide to students and the community. Your comment is noted for the record and
will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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LeDonne, Betty
Page 1 of 2
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Responses to Comments: Individuals

LeDonne, Betty
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Responses to Comments: Individuals

Responses to LeDonne, Betty
Response to Comment 1: Funding for homelessness

Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s concern pertaining to providing funding to prevent
homelessness and provide housing to the homeless. The City has a number of programs
and initiatives to provide housing to the homeless and those at risk of becoming homeless
including funding for emergency shelters, homeless service centers, and rental assistance.
Refer to response to Common Comment “PUB-1, Homeless concerns.”

Response to Comment 2: Noise

Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s concern pertaining to construction noise. For a
discussion of noise during construction please refer to Chapter 3, Noise(a), of the IS/MND.
The Project includes a Construction Noise Control Plan (AMM NOI-1) which would limit
construction hours, install “acoustic blankets”, locate noise-generating equipment away from
residences, and require coordination with residents to schedule construction activities to
minimize noise disturbance. Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered as
part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Lipelt, Michael
Page 1 of 1

From: vichae! v [

Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 7:00 PM

Te: Nagle, izaseth@noT [

Subject: 101 Overcrossing

EXTERNAL EMATL. Links/attachments may not be safe.

As a long time cyclist (recreational/utility) each vear it becomes more unsafe to cycle on our roads.
I've had several close calls. It's disheartening since my major mode of transportation 1s cycling. 1

1 strongly support the 101 crossing 1n Santa Rosa, Sonoma County to not only allow safe crossing
from west to east Santa Rosa but to make an easy connection to the Smart bicycle/ped path.
Let’s make this happen!!
Thank you.
Dr. Michael Lipelt
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Response to Lipelt, Michael
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project
Thank you for your opinion that the Project should be constructed to allow safer crossing of

U.S 101 and an easier connection to the SMART trail. Your comment is noted for the record
and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Lyle, Michael
Page 1of 1

brom: Vichas! L <

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 1:47 PM

To: Naglo, izabeth@DoT I

Subject: Highway 101 Pedestrian and Bicycle overcrossing in Santa Rosa

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |

I am writing to support building this overcrossing, with a preference for the Elliot Avenue
option. As a faculty member at SRIC and an occasional student of adult classes there, T am
keenly aware of the hazards of the nearest undercrossings: cars and trucks are not watching for
bikes and walkers, and there are many near nusses.

Placing the overcrossing nearer the SMART train station makes it much more convenient for
tramn connections, and places the west side closer to the heart of the campus.

Please consider this in your decision.

Thank you,

Michael Lyle
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Response to Lyle, Michael
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed to improve safety and provide a convenient connection between the SMART
train station and SRJC campus. Your comment is noted for the record and will be
considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Lyons, Mildred
Page 1 of 1

————— Original Message-——

From: mildred L}'MW

Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 5:

To: Nagle, Elizabeth@DOT

Subject: 101 Overcrossings for bicycle and pedestrians

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.

I am against the proposed overcrossing bridges. The money would be better spent on repairing the existing roads
which are used daily by taxpayers. The overcrossing would be used by few and occasionally at best. How have

1| pedestrians and bicyclists been getting along for years? This is not in the best interests of taxpayers, but to appease
the bicycle coalition
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Response to Lyons, Mildred
Response to Comment 1: Support for the No Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should not be constructed due to the
cost and lack of users. The commenter’s concern that funding for roadway maintenance
would be a better use of taxpayer money is noted for the record and will be considered as
part of the decision-making process on the Project. The Project is a key component of both
the County’s and City’s Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plans and provides a safer
connection for bicyclists and pedestrians between regional transit services, businesses,
residences, and the SRJC/SRHS campuses.
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M., Mike
Page 1 of 2

From: Tre Outsoir I
Sent: Tuesday, July 14, 2020 4:30 PM
To: sgle, Eizabeth @ 0o I
Subject: Highway 101 Bicycle & Pedestrian Bridge
‘EKTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.|
Elizabeth Nagle, Christopher Caputo, Chris Catbagan and anyone else it may concern,
| am a resident ofthe_ who will be directly affected by this project, and 1 do
not support it and urge the reviewing agencies, including Caltrans, and the City of Santa Rosa, to not
go forward with these plans and “abandon the project”. Despite the findings stating it is necessary
for bicycle and pedestrian access East and West, in the Caltrans IS and MND to accommodate bicycle
and pedestrian access, only a block away is Steele Lane, a perfectly accessible route. Also, the MND
states the project would have no impact on land use or the population and housing or aesthetics and
| disagree:
1) Parking is already significantly impacted on Edwards Ave when they eliminated half of the on
street parking when Dicks Sporting Goods was built. Adding free unregulated access for JC students
to park on our side (a residential area already impacted by the local businesses and mall, that is not

1 enforced by parking time limits and 5R parking enforcement officers) is unjust. | understand the
impacts may seem low to you, but when the residents in this area are primarily apartments without
enough parking as is, they rely on the city streets, and even the mall parking lot. Adding students to
the mix is not acceptable for a residential neighborhood.
2) Also, connecting these two distinct areas will increase crime in both. The Edwards neighborhood
already has significant issues with neise, vandalism, transients, prostitution, low lighting, gangs, etc
and inviting unnecessary direct access to both neighborhoods for students, and direct access to

2

w

potential criminals is a recipe for increased trouble and disturbances. As someone who has had my
vehicle and guests vehicles broken into multiple times, property theft etc | have had to call law
enforcement for a multitude of reasons - adding quick pedestrian “ getaway routes” not accessible
by law enforcement vehicles is not appropriate.

3) Aesthetically a bridge would be distracting and less than visibly attractive. Our other bridges have
issues with graffiti, litter and misuse - adding this to an already commercialized neighborhood is not
beneficial.
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M., Mike
Page 2 of 2

=
o

The MND also states in 2.3.1 the SMART station is located near the build. This is not an accurate
depiction of the distance from the station to the point. | think an accurate measurement of distance
as a pedestrian or cyclist would walk should be added and evaluated. It also states the Edwards -
Elliot Build alternative would touch down next to a truck loading area and driveway entrance for a
large stare. This is accurate, however, it does not at all depict the many neighborhood residents it
would also touch down at, directly across the street from said sporting goods store (as seen in figure
2.3-1) 1 also think the removal of JC buildings to accommodate this build is a misallocation of their
funds, but I'm primarily concerned with the public residential area this bridge would directly
negatively affect. Though | don’t think either of these alternative builds is appropriate due to my
concerns above, the Bear Cub Way alternative is more appropriate as it doesn’t appear Santa Rosa
residents in the area would be as affected as it is primarily commercial in that alternative.

Regardless, if either bridge project does pass, we respectfully request that the SRIC

police department be permitted, and in fact does, patrol our neighborhoods and surrounding area
and respond to the upcoming issues. We already contact the SRPD department constantly for issues
to no affect, and as stated, | fear there will be a direct correlation in increased crime in the
neighborhood should this project be allowed.l'd also like the Santa Rosa Parking Division to enforce
parking - at zero fee to the residents. Also, in the plan it states there would be tree removal. If you
remove trees in either area - please add a condition of the approval to adding more / replacing them
in the area. Also, it states there will be night construction. Please don’t allow this in a residential
area, It's not appropriate for families who rely on a quiet neighborhood to sleep. | would suggest the
construction hours to be 8 am to 5 pm, even if it takes longer to build. Two years of 7am to 7pm
with some night work is inappropriate. Additionally if this project is permitted - please

ensure Cleveland Awve has better northbound bicycle lanes that are maintained - as currently it is
unsafe to ride and even cuts off at portions closer to College. | do agree the bus stop should be
moved regardless - it's a private chartered bus with unreasonable hours that is already a disruption
to the neighbo rhoo}:l. Additionally, more lighting should be added if this is approved to assist in the
mitigation of crime along Edwards Ave. Please note, as a previous student of the JC, | believe | would
have enjoyed this access - but still would have voted against it as convenience is no substitute for

neighborhood safety and security in an already impoverished and neglected neighborhood.

Mike M

Sent from my iPhone
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Responses to M., Mike
Response to Comment 1: Parking and Bicycle/Pedestrian Safety

Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s opinion that the Project should not be constructed
and their concerns pertaining to parking. Please see Table G-1 for the response to
Common Comment “TRA-1, Parking.”

Response to Comment 2: Crime

Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s concerns regarding crime. Please refer to Table
G-1 for the response to Common Comment “PUB-2, Crime.”

Response to Comment 3: Bridge aesthetics and design

Caltrans notes the commenter’s concern regarding the impact the bridge will have on
aesthetics (refer to Chapter 3, Aesthetics, of the IS/MND). The Project includes lighting and
landscaping to soften views of the overcrossing from surrounding areas, as well as an anti-
graffiti coating on the retaining walls (see AMM AES-2). Public input will be an integral part
of the Project design phase. In partnership with Caltrans and SCTA, the City will develop a
public outreach plan, host community meetings, meet with affected businesses and
residents, conduct community assessments, host design charrettes, and other related
public outreach efforts. In addition, the City will continue to consult the City's Design Review
Board during the design phase. AMM AES-4 has been incorporated in the Project to ensure
the City seeks community input on the design and aesthetics of the Project during the
design phase (refer to Chapter 3, Aesthetics, of the IS/MND).

Please refer to Table G-1 for the response to Common Comment “AES-1, Graffiti.”
Although the Project may increase litter in the vicinity, given the urban nature of the area
and existing litter sources, litter is not anticipated to substantially increase.

Response to Comment 4: Proximity to the SMART Station

Caltrans notes the commenter’s opinion on the proximity of the Edwards-Elliott Build
Alternative to the SMART station. The western landing of the Edwards-Elliott Build
Alternative is located within approximately one mile of the SMART station following the most
likely path of travel via Edwards Avenue to Herbert Street to Jennings Avenue. Pedestrians
and cyclists would likely access the SMART trail at Jennings Avenue to reach the station.
As stated in Chapter 3, Aesthetics, of the IS/MND, within the vicinity of the Edwards Avenue
touchdown there is a mix of different land uses including commercial and residential areas
on Edwards Avenue. The potential for impacts to the adjacent residential and commercial
uses is described in Chapter 3, Aesthetics, Land Use, Noise and Vibration, and
Transportation and Traffic, of the IS/MND, as well as the Community Impact Assessment
(June 2020).
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Response to Comment 5: Junior College Building removal

Caltrans notes the commenter’s concern regarding the removal of the Sonoma Junior
College buildings. However, the Sonoma County Junior College District has expressed
support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative and is planning to construct a student
housing complex directly adjacent to the Project at the corner of Elliott Avenue and Armory
Drive that also would require removal of these buildings. The overcrossing would provide
increased connectivity between residential, commercial, and institutional uses on the east
and west sides of U.S. 101. The commenter has stated a preference for the Bear Cub Way
Build Alternative, if the Project proceeds to construction.

Response to Comment 6: Parking and Crime

Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s concerns. Please see Response to Comment 1
and 2 for more information on both parking and police response to crime within the Project
area.

Response to Comment 7: Tree removal

Caltrans notes the commenter’s concern regarding tree removal associated with the
Project. As stated in Chapter 3, Aesthetics and Biological Resources, the Project would
adhere to the City’s Tree Ordinance and provide replacement trees in the Project area as
identified in AMM AES-1 and AMM BIO-1 and Project Feature AES-1 and AES-2. These
AMMs and Project Features would protect the trees within the Project area and provide
replacement for the trees that would be removed.

Response to Comment 8: Construction work hours

Caltrans has taken note of the commenter’s concern on the construction work hours. For
information on the construction work hours please see Table G-1, responses to Common
Comment “CST-1, Construction duration” and AMM NOI-1 in Chapter 3, Noise(a), that
identifies the Construction Noise Control Plan. Also, proposed night work would be limited
to the placement of the overcrossing structure.

Response to Comment 9: Bicycle lanes on Cleveland Avenue

Caltrans notes the commenter’s desire for improved bicycle lanes specifically on
northbound Cleveland Avenue. The City’s Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan includes
planned bike lane segments on Cleveland Avenue in the northbound direction from their
current terminus approximately 380 feet north of Edwards Avenue to Steele Lane and
between College Avenue to approximately 175 feet north of Ridgway Avenue where no bike
lane currently exists.
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The Project would not make modifications to the existing bicycle network outside the Project
area. However, there are bicycle lanes on Cleveland Avenue (southbound) from
approximately 370 feet south of Steele Lane to approximately 130 feet north of Ridgway
Avenue. There are also bicycle lanes present on Range Avenue and the SMART trail that
are accessible at Jennings Avenue and extend to College Avenue.

Response to Comment 10: Bus stop on Edwards Avenue and lighting

The City has been working with Amtrak to move their service to downtown, which is
expected to occur in the first half of 2021. The MTA bus uses the existing bus stop on
Edwards Avenue to connect with the Amtrak bus and would also reroute their service to
connect downtown. The Project will not have a substantial long-term effect on the use of the
Edwards Avenue bus stop. Lighting of the Project will also be provided as described in
Chapter 3, Aesthetics.

Response to Comment 11: Support for the No Build Alternative
Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should not be constructed for the

reasons included in your comment letter. Your comment is noted for the record and will be
considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Maloy, Eileen
Page 1 of 1

Sent: Friday, July 24, 2020 9:02 AM

To: Nage, Eizabethieoor I

Subject: U.S. Highway 101 [Santa Rosa) - Proposed Bike-Pedestian Qvercrossing

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
Dear Ms. Nagle:

| am writing in support of the above-referenced project and additionally of the Elliott/Edward's alternative
as the route for the crossing.

1 Having lived on the west side of Santa Rosa for more than thirty years and knowing well the two potential
crossing alternatives, | believe ElliotttEdwards provides the most useful and usable route. It links a core
area of Santa Rosa Junior College and nearby businesses on the East with Coddingtown, a major
commercial hub, and the nearby SMART staticn on the West side of 101.

This project, which needs to be designed for safe use by both bicyclists and pedestrians, would enhance
mability and connectivity and also support businesses in both neighborhoods.

Thank you in advance for your attention.

Eileen Maloy
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Response to Maloy, Eileen
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed to enhance mobility and connectivity between SRJC and nearby business on
the east with Coddingtown Mall and the SMART train station on the west of U.S. 101. Your
comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making
process on the Project.
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Mandeno, Esther
Page 1 of 1

From: Petronila Esther Mandeno_

Sent: Wednesday, July 15, 2020 4:32 PM

To: Negle, Eizabetn @00 [

Subject: Bicycle crossing over 101 in Santa Rosa

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.‘

Hello,
I'm writing to support a bicycle crossing over highway 101 in Santa Rosa, California.

East-west bicycle and pedestrian travel through Santa Rosa is difficult and unsafe. The two streets in
the study area where crossing can be made, Steele Lane/Guerneville Road and College Avenue, are
heavily trafficked and do not have bike lanes for their entire length. (Bike lanes that stop and start
are often more problematic that no

lanes at all.) In addition, crossing under 101 at those locations invelves crossing traffic that is turning
onto or off of the freeway; heavy commute traffic combined with distracted driving makes crossing
those intersections

a scary proposition. This is a high-collision corridor.

I'm for more overcrossings, especially if they are dedicated to pedestrian and cycling traffic. From
the user perspective, the Elliott/Edwards location has many benefits. The west end is closer to the
train station and shopping areas. It is also safer. The Bear Cub Way

location requires navigating the very busy entrance to the main parking garage and

crossing the SRIC campus.
Thank you for your work on this project!

Esther Mandeno
Sonoma County resident and cyclist

Get BlueMail for Android
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Response to Mandaneo, Esther
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed due to its
proximity to transit and businesses as well as safety considerations. Your comment is noted
for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
Your concerns with the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative related to potential conflicts
between users and vehicles within the SRJC campus are acknowledged.
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Mario
Page 1 of 1

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 2:51 PM

To: Nagle, Eizabets @00

Subject: 101 over crossing

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |

I agree 100% with the Sonoma County Bicycle Coalition about this. I am an avid bicyele rider
and ofter do my local errands by bicycle. More bikes, less cars are the future.

Live and let live
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Response to Mario
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed. Your comment
is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the
Project.
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Martin, Tony and Nada
Page 1 of 1

From: Tony and Nada Ma rtin_

Sent: Friday, July 24, 2020 3:44 PM

To: Nagle, Efzabeth@0oT [

Subject: YES on bike/people overpass

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. ‘

We use too many cars for too many things.
When we favor fuel use over legs, we have a probleml

things must be made as easy as possible for pedestrians to get over and around
obstacles like freewaysl

We MUST end the day of "ONLY AUTO"I

S0 yes, get this moving.

Tony Nada and Dante Martin.

Make it safe to be on foot or on a bike, help us get around!

Nada and Tony Martin
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Response to Martin, Tony and Nada
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project
Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed to provide safer

access over U.S. 101 for bicycles and pedestrians. The comment is noted for the record
and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Marvell, Shelby
Page 1 of 1

From: Shelby Kira -marv3lls- N"arvell_

Sent: Saturday, July 18, 2020 9:36 PM

To: Nagle, Eizabeth @00

Subject: RE: SRIC/SRHS bike & pedestrian over crossing

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.|

I've lived in this area for years, gone to both schools & this would be INCREDIBLE! Please approve the
needed CalTrans District 4 stuff to get this HAPPENING! Steele Lane was one of the MOST unsafe places to
cycle or goin a scocter... Bear Cub would also REALLY HELP the high school students who can't drive yet to

get around. | also worked at Staples on Cleveland. Please, please, PLEASE!

Thanks!

SHeLeY MARVELL
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Response to Marvell, Shelby
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project
Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed to increase

safety and improve access to SRHS. Your comment is noted for the record and will be
considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Matteoni, O’Laughlin, and Hechtman

Page 1 of 5

Motteoni
()Laughlin

&Hechtman

L A W Y E

Marman K. Matieans

s Al ||'|-a|IF|I|iI|

"REY
Bradley M. Matleani
Barton G Hechtman

Gerry Houlihan
]

July 23, 2020

Advanced copy via email: Elfizabeth.Nagle@dot.ca.gov

Elizabeth Magle

Associate Environmental Planner
Caltrans District 4

P.0O. Box 23660

Oakland CA 94623-0680

Re: Santa Rosa US Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian
Overcrossing; Initial Study with Proposed Negative
Declaration

Dear Ms. Nagle:

This office represents the Michael and Ellen Hornstein 1998
Revocable Trust (the "Trust™), the owner of 1375 and 1965 Cleveland
Avenue, where its tenants Dick's Sporting Goods and Patelco Credit
Union operate significant businesses. | write today to make formal
comment on the Initial Study with Proposed Negative Declaration
(“IS/MND"} for the Edwards Avenue — Elliott Avenue Build Alternative
location for the proposed Santa Rosa US Highway 101 Bicycle and
Pedestrian Overcrossing (the "Edwards/Elliott Overcrossing”). This
letter provides substantial evidence supporting a fair argument that the
Edwards/Elliott Overcrossing may cause significant environmental
impacts, including such impacts in the categories of Land Use and
Planning, Recreation and/or Transportation and Traffic. CEQA
therefore requires the preparation of a full Environmental Impact
Report if Caltrans intends to further pursue consideration of the
Edwards/Elliott Overcrossing.

The Trust has strenuously objected to the Edwards/Elliott
Overcrossing since it was first proposed as a potential project by the
City of Santa Rosa (the “City") in 2017. Attached hereto and
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Matteoni, O’Laughlin, and Hechtman
Page 2 of 5

incorporated by reference are an objection letter dated October 20, 2017 to David
Guhin of the City of Santa Rosa and an objection letter dated August 17, 2018 to
Leigh Sata of the Santa Rosa Junior College. | note that the takings analysis
provided in the letter to Mr. Guhin applies egually to the Edwards/Elliott
Overcrossing now being proposed by Caltrans. In 2017 the Trust reviewed
illustrations depicting the proposed overcrossing, and it appears from Figures 2.3.1
and 2.4.1 of the 1S/MND that no material design changes have been made from the
design depicted in those prior illustrations which would reduce the safety impacts of
the design.

Factual Analysis

At a minimum, the Edwards/Elliott Overcrossing would create the following
potentially significant environmental impacts related to safety, none of which are
examined in the IS/MND:

. First, the service/loading area of Dick's is designed for access for trucks up to
68 feet long. The Edwards/Elliott Overcrossing design would dump all of the
pedestrian and bicycle traffic coming down the slope of the overcrossing onto
the Trust property directly into the path of those trucks, creating clear safety
hazards for pedestrians and bicyclists.

. Second, the location where the Edwards/Elliott Overcrossing ends on the
Trust property ensures that pedestrians and bicyclists will cut across the Trust
parking lot in conflict with the vehicles in that parking lot in order to reach the
Coddingtown Mall rather than take the long public property route of going up
Edwards and along Cleveland to reach the Mall. Neither of these safety
issues is analyzed or even referenced in the IS/MND.

o]

[ Additionally, the Edwards/Elliott Overcrossing will cause a material access
impairment to the property, particularly to the truck - service dock area at the
rear of the Dick’s building. The improvements constructed at the end of the
overcrossing, combined with the intrusion of those improvements onto the site
along the side of the building (which makes the drive isle more narrow), would
significantly restrict truck movement and maneuverability, causing truck
drivers to focus on avoiding these obstacles and thereby increasing the
possibility that they will not see the pedestrian or bicyclist crossing their path
until it is too late to avoid a potentially fatal collision.

ad

L Finally, Figure 2.4.1 depicts a temporary construction easement completely
blocking access to the service/loading area of Dick’s, which would result in
the delivery trucks trying to maneuver into different areas of the Trust parcel
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Matteoni, O’Laughlin, and Hechtman
Page 3 of 5

Elizabeth Nagle, Caltrans District 4 July 23, 2020
Page 3

which were not designed for large truck traffic, creating additional safety

4 hazards for the tenants' customers on the property as well as for all of the
pedestrians and bicyclists cutting through the parking lot as described above.
Neither of these safety issues is analyzed or even referenced in the IS/MND.

Collectively, the four safety issues described above are hereafter referred to
as the “Unsafe Conditions”). Taken together, the Edwards/Elliott Overcrossing as
designed by Caltrans creates potentially deadly interfaces ignored by the IS/MND.

Application to CEQA

The “fair-argument” standard creates a low threshold for the preparation of an
EIR: an EIR is required whenever substantial evidence in the record supports a “fair
argument” that significant impacts may occur. (No Oil, Inc. v. Los Angeles (1974) 13
Cal.3d 68, 75; Friends of “B" Street v. City of Hayward (1980) 106 Cal.App.3d 988,
1000-1003.) “Substantial evidence is evidence of ponderable legal significance,
reasonable in nature, credible, and of solid value, evidence that a reasonable mind
might accept as adequate to support a conclusion.” (American Canyon Community.
United for Responsible Growth v. City of American Canyon (2008) 145 Cal.App.4th
1062, 1070 [citations omitted]. Substantial evidence includes “facts, reasonable
assumptions predicated upon facls, and expert opinion supported by facts.” (Public
Resources Code § 21082.2, subd. (c); accord id., § 21080, subd. (e)(1); CEQA
Guidelines, § 15384, subd. (b).) The above-described Unsafe Conditions which
would be created by the Edwards/Elliott Overcrossing have ramifications throughout
the IS/MND.

[1:]

Project Goal

The IS/MND states the project goal this way: “to providing safe access to

B bicyclists and pedestrians in areas east and west of U.S. 101 in the northem half of
Santa Rosa." (IS/MND page iv and repeated at IS/MND page 1 - 1). The
Edwards/Elliott Overcrossing does not meet the fundamental project goal due to the
Unsafe Conditions.

Land Use and Planning

The Unsafe Conditions associated with the Edwards/Elliott Overcrossing may
create a significant environmental impact under subpart (b) of the Land Use and

1 Accarding to the City in 2017, construction of the overcrossing could take up to three years.
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Page 4 of 5

Elizabeth Nagle, Caltrans District 4 July 23, 2020
Page 4

Planning CEQA checklist by causing the Edwards/Elliott Overcrossing to be in
conflict with the following State, regional and local plans, all of which are concerned
with safety: Sonoma County General Plan Goal CT-3 and Objective CT-3.8,

7 Policy 3c of the Sonoma County Transportation Authority 2009 Comprehensive
Transportation Plan, the Principal Goal of the 2014 Countywide Bicycle and
Pedestrian Master Plan, and City of Santa Rosa General Plan Goal T-J, Policy T-J-
2, Policy T-J-5, Goal T-K, Policy T-K-2 and Policy T-K-5.2

Recreation

The Unsafe Conditions associated with the Edwards/Ellictt Overcrossing may
create a significant environmental impact under subpart (b) of the Recreation CEQA
8 checklist by providing an unsafe pedestrian/bicycle link between the
residential/commercial areas west of U.S. 101 and the academic, residential,
commercial and recreational areas east of U.S. 101.

Transportation and Traffic '

The Unsafe Conditions associated with the Edwards/Elliott Overcrossing may
g create a significant environmental impact under subpart (c) of the Transportation and
Traffic CEQA checklist by creating an unsafe route across U.S. 101 for pedestrians
and bicyclists.

Mandatory Findings of Significance

The Unsafe Conditions associated with the Edwards/Elliott Overcrossing may
create a significant impact under subpart {c) of the mandatory findings of
significance CEQA checklist by causing a substantial adverse effect on human
beings, directly or indirectly.

For all of the above reasons, we urge Caltrans in the strongest possible terms
T to abandon its pursuit of the Edwards/Elliott Overcrossing and turn its attention
entirely to a different location for a pedestrian/bicycle overcrossing that neither

% The Edwards/Elliott Overcrassing also creates a conflict with the City's Zoning Ordinance unrelated
to safety: The portion of the Trust parcel which would be acquired is currently in use primarily for
landscaping. Were Calirans to acquire that strip and remove the landscaping, the remainder property
would be out of compliance with its development approvals and with City code. While it may be
possible to replace the landscaping on-site, to do so would require elimination of parking, which
would likely cause the use to be non-compliant with City parking requirements. This potentially
significant Land Use and Planning impact is not addressed in the IS/MND.
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Page 5 of 5

Elizabeth Nagle, Caltrans District 4 July 23, 2020
Page 5

involves nor impacts the Trust's parcel. Otherwise, CEQA mandates that Caltrans
must prepare an EIR to study the potential significant environmental impacts
associated with the Edwards/Elliott Overcrossing.

\ery truly yours

BARTON G. HECHTMAN

BGH:cab

Attachments

cc.  Tom Schwedhelm, City of Santa Rosa Mayor
Sue Gallagher, City Attorney
Michael Homstein, Trustee
Scott H. Miller, Esq.

FAClients\HORNSTEIN Mike\correspondencelLir to Caltrans 7.23.20 v2.docx
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Responses to Matteoni, O’Laughlin, and Hechtman

Response to Comment 1: Safety hazard for pedestrians and bicyclists

Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s concern regarding the landing of the Project on
Edwards Avenue as a potential safety hazard for pedestrians and bicyclist. As shown in
Figures G-3 to G-6 below, the conceptual design for the landing of the Project on Edwards
Avenue would not create a safety hazard for pedestrians and bicyclists. This conclusion is
based on the following reasons, as illustrated in the figures:

1)

The Project would not place pedestrians or bicyclists onto the Trust property. Instead
pedestrians and bicyclists would be channelized onto the sidewalk in the public right of
way where they could choose to use the sidewalk on the north side of Edwards Avenue,
ride west on Edwards Avenue, use the crosswalk to access the sidewalk on the south
side of Edwards Avenue, or use of the crosswalk to ride east on Edwards Avenue. While
these modes would cross the driveway accessing the Trust property, that would be no
different than any other city street in any city where there are driveway curb cuts.
Pedestrians and bicyclists crossing a driveway is extremely commonplace in street
design. Based on a review by the Project Traffic Engineer, the preliminary conceptual
design and renderings demonstrate that there is adequate sight distance between
vehicles, pedestrians, and bicyclists in observing each other’s presence, similar to well-
functioning driveways (refer to Figures G-3 to G-6, below).

The conceptual design has an increased advantage in that there will be a concentration
of pedestrians and bicyclists. The increased activity in this location will cause motorists
using the driveway to take notice of these users due to the concentrated volume of
pedestrians and bicyclists. Based on these considerations, the design does not create a
safety hazard for pedestrians and bicyclists.
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VIEW OF PROJECT LANDING FIGURE G-3
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Response to Comment 2: Pedestrian and bicyclist conflicts with vehicles

Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s concern that bicyclists and/or pedestrians destined
for Coddingtown Mall would cut through the Trust property and result in a conflict with
vehicles in the parking lot. If cyclists or pedestrians are destined to Coddingtown Mall after
arriving at the landing, the most likely route would be to travel approximately 360 feet west
of the Dick’s western driveway on Edwards Avenue to a public access drive intended for
access to the Mall. This route would be a distance of approximately 920 feet between the
landing and the CVS Pharmacy at the Mall without the need for backtracking into the
parking lot and around the Dick’s building. In contrast, the route suggested in the comment
is approximately 1,400 feet between the landing and the CVS Pharmacy at the Mall and,
therefore, would not be as convenient. However, there may be cyclists or pedestrians who
make the hairpin turn to the right if they have business at the Dick’s Sporting Goods store.
This activity would be like any other suburban store access for pedestrians and cyclists.

Based on these considerations, it is unlikely that Project users would backtrack onto the
Trust property to travel a longer distance to the Mall instead of using the public access
driveway. Nonetheless, in order to encourage most bicyclists and pedestrians to utilize the
public access driveway directional signage will be provided at the landing on Edwards
Avenue and in the reverse direction as part of the Project (refer to AMM TRA-1 in Chapter
3, Transportation and Traffic(c), of the IS/MND).

Response to Comment 3: Impairment to truck services

Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s concern that the Project would impair truck service
to the dock area of the Dick’s building. A truck turn analysis was completed for this Project
by W-Trans, a traffic engineering firm, and is shown below. The Edwards Avenue exhibit,
Figure G-7 (blue), shows a WB-62 delivery truck (i.e., a standard 18-wheel tractor-trailer)
backing into the Dick’s loading dock from Edwards Avenue and turning out of the Edwards
Avenue driveway. This display indicates that these turn movements can occur without
interference from the Project landing area or from the existing parking lot perimeter curbing
(refer to Chapter 3, Transportation and Traffic(c), of the IS/MND). Please take note that
these vehicle and turn movements are consistent with the original truck turn analysis
performed in 2013 for the design of the Dick’s Sporting Goods parking lot.

The Cleveland Avenue exhibit, Figure G-8 (red), shows the same delivery truck entering
from the Cleveland Avenue driveway and maneuvering through the parking lot. The exhibit
shows that the backing movement under the Project condition is constricted by the existing
perimeter curbing of the parking lot and not the proposed landing. In other words, Caltrans
has determined that the existing constriction would not be worsened by the Project.

It is Caltrans’ understanding, based on discussion with the manager at Dick’s Sporting
Goods, that deliveries are made approximately two times a week with no regular day-of-the-
week delivery schedule. The deliveries are made by large semi-trucks that are
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approximately 65 feet to 68 feet in length. Dependent on the driver, the trucks arrive from
either Cleveland or Edwards Avenues. Drivers do not back in from Edwards Avenue and go
down the ramp but make several tight turns within the parking lot to position themselves into
the loading docks. The area is tight, and ease of access is very much dependent on driver
skill.

Based on these findings, the following responses are presented:

1) The existing curb that currently borders the parking lot will remain in place or be
replaced in the same location. Therefore, the landing design will result in the same area
for truck maneuverability as under existing conditions. Therefore, the Project would not
restrict truck movement and maneuverability any more than the current design.

2) Based on these design considerations, the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative will not
cause an impairment to the property, particularly to the truck-service dock area at the
rear of the Dick’s Sporting Goods building.

3) The truck drivers serving Dick’s Sporting Goods should be advised to back in from
Edwards Avenue as demonstrated in Figure G-7.

4) Trucks backing into a loading dock will have their aural beepers in effect, alerting those
users around them similar to any loading dock located near an area of activity.
Pedestrians and cyclists will have clear view of the backing truck and advance
according to rules of the road.

Response to Comment 4: Temporary construction easement

Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s concern that the temporary construction easement
would block access to the service/loading area of Dick’s Sporting Goods. Refer to response
to Common Comments “CST-1, Construction duration.” Construction of the Project
would be phased over approximately two years and would not result in closure of the
Edwards Avenue access to the parking lot for the entire construction period. The temporary
construction easement shown blocking access to the service/loading area is required for
construction of the sidewalk and driveway near the west touchdown of the bridge. It is
anticipated that the area of the temporary construction easement blocking the driveway
would be required for no more than approximately two weeks in duration. During the
reconstruction of the driveway and sidewalk, any disruption in access will be coordinated
with the property owner in order to provide access for service/loading throughout the
duration of the temporary construction easement. Delivery trucks would continue to have
access to the property via Cleveland Avenue. Project construction would not result in any
additional safety hazards at the Trust parcel and pedestrian and bicyclists would continue to
have access to the primary Coddingtown Mall entrance on Edwards Avenue as described
above in Response to Comment 2.
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Response to Comment 5: Project represents unsafe conditions

Caltrans notes the commenter’s concern that the Project represents unsafe conditions
under CEQA. The statements contained in Comments 1 through 4 represent solely the
opinion of the commenter. The statements made by the commenter do not constitute an
expert opinion nor are they supported by facts. In contrast, the above responses were
prepared by a registered traffic engineering firm with extensive experience in highway
design. The responses utilized standard and accepted methodologies of analysis (e.g.,
truck turning analysis) as well as the professional judgment of the traffic engineer (refer to
Chapter 3, Transportation and Traffic(c), of the IS/MND). Each response presented facts
that refute the assertion(s) made in the comments.

Based on the above facts, there is no substantial evidence to support a conclusion that the
Project might or will result in unsafe conditions. Therefore, the fair-argument threshold for
the preparation of an EIR has not been met.

Response to Comment 6: Project Goal

Caltrans notes the commenter’s concern that the Project results in an unsafe condition. As
described in Responses to Comments 1 through 4, the Project would not result in an unsafe
condition or unusual circumstance in an urban environment. In contrast, by providing a
dedicated bicycle and pedestrian crossing of U.S. 101, the Project would improve safety as
opposed to the existing access across U.S. 101, which is provided at heavily congested
freeway ramp intersections at Steele Lane and College Avenue.

Response to Comment 7: Land Use and Planning

The commenter’s concern related to potential Project conflicts with local plans, policies, and
regulations has been noted. The Project would provide a safe overcrossing of U.S. 101 and
is designed to avoid any potential conflicts with adjacent land uses as described in
Responses to Comments 1 through 4. The Project, therefore, would be consistent with the
policies identified in this comment.

The potential for the Project to be located adjacent to the Trust parcel was considered at the
time of the development approval for the Trust parcel. As shown in Appendix G of the
IS/IMND and quoted below, the applicant for the development of the Trust parcel sought
approval of the development with full knowledge of the potential location of the Project.

“Codding Enterprises acknowledges that, although the Cleveland Retail Project (“Project’) is
exempted from provisions of the North Station Area Plan (“NSAP’), the Project site is
located within the NSAP boundaries. We further acknowledge that the NSAP identifies an
area near the Project site where a Community Connector Bridge may be developed, as
depicted on Figure 4.1 of the North Station Area Specific Plan document (attached).”
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The Project would not result in the removal of parking spaces from the Trust parcel, would
provide replacement plantings adjacent to the structure, and would replace stormwater
treatment facilities that are currently located in the acquired property. The Project, therefore,
would not conflict with the previous development approvals for the Trust parcel that were
considered with the understanding that an overcrossing could potentially be developed
along Edwards Avenue.

Response to Comment 8: Recreation

Caltrans notes the commenter’s concern related to the recreation impacts of the Project. As
discussed in Responses to Comments 1 through 4, the Project would not create an unsafe
condition. As discussed in Chapter 3, Recreation, the Project is a recreational facility and
the impacts of that facility are described throughout the IS/MND.

Response to Comment 9: Transportation and Traffic

Caltrans notes the commenter’s concerns pertaining to transportation and traffic. Based on
the facts presented in Responses to Comments 1 through 4, the Project would not increase
hazards due to the location of incompatible uses and would not be designed to increase
hazards. The Project, therefore, would have no impact under subpart (c) of Transportation
and Traffic, as identified in Chapter 3 of the IS/MND. As noted previously, when compared
to existing conditions, the Project would improve safety for bicyclists and pedestrians
crossing U.S. 101 by providing a continuous, ADA compliant, Class | shared-use
overcrossing that improves east-west connectivity to existing and proposed bicycle and
pedestrian networks in the northern half of Santa Rosa.

Response to Comment 10: Mandatory Findings of Significance

Caltrans notes the commenter’s opinion regarding potential adverse effects on human
beings. Please refer to Responses to Comments 1 through 4. The Project would be
designed to ensure the safety of all users and would not result in a direct or indirect adverse
effect on human beings.

Response to Comment 11: Opposition to Edwards/Elliott Overcrossing

Caltrans notes the commenter’s opinion that the project should not be constructed for the
reasons included in your comment letter. As discussed in Response to Comment 5, the
individual’'s comments above do not provide substantial evidence based on facts and/or
expert opinion that a fair argument could be made that a safety impact would result from the
construction of the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative. The conceptual design of the Project
landing at Edwards Avenue, as documented in the responses above, shows that users of
the Project could safely cross the existing driveway adjacent to the Project without
adversely affecting the existing use or creating a hazard to users of the overcrossing or
adjacent parcel. Pedestrians and bicyclists crossing a driveway is not an unusual
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circumstance in an urban area. No further environmental review, therefore, is necessary
prior to Project approval.
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Mears, Carl
Page 1 of 1

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 10:50 PM

To: Nagie, Eizabeth @00

Subject: Bike Pedestrian Crossing in Santa Rosa

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
Dear Ms. Nagle

I am writing to support the construction of a bicycle pedestrian crossing in northern Santa
Rosa. The crossing is important to improve safety, as it is pretty dangerous to use the street
level crossing at College Ave, and Steele Lane because of the complexity of these areas due fo
1| the freeway on ramps and off ramps. Drivers are simply not looking out for bikes and
pedestrians because they have other things on their mind.

Of the two options, I favor the Edwards Elliot Alternative, because 1t provides better access to
the SMART station, and to Coddingtown mall, all well as easier access from the east side.

Thank you for considering my mput.

Carl Mears
Bike commuter.
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Response to Mears, Carl
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed as it provides better access to the SMART train station and Coddingtown Mall
from the east side of U.S. 101. Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered
as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Melstrom, Dave
Page 1 of 1

Sent: Wednesday, July 15, 2020 12:18 PM

To: Nagie, Elzzbetn @007 [

Subject: Santa Rosa U.5. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing

EXTERMAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.|

Dear Ms. Nagle:

| would like to offer these comments in support of the Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and

Pedestrian Overcrossing:

| am a recreational biker who has lived in Santa Rosa for 16 years. | urge you to grant environmental
approval and construct the highway 101 bicycle crossing. Having seen many people killed in car/bike
1 accidents in Santa Rosa, this crossing is desperately needed. It is very unsafe to cross 101 right now,
and this bridge would make a huge difference in being able to bike around the city. The
Elliott/Edwards location is the best choice for the bridge and | hope you will proceed.

Thank you,
-Dave Melstrom
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Response to Melstrom, Dave
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative
Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be

constructed to provide a safer crossing of U.S. 101 for bicyclists. Your comment is noted for
the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Moore, Kathleen
Page 1 of 1

From: Kathleen Moore_

Sent: Friday, July 17, 2020 8;40:53 AM

To: Nagle, Elzaeth @007

Subject: Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing Project

| EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
This is & quick note to voice suppert for the Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing Project. The

proposed overcrossing is a key component of both Sonoma County’s and Santa Rosa's Bicycle
& Pedestrian Master Plans. It will connect Santa Rosa Junior College and Downtown Santa

| Rosa destinations with Coddingtown Mall and the Sonoma Marin Area Rail Transit (SMART)
station. Currently there are few safe and enjoyable routes for cyclists and pedestrians to
cross Highway 101 in Santa Rosa, Sonoma County. In fact, the crossings that currently exist,
Steele Lane/Guerneville Road and College Avenue, are dangerous for pedestrians and

bicyclists.
Thank you for your consideration,

Kathleen Moore
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Response to Moore, Kathleen
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed. As you note
the Project is a key component of both the County’s and City’s Bicycle and Pedestrian
Master Plans and provides a safer connection for bicyclists and pedestrians between SRJC,
downtown, Coddingtown Mall, and the SMART train station. The comment is noted for the
record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Morrison, Brad
Page 1 of 1

Sent: Wednesday, July 15, 2020 5:29 PM

To: Nagle, Eizabech@ o I

Subject: Santa Rosa 101 overcrossing by the SRIC

|E){TERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.|

Hi Ms. Nagle,
| support the proposed 101 overcrossing by the SRIC and prefer the Elliot/Edwards route. It will

make East West travel much easier in Santa Rosa.

Thank you,
Brad Marrison

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
Initial Study with Mitigated Negative Declaration G-215



Responses to Comments: Individuals

Morrison, Brad
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed to make east to west travel in Santa Rosa easier. Your comment is noted for
the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Munsch, Pat
Page 1 of 1

Sent: Saturday, July 18, 2020 10:49 AM

To: Nagle, Eizabeth @00

Subject: Highway 101 Bicycle & Pedestrian Bridge

‘E){TERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.‘

Please approve the bridge and make 1t safer to get from the
SMART train station to the JC area. The northernmost alternative
1s the best. i my opinion. Having been forced to use the only
street near there, the Steele Lane under-crossing, it obviously 1s
msanely dangerous for bikes and pedestrians due to the freeway
on-ramps, which are extremely unsafe to cross as a pedestrian.
(Or cycle commuter)

Have you ever tried to walk (or ride a bike ) through there? Try it
during rush hour... you will mstantly become a bridge advocate!
Help reunite Santa Rosa and please approve the much anticipated
bridge!

Thanks,

Pat Munsch
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Response to Munsch, Pat
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed to provide safer access from the SMART train station to the SRJC area. The
comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making
process on the Project.
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Murphy, Tim
Page 1 of 1

From Tim Voot [

Sent: Friday, July 24, 2020 8:56 AM

To: Nage, Eizzbetn @00 T

Subject: Support for Highway 101 Bike/Pedestrian Crossing

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
To Whom it may Concern,

I write in support of the Highway 101 bike-pedestrian crossing at Elliot Ave or Bear Cub
Way. I teach at Santa Rosa High School and live in west Santa Rosa close to the Santa Rosa
North SMART Station on Guerneville Rd. I frequently ride my bike to work, but do not feel
comfortable using the Steele Lane underpass to get to the east side of town. Instead, my
preferred route 1s to take Coffey Ln south, connect with the SMART bike path at the Santa
Rosa North Station, continue south to the 9th Ave underpass and then backtrack north to the
SRHS campus. While it 15 a much safer route, it approximately to doubles my bike commute
and requires me to cross College Ave twice.

A pedestrian overpass at either of the proposed locations would be a welcome addition to our
1 | network of bike paths; however, a crossing at Elliot Ave. would be the most convenient
location for access to the SMART bike path, train station, and Coddington Mall.

I'm personally excited about the possibilify of such as crossing, as it would shorten my bike
commute and further encourage me to ride more and drive less.

Thank you for your fime and consideration,
Tim Murphy
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Response to Murphy, Tim
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed to provide a convenient location to access Coddingtown Mall and the SMART
train station and trail. Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of
the decision-making process on the Project.
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Murray, Patrick
Page 1 of 1

From: parick vurr [

Sent: Friday, July 24, 2020 12:52 PM

To: Nagle, Eizabeth@ooT

Subject: Hwy. 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Bridge

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.

Ms. Nagle,

As a resident of Santa Rosa for many years. [ am acutely aware of how traffic density has greatly
mcreased over the years; more positively, bicycling has blossomed over time, as has pedestrian
mobility as our population ages. I am in support of this project, as I see 1t to be of benefit to our

community, and a good use of taxpaver funds. Thank vou.

Patrick Murray

Sent from my 1Pad
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Responses to Comments: Individuals

Response to Murray, Patrick
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project
Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed due to the

community benefits it provides. The comment is noted for the record and will be considered
as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Narath, Tanya
Page 1 of 1

Sent: Friday, July 24, 2020 8:38 AM

To: Nagie, Eizsbeth@ooT

Ce: Tanya Narath <tanyanarath@gmail.com=>

Subject: Support for Hwy 101 Overcrossing and Edwards/Elliott alignment

| EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
To: Caltrans, District 4
ATTN: Elizabeth Nagle, Associate Environmental Planner

Via email to Elizabeth Nagle@dot.ca gov

I am wrifing to express my support for the U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian
Overcrossing Project in Santa Rosa. I am a resident of west Santa Rosa and have experienced
the dangers of riding my bike on Steele Lane under Highway 101. I look forward to the day
when I will be able to safely cross the highway on foot or by bike using the new overcrossing.

I would also like to express my strong preference for the Edwards/Elliott alignment for the
overcrossing. I believe this location provides a more direct and accessible connection between
mmportant destinations on the east side of the highway such as the Santa Rosa Junior College
and County of Sonoma complex, and shopping, housing, and the SMART station on the west
side of the highway.

Thank you for your consideration.

Best,

Tanya Narath

Santa Rosa
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Response to Narath, Tanya
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed to connect SRJC and the Sonoma County Complex on the east of U.S. 101, to
shopping, housing, and the SMART train station west of U.S. 101. The comment is noted
for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
Initial Study with Mitigated Negative Declaration G-224



Responses to Comments: Individuals

Newell, Virginia
Page 1 of 1

From: Virginia Newell_

Sent: Friday, July 24, 2020 4:21 PM

To: Nagle, Eizabetn@noT

Subject: Safe crossing over Highway 101

| EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
1 ‘ Thank you for considering a safe crossing over Highway 101, Steele Lane for DEUE‘SUTBHS and UiC}l’C”STS.

| have chosen to walk, bicycle as my transportation means in lieu of owning an automobile.
| am a healthy senior living in the S.R.J.C area and frequently commute or travel under highway 101. |
am cautious, alert and yet it is a heavily trafficked area which could be safer for those on foot or bicycle.

Virginia Newell
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Response to Newell, Virginia
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed to provide a
safer alternative for pedestrians and bicyclists to access areas east and west of U.S. 101.
Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making
process on the Project.
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Nordlie, Claire
Page 1 of 1

From: Cair Nord- I

Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 5:05 PM

To: Nagle, Eizabeth@ oo I

Subject: Hwy 101 pedestrian and bicycle bridge

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.‘

Hello Ms. Nagle,

| am a citizen of Santa Rosa and I'm writing in support of the proposed Hwy 101
pedestrian and bicycle bridge south of Steel Ln and north of College Ave. That

1| intersection is dangerous to cross with the amount of traffic and would provide an
excellent path for SRJC students to get to classes without driving.

Thank you,
Claire Nordlie
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Response to Nordlie, Claire
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project
Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed to provide

increased non-vehicular access to SRJC for students. Your comment is noted for the record
and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Pasek, Ken
Page 1 of 1

----- Original Message--—-
From: Ken Pasekw
Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 2:5 /

To: Nagle, Elizabeth@DOT
Subject: Hwy 101 Pedestrian Bridge

EXTERNAL EMAITL. Links/attachments may not be safe.

YES, I support a bicycle and pedestrian bridge across 101. Either location works for me, but please spend some
extra money to make it aesthetically pleasing as this will be a permanent structure for decades.

Thank You.

Een Pasek

N
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Response to Pasek, Ken
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed and designed to
be aesthetically pleasing. To ensure the structure is a unique landmark for Santa Rosa, the
design of the cable arrangement, fencing, and tower elements will be refined during the
design phase. AMM AES-4 has been incorporated in the Project to ensure community input
is provided on the Project design and aesthetics (refer to Chapter 3, Aesthetics, of the
IS/MND). Public input will be an integral part of the Project design phase. In partnership with
Caltrans and SCTA, the City will develop a public outreach plan, host community meetings,
meet with residents, conducting community assessments, host design charrettes, and other
related public outreach efforts. In addition, the City will continue to consult the City's Design
Review Board during the design phase. Your comment is noted for the record and will be
considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Peacock, Evon
Page 1 of 1

Sent: Friday, July 17, 2020 4:40 PM

To: Catbagan, Christo pher_

Subject: Proposed Bike Lane
Good Afternoon Christopher,
Could you please forward my comments to Caltrans.

It would be great to have the Hearn Ave overpass between Corby Ave and Santa Rosa Ave.
made safe for walkers and bicyclists. Parts of the road has a sidewalk and parts do not. This
section of Santa Rosa on the Corby side connects the low income areas to shopping. | drive
this daily and i see kids trying to negotiate with traffic, very dangerous. Please consider making

this safe.

Thank you,
Evon Peacock
Yard Attendant
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Response to Peacock, Evon
Response to Comment 1: Hearn Avenue Interchange

Thank you for providing your opinion regarding the need for bicycle and pedestrian facilities
on the Hearn Avenue Interchange. The Hearn Avenue Interchange has been approved for a
reconstruction Project. The planned overcrossing is designed with proposed widened ADA
complaint sidewalks and proposed 6-foot Class Il bicycle lanes in the east and west
direction. The reconstructed overcrossing is anticipated to be complete in 2024 subject to
available funding. Please refer to the link https://srcity.org/746/Hearn-Avenue-Interchange-
Phase-3.
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Responses to Comments: Individuals

Pennington, Robert
Page 1 of 1

Sent: Friday, July 17, 2020 10:50 PM

Te: Nagle, Efzabetn @007

Subject: Support for Highway 101 Bicycle & Pedestrian Bridge

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.‘

Hello,

I'm writing to give my strong support for the proposed bicycle and pedestrian crossing over Highway
101. 1 often bike to work from my home in Sebastopol to my office at the county complex east of
the 101. The ride is mostly along bike paths and feels safe until Santa Rosa where | must cross 101.
Both College and Guerneville crossings feel incredibly unsafe and | go out of my way to avoid these
intersections. A dedicated overpass for pedestrians and bicycles would be a huge improvement to
my commute. | strongly support either of the proposed crossings.

Regards,

Robert Pennington

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
Initial Study with Mitigated Negative Declaration G-233



Responses to Comments: Individuals

Response to Pennington, Robert
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project
Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed to improve

safety for bicyclists and pedestrians crossing U.S. 101. The comment is noted for the record
and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Peoples, David
Page 1 of 1

Fram: David Peoples_

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 11:54 AM

To: Nagle, Eizabeth @00 I

Subject: Santa Rosa bicycle/pedestrian overpass

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
Dear Ms. Nagle,

An overpass for bicycles and pedestrians, across Highway 101 at Elliott Road in Santa Rosa,
has been needed for a very long time. The value of this overpass is incalculable and obvious.

Santa Rosa considers itself "The City Designed for Living" and this long overdo project 1s
exactly the type of feature that our motto refers to.

There are increasingly fewer safe opportunities to navigate our city for active people who
choose not to crowd our streets with cars and pollute the same air that we all must breath.
Those people all deserve an active role in our community.

Thanks very much for understanding the value and wisdom behind this new overpass. It will
become a symbol of success for smart urban planning.

Smcerely,
David Peoples

David Peoples
Coldwell Banker
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Response to Peoples, David
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed to provide a safer crossing of U.S. 101 for bicyclists and pedestrians. Your
comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making
process on the Project.
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Perry, John
Page 1 of 2

Sent: Friday, July 24, 2020 2:42 PM

To: Nege, Eizabeth oo™ [

Subject: Santa Rosa Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Bridge

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
Hi Elizabeth,

I was encouraged to give a comment on the proposed overhead bike/pedestrian bridge, so here thay

are

1l

Best,
lohn Perry

Daily downtown bicycle commuter

Comments,
Both: Much neaded!!! Both effective in reducing incidents on Steel and College, Great for the

Steel is downright unsafe. Mo one should be on that road.

Elliot/Edwards Pros:

May be more effective in encouraging people already using Steel becausa it is closer
5 Nice connections to Big lots/CVS and the mall
Elliot/Edwards Cons
Patelco, Dicks (both of which | use) and the surrounding area look really nice right now. A bridge
would reduce sight lines and diminish an area that's already nice Residents on these streets would
be impacted negatively. Not really fair to them (I wouldn't want it here if | were them)
Mote quite as intuitive to get on the smart trail and the station, points east
Bear Cub Pros
This area is neglected. Mo visual harm in building a bridge here. The whole area could use a lift
3 Very intuitive to get on the smart trail and the station, points east
Mice connection to Pacific Ave
The incline could be more graduated due to the undeveloped area to the south west
Bear Cub Cons

students too. Bicentennial seems safer than College if you have to cross, but it is way out of the way.
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Perry, John
Page 2 of 2

Mot guite as good access to the mall

My vote,
Bear Cub!
Less impactful on residents, better connections to Smart Trail, fewer negative aesthetic impacts
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Responses to Perry, John
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project

Thank you for providing your letter of support for the Project to provide a safer crossing for
bicyclists and pedestrians in this area.

Response to Comment 2: Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Your opinion on the pros and cons of the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternatives is noted. The
Project would increase bicycle and pedestrian connections between Coddingtown Mall and
businesses on Mendocino Avenue. The Project has been designed to avoid blocking views
of Cleveland Avenue businesses and their signage from U.S. 101, refer to Chapter 3,
Aesthetics, and Figure 3.0-1 to 3.0-3 of the IS/MND. This comment indicates that the
Edwards-Elliott alignment does not provide as intuitive a connection to the SMART trail and
train station; however, both Build Alternatives would access the SMART trail from the same
location on Jennings Avenue.

Response to Comment 3: Support for the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative should be
constructed due to reduced visual impacts, connection to Pacific Avenue, access to the
SMART train station and trail, reduced impacts to residents and design benefits due to less
constraints from existing development. Your comment is noted for the record and will be
considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Peterson, Robert
Page 1 of 1

Sent: Tuesday, June 30, 2020 8:09 PM

To: Nagle, Eizabeth @00 T

Subject: Fwd: Comments on Bicycle Pedestrian over crossing highway 101

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.|

-—-——---Forwarded message ——

From: Robert Peterson I

Date: Tue, Jun 30, 2020 at 7:57 PM

Subject: Comments on Bicycle Pedestrian over crossing highway 101

To:

Dear Elizabeth and Chris,

Thank you so much for all your work on this preject. | am an employee of the SRIC and was using
biking as an alternative to driving. |live over on the west side of town by Pinner High school. |
started riding my bike to work in 2003 and rode it through last July 2019. | have enjoyed riding my
bike and it was pretty safe till | got to the Coddingtown 101 area. | always had to be extra alert and
ride very defensively,

I was hit by a truck on the Coddingtown underpass in July of 2019, Both the Coddingtown and
College Ave under passes are very dangerous and not bike friendly or pedestrian friendly and | am
sure | am not the first person or last person to get hit and hurt in this area. There is the college, the

1 | High School and the grammar school with students using the underpass and this is so dangerous.
This over crossing is going to save lives and | think encourage more people to bike and walk since it
will be safer to do so. | will not ride a bike to work again until this is built.

Thank you,

Robert Petersen
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Response to Peterson, Robert
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed to improve the
safety of bicyclists and pedestrians accessing areas east and west of U.S. 101. Your
comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making
process on the Project.
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Phillips, Barbara
Page 1 of 1

From: Barbara Phillips_

Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 9:35 AM

To: Negle, Eizabetn@o" I

Subject: Highway 101 Bike/Pedestrian Overcrossing

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
Dear Ms. Nagle,

I wish to express my support for one of the two proposed overcrossings. Safety 1s my main
concern, both for myself as a pedestrian and cyclist, but mainly for the students who will be
the heaviest users. College Ave and Steele Lane are both high traffic areas with incomplete
bike lanes and long street crossings for pedestrians who have to be hyper-vigilant to cars
entering & exifing the freeway.

Because the Bear Cub Way east side access point is central to 3 schools, and deposits users on
the west side in an area not heavily trafficked, I feel it's the best option. Regardless of which
option 1s chosen, I'm happy to support the construction of an overcrossing.

Sincerely,
Barbara Phillips
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Response to Phillips, Barbara
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative should be
constructed due to its proximity to several schools on the east and a landing area that is
less trafficked on the west. The comment is noted for the record and will be considered as
part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Picard, Lisa
Page 1 of 1

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 12:45 PM

To: Nagle, Eizabeth @00 T

Subject: 101 Bike Crossing - Elliot Avenue

EXTERNAL EMATL. Links/attachments may not be safe.
Ms Nagle,

As an avid cyclist that commonly travels from Santa Rosa to West County, I wanted to SUPPORT
the bicycle overdressing as critical to our safety.

Highway 101 cuts Santa Rosa off and makes east-west bicycle and pedestnian travel unsafe
especially when pushed to use Guemnewille Road or College. Crossing under 101 at these locations
conflicts with car travel making turns from the freeway. This is a high-collision corridor. This over-
crossing 1s a key component of both Sonoma County’s and Santa Rosa’s Bicycle & Pedestrian
Master Plans as noted by Sonoma Bike Coalition.

From the user perspective, the Elliott/Edwards location has so many benefits being closer to SMART
train station and shopping areas. It is also safer. Please know that a WO BUILD OPTION IS
UNACCEPTABLE and This overcrossing 1s long overdue.

So appreciate your consideration.
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Response to Picard, Lisa
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed due to its proximity to the SMART train station, shopping areas, and increased
safety. As you note the Project is a key component of both the County’s and City’s Bicycle
and Pedestrian Master Plans. Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered
as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Plascencia, Rosita C.
Page 1 of 2

on

Sent: Friday, luly 17, 2020 2:30 PM

To:Naglo lzavetn 007 N

Subject: 101 bicycle-pedestrian-Bridge * Edwards Avenue

|E)(TERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.‘

Caltrans, District 4

Elizabeth Nagle, Associate Environmental Planner
P.O. Box 23660

Oakland, CA 94623-0660

| am contacting you regarding the proposed idea of a bridge coming from coddingtown to santa rosa
junior college.

As a resident and on site manager at_ for 16 years strongly opposes this project

for the following reasons

1. Since the new bus stop on the south side of Dicks sporting goods we have much more traffic using the
parking lots of coddingtown patelco dicks and the street. Not leaving much space for our residents. The
homeless have become even a bigger issue not only do they sit at the bus stop but they also come into our
private property hang out, do drugs, drink, smoke and of course leave their needles and frash behind.
Numerous times | have had to request for them fo leave. In this apartment complex we have assigned parking
which people using the bus violate on a daily basis. | would only become a bigger issue if this is not prevented.
Sadly would not give me much of a choice but to have to call the police on a daily basis for assistance.

2. The attempt to drive on to Cleveland Avenue has been tough also not for just me but for many of us
that try. We most certainly could use a traffic light at Edwards and Cleveland Avenues. Added traffic
would lead to it almost being impossible to get on to Cleaveland. | understand there is an issue with
parking at the srjc i dont see why you could not build a multi level parking garage on the one leveled
parking areas as is. Also | see there i3 an alternative area you can take this project to that is not a
residential area. | think in all faimess that would be the best idea.

| join my neighbors and agree that having that view would be awful not to mention all the trash that would
ultimately not be picked up by anyone creating possible rodent, bed bug, roach and other pest problems that we
do not currently have. The violence would absolutely increase. Our families and children do not deserve this,
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Plascencia, Rosita C.
Page 2 of 2

we deserve the peace we have all worked really hard to maintain in our area. In this complex we unfortunately
do not have an area for the kids to play, | feel this would create a temptation for the kids to want to run over and
play on this structure and causing harm to them in many ways.

6 | Please move your project to Bear Club Way and kindly leave our neighborhood in peace.

Thank you for your time
Rosita C. Placencia
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Responses to Plascencia, Rosita C.
Response to Comment 1: Opposes Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Caltrans acknowledges your opposition to construction of the Edwards-Elliott Build
Alternative. Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the
decision-making process on the Project.

Response to Comment 2: Parking

The commenter’s concerns on parking have been noted by Caltrans. Please see Table G-1,
responses to Common Comment “TRA-1, Parking.”

Response to Comment 3: Homelessness

Caltrans has noted the commenter’s concern on homelessness. Please see Table G-1,
responses to Common Comment “PUB-1, Homeless concerns”.

Response to Comment 4: Traffic light and additional parking

Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s concerns regarding the need for a traffic signal at
Edwards Avenue and Cleveland Avenue and additional parking. For information on the
traffic signal please refer to Table G-1, responses to Common Comments “TRA-1,
Parking” and “TRA-2, Traffic signal.”

Response to Comment 5: Views, safety and litter

Caltrans has taken note of the commenter’s concerns regarding views, safety and litter. The
lower portions of the inclined approaches will be supported on retaining walls. Provisions
haves been made adjacent to these walls to provide for planting to reduce the visibility of
the structure. See conceptual rendering in Figure G-1 of this Appendix and AMM AES-2 in
Chapter 3, Aesthetics, of the IS/MND. Please see Table G-1, response to Common
Comment “PUB-2, Crime.” Although the Project may increase litter in the vicinity, given
the urban nature of the area and existing litter sources, litter is not anticipated to
substantially increase. The Project would construct a crosswalk from the landing area to the
south side of Edwards Avenue to allow for safe crossing by children, pedestrians, and
bicyclists accessing the overcrossing.

Response to Comment 6: Support for the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative
Thank you for providing your opinion that the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative should be

constructed. The comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the
decision-making process on the Project.
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Plaugher, Joe
Page 1 of 1

From: Joe Plaugl"er_

Sent: Friday, July 17, 2020 1:56 PM

To: Nagle, Eizabetn o

Subject: Comment - Santa Rosa U.5. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.|

Good afternoon,

| am a Santa Rosa resident and cyclist, and | am writing in full support of the Santa Rosa Highway 101
Overcrossing project. If given a choice between the two opticns, | prefer the Edwards-Elliott
alignment because it avoids the increased pedestrian traffic on existing sidewalks. Additionally, the

1 | JC has closed down sidewalk/traveling through access to bicyclists during this pandemic, so | have
concerns that access to the overcrossing may be limited in future campus closures.

Thanks,
loe

Joe Plaugher

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
Initial Study with Mitigated Negative Declaration G-249



Responses to Comments: Individuals

Response to Plaugher, Joe
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed as it avoids existing pedestrian traffic at SRJC and the potential for future SRJC
campus closures to limit accessibility to the Project. The comment is noted for the record
and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Pool, Denise
Page 1 of 1

From: < I

Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 9:04 PM

To: Neg'e, Eizabetn@ oo™ I

Subject: pedestrian/bike over crossing 101

EXTERMNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.

Dear Elizabeth,

1| Yes, | am all for this project. It is good to encourage people to get out of the car & move more.

Thanks, Denise Pool
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Response to Pool, Denise
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project
Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed to encourage

non-vehicular modes of travel. The comment is noted for the record and will be considered
as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Power, Beth
Page 1 of 1

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 10:05 PM

To: Ngl, Ezzbeth @0oT I

Subject: 101 bridge
EXTERNAL EMATL. Links/attachments may not be safe.

Please expedite construction of this bridge between Coddingtown & Elliott Way. I live in the JC
1 neighborhood and it 15 dangerous walking & biking under 101

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
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Response to Power, Beth
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed to provide a safer crossing for bicyclists and pedestrians between Coddingtown
Mall and the SRJC area. The comment is noted for the record and will be considered as
part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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R., Gilberto
Page 1 of 1

From: Gieerto

Sent: Friday, July 24, 2020 9:21 PM

To: Nagle, Efzabeth@00T I

Subject: Santa Rosa, CA Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing Project comments

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |

I really hope the pedestrian overcross can begin to be constructed as soon as possible. T think 1t
will be a win no matter if the Edwards Elliott or the Bear Cub Way overcross is built. I think I
prefer the Edwards Elliott overcross. I still think there is an argument to be made for the bear
cub way overcross. It would be closer to The Living Room Center. Closer to The Coffee
House Teen Shelter. It would be closer to Santa Rosa High School. Ridgeway Swim Center. I
think it’s also close to those living near central / downtown Santa Rosa. I think where the
argument for the bear cub way falls apart 1s that it would be farther away from a entrance to
get onto the SMART Mult-Use Pathway. Bemng farther away from the trail also means the
overcross would be further from the north SMART Train Station. Farther away from the
Northside Transit Hub. Father away from Coddingtown and all the stores, shops and services
there. Farther away from the stores near Mendocino Ave and Steele Lane.

So I think the Edwards Elliott Build Alternative would be better overall for the majority of
people if not for everyone. One reason I think is that the lightmg would be better at might. It
would be close to the SRIC police department. In this sense to me it would be safer. I know

> | some of the nearby residents won’t like being so close to the overcross but to me personally,
their nearby presence will make 1t a safer place as opposed to the lonier, quieter and darker
overcross if the Bear Cub Way build alternative was built. Edwards Elliott is also estimated to
cost less as well.

As far as how I would personally use the Edwards Elliott Pedestrian Overcross 1f it was bult. I
live near 9th st and Dutton. So west of the 101 and just west of the SMART Mult-Use
Pathway. I mostly get around walking and rniding public transit. So I would make my way up
to Coddingtown taking the transit bus or the getting on from the Downtown Santa Rosa
SMART train stafion and getting off at the Santa Rosa North SMART Train Station. Like any
average person I am always looking for a bargain so discount stores interest me very much.
Stores that I would go to are Big Lots, Prime Time Nutrition, Target, Nordstrom Rack, and TJ
Maxx. Sporting good stores and other stores as well; too many to list. Other than retail I would
go to Patelco Credit Union and the Post Office. Grocery Stores like Safeway, Ortega Market,
Chavez Market.

Thank you and hope the Pedestrian Bridge can be built and done in the next several years.

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
Initial Study with Mitigated Negative Declaration G-255



Responses to Comments: Individuals

Responses to R., Gilberto
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed due to its proximity to a variety of transit uses, Coddingtown Mall, and stores on
Steele Lane and Mendocino Avenue. The comment is noted for the record and will be
considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.

Response to Comment 2: Lighting and Safety

Caltrans notes your opinion that the lighting and SRJC Police Department presence in the
vicinity of the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative would provide greater safety for users.

Response to Comment 3: Proximity to Retail and Services

Caltrans notes your support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative due to the greater
density of retail establishments, grocery stores, and services in that area. The comment is
noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the
Project.
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Ralston, Shaun
Page 1 of 2

From: shaun filson

Sent: Saturday, July 25, 2020 6:56 PM

To: Nagle, Eizatech @007
Ce: Nancy Adams_; Olivares, Erresto_; Schwedhelm,
Tor I 5>, o I <= ~aio"

Subject: Comment on the US Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Over-crossing in Santa Rosa

‘ EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
Dear Ms. Nagle,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Initial Study and Proposed
Negative Declaration. I am excited to see this project inching closer to reality. As
noted in the Initial Study. bicycle and pedestrian circulation across Highway 101 is
difficult in northern Santa Rosa, and a connection in this area will be welcomed by
the community.

The overcrossing has been a priority project in both the 2010 and 2018 Bicycle and
Pedestrian Master Plans (https://srcitv.org/2711/Bicvele-and-Pedestrian-Master-
Plan). and our first goal in the 2018 Plan is to increase access and comfort by
designing bicycle and pedestrian facilities that are accessible and comfortable for
people of all ages and abilities to use. We also noted in Design Policy #3. to build a
Low Stress Bikeway Network suitable for the “Interested but Concerned.” to
include people of all ages and ability levels riding bicycles. I believe this includes
not only the design of the facility, but also the location of the facility. It is important
1 | that the facility is in an area that invites access and interest from all parties, and I
believe the Elliott/Edwards location is the better of the two options in meeting this
goal. A key to making people feel safe and comfortable is to have a lot of "eyes" on
the area. such as in a neighborhood. The northern location will not only include
nearby neighborhoods. but also regularly frequented campuses on both ends
(Coddingtown Mall and SRIC) providing "eyes" every day of the week. The Bear
Cub Way alternative. would limit the "eyes" on the overcrossing to weekdays and
normal working hours. This would not offer the same type of comfortable location
and. I believe, would drive away many of the "Interested but Concerned" citizens.

Policy #5 in the 2018 BPMP is to design accessible, comfortable. and continuous
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Ralston, Shaun
Page 2 of 2

off-street paths that contribute to the framework of Santa Rosa’s active
transportation network. Due to the Elliott/Edwards proposed path's proximity to the
North Santa Rosa SMART Station and the Coddingtown Transit Facility. if is the
much more direct way to connect the northeast side of Santa Rosa to local and
regional transit options. In addition, it is the closest opportunity to create an off-
street path to Guerneville Road. a major vehicular East-West corridor.

Lastly, the Elliott/Edwards alternative also includes more direct access to areas of
3 | interest on both sides of the highway, such as Coddingtown Mall, post office
facilities. the SRJC, and the Big Lots/CVS shopping center on Mendocino Ave.

Thank you for your consideration: I look forward to hearing about the final
decision.

Respectiully,
Shaun Ralston
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Responses to Ralston, Shaun
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliot Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed because it will provide better access and safety for users due to the adjacent
residential neighborhood, Coddingtown Mall, SRJC campus, and associated activity in this
area that would discourage crime. Your comment is noted for the record and will be
considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.

Response to Comment 2: Connections to transit

Caltrans notes your support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative given its proximity to
both the SMART train station and Coddingtown Transit Facility, as well as the associated
local and regional connections provided by those transit services.

Response to Comment 3: Connections to transit

Caltrans notes your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative provides direct access
to areas of interest on both sides of U.S. 101 including the Coddingtown Mall, SRJC, post
office, and shopping on Mendocino Avenue. Your comments are noted for the record and
will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Rathbone, Olivia
Page 1 of 1

From: Olivia Rathbonem
Sent: Wednesday, July 1>
RN T ——

Subject: Pedestrian bridge in Santa Rosa
EXTERNAL EMAITL. Links/attachments may not be safe.
Hello Elizabeth,

I am writing to urge you to support the construction of a bicycle/pedesirian bridge in Santa Rosa, either at the
proposed Coddington Mall location or at Bear Way crossing, whichever is more feasible. Many students at the SR
Junior College and 2 surrounding high schools bike or walk to school and this critical infrastructure would allow for
more ease and safety to do so. Aside from the obvious climate benefits, safe bike and pedestrian routes vastly
improve quality of life, health, access, and a sense of community. As a city that 15 cuf in half by the 101, I implore
vou to help make Sanfa Rosa a more enjoyable, liveable cify by supporting the bridge construction and
deprioritizing “car supremacy in vour decision making.

Thank vou,
Olivia Rathbone
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Response to Rathbone, Olivia
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed. Caltrans
acknowledges your opinion that the Project is critical infrastructure and provides safe
access for students to SRJC and local high schools while providing additional quality of life,
health, access, and community benefits. Your comment is noted for the record and will be
considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
Initial Study with Mitigated Negative Declaration G-261



Responses to Comments: Individuals

Richards, Willard
Page 1 of 2

From: wiler<

Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 2:55 PM

To: Nagl, Elzabeth @00 I

Subject: Support for Hwy 101 Overcrossing and Edwards/Elliott alignment

| EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |

To:

Caltrans, District 4

ATTN: Elizabeth Nagle, Associate Environmental Planner
WVia email to Elizabeth Nagle@dot.ca gov

I have strongly supported the U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing Project
m the City of Santa Rosa, Sonoma County smce 1t was first proposed. I have attended all the
public meetings on this project. The first was held more than a decade ago.

I always strongly supported the Edwards/Elliott alignment, and 1t 15 easy to explain why.
Imagine you are on the SRIC campus near the Library or classroom buildings and want to

1| walk to Coddingtown or to the SMART station. Which alignment would you prefer to walk
on?

‘When the North Station Area Specific Plan was being prepared, the parcel where Dick’s
Sporting Goods 1s now was owned by Codding Enterprises and used as a parking lot. Codding
Enterprises resisted the Edwards/Ellliott alignment. I was among those who negotiated

with Kirstie Moore, Development Manager, Codding Enterprises to be more cooperative and
appealed to the Santa Rosa Planning Commission to make accepting the Edwards/Elliott
alignment part of the approval of the Dick’s Sporting Goods application. The first attachment
1s a letter we prepared.

2 | Other activists initiated a formal appeal, but that was settled as described in the second and
third attachments. The third attachment by Kirstie Moore 1s sufficiently important to be
reproduced here.

October 11, 2013

To Whom It May Concern:

A citizens group. the Community Connector Advocacy Group. appealed the Design Review Board's
Cleveland Retail Project approval to the City Council The Group and Codding Enterprises negotiated to
amicably resolve the appeal and in fact reached an agreement. The Group agreed to withdraw its appeal. and
Codding Enterprises agreed to add the following language to its final submittal to be recorded with the
Project:
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Richards, Willard
Page 2 of 2

Codding Enterprises acknowledges that, although the Cleveland Retail Project (“Project™) is exempted from
provisions of the North Station Area Plan (“NSAP™). the Project site 1s located within the NSAP
boundaries. We further acknowledge that the NSAP identifies an area near the Project site where a
Community Connector Bridge may be developed. as depicted on Figure 4.1 of the North Station Area
Specific Plan document (attached).

Sincerely,

Kirstie Moore

Development Manager

Attached: North Station Area Plan Figure 4.1

Yesterday, during a Study Session on this project, the Santa Rosa City Council unanimously
again supported this project and recommended the Edwards/Elliott alignment.

Willard Richards
Chair, Sonoma County Transportation and Land-Use Coalition
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Community Connector Bridge Advocacy Group

Sonoma County Transportation and Land Use Coalition Friends of SMART

Neighborhood Alliance of Santa Rosz Concerned Citizens for Santa Rosa
Gresnbelt Alliznoe Sonoma County Bicycke Coalition
Sonoma County Conservation &ction Morth Bay Organizing Project

Sonoma County Climate Protection Campaign

Planning Commissioners

City of Santa Rosa

100 Samta Rosa Ave, Room 10
Santa Rosa, CA 95404

Ladies and Gentlemen:

We—the advocacy group for the “"Community Connector” Bridge over Highway 101 near the Junior
College—call to your attention a problem that can be avoided with proper planning. The problem,
simply stated, is that Codding Enterprises is going ahead with plans for Dick’s Sporting Goods and other
buildings, without provision for the Bridge. We want to eliminate the possibility of spending extra time
and money trying to negotiate when construction of the bridge eventually begins. We think Dick's would
be thrilled to learn that the bridge will bring thousands of bicydlists and pedestrians right by their door
daily.

The justification for proceeding is stated on page 4 of the staff report for the July 18 Design Review
Board hearing on Dick's Sporting Goods: ... a bicycle and pedestrian bridge project has not been
brought forward to the City and a project description has not been developed. Given this fact, this
praject is not required to provide accommodations for a bicycle and pedestrian bridge." Thus when the
bridge construction begins in the future, Dick’s could object to the design, negotiate for changes, and
hold up the project.

The Bridge is on the agenda for this week's meeting of the Design Review Board. The staff report for the
meeting states that the design of the bridge is not developed enough to be considered ina CEQA
analysis. The traffic analysis by W-Trans comes to the same conclusion (pdf pages 188 and 206). The
report also finds the project to be consistent with the Morth 5anta Rosa Station Area Specific Plan and
states that project impacts do not require further analysis. However, North Santa Rosa Station Area
Specific Plan EIR finds mo significant impacts to transportation based in part on an assumption the Bridge
will be constructed. While the North Station Area Spedific Plan EIR only shows a generalized location for
the Bridge, CEQA analysis for the proposed project fails to consider the feasibility of constructing the
Bridge in another location. Absent this information, environmental analysis is inadequate as it is
impossible to determine if implementation of the proposed project would prevent construction of this
critical component of the North Station Area Specific Plan.

The City has had this Bridge in its plans and actions for a long time—certainly sufficient time for the
various City departmenis to share plans and status reports. Here is some history:
* The Bridge is in the General Plan, is a key item North Station Area Specific Plan, and is included
in the city’'s Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan. It is included in the Transportation and Public
Works proposed Work Plan for Fyl4-15.
# Stephen Grover has prepared a preliminary plan for the Bridge. The plan is on the City website
at http//ci_santa-
rosa.ca.us/departments/publioworks/Bicycle Projects/BikePedBridge/Pages/default.aspx. Pages
4-26 of that plan show a conceptual design of the bridge connecting Elliot and Edwards
Avenues. Now that the SMART station is at Guerneville Rd., this is the preferred alignment.
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Community Connector Bridge Advocacy Group

Sonoma County Transportation and Land Use Coalition Friends of SMART

Neighborhood Alliance of Santa Rosa Concemned Citizens for 5anta Rosa
Greenbselt Alliznos Sonoma County Bicycle Coalition
Sonoma County Conservation Action North Bay Organizing Project

Sonoma County Climate Protection Campaign

Currently, Highway 101 divides us by race and class. The Connector Bridge will serve low income
pecple on the west side and Santa Rosa Junior College students. This community has showed up
in droves to support the Bridge.

# The City Council has approved the preparation of a 400,000 Project Initiation Document. This
is Project ID 769 in the recently approved Capital Improvements Projects. Public Works
Associate Engineer Otto Bertolero is managing the Project Initiation Document for the City. The
main purpose of the PID is to obtain permission from Caltrans to build a structure over their
right of way. Caltrans has indicated to us that they are fine with the Bridge, and it is in the City's
hands.

+ Members of the Advocacy Group spoke in support of the CC Bridge at the July 18 DRE meeting.
We met with Kirstie Moore of Codding Enterprises on July 22. She indicated that Dick's selected
this site because of its visibility from the freeway. At the July 18 DRB meeting, Dick's presented
a plan for a one-story building with a tower that the DRB characterized as a billboard. It is
important to Dick's that the bridge not obstruct the view of the store from the freeway.

& Public Works displays no sense of urgency or ownership in this matter. On August 13 their

response to our concerns was “, the only suggestion (we) can offer is to address it to the

property owner.” Since we have already done so, we are clearly going in circles.

We ask that approval of the application be conditioned to include the Community Connector Bridge. We
believe that Grover's conceptual design provides sufficient information that the bridge envelope can be

included in the project plan. Please don't ignore the needs of ALL members of our community and allow
private companies to dictate the livability of our City.

Respectfully submitted on behalf of the Community Connector Bridge Advocacy Group,

Jack C. Swearengen
Chair, Friends of SMART

Copies to:

City Manager

Planning Commission

Design Review Board

Bicycle and Pedestrian Advisory Board
Transportation and Public Works
Director of Community Development
Codding Enterprises

CCBAG members
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Close to Home: Building bridges in Santa

By GARY HELFEICH and JANIS WATEINS 5anta Koza Press Democrat November 3, 2013, 2:00 AN

Related Links

 Bridee backers drop objection to Coddingtown sporting zoods store

.“-n- anta Fosa conncil funds studv of bicyele and pedestrian bridese

Quietly, without fanfare or fireworks, a land-use issue was resolved this past month in Santa
Foza.

You probably didn't hear about it becanse it didn't invelve protests or lawsuits or contentions
hearnings before the City Couneil It was settled with reasonable discussions among sensible
adults looking to find a solution that would weorlk: for both sides and, more importantly, for all
residents of Santa Rosa.

We want to share that good news.

At izsue is the community connector bridge across Highway 101, a project that has been planned
for several years to provide a safe way for people to cross the freeway without using their cars.
The bridge would create a new connection between Santa Rosa's east and west sides, between
Santa Fosa Junior Cellege and Coddingtown, between northeast Santa Fosa and the SMART
train station in the northwest on Guemeville Road.
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For those reasons and more, the bridge is an important connection.

But plans for the bridge were bumping vwp against plans for retail development on the west side
of the freeway. Dick's Sporting Goods, a national chain, plans to build a new store adjacent to
Coddingtown on Cleveland Avenue. And the location of the store is right next to the preferred
spot for the landing of the west side of the bridge.

There is not necessarily any conflict between these projects. However, during the city's review of
the Dick's design_ the location of the bridge was not considered even though the City Council
already had unanimounsly supported a Caltrans study of the project. Because of a techmicality. the
Dick's store was approved as if the bridge would never exist at all.

This was worrisome becanse Dick's representatives have said the company chose this location
largely based upon its visibility from Highway 101, and it is possible that the bridge may
someday reduce that visibility. We worried that without a formal acknowledgement of the bridge
today, the existence of the Dick's store might make it harder to build the bridge in the future.

We're part of a coalition of groups interested in preserving the city's options for a bridge that
would provide a vital link between commerce, education, government, health care,
neighborhoods and transportation.

We do not oppose Dick's. But because of our comumitment to protecting the plan for the bridge,
we asked representatives of Coddingtown — the owner of the Dick's site — to work with us to
ensure those plans are acknowledged by Dick's ahead of the construction of their store.

Unfortunately, those initial meetings were not fruitfol, and our growp decided we had no choice
but to file an appeal and ask the City Council to intervene. But as that potentially contentions
City Council meeting approached. we and Coddingtown's representatives decided to try once
more to find agreement on this issue.

We sat down and tallzed about crafting a win-win solution. and we found commen ground.

The result: Coddingtown and Dick's will acknowledge the location of the bridge. and it will be
reflected in plans for the store. As a result, we withdrew our appeal.

How does this benefit the entire community? First, it is always a geod thing when individuals,
organizations and businesses wotk out their differences without relying on govermment to
intervene. But this agreement goes further by ensuring a vital piece of public infrastrocture will
not face vanecessary hurdles in its development.

The community connector bridge would do exactly what its name implies and much more. It
would reduce car trips and greenhonse gas emissions at one of Santa Fosa's most congested
intersections — Steele Lane and Highway 101. It would provide pedestrian and bicyele access
between the new SMART tramn on the west and the junior college and the Sonoma County
Administration Center on the east. It wonld funnel hundreds of potential customers past Dick's
doors every day.

This is a “win-win-win-win~ for us, for Coddingtown, for Dick's and for all of Santa Rosa. We
think that's semething to celebrate.

Gary Helfrich is executive director of the Sonema County Bicyele Coalition. Janis Warkins is a
board member af Sonoma County Conservation Action.
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CODDING

1400 VaLLEY HOUSE DRIVE P 7 WNWCODDIMNG, COM

BOHMERT PAREK, & #4520

Cictober 11, 2013

To Whom It May Concemn:

A citizens group, the Community Connector Advocacy Group, appealed the
Design Review Board's Cleveland Retail Project approval to the City Council. The
Group and Codding Enterprizes negotiated to amicably resolve the appeal and in
fact reached an agreement. The Group agreed to withdraw itz appeal, and
Codding Enterprizes agreed to add the following language to its final submittal to
be recorded with the Project:

Codding Enterprises acknowledges that, although the Cleveland Retail Project
(*Project”) is exempted from provisions of the North Station Area Plan ("MSAPT),
the Project site is located within the NSAP boundaries. We further acknowledge
that the MSAP identifies an area near the Project site where a Community
Connector Bridge may be developed, as depicted on Figure 4.1 of the Morth
Station Area Specific Plan document {attached).

Sincerely,

) A

Kirstie Moore
Development Manager

Aftached: Morth Station Area Plan Figure 4.1

CC: File
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Responses to Richards, Willard
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed as it is a more preferable alignment for those wishing to cross U.S. 101
between SRJC, Coddingtown Mall, and the SMART train station. Your comment is noted for
the record and will be considered by as part of the decision-making process on the Project.

Response to Comment 2: Codding Enterprises negotiation

Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s concern and documentation regarding agreements
with Codding Enterprises related to the development of Dick’s Sporting Goods property and
the location of the Project on the Edwards-Elliott alignment. The support of the Santa Rosa
City Council for the Edwards-Elliott alignment is also acknowledged. Your comments and
documentation are noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-
making process on the project.
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Ridlington, Elizabeth
Page 1 of 1

From: Elizabeth Ridlington_

Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2020 9:17 PM

Te: Nagle, Eizsbeth@noT

Subject: comments on 101 bike/ped crossing in Santa Rosa

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
To Whom It May Concern:
I am writing in support of the Edwards-Ellioft alignment option for the Highway 101 bicycle and pedestrian bridge
in Santa Rosa.
The Santa Rosa Bike and Pedestrian Master Plan updated in 2018 identified a safe route across 101 as a high priority
and a key element for improving the city's cycling and walking network. [ believe that the Edwards-Elliott option
will better serve the community's need.

e There are more students at the north end of the Santa Rosa Junior College than at the south end, near the
Bear Cub Way alignment.

» Neighbors in the Junior College neighborhood have spoken in favor of a bridge at Elliott at public meetings
i the past.

o Stores, the SMART station, a public library branch, a post office and other destinations on the west side of
the bridge are closer to the landing on Edwards Avenue than to the landing of the Bear Cub way alignment,
meaning the Edwards-Elliott alignment allows for a more direct trip for those who are walking or biking.

As a member of Santa Rosa's Bike and Pedestrian Advisory Board. I am delighted at the prospect that this bridge
will provide a safer and more attractive route than the existing freeway undercrossings for people who are traveling
by bike or foot.

Elizabeth Ridlington
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Responses to Ridlington, Elizabeth
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed due to the larger number of SRJC students at the north end of campus, Junior
College neighborhood support for this alignment, and proximity of public facilities, stores,
and SMART train that allow for a safer direct route for bicyclists and pedestrians. Your
comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making
process on the Project.
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From: 2ablo fomero N

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 12:09 PM

To: Ngie, Eizsbetn @00

Subject: Highway 101 overcrossing in Santa Rosa

EXTERMAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
Dear Ms. Magle,

I'm writing in support of the overcressing (currently in environmental review) that will help bridge
the economically and racially segregated E/W parts of my city. This overcrossing will allow the ever
expanding pedestrian and cycling community access to areas of the city without having to getin a
car. For example; the Junior College students whao live in the less privileged west side of Santa Rosa,
will be able to reach their JC classes just on the other side of the 101 Highway.

Thanks you!

Pablo Romero

This message 15 intended only for the confidential use of the intended recipient(s). If you have received this communication in
error, please notify the sender by reply e-mail. and delete the criginal message and any attachments. Any unanthonized
disclesure, copying, or distribution of this message (including the attachments), ot the taking of any action based on it, is
strictly prohibited.
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Response to Romero, Pablo
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed to provide
bicycle and pedestrian connections for lower income students from the west side of U.S.
101 to the SRJC campus on the east side. The comment is noted for the record and will be
considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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From: bever'y:

Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 3:01 PM

To: Nagle, Eizabeth @00

Subject: Comments on Highway 101 Bicycle & Pedestrian Overcrossing

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.

| strongly prefer the “Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative” for the Highway 101 Bicycle &
Pedestrian Overcrossing, because of its closer proximity to the Guerneville Road SMART station.

T | With the other alternative, | feel sure that many pedestrians and bicyclists coming from the SMART
station will find it difficult or impossible to locate the access point for the crossing, rendering it

useless ta them.
Thank you for the oppertunity to comment.

Sincerely,
Beverly Rose
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Response to Rose, Beverly
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed given its proximity to the SMART train station and ease of access. Your
comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making
process on the Project.
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From: et ot

Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 3:15 PM

To: Nagle, Ezabeth@noT

Subject: Highway 101 Bicycle & Pedestrian Bridge

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.|

i |T am in SUPPORT of this project

https://sreityv.org/750/Highwav-101-Bicycle-Pedestrian-
Bridge

Jeff Roth
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Response to Roth, Jeff
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed. The comment
is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the
Project.
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Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2020 12:34 PM

To: Nagle, Ezabetn @00

Subject: Why 101 Santa Rosa Bicycle/Pedestrian COverpass

EXTERNAL EMATL. Links/attachments may not be safe.

Cal Trans:

1 The Hwy 101 Santa Rosa bicycle/pedestrian overpass project 1s an unportant project
to improve and encourage safety. The current options for crossing 101 in Santa Rosa
are risky at best for us. Please consider approving and moving forward on this long
needed improvement.

Very truly yours,

John Russell MD
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Response to Russell, John
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project
Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed to improve

safety for bicyclists and pedestrians crossing U.S. 101. Your comment is noted for the
record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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————— Original Message--—-

From: Erika SchﬂmW

Sent: Monday. July 20, 202

To: Nagle. Evzaberizpo [

Subject: Bike pathway

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.

Hello,

I'm emailing my support for this project!

On April 22 my husband and I were riding our bikes on Steele lane towards Franklin Park from Coddingtown
Mall. We were obeying traffic miles when a flat bed tow truck from Yarborough towing infenfionally went around
us, only to come within 2 ft of hitting my husband when they cut us off to get into 101 South Bound. (He velled at

my husband and T and we were wearing bring colors and it was obvious he saw us.)

I emailed the company thinking they would care how their drivers are being reckless on the road, there’s been no
1esponse.

It's because of drivers like this we need a safer alternative to getting on the other side of the freeway.

Please know I support this project as do many of my friends.

Thank you.

Frika
Sent from my iPhone
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Response to Schnur, Erika
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project
Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed to provide a

safer alternative for bicyclists crossing U.S. 101. Your comment is noted for the record and
will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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July 16, 2020

Elizabeth Magle
Associate Environmental Planner
Caltrans, District 4

P.O. Box 23660
Oakland, CA 94623-0860

Dear Ms Nagle:

| attended the June 30th Zoom connected public meeting to hear presented the

the Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Over-crossing
Eeasibility Study. | wish to express my support for the proposed bike and
pedestrian bridge. As a biker | would feel safe enough to venture over to
Coddingtown Mall and the SMART train station if the bridge were constructed

1| and located at the Elliot/Edwards alignment. This route in my view offer the
greatest advantage to those of us living on the east side who wish to get to those
two destinations in the shortest time possible. | see this bridge as a long awaited
means for walkers and biker to conveniently and safely make that journey.
Feople such as myself have waited a long time for this needed connection. | look
forward to hearing progress on the project.

Sincerely,

Wayne Seden
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Response to Seden, Wayne
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for attending the public meeting held for this Project. Your opinion that the
Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be constructed due to it being the most convenient
location for bicyclists and pedestrians east of U.S. 101 to safely reach Coddingtown Mall
and the SMART train station is acknowledged. Your comment is noted for the record and
will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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From: Dani Sheef‘ar‘—Meyer_

Sent: Monday, July 20, 2020 1:38 PM

To: Nagl, Eizzbeth@00T I

Ce: Chris Catbagan

Subject: Highway 101 Bike-Ped Qvercrossing in Santa Rosa

‘EKTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.
Caltrans District 4

ATTN: Elizabeth Nagle, Associate Environmental Planner
P.C. Box 23660

Qakland, CA 94623-0660

Re: Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
Dear Ms. Nagle:

Az a concerned citizen | am pleased to offer comments in support of the U.5. Highway 101
Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing in Santa Rosa. | have discussed this with those that have
reviewed the Proposed Mitigated Negative Declaration and support the finding that it is
accurate and complete. We urge you to grant environmental approval and construct the
project.

| support the conclusions of Friends of SMART which has advocated for a 101 overcrossing
since SMART became a reality in 2008,

| will quote their letter addressed to you, "The “Community Connector Bridge Advocacy
Group” was formed in 2013 for the purpose of advocating for a bridge. Group membership
included Friends of SMART, Sonoma County Transportation and Land Use Coalition,
Neighborhood Alliance of Santa Rosa, Greenbelt Alliance, Sonoma County Conservation
Action, Sonoma County Climate Protection Campaign, and Sonoma County Bicycle Coalition.
We spent many hours negotiating with the President and Board of Santa Rosa Junior College,
the City Planning Department, Design Review Board, City Council, and Codding Enterprises
regarding the best location for the crossing. We participated in several Community Open
Houses regarding the 2018 Bicycle & Pedestrian Master Plan. We concluded that the Edwards-
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Sheehan-Meyer, Dani
Page 2 of 2

Elliot alignment is far superior to other options.

Here is a synopsis of our analysis: Highway 101 bifurcates Santa Rosa and makes east-west
bicycle and pedestrian travel difficult and unsafe. Steele Lane/Guerneville Road and College
Avenue—the two streets in the study area where crossing can be made—are heavily trafficked
and do not have bike lanes in many sections. These are high-risk routes for pedestrians and
cyclists. Crossing under the 101 viaduct at either of those locations requires competing with
traffic that is turning onto or off of the freeway.

The overcrossing will connect three major activity centers: Santa Rosa Junior College, the
Coddingtown Mall and the Sonoma Marin Area Rail Transit (SMART) station. It is easy to
understand why this overcrossing is a key component of both Sonoma County’s and Santa

Rosa’s Bicycle & Pedestrian Master Plans.

The study looks at two different crossing locations. From our perspective as advocates for
SMART and active transportation, the Elliott-Edwards location has many advantages. The West
end is closer to the train station and shopping areas. That proximity guarantees that it would
receive much more use. This alignment is also safer. The Bear Cub Way location requires
navigating the very busy entrance to the main parking garage and crossing the SRIC campus.
By adding at least a half mile to the route, the Bear Cub alignment is useless for pedestrians
who would walk between the SRIC campus or either the SMART station or the Mall. If we are
going to reduce congestion and greenhouse gases, we must provide every oppartunity to

facilitate access to public transit.
Regardless of which alignment is chosen, the “no build” option is unacceptable. This
overcrossing is long overdue.”

| completely agree with this assessment written by Jack Swearengen, Chair, Friends of SMART
(Sonoma Marin Area Rail Transit).

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

Dani Sheshan-Meyer
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Response to Sheehan-Meyer, Dani
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed due to the potential for increased use resulting from its proximity to transit and
businesses as well as safety considerations. Your concerns related to the increased
distances from the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative to transit and businesses as well as
potential conflicts between users and vehicles within the SRJC campus are acknowledged.
Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making
process on the Project.
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From: kateland@sonic.r‘et_

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 6:02 PM
To: Nagle, Elizabeth@DOT
Subject: Proposed bike bridge at Elliot Ave. Santa Rosa

| EXTERMAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |

Hello, I am writing in support of providing a safe crossing over Hwy 101 for cyclists. My
current route 1s via College Ave_, one of the worst streets in the city as there 15 no bike lane
and the vehicle traffic moves fast and close. I would use any alternate route, but Eliot Ave.
would be the most bike friendly option.

Thank you, Kate Sheridan
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Response to Sheridan, Kate
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative
Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be

constructed due to it being the more bike friendly alignment. Your comment is noted for the
record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 8:38 AM

To: Nagle, Ezaseth@ 00T I

Subject: Please approve and construct Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian
Overcrossing

| EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. ‘

Please grant environmental approval and construct the project. Santa Rosa 1s in dire need of
safe alternatives for crossing Hwy 101. Every current crossing point contains dangerous
situations for cyclists and pedestrians. I am in strong support of this project with the
Elliott/Edwards crossing being the preferred choice.

Thank you for considering my opinion,
Jim Shoop
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Response to Shoop, Jim
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative
Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be

constructed to provide a safer crossing of U.S. 101. Your comment is noted for the record
and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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From: Andrew Smith
Sent: Wednesday, June 24, 2020 12:26 PM
To: Nagle, Elizabeth@DOT
Subject: Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing

|EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.l
Elizabeth,

Greetings as | got notice of the meeting on this recommendation.

| have been living in Santa Rosa for 10 years and there to my knowledge
has been a contentious issues. From cost to where to build it and a conflict
between SMART and Santa Rosa.

So now and | did not read the entire document is making a final decision
between the two locations. That would allow the construction to go forward
and not sure who is responsible for the cost to build it. So much money
wasted on EIR reports and now it would take 2 years to build.

If there is one good thing that came out of the pandemic it is that the
bureaucratic rules and regulations have been eliminated so decisions have
been made quickly. A reason why a vaccine for the Coronavirus maybe
found quickly as the rules have changed.

This has nothing to do against you but just the process to get good projects
done quickly.

Andrew Smith
Santa Rosa
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Response to Smith, Andrew
Response to Comment 1: Timing and Cost Concerns

Thank you for providing your opinion that the approval process for the Project should be
expedited and your concerns regarding the related costs of the project. Your comment is
noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the
Project.
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From: 3ikePartner5.net_

Sent: Saturday, July 25, 2020 2:19 PM

To: Nagle, fzasetn@ 00T I

Subject: Highway 101 Bicycle & Pedestrian Bridge

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |

To:
Elizabeth Nagle,
Associate Environmental Planner

re: Highway 101 Bicycle & Pedestrian Bridge

The City of Santa Rosa has been a 'divided city’ for too long. As a Santa Rosa resident sinee 1960, [ have
witnessed the divisive effect of the 101 freeway on pedestrian and bicyele mobility, as well as on

car movement. The very few 'choke’ points allowing east-west mobility are crowded, dangerous, and
poorly placed.

Of the two proposals being presented for the much-need ped/bicycle crossing, I strongly endorse the
northern "Edwards-Elliot" option, connecting the Dick's Sporting Goods/Coddingtown complex, with the
vibrant Santa Rosa JC campus. My primary considerations are as followings:

+ Northern is safer for pedestrians and cyclists, owing to more 'eyes on the path’ and generally
increased activity 7/24.

* Northern is closer to the SMART transit stop, which is an emerging and important transit element.

* Northern would lend itself to additional parking infrastructure to support SRJC students, faculty

1 and staff. This would allow campus planners to focus on the important education and enrichment
mission of the SRJC. Such parking infrastructure - I'm envisioning electric vehicles of course -
would also service existing retail operations of the Coddingtown Mall, which is already host to
significant EV charging infrastructure.

¢ Northern route would provide convenient access for SRJC campus community to services provided
at the Coddingtown Mall complex -- which could, someday, hopefully, include housing.

* Northern is closer to the Jennings Ave. prefered bicycle route for east-west travel.

Thank you.

Geoffrey Smith

Business:
BikePariners Bicycle Shop
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Response to Smith, Geoffrey
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed due to increased safety, proximity to the SMART train station, connectivity
between SRJC and the Coddingtown Mall, and proximity to the Jennings Avenue Bike
Boulevard. Please note the City is not proposing any additional parking related to the
Project. Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the
decision-making process on the Project.
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rrore

Sent: Friday, July 17, 2020 12:25 AM
To: Nagle, Elizabeth@DOT
Subject: Comments on the bike/pedestrian overcross

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.

Hello Ms. Nagle.

I had a chance to watch the mnformational meeting on line earlier tonight and thought I'd add a comment. Tam a
bicyele commuter about 50% of my work days, and my route takes me from my residence in the JC neighborhood to
my job on Dutton Ave. Iam definitely interested in 2 way to get from east to west and back that is safer than the
Hwy 101 under-crossings at College or Steele L.

I share the concerns of one of the questioners regarding the relation between the proposed bridge over Hwy 101 and
1| the subsequent barrier further west at the railroad tracks. While it would be great for there to be a way to get over
the tracks at the Jennings sife, 1t seems like this 15 not going to be practical any fume soon.

It does appear to me after looking at the map of the two proposals for crossing 101 that the more northerly route that
involves Elliot and Edwards offers the best way to get around the railroad tracks via its simple route to the North SE.
Smart station. As a regular cyclist, I'm a supporter of this project regardless of which route is chosen, but I'd like to
add my vote for the more northern route.

Thanks

Todd Soares
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Responses to Soares, Todd
Response to Comment 1: Jennings Avenue Railway Crossing Project

Caltrans notes the commenter’s concern regarding the Jennings Avenue Railway Crossing
Project. The Jennings Avenue Railway Crossing Project is another integral piece of the
City’s Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plan update 2018 for the north part of Santa Rosa
which aims to provide accessibility to the SMART trail, local schools, commercial
businesses, social services, and employment centers, additionally it would allow greater
access to the Project. The City recognizes the strong community support for this railway
crossing. The most recent update is that the California Public Utilities Commission (CPUC)
has granted the City a two-year extension to build the Jennings Avenue at grade crossing
Project, which expires in September 2021. An extension of the Jennings Avenue bicycle
boulevard west of the rail tracks is planned once the railway crossing is complete. There is
currently no funding in the City’s Capital Improvement Program to further study or
implement the Jennings Avenue bicycle boulevard west of the rail tracks.

Response to Comment 2: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed as it provides a simpler route for bicyclists to get around the tracks and also
access the SMART train station. Your comment is noted for the record and will be
considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Sent: Monday, July 13, 2020 2:29 PM

To: Nagle lzsbeth@por
cc: I

Subject: Formal Questions for Santa Rosa Pedestrian/Bicycle Overpass

|E)(TEHNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe_|
Ms. Magle,

Please aocept this as my formal questions per the open public comment period regarding the
pedestrian/bicycle over crossing in Santa Rosa CA. | basically have 5 questions:

1. Is there an study that shows the impact on the parking along Edwards. As you know, when the
Dicks Sporting Goods was built, the city removed all the parking along the Morth side of Edwards
ave. 5o now, most residents, office tenants and guests of residents along Edwards ave park in the
Dicks Sporting Goods parking lot or Coddingtown Parking lot. We zlso know parking at the SRICis a
1 | nightmare for both students and for the residents living in the area. If the bike bridge is put along
Edwards, students will fill the streets along Edwards and limit parking for residents and business
owners slong Edwards. How will the city and Cal Trans mitigate the parking crisis that will become if
the bridge is put along Edwards. Will the residents and businesses along Edwards have some input
on mitigating parking issues in our neighborhood.

2_ As you have seen with the Cleveland ave bridgs and the 3rd street bridge in 5anta Rosa, Bridges
attract large scale homeless encampments. We all know this will become a big problem along

o Edwards. What is the city and Cal Trans plan on reducing homelessness under the bridge proposed?
This is a serious crisis with crime, disease, waste, etc. and the residence and business owners will be
directly impacted if the city gllows homeless encampments down Edwards street. The design should
be such that does not create a sheltered emvironment to encourage homelessness

3. Are there any renderings which show what our view would be from our business offices.
Currently we have views from our window. What is the height of the bridge?

4_ We purchasad the building because of its visibility to the freewsy and signage is important. How
will the bridge impact the visibility to my building from traffic traveling southbound on 101.

=

5. | saw in the zoom video, the city is planning on moving the bus stop down by Patelco Building on
corner of Edwards and Cleveland. This is & dangerous move as cars turning left onto Edwards would
be blocked and cars turning right onto Edwards from Cleveland will have to stop to avoid hitting the

on
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Soldis, Steve
Page 2 of 6

| bus on the corner. Is there some legal guidelines to how from from a corner should 3 bus stop be
located?

My Final Thoughts are it appears the businesses and residents zlong Edwards have had very little
‘ contact from the city and Cal Trans regarding this project. The manager of an apartment complex

was completely unaware of the plans for a bridge down edwards. She says all the tenants and

guests part at Dicks Sporting goods because there is no parking already. This bridge will have a

=5

lifetime impact on the residents and the decline in value of our properties. | have spoken to 20+
residents along Edwards who all oppose the bridge. This street is too small, and the bridge should
nct be rammed down our street.

Thank you for your time and please let me know how | can review the answers to my guestions.

Sreve Soldis,
Chairman of the Board

Driving Content to Online Learners Since 1997

-
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Soldis, Steve
Page 3 of 6

Sent: Tuesday, July 14, 2020 5:29 PM

To: Negle, Eizabetn @00

Subject: Additionzl Comments for Pedestrian Bridge

EXTERMAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.l
Elizabeth,

| have three more formal comments regarding the bridge:

7 | 1. Isthere a design plan for the bridge that is slready approved?

2. How will the city mitigate the intrusive feeling of this large cement structure in front of the
neighborhood? Will they install tall trees, bushes, nice landscaping?

3. How quickhy will this city address tagging/spray paint, homelessness when it occurs. There is &
neighborhood here and this needs to be quickly resolved.

Thank you

Steve Soldis,
Chairman of the Board

Driving Content to Online Learners Since 1997
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Soldis, Steve
Page 4 of 6

Sent: Wednesday, July 15, 2020 1:14 PM

To: Nagle, Eizabetn 0o S

Subject: Additionzl Questions for Pedestrian Bridge Public Comment

EXTERMAL EMAIL. Linksfattachments may not be safe.|

Hi Elizabeth,

Thank you for the call this morning. Per our conversation | have the following guestions to be added
to the public comments that are due by July 24th, 2020. They may be redundant to previous
questions | provided but | want to receive a dear answer for the following.

1. Has there been an impact study conducted regarding the parking issue that will ccour due to SRIC
students parking in our neighborhood and accessing the bridge to get to campus. I yes, Where can |

qo| review a copy of this study? If no, what plans does the city have to mitigate and actually improve
parking within the neighborhood. As you know, the city took away all the north side parking when
Dicks Sporting Goods was built.

2_Has there been an impact study (anywhere in CA) that determines if bridges attract
Homelessness? If yves, where can we view this study? It is the opinion of the neighborhood that
recent homeless encampments under 3rd strest and college ave overpassas were not been
addressed in a timely manner and it looked like a 3rd world country under those bridges. What
plans do the city have to mitigate and even eliminate homeless encampments from forming under
the bike/pedestrian bridge when built? This is not only a business neighborhood but it is also a
residential neighborhood with children and senicr citizens living in homes on Edwards Ave.

3. Are there any state, federal laws or regulations to the distance a bus stop must be from a corner
to prevent a dangerous condition from cars traveling northbound and southbound turning onto

12 | Edwards and or coming out of the underground parking structure on the corner of Cleveland and
Edwards? If the bus stop is moved down towards the corner (next to Patelco Bank) this is ripe for
accidents to occur. How does the city plan to mitigate these conditions?

4. Has the the city or Cal Trans contacted the residence and business owners that will be affected by

13 the bridge to provide renderings with the views they would see from their homes, businesses. If yes,
where can we view these renderings?  As you know, a large stone structure right out front is not a
desirable and may affect the housing, commercial real estate prices.
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Soldis, Steve
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14 5. Has there been an impact study on future real estate values once the bridge is built? If ves, where
can we view this study?

Thank you for your time.

Steve Soldis,
Chairman of the Board

Driving Content to Online Learners Since 1997
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Sent: Friday, July 17, 2020 1:14 PM

To: Nagle, Eizabetn @00

Subject: Bridge Comment

EXTERMAL EMAIL. Links/attachmenits may not be safe_|
Elizabeth,

I 'would like to add this to the comments. Az the building owner on the corner of Cleveland and
Edwards, | am not completely opposing the bridge. However, unless the critical issues | mentionad
in previous comments are resolved, | will have no choice but to strongly oppose the bridge. | feel
this project has potential to improve our neighborhood but it will take some design to deal with
additional parking spaces for residents and their guests, additionzl sidewslks for pedestrians (there
are none past Dicks Sporting Goods), moving the bus stop further west and not on the dangerous
corner and commitment from the city and county they will prevent the bridge from becoming a
homeless encampment.

In addition, what assurances will we have that this project will not go past 2 years. We all know
nothing is ever completed on time and 2 years is a huge burden on my business and the
neighborhood. How are we assured this will be completed within the 2 vears per scope of work?

Finally, | want to comment that myself and the neighbors have never personally been contacted by
the city or county regarding this project and we should have some further detail of what we are to
expect regarding neighborhood interruption and even renderings from our views to see how

the bridge may or may not become an eyesore. | think this is critical that we have some input since
we have to le and work hers everyday.

Thank you

Sreve Soldis,
Chairman of the Board

Driving Content to Online Learners Since 1997
TrafficSchoolOnline.com - OnlineDrnversEd.com - NotaryClassOnline.com
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Responses to Soldis, Steve
Response to Comment 1: Parking

Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s concerns related to parking on Edwards Avenue.
Please refer to Table G-1 for the response to Common Comment “TRA-1, Parking.” Your
comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making
process on the Project.

Response to Comment 2: Homeless encampments

Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s concerns related to the potential for homeless
encampment due to the Project. Please refer to Table G-1 for the response to Common
Comment “PUB-1, Homeless concerns.” Your comment is noted for the record and will
be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.

Response to Comment 3: Views of the bridge

Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s concerns related to views of the Project. Views of
the Project are provided in Figures 3.0-2 and 3.0-3 of the IS/MND. The height of the
overcrossing deck would be approximately 18.6 feet above U.S. 101. Views from private
property are not protected under CEQA and were not prepared for any individual property
adjacent to the Project area. Maintaining expansive visual character of this portion of the
freeway and visibility of the Shiloh Ranch hills for northbound travelers also emerged as a
design consideration suggesting a visually “light” structure resulting in the cable-stayed
design.

Response to Comment 4: Building visibility

Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s concerns related to the visibility of adjacent
buildings from U.S. 101. The Project has been designed to locate the tower for the cable-
stayed structure on the east side of U.S. 101 to avoid blocking views of small businesses
and their signage along Cleveland Avenue from U.S. 101 (refer to AMM AES-3 in Chapter
3, Aesthetics, of the IS/MND). Distant views of the building at 1955 Cleveland Avenue from
southbound U.S. 101 are currently obscured during the spring and summer months due to
oak trees along the highway. Views of the building as vehicles approach the Edwards-Elliott
alignment would not be substantially obscured by the Project or vegetation along the
highway.

Response to Comment 5: Bus stop relocation
The Project would relocate the existing bus stop on the north side of Edwards Avenue

closer to its intersection with Cleveland Avenue, near the Patelco Credit Union building. The
Project includes a bus pullout which would remove buses from the active travel lane and

Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Overcrossing
Initial Study with Mitigated Negative Declaration G-304



Responses to Comments: Individuals

reduce the potential for conflicts with vehicles turning onto Edwards Avenue from Cleveland
Avenue (see Figure 2.4-1 of the IS/MND). The relocated bus stop would be designed to
meet all requirements to ensure safe operations at the proposed location.

Response to Comment 6: Public participation

Two public meetings were held, during the Project development process, the first as a
scoping meeting held on March 29, 2018 at SRHS. Following this meeting, a public input
survey was circulated for 20 days and 108 responses were received. A second public
meeting was held during the public comment period for the Draft IS/MND on June 30, 2020
via a virtual meeting. The public meetings were advertised in the Santa Rosa Press
Democrat and on the City’s website. The City provided notice of the IS/MND in English and
Spanish to residences and businesses within a 1,000-foot radius of the Project and a
mailing list of past interested community members.

In addition to the above referenced public meetings, the City held a Design Review Board
meeting in April 2019 and confirmed the cable-stayed bridge type for the Project. The
Project was also included on the agenda for the City Council Study Session held on July 21,
2020 which was open to the public.

During the Project development process outreach meetings have been conducted including
one-on-one meetings with the property owners directly affected by the Project right of way
impacts. Stakeholder meetings were also completed with SRJC and local rail and bicycle
advisory groups (refer to Chapter 4, Comments and Coordination, of the IS/MND).

As stated in AMM AES-4, in partnership with Caltrans and SCTA, the City will develop a
public outreach plan for the Project design phase to seek community input on the design
and aesthetics of the Project, which may include but would not be limited to the following:
hosting community meetings, meeting with affected businesses and residents, conducting
community assessments, hosting design charrettes, and other related public outreach
efforts. In addition, the City will continue to consult the City's Design Review Board during
the design phase (refer to Chapter 3, Aesthetics, of the IS/MND). Caltrans acknowledges
your comment regarding public involvement in the Project and will ensure ongoing
coordination during the design phase.

Response to Comment 7: Overcrossing design

A Design Review Board meeting at the City was held in April 2019 and confirmed the cable-
stayed bridge type for the Project. While the cable-stayed structure type has been approved
by the City, the detailed design will be developed and Caltrans’ design approval will occur
during the next phase of the Project. The public will continue to be involved in the design
phase of the Project, refer to Response to Comment 6.
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Response to Comment 8: Cement structure and landscaping

The lower portions of the inclined approaches will be supported on retaining walls.
Provisions have been made adjacent to these walls to provide for planting to soften the
appearance of the structure. See conceptual rendering in Figure G-1 of this Appendix and
AMM AES-2 in Chapter 3, Aesthetics, of the IS/MND.

Response to Comment 9: Graffiti and homelessness

Where the structure is elevated it will be located directly adjacent to sidewalks and
roadways. The Project will incorporate design elements to discourage an increase in the
congregation of homeless within the Project limits and these active areas would be
generally unattractive for homeless encampment. Please refer to Table G-1 for the
response to Common Comment “PUB-1, Homeless concerns.” The Project will include
an anti-graffiti coating on retaining walls and landscaping to reduce the visibility of the walls
(refer to Chapter 3, Aesthetics, of the ISIMND). Please refer to Table G-1 for the response
to Common Comment “AES-1, Graffiti.” .

Response to Comment 10: Parking

Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s concern related to parking on Edwards Avenue.
Please refer to Table G-1 for the response to Common Comment “TRA-1, Parking.”

Response to Comment 11: Homeless concerns

Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s concern related to the potential for homeless
encampment due to the Project. Please refer to the Response to Comment 2.

Response to Comment 12: Bus stop design

Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s concern related to the bus stop relocation as part
of the Project. Please refer to the Response to Comment 5.

Response to Comment 13: Bridge views

Caltrans acknowledges the commenter’s concern related to views of the Project. Please
refer to the Response to Comment 3.

Response to Comment 14: Real estate

Caltrans notes the commenter’s concern regarding real estate values in the vicinity of the
Project. CEQA requires evaluation of the environmental impacts of a project and does not
require analysis of economic impacts. No economic study of real estate values with the
Project, therefore, has been completed.
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Response to Comment 15: Parking, Traffic light, and sidewalks

Regarding the intersection at Edwards Avenue and Cleveland Avenue, parking, and
homeless encampment, please refer to Table G-1 for the responses to Common
Comments “PUB-1 Homeless concerns,” “TRA-1, Parking,” and “TRA-2, Traffic
lights” (refer to Chapter 3, Transportation and Traffic, of the IS/MND). Caltrans notes the
commenter’s concern regarding sidewalks. There is an existing six-foot-wide sidewalk along
the north side of Edwards Avenue from Cleveland Avenue to Range Avenue. There are
sidewalks on the south side of Edwards Avenue from Cleveland Avenue to the east to the
mid-block point in the west, except for a gap in front of the apartments at 900 Edwards
Avenue. The Project would construct a crosswalk on Edwards Avenue to provide direct
access from the south side of Edwards Avenue to the western landing of the overcrossing
to ensure safe crossing for residents and pedestrians. The relocated bus stop will meet all
design requirements to ensure safe operations at the proposed location, refer to Response
to Comment 5.

Response to Comment 16: Construction impacts

Refer to Table G-1 for the response to Common Comment “CST-1, Construction
duration.” Construction of the Project will take place in stages such that adjacent land uses
would not experience construction impacts/burdens for the full construction period.

Response to Comment 17: Community outreach

During the environmental documentation phase of the Project which began in 2017,
outreach meetings have been conducted. One-on-one meetings have been held with the
property owners directly affected by the Project right of way impacts, see Figures 2.4-1 and
2.4-2 of the IS/MND. Additionally, a public scoping meeting was held on March 29, 2018 at
SRHS and an informational meeting regarding the IS/MND was held on June 30, 2020 via a
virtual meeting. The public meetings were advertised in the Santa Rosa Press Democrat
and City website. Invitations to the public meetings in English and Spanish were mailed out
to all residences and businesses within 1,000 feet of the Project area and a mailing list of
past interested community members. Additionally, the City Council and Design Review
Board meetings discussed the Project alignment and structure design, respectively. These
meetings were open to the public and were open for comment. Prior to the June 30, 2020
meeting, no concerns regarding the bridge aesthetics were received from the Edwards
neighborhood.

Public input will be an integral part of the final design phase of the Project. In partnership
with Caltrans and SCTA, the City will develop a public outreach plan, host community
meetings, meet with affected businesses and residents, conduct community assessments,
host design charrettes, and other related public outreach efforts. In addition, the City will
continue to consult the City’s Design Review Board during the design phase to ensure that
Santa Rosa remains attractive and maintains a sense of place which is unique to Santa
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Rosa. AMM AES-4 has been incorporated in the Project to ensure the City seeks
community input on the design and aesthetics of the Project during the design phase (refer
to Chapter 3, Aesthetics, of the IS/MND).
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Spigarelli, Cynthia
Page 1 of 1

-———Original Message-——-

From: Cynthia Spigare]lim
Sent: Fnday, July 17, 2020 /217 ¢

To: Nagle, Elizabeth@DOT

Subject: Highwayv 101 bicvcle and pedestrian bridge

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.
Dear Elizabeth,

I am a bike commuter and a teacher. I used to teach at Helen Lehman Flementary School on Jennings Ave, so [
have had many occasions to wonder how to cross the freeway and now the Smart Rail tracks in a safe manner in the
area of the proposed b & p crossing. It is currently NOT easv or safe to ride along Steele Lane, and requires going
one or two overpasses out of the way to do it in a safe manner. I strongly prefer the Edwards-Elliot over-crossing
plan for two reasons. First, because it is a straight shot, roughly East-West, so that whether you are ultimately
1 | traveling north after you cross the freeway. or south, you have not lost ground or gone in the opposite direction of
travel. The second reason is that it effectively links three resources: shopping. the Smart Rail, and the JC, while the
alternative only links a residential area to the JC. The Smart Rail makes riding with a bicycle easy, and I see the
Smart Rail link as vital to accessing the JC with the addition of the over-crossing. There are also many families in
both the West side of 101 residential areas, and the East side who have onlv one car per family, and are effectively
cut off from the other side. Iam excited and hopeful to see a bicycle and pedestrian bridge reconnect the two sides.

Sincerely,
Cynthia Spigarelli

Sent from my iPad
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Responses to Spigarelli, Cynthia
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed to provide a safer crossing of U.S. 101 on a straight alignment that connects
shopping, the SMART train, and SRJC. Your comment is noted for the record and will be
considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Stein, Marjorie
Page 1 of 1

Sent: Wednesday, July 15, 2020 5:11 PM

To: Nagle, Eicabeth@0oT I

Subject: | support the Highway 101 Bike/Pedestrian Bridge

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.

Dear Ms. Nagle,

| am writing in support of a bike and pedestrian bridge over Highway 101. There are few safe and
enjoyable routes for cyclists and pedestrians to cross the Highway 101, Santa Rosa needs to start
planning for, and investing in ways for all of us to get around without relying so heavily on cars. Such

investments will lead to a safer and healthier and cleaner community!

Best Regards,
Marjorie Stein
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Responses to Stein, Marjorie
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed to reduce
reliance on vehicles and provide safer alternatives for bicyclists and pedestrians to cross
U.S. 101. Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the
decision-making process on the Project.
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Sutter, John and Phyllis
Page 1 of 1

From: John Sutter <
Sent: Friday, July 3, 2020 3:01 PM

Subject: no-replyi@ zoom.us

Thi= is a reply to Steve Grover's no-replyi@zoom.us email of 07/02:

Thank you for listening to imput from the neighborhoods.

Just a thought. You might get more and better input if you offered some leading questions to
help folks organize their thoughts such as

Do you believe this proposed project with improve your neighborhood? Santa Rosa as a
city? Why?

1 Are the some aspects of this proposed project that standout as an improvement?

Are the some aspects of this proposed project that sfandout as defrimental?

Do you for see any particular environmental benefits or defriments?

Do you see either of the proposed alignments as being superior fo the other? Why

And 20 on. Ending with:

Are there any offer items about this project you would like planners fo be aware of?

Best of luck going forward with this.

BTW — | have lived about 3 blocks from the Ellict landing for over 20 years, and walked all over
this neighborhood, and the JC and the SRHS campuses with my dog. | strongly support the
Elliot/Edwards alignment. Bear Cub is a poorly lighted ugly alleyway that no pedestrian will feel
comfortable using at night. Lots of other reasons | will share later.

BTW2 — How about passing on a betier more detailed artist rendering of the structure itself? If
halfway attractive it will help close the deal. | am really hoping it is a unigue structure with a

unigue appearance that will always be associated with north Santa Rosa. The unitary towers
sound promigsing in that regard.

[3%]

Best regards,

John & Phyllis Sutter
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Responses to Sutter, John and Phyllis

Response to Comment 1: Question for public meetings and Support for the Edwards-
Elliott Build Alternative

Caltrans has taken note of the commenter’s input. Caltrans will consider incorporating the
above-mentioned questions for future public meetings that are similar in nature.

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed as it would provide a greater sense of safety for users than the Bear Cub Way
Build Alternative. Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the
decision-making process on the Project.

Response to Comment 2: Renderings

Caltrans has taken note of the commenter’s request for proposed renderings of the Project.
For more information on the views of the Project from U.S. 101 refer to Chapter 3,
Aesthetics, of the IS/MND. Additional conceptual renderings of the landing area on Edwards
Avenue are shown in Figures G-1 to G-6. Continued public input will be an integral part of
the Project design phase. The City is committed to overseeing and directing
communications with a variety of audiences during the public outreach process, including
residents, business owners, interest groups, neighborhood groups, and other stakeholders.
In partnership with Caltrans and SCTA, the City will develop a public outreach plan, host
community meetings, meet with residents, conducting community assessments, host design
charrettes, and other related public outreach efforts. In addition, the City will continue to
consult with the Design Review Board during the design phase. AMM AES-4 has been
incorporated in the Project to ensure the City seeks community input on the design and
aesthetics of the Project during the design phase (refer to Chapter 3, Aesthetics, of the
IS/MND).
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Tan, Xinci
Page 1 of 1

Sent: Friday, luly 24, 2020 11:50 PM

To: Nagle, Efzabetn@0oT

Subject: Public comment: Santa Rosa Hwy 101 pedestrian and bike crossing

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
Hello Elizabeth,

| would like to submit a public comment for the Draft Environmental Document
regarding the Santa Rosa Hwy 101 pedestrian and bike crossing. My comment is as
follows.

I am a Sonoma County resident who works in Santa Rosa. Before the pandemic |
often commuted to work by bike from Rohnert Park, and otherwise | also bike
recreationally. | am ecstatic to hear of this project moving forward. In this time of
climate crisis, we need to encourage active transportation like walking and biking, as
well as public transportation, so that car emissions can be reduced. Given that both
alternative builds are proposed to be next to the SRJC, this project will increase ease
1 | and accessibility to a wider range of students in the area.

Either alternative would meet the project goals, but the Bear Cub Way alternative
seems preferable because it would be less disruptive to existing infrastructure. Fewer
mature trees and utility poles, and no buildings, would need to be removed. Although
the Bear Cub Way alternative would cost more than the Edwards-Elliot Build, the
difference of $3 million is not an unreasonable cost to pay for less disruption.
Furthermore, the Bear Cub Way alternative would make the crossing more centrally
located between Steele and College.

As stated, this project is in line with many state and local initiatives to provide better
walking and biking infrastructure, and to mitigate climate change. Thank you to the
staff at the DOT and City for a thorough report. | look forward to following the
progress of this project and seeing the crossing come into fruition.

Xinci Tan
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Responses to Tan, Xinci
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative should be
constructed to encourage active transportation while minimizing impacts from construction
of the Project to mature trees, utilities, and building on the SRJC campus. The impact of the
Project on existing infrastructure was analyzed in the IS/MND and found to be less than
significant. Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the
decision-making process on the Project.
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Trubee, John
Page 1 of 1

From: John Trubee <
Sent: Wednesday, June 24, 2020 2:09 PM

To: Nagle, Elizabeth@DOT {_

Subject: Bike Bridge

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.
| support the bike bridge 200%!

| have not owned a car since 1992.
| live by Coddingtown and bike everywhere to do everything.
The traffic mess by 101 and Steel Lane is hellacious.

This bike bridge would be a godsend.

Please O please let's get working on this ASAP!

Yours truly, John Trubee

TRUBEE RECORDS
John Trubee-Owner
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Response to Trubee, John
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed due to traffic at
the Steele Lane undercrossing of U.S. 101. Your comment is noted for the record and will
be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Turrey, Dana
Page 1 of 1

Sent: Wednesday, July 22, 2020 3:30 PM

To: Nagie, Eizabeth@ oo I

Subject: Santa Rosa Highway 101 Bicycle & Pedestrian Bridge Initial Study

EXTERMNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. ‘
Dear Ms. Nagle,

I am writing in support of the proposed Santa Rosa Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestnian
Bridge project and approval of the Initial Study and Mitigated Negative Declaration. This
crossing would provide crifical safe access across Highway 101 for pedestrians and bicyclists
that currently does not exist for a long stretch between College Avenue and Steele Lane. Both
the College Avenue and the Steele Lane undercrossings are unsafe for bicyclists and an
alternative 1s greatly needed.

1| The proposed overcrossing would serve two highly traveled areas in Santa Rosa and provide

links between the downtown, Santa Rosa Junior College, North Santa Rosa SMART Station,

Coddingtown, and multiple apartment complexes and neighborhoods. The overcrossing 1s in

both the City and the County's Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plans, as well as a high priority
m Caltrans District 4's Bicycle Plan.

The Elliott Avenue option 1s preferable due to its proximity to the SMART station and
Coddingtown, and safer access from the Junior College and surrounding neighborhoods. The
Bear Cub Way option requires navigating the busy entrance to the Junior College parking
garage and crossing campus.

The "no bwld" option 1s unacceptable due to the high need for a safe crossing in this area.
Thank you for your consideration of my comments.
Simcerely,

Dana Turrey
Santa Rosa resident
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Response to Turrey, Dana
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed to provide safer access over U.S. 101. As the commenter notes, the Project is
identified in the City’s and County’s Bicycle and Pedestrian Master Plans as well as
Caltrans District 4 Bicycle Plan. Your preference for the Edwards-Elliott alignment due to its
proximity to the SMART train station, Coddingtown Mall, SRJC, and surrounding
neighborhoods is noted. Your concerns regarding the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative and
potential for vehicle conflicts with users crossing campus and the SRJC parking garage
entrance is also noted. Your comment will be considered as part of the decision-making
process on the Project.
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Tylawsky, Gregory & Sally
Page 1 of 1

Capt. Gregory M. & Dr. Sally W. Tylawsky

25 June 2020

Ms. Elizabeth Nagle

Associate Environmental Planner
Caltrans, District 4

Po Box 23660

Oakland, CA 94£23-0660

RE: Banta Rosa US Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian Dvercrossing

Dear Ms. Nagle:

I am writing to advocate the adoption of the “Bear Cub Way"
alternative for the Santa Rosa U.S. Highway 101 Bicycle and Pedestrian
Overcrossing project,

Our principal residence and businesses are located very close to the
planned West crossing path along Cleveland Avenue, we have been
residents for over 20 years. As I had mentioned at a planning meeting
last year, the “Bear Cub Way” alternative would greatly assist our
community in providing a safer landing and entry route as compared to
Edwards Elliot. Namely, it would redirect much of the foot traffic
from Cleveland Avenue to the guieter and safer roads in and around the
mualti-family areas.

Presently, the foct traffic along Cleveland is guite high and the
crossing of streets by families and bicycles in this area is somewhat
dangerous. Moving pedestrians to the West will greatly increase
safety and convenience for many residents.

Finally, the area of the Western landing is now unused. Providing a
thoroughfare to so many homes via “Bear Cub” across 101 would be
greatly appreciated by all regidents of this area.

— Greg {& Sally) Tytawsky—
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Response to Tylawsky, Gregory & Sally
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative should be
constructed to move pedestrian traffic from Cleveland Avenue to Range Avenue further to
the west which has less vehicular use. Cleveland Avenue has sidewalks and bike lanes in
the vicinity of both alignments. Additionally, both Build Alternatives direct users toward
Range Avenue and additional bicycle and pedestrian facilities to the west. To the extent the
Project is in an area with existing foot traffic, it may encourage use when compared to other
roadways with less users. Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered as
part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Vendetti, Marc
Page 1 of 1

From: marc@ 2910.::|rg_

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 1:34 PM

To: Nagl, insbeth@oor I

Subject: | SUPPORT the Elliott/Edwards Hwy 101 crossing

| EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
Dear Ms. Nagle,

| SUPPORT the Elliott/Edwards location for the bicycle/pedestrian crossing as it offers the most
1| benefits for all users and studies have shown it is the safest of the available options. | have

read with horror of the recent deaths and injuries to cyclists crossing the freeway and

something should have been done a long time ago to prevent these tragedies. Please do not

delay this project.
Thank you for moving forward with this crossing project and for accepting public comments.

Sincerely,
Marc

Marc Vendetti
Time

Speak I love you in ten thousand ways without using the words
and the words will speak themselves without using the voice.
~Michael Bridge

. ional | Mari f Bicycling | 2

i,% Please consider the environment before printing this e-mail
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Response to Vendetti, Marc
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative
Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be

constructed as the safest option for crossing U.S. 101. Your comment is noted for the
record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Vrobel, Charlotte
Page 1 of 1

From: Charlots vrose!

Sent: Thursday, July 16, 2020 2:52 PM

To: Nagle, Ezabetn @007

Subject: Highway 101 Bicycle & Pedestrian Bridge

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe.|
Hello Elizabeth,

| am in support of the proposed Highway 101 Bicycle & Pedestrian Bridge. Safe pedestrian access
literally paves the way for more community members walking and bicycling to get around town. The
pedestrian bridge would contribute to the physical health of individuals as well as decreasing
automobile emissions downtown. Having the infrastructure in place is crucial to creating culture of
walkability and safeness.

To maximize utilization of the Pedestrian Bridge, | recommend having murals, mosaics, or other
inviting displays of public art at the entryways and on the bridge itself. Colorful, positive murals are
especially enriching for children and teens. This is an opportunity to strengthen our community
through safe access routes and public art.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,

CHARLOTTE VROBEL
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Responses to Vrobel, Charlotte
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed to provide safer
pedestrian access, increase health, and decrease vehicular emissions. Your comment is
noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the
Project.

Response to Comment 2: Public art

Prior to approval of the design for the Project, the addition of public art will be considered in
coordination with community stakeholders. AMM AES-4 has been included in the Project
which requires preparation of a public outreach plan to engage the community during the
design phase (refer to Chapter 3, Aesthetics, of the IS/MND). Your comment is noted for the
record and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Responses to Comments: Individuals

Wayne, Derrek
Page 1 of 2

Sent: Friday, July 24, 2020 11:37 AM

Subject: Santa Rosa 101 Overcrossing

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
Elizabeth & Team.

I am very excited for the Santa Rosa Highway 101 Bicycle & Pedestrian Overcrossing! Please let
me know anything I can do to help this happen!!!

I would like to express my support for the Bear Cub Way Alternative.

I believe that building at Bear Cub Way provides for the best design future. [ believe the safest
east-west crossing of Mendocino Ave is at Benton 5t. Please see attached.

I am not i favor of building at Elliot.

11 I think building at Elliot would force a connection to the Humboldt Bike Street over Mendocino to
Dexter. That intersection would need to be a “jog™ in which the cyclist would turn onto
Mendocino in the center divide for a short distance. That 1s not 1deal. and unsafe on such a busy
main road.

As an experienced road cyclist, I believe that crossing Mendocino to safely reach Humboldt Bike
Foad 1s best at Benton St, south of Santa Rosa High School. I have attached a drawing.

Thank you for your work Elizabeth! Please let me know how I can help. my grandfather worked
for CalTrans as an Engineer, and my sister and father are both Civil Engineers who have worked
for Sonoma County.

About me:

- T am 36 years old. and an avid cyclist who 1s 1n full support of adopting a Vision Zero plan in
Santa Rosa.

- T own a home on the east side of Santa Rosa near Memorial Hospatal.

- I dream of a future where Santa Rosans can safely complete all local errands on a bicycle.

- I am an advocate for Vision Zero 1n Santa Rosa. To find out more about Vision Zero, please
visit Mfats 31

Derrek Wayne Robertson
Santa Rosa, Calif
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Responses to Comments: Individuals

Wayne, Derrek
Page 2 of 2
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Responses to Comments: Individuals

Response to Wayne, Derrek
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Bear Cub Way Build Alternative should be
constructed to provide easier connectivity to bicycle facilities further east. The attachment
identifying a connection from the Bear Cub Way alignment through the SRJC and SRHS
campuses to Benton Street is currently infeasible due to fencing that separates the two
campuses. The Project does not propose to modify access controls on either campus.
Additionally, the intersection of Elliott and Mendocino Avenues is signalized with a
crosswalk that would allow bicyclists to access Dexter Street without use of the center
divide on Mendocino Avenue. Your comment is noted for the record and will be considered
as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Responses to Comments: Individuals

Whitman, Marcin
Page 1 of 1

Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2020 1:58 PM

To: Nagle, Eizabecn @00

Subject: Santa Rosa Bike and pedestrian overpass

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. ‘

Ms. Nagle,

Glad to see the needed overpass for bikes and pedestrians 1s coming closer to implementation

after these many years. It 1s a key component for east-west bike and pedestrian travel and has
1 | long been a part of the bike and pedestrian mater plan and will make travel safer and easter

therefore I encourage actions that will expedite 1ts implementation.

Of the two options, I thunk the Elliott/Edwards options is preferred for ease of use and safety.

Simcerely,

M. Whitman
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Responses to Comments: Individuals

Response to Whitman, Marcin
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative
Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be

constructed due to ease of use and increased safety. Your comment is noted for the record
and will be considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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Responses to Comments: Individuals

Wysocky, Gary L.
Page 1 of 1

From: Gary Wysocky_

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 5:11 PM

To: Nagl, Ezabetn @0oT I

Subject: Santa Rosa Highway 101 Pedestrian and Bicycle Overcrossing

EXTERNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |
Ms. Nagle,

This proposed overcrossing is a vital east-west link in the city of Santa Rosa’s pedestrian and bicycle
plan. It aligns with the SMART Santa Rosa North station and the Jennings Avenue bicycle boulevard
to the west and with the Santa Rosa Junior College school and neighborhood to the east. The other
crossings in the city from College Avenue to the north are subject to heavy auto traffic, rendering

1| them unsuitable for non-auto traffic.

| have personally been involved in numerous public hearings on this matter from as far back as
2004. These always reflected strong public support for the overcrossing. The City Council has

opined on this, preferring the Edwards option. That decision was correct then, and remains so now.

Thank you.

Gary L. Wysocky
Certified Public Accountant
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Responses to Comments: Individuals

Responses to Wysocky, Gary L.
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative

Thank you for providing your opinion that the Edwards-Elliott Build Alternative should be
constructed due to its alignment with the SMART train station, Jennings Avenue Bike
Boulevard, SRJC, surrounding neighborhoods, and support from the City Council. Your
comment is noted for the record and will be considered as part of the decision-making
process on the Project.
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Responses to Comments: Individuals

Zimberoff, Beryl F.
Page 1 of 1

From: Bunni Zimberoff_

Sent: Tuesday, July 21, 2020 7:52 PM

To: Negle, Elzzbetn @00

Subject: 101 overcrossing at SRIC

EXTERMNAL EMAIL. Links/attachments may not be safe. |

The long-hoped-for overcrossing of Hwy 101 at or near the Junior College is a crucial link for
bicycle transportation in Santa Rosa. East-west bicycle travel is very dicey on Steele Lane, and just
as much so on College Avenue. Adding a protected, OFF-STREET highway crossing in the J.C. area is
both logical and critical for cycling and pedestrian safety. I'm not sure which of your proposals is
better, but one or the other MUST BE PURSUED and built to completion, as soon as possible. This
project has been bandied around for more decades than I can count. Let's just GET IT DONE
L

Beryl F. Zimberoff

Santa Rosa

"Being book crazy 1s an aspect of love, and therefore scarcely rational at all
Clive James: Latest Readings
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Response to Zimberoff, Beryl F.
Response to Comment 1: Support for the Project
Thank you for providing your opinion that the Project should be constructed expeditiously to

increase bicyclist and pedestrian safety. Your comment is noted for the record and will be
considered as part of the decision-making process on the Project.
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