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2005 and Revised 2008 Notices of Preparation



SCH#
Project Title
Lead Agency

Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

2005072100
East Contra Costa BART Extension (known as eBART)
San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transil Dislricl

Type
Description

NOP Natica of Preparation

The San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transil District (BART) and the Federal Transit Administration
(FTA] intend o prepare a joint Envinmental Impact Statement (EIS) pursuint 1o the National
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) pursuant to tha California
Enviranmental Quality Act (CEQA]} for enhanced transit sarvica in eastem Contra Costa County,
Service is propased to follow an alignment in the State Route 4 median between the
Pittsburg/BayPoint BART Station and Loveridge Road, and then 1o Byron via the Union Pacific Mococo
Line, with a single track service batwaen the Hillrest and Byron stations. This 25-mile comdar
includes six ransit stations in Fittsburg, Antioch, Oakley, Brentwood and Byron (in wincorporatad
Conlia Costa County). The recommended rall tachnology invobves trains using lipht-weight,
self-propellad rail cars known 2s Diesel Multiple Unils (DMUS). Passengers on the DMUS would tranfar
to Bart at the existing PittsburgiBay Point BART Station, Ideally with a shorl walk across or along the
BART platform, A lrain slorage yard and maintenance facllity are part of the proposed facilities. [n
sddition, the proposed projact would include new grade separations i Antioch at Somarswille Road, A
Sireet and Hillcrest Avanue. Local bus senice offered by Tri Della Transit District woukd be modilied 1o
sliminate roules that duplicate eBART senice, synchronize headways with eBART schedules, and
redefine routes 1o feed eBART stations.

Lead Agency Contact

Name
Agency
FPhone
email
Address
City

Ellen Smith

San Francisco Bay Area Raped Transit District
415-464-6143 Fax
300 Lakaside Drive, 16th Flaar

Oakland State CA Zip B4612

Project Location

County

City

Region
Cross Streefs
Parcel No.
Township

Contra Cosla
Pitlsburg, Anboch, Oakley, Byron

Range Section

Proximity to:

Highways
Airports
Railways
Watarways
Schools
Land Use

SR-4, Hwy 160

Union Pacific, BART
3 canals, 4 creeks, 1 walerway, 1 agueduct, and unnamed drainages

Project Issues

Landuse; Water Quality; Flood Plain/Flooding; Wetland/Riparian; Wildlite, Toxic/Hazardous:
Agricuttural Land; Archasologic-Historic, Air Quality; Noise; Olher 1ssues

Reviewing
Agencies

Resources Agency; Office of Historic Preservation; Department of Parks and Racreation; San
Francisco Bay Cansarvation and Developmant Commission; Department of Water Resources,
Depariment of Fish and Game, Region 3; Native American Herltage Commission; California Highway
Patrol; Caltrans, District 4; Department of Toxic Substances Control: Regional Water Quality Control
Bd., Regicn 5 (Sacramento); State Lands Commission; Pullic Ulilities Commission: Air Resources
Board, Transporation Projects

Note: Blanks in data fields result from insufficient information provided by lead agency.
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Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

Date Received 07/15/2005 Start of Review (7152005 End of Review 02/15/2005

Nole: Blanks In data fislds result from Insufficient information provided by lead agency.

eBART Scoping Appendices — March/April 2008



2005072100 —
NOTICE OF PREPARATION HECE‘VED

To: Responsible/ Trustee Agency JuL 15 2009
From: San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District (BART)
300 Lakeside Drive E
Oakland, CA, 94612 STATE CLEARING oS

Subject: Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report

San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District (BART)

Conira Costa County, California - from the existing BART terminus station at Pittsburg/BayPoint, through the
communities of Pittsburg, Antioch, Brentwood, and Oakley, to a new lerminus in Byron.

The San Francisco Bay Arca Rapid Transit District (BART) and the Federal Transit Admimistration (FTA)
intend 1o prepare a joint Environmental Impact Statement (EIS) pursuant 10 the National Environmental Policy
Act (NEPA) and an Environmental Impact Report (EIR} pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act
(CEQA) for enhanced transit service in eastern Contra Costa County. Service is proposed to follow an
alignment in the Stare Route 4 median between the Pinshurg/BayPoint BART Station and Loveridge Road, and
then 1o Byron via the Union Pacific Mococo Line, with single track service between the Hillerest and Byron
stations. This 23-mile corridor includes six transit stations in Pitsburg, Antioch, Oakley, Brentwood, and
Byron {in unincorporated Contra Costa County). The recommended rail technology involves trains using light-
weight, self-propelled rail cars known as Diesel Multiple Units (DMUs). Passengers on the DMUs would
transfer to BART at the existing Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station, ideally with a short walk across or along
the BART platform. A train storage yard and maintenance facility are part of the proposed facilities. In
addition, the proposed project would include new grade separations in Antioch at Semersville Road, A Streer,
and Hillcrest Avenue, Local bus service offered by Tri Delta Transit District would be modified to eliminate
routes that duplicate eBART service, synchronize headways with eBART schedules, and redefine routes to
feed eBART stations,

Draft NOP for eBART, June 28, 2005 1
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East Contra Costa BART Extension (“eBART")

Description of Study Area, Project Background and Scope

The planning and development of transportation improvements within the State Route 4 East Corridor has been
ongoing since the late 1980s. These efforts have led to the widening of State Route 4 from Willow Pass Road in
Concord 10 Railroad Avenuve in Pittsburg. Plans and studies to continue the highway widening through the
Loveridge Road interchange are underway under the direction of the Contra Costa Transportation Authority
{CCTA). In addition, the BART extension (o Pittsburg/Bay Point opened in 1996, The station serves aver
10,000 persons entering and exiting the BART system each weekday.

In 2001, BART and the Contra Costa Transportation Authority (CCTA) commenced the State Route 4 East
Corridor Transit Stady 1o explose a series of aliernative transit improvements. (The study is available at the
project website: www.cbartproject.org in the Library section under “2002 Feasibility Study. ") This feasibility
study, steered by a Policy Advisory Committee of elected and appointed local officials and 2 BART Board
representative, started with a long list of nearly 20 potential types of transit and transportation improvements.
Among these alternatives were continuation of existing BART service in the median of State Route 4 to Hillcrest
Avenue; continuation of existing BART service in the median of State Route 4 to Loveridge Road and then o
Hillerest Avenue using the Union Pacific line; extension of transit services using Bus Rapid Transit lechnology;
extension of transit services using commuter rail; and expansion of express bus service by Tri Delta Transit
District, the local transil operator, Through an iterative process of screening and refinement, involving public
discussions, engineering and cost evaluations, and ridership estimates, the Long list of alicrnatives was winpowesd
down 1o eight viable alternatives referred to as Packages A through H. The Packages can be found on the project
website in the S4ate Route 4 East Corridor Transit Study.

The study culminated in 2002 with a unanimous recommendation by the Policy Advisory Committee, and
direction [rom both the BART and CCTA Boards, to proceed to environmental analyses and preliminary
engineering. The highest rated transit alternative was DMU service in an alignment in the State Route 4 median
between the Pittsburg/BayPoint BART Station and Loveridge Road, and then 1o Byron via the Union Pacific
Mococo Line, with single track service between the Hillerest and Byron stations, This alternative was Package
C-1 in the feasibility study, and is now the Proposed Action. This 23-mile corridor was proposad to include five
transit stations. The recommended rail technology involves traing using lig ht-weight, self-propelled rail cars
known as Diesel Multiple Units (DMUs). Passengers on the DMUs would transfer to BART at the existing
Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station, ideally with a short walk across or along the BART platform. A train storage
yard and maintenance facility was proposed east of Hillerest Avenue. As proposed, the eBART project would
include new grade separations in Antioch at Somersville Road, A Street, and Hillerest Avenue,  Also, local bus

Draft NOP for eBART, June 28, 2005 2
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service offered by Tri Delta Transit District would be modified to eliminate routes that duplicate eBART service.
synchronize headways with eBART schedules, and redefine routes to feed eBART stations.

In 2004, Jocal voters passed Regional Measure 2, and Measure J in Contra Costa County, supporting a local sales
tax increase for transportation improvements, On March 23, 2005, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission
approved the use of funds from Regional Measure 2 for additional study of transit service improvements in the
State Rouwte 4 corridor in East Contra Costa County. In response to these developments, FTA and BART are
now embarking on an EIS/EIR for the eBART project.

Purpose and Need

The East Contra Costa County study area is the fasiest growing portion of the San Francisco Bay Region.
Between the years 2000 and 2023, an additional 40,000 housebolds and 63,000 jobs are expecied to be added in
the East County, This growth in population and jobs poriend a dramatic increase in traffic delay and congestion
on State Route 4, the primary access route to this part of the Bay Area, with associated impacts on environmental
resources incleding air quality and energy. Given (he foreseeable growih in the eastern portion of the County,
highway improvements alone cannol keep pace with the iravel demand or address environmental impacis
associated with motor vehicle travel,

The purpose of the Proposed Action, is to improve travel along the State Route 4 East corridor wath direer,
coordinated connections to the existing BART system, In light of the regional and local need for an improved
transit connection, the Proposed Action objectives are the same as those identified in the 2002 East County

corridor study;
¢ Improve transportation service
«  Maximize access 1o transit system
¢ Maximize connectivity and seamlessness of transit sysiem, both from home 1o transit and from one form

of transit to another

Promode transit-oriented land use initiatives and policies

Maximize economic benefits and financial feasibility

Balance short, medium, and long-term strategies to provide continual improvements in transit services
Protect or enhance the environment

As the first new extension proposed since BART adopted its System Expansion Policy in 1999, the eBART
project purpose incorporates BART s goal of enhancing ridership by coordinating transit projects with local land
use and access planning. Jurisdictions within the eBART corndor will commil to a process inlended (o aitain a
corridor-wide ridership target. The target is 10 be achieved by adopting transit supportive land uses and making
access improvements at transit stations.  Ridership Development Plans incorporating land use changes and access
improvements are 1o be completed and adopted by the cities and the County. BART, the cities, and the County
will enter into a Memorandum of Understanding describing BART's intent to move forward with the
environmental review process and the corridor communities” inlent 1o engage in the planning and implementation
programs (o achieve BART's ridership goals.

Alternatives

As noted above, the Proposed Action is the provision of DMU service in am alignment in the State Rowe 4
median between the Pitsburg/BayPoint BART Station and Loveridge Road, and then to Byron via the Union
Pacific Mococo Line, with single track service between the Hillcrest and Byron stations.  Specific alternatives to
the Proposed Action are expected to evolve during the environmental review process and in response to the public
scoping process. While a number of alternatives were discussed and evaluated as part of the earlier
planning/feasibility study, project alternatives expected to be evaluated in the EIS/EIR include:

= a No Build, or No Project, Alternative that considers the consequences of not extending rail transit
services bevond the Pittsburg/BayPoint BART Station. This altermative would involve continuation of

Draft NOP for eBART, June 28, 2005 3
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the existing Tri Delta Transit District and implementation of additional express bus service from East
County communities to BART.

» 2 Bus Rapid Transit Alternative that considers technical and operational transit improvements using
buses in the same alignment as the DMU project (freeway median and railroad right of way)., The
system secks to emulate the service levels provided by a fixed guideway rail system, Amenities would
be provided at stations, and portions of the route could be construcied with exclusive transit lanes or
other transit preferential treatments 1n order to bypass areas of localized wraffic congestion,

e A convenrional BART Alternative that using BART vehicles and systems in the same alipnment as the
DMU project {freeway median and railroad right of way). This alternative would consist of an exiension
of the electrically-powered, exclusive-use right of way BART system with one station at Hillerest
Avenue and a yard facility.

Probable Effects

The purpose of the EIS/EIR is to fully disclose the social, economic, and environmental consequences of building
and operating ¢eBART in advance of any decisions o make substantial financial or other commitments to its
implementation. The EIS/EIR will explore the extent to which the project alternatives result in potentially
significant social, economic, and environmental effects and identify appropriate actions to reduce or eliminale
these impacts. Issues that will be investigated in the EIS/EIR include transportation, traffic, and circulation
effects; land use compatibility and consistency with locally adopted plans including the Regional Transportation
Plan, the Transportation Improvement Plan and the State Implememation Plan; potential effects on local
businesses and employement; disturbance to sensitive visual and cultural resources; effects of noise and vibration;
peologic and hydrology effects; potential disturbance to sensitive wildlife and vegetation species and habitats; air
and noise emissions from project-related construction and operation; public health and salety concerns related 1o
exposure to hazardous materials; community service and utility demand; direct or indirect effects w public
parklands, significant historic resources, or wildlife refuges; and environmentil justice concerns from any
disproportionate impacts of the project allernatives on low-income or ethnic minority neighborhoods.

Among the list of potential issues identified above, several will definitely warrant detailed investigation based on
an environmental reconnaissance performed by BART as part of the previous planning/feasibility study completed
in 2002:
e Consistency with local general plans for potential land use coaflicis
e Potential disturbance to surface waters, since the corridor traverses the Contra Costa Canal, Kirker
Creek, Los Medanos Waterway, Markley Creek, the Mokelumne Aqueduct, Marsh Creek, Main Canal,
Kellogg Creek, the Byron-Bethany Irrigation Canal, and unnamed drainages
s Potential flood hazards related to overflowing of Kirker Creek, Marsh Creek, Kellogg Creek, and an
unnamed drainage north of Lone Tree Way
= Potential disturbance to scasonal wetlands and freshwater marsh areas, including several seasonal
wetlands east of the existing BART station and south of State Route 4, 2 large wetland complex
approximately 1 mile further east along State Route 4, several ereeks and drainages between Loveridge
Road and Hillerest Avenee, a large wetland complex at the bend of Highway 160, and numecrous
drainages and irrigation ditches south of Oakley
Potential disturbance 1o federally and atate listed threatened and endangered species and their habitats
Potential public health hazards from exposure to soil andfor groundwater contamination associated with
highway and railroad operations, as well as agricultural activities
*  Given the extensive indusirial and commercial development in the corridor, historic resources evaluation
and a high potential to encounter historic archaeological resources
*  Potential impacts (o nearby sensilive receplors 10 air and noise emissions.

Draft NOP for eBART, June 28, 2003 4
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA i ;%E
GOVERNOR’S OFFICE of PLANNING AND RESEARCH 3.\%‘?‘;.

2%,
STATE CLEARINGHOUSE AND PLANNING UNIT -
ARNOLD SCHWARZENEGGER CYNTHIA BRYANT
GOVERNOR DIRECTOR
Memorandum

Date: March 20, 2008

To: All Reviewing Agencies

From: Scott Morgan, Senior Planner

Re: SCH # 2005072100

East Contra Costa BART Extension (known as eBART) Phase [

The State Clearinghouse has corrected the Document Details Report regarding the project
description for the above-mentioned project. Please see the attached materials for more

specific information. All other project information remains the same.

5 Ellen Smith
San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District
300 Lakeside Drive, 16™ Floor
Oakland, CA 94612

1400 10th Street  P.0.Box 3044 Sacramento, California 95812-3044
(916) 445-0613  FAX (916) 323-3018  www.opr.ca.gov
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STATE OF CALIFORNIA g * E

GOVERNOR’S OFFICE of PLANNING AND RESEARCH N

STATE CLEARINGHOUSE AND PLANNING UNIT
CYNTHIA BRYANT

£

Notice of Preparation

March 12, 2008

To: Reviewing Agencies

Re: East Contra Costa BART Extension (known as eBART)
SCH# 2005072100

Attached for your review and comment is the Notice of Preparation (NOP) for the East Contra Costa BART
Extension (known as eBART) draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR).

Responsible agencies must transmit their comments on the scope and content of the NOP, focusing on specific
information related to their own statutory responsibility, within 30 days of receipt of the NOP from the Lead Agency.
This is a courtesy notice provided by the State Clearinghouse with a reminder for you to comment in a timely
manner. We encourage other agencies to also respond to this notice and express their concerns early in the
environmential review process.

Please direct your comments to:

Ellen Smith

San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District
300 Lakeside Drive, 16th Floor

Oakland, CA 94612

with a copy to the State Clearinghouse in the Office of Planning and Research. Please refer to the SCH number
noted above in all correspondence concerning this project. :

If you have any questions about the environmental document review process, please call the State Clearinghouse at

(916) 445-0613.

Sincerely,

oy

y
Scott Morgan
Project Analyst, State Clearinghouse

Attachments
cc: Lead Agency

1400 10th Street  P.0,Box 3044 Sacramento, California 95812-3044
(916) 445-0613  FAX {916) 323-3018  www.opr.ca.gov
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SCH#

Project Title
Lead Agency

Document Details Report
State Clearinghouse Data Base

2005072100
East Contra Costa BART Extension (known as eBART)
Bay Area Rapid Transit Disfrict

Type
Description

NOP Notice of Preparation

The San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District (BART) intends to prepare an Environmental
Impact Report (EIR) pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for enhancad transit
service in eastern Contra Costa County. Service is proposed to follow an alignment in the Stata Route
4 median between the Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station and the vicinity of the Hillcrest Avenue
interchange in the City of Antioch. This 10-mile corridor includes one transit station in Pittsburg at
Railroad Avenue and a terminus station in Anlioch, east of the Hillcrest Avenue interchange. Several
station location options are being considered for the Hillcrest Avenue terminus station, including in the
median and out of the median on land north of State Route 4. The recommended rail technology
known as Diesel Multiple Units (DMU) involvas trains using light-weight, self-propelied rail cars.
Passangers on these vehicles would transfer to BART at a new transfer station east of the existing
Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station. A train storage yard and maintenance facility wouid be constructed
east of the terminus station in Antioch.

Lead Agency Contact

Name
Agency
Phone
email
Address

city

Ellen Smith
San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District
415-464-6143 Fax

300 Lakeside Drive, 16th Floor

Oakland State CA  Zip 94612

Project Location

County

City

Region

Cross Streets
Parcel No.
Township

Contra Costa
Pittsburg, Antioch, Oakley, Byron

Range Section Base

Proximity to:

Highways
Airports
Railways
Waterways
Schools
Land Use

SR-4, Hwy 160

Union Pacific, BART

Project Issues

Traffic/Circulation; Landuse; Aesthetic/Visual; Noise; Geologic/Seismic; Wildlife; Vegetation; Air
Quality; Public Services; Toxic/Hazardous; Other Issues

Reviewing
Agencies

Resources Agency: Department of Conservation; Office of Hisloric Preservation; Department of Parks
and Recreation; Central Valley Fiood Protection Board; San Francisco Bay Conservation and
Development Commission; Department of Water Resources; Depariment of Fish and Game, Region 3;
Native American Heritage Commission; Public Utilities Commission; Caltrans, Division of
Transportation Planning; California Highway Patrol; Caltrans, District 4; Air Resources Board,
Transportation Projects; Regional Water Quality Control Board, Region 2

Date Received

03/12/12008 Start of Review 03/12/2008 End of Review 04/10/2008

Mata: Rlanks in Adafa falde racit frrvm lnes fliclant Infarsmatian mrmcddad b laad ananes
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Revised NOTICE OF PREPARATION

To: Responsible/Trustee Agency
From: San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District (BART)
300 Lakeside Drive
Oakland, CA, 94612
Subject: REVISED Notice of Preparation of an Environmental Impact Report

East Contra Costa BART Extension (known as “eBART”), 2005072100
Phase 1

The San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District (BART)

Contra Costa County, California — from the existing BART terminus station at Pittsburg/Bay Point, through the
City of Pittsburg to a new terminus in Antioch.

The San Francisco Bay Area Rapid Transit District (BART) intends to prepare an Environmental Impact Report
(EIR) pursuant to the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) for enhanced transit service in eastern
Contra Costa County. Service is proposed to follow an alignment in the State Route 4 median between the
Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station and the vicinity of the Hillcrest Avenue interchange in the City of Antioch.
This 10-mile corridor includes one transit station in Pittsburg at Railroad Avenue and a terminus station in
Antioch, east of the Hillcrest Avenue interchange. Several station location options are being considered for the
Hillcrest Avenue terminus station, including in the median and out of the median on land north of State Route 4.
The recommended rail technology known as Diesel Multiple Units (DMU) involves trains using light-weight,
self-propelled rail cars. Passengers on these vehicles would transfer to BART at a new transfer station east of the
existing Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station. A train storage yard and maintenance facility would be constructed
east of the terminus station in Antioch.

This Revised NOP addresses a shortened version of the project for which the original NOP was released on July
15,2005. The previous NOP described a project extending existing service further east, to a terminus station in
Byron. Due to funding circumstances and uncertainty about the timing and implementation of subsequent phases,
this NOP concerns only Phasc 1 of the carlier proposed project. Additionally, the original, larger eBART project
contemplated the use of federal funding, thus requiring preparation of an Environmental Impact Statement in
conjunction with the EIR. The Phase 1 project currently under review would not use federal funds and thus only
an EIR is being prepared at this time,
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East Contra Costa BART Extension (“eBART”), Phase 1
Project Background

The planning and development of transportation improvements within the State Route 4 East Corridor has been
ongoing since the late 1980s. These efforts have led to the widening of State Route 4 from Willow Pass Road in
Concord to Railroad Avenue in Pittsburg. Plans and studies to continue the highway widening through the Hillcrest
Avenue interchange are underway under the direction of the Contra Costa Transportation Authority (CCTA). In
addition, the BART extension to Pittsburg/Bay Point opened in 1996. The station serves over 10,000 persons
entering and exiting the BART system each weekday.

The East Contra Costa County study area is the fastest growing portion of the San Francisco Bay Region. Between
the years 2000 and 2025, an additional 40,000 households and 63,000 jobs are expected to be added in the East
County. This growth in population and jobs pertends a dramatic increase in traffic delay and congestion on State
Route 4, the primary access route to this part of the Bay Area, with associated impacts on environmental resources
including air quality and energy. Given the foreseeable growth in the eastern portion of the County, highway
improvements alone cannot keep pace with the travel demand or address environmental impacts associated with
motor vehicle travel. The purpose of the Proposed Project is to improve travel along the State Route 4 East corridor
with direct, coordinated connections to the existing BART system.

In 2001, BART and the CCTA commenced the State Route 4 East Corridor Transit Study to explore a series of
alternative transit improvements. (The study is available at the project website: www.ebartproject.org in the
Library section under “2002 Feasibility Study.”) Following an iterative process of screening and refinement,
involving public discussions, engineering and cost evaluations, and ridership estimates, the feasibility study
identified eight viable alternatives referred to as Packages A through H. The Packages can be found on the project
website in the State Route 4 East Corridor Transit Study. The study culminated in 2002 with a unanimous
recommendation by the Policy Advisory Committee, and direction from both the BART and CCTA Boards, to
proceed to cnvironmental analyses and preliminary engineering, focusing on the DMU technology, the highest rated
alternative studied.

In 2004, local voters passed Regional Measure 2 and Measure J in Contra Costa County, supporting a local sales tax
increase for transportation improvements. On March 23, 2005, the Metropolitan Transportation Commission
approved the use of funds from Regional Measure 2 for additional study of transit service improvements in the State
Route 4 corridor in East Contra Costa County.

Proposed Project

Over the past two years, BART and CCTA have been working diligently to obtain funding and environmental
clearance for the project that emerged from the feasibility study. Due to changed funding conditions, BART is now
proposing that service in the eBART corridor be extended in a series of projects, with Phase 1 encompassing the
initial 10 miles to the vicinity east of the Hillcrest Avenue interchange in the City of Antioch. This initial segment
would be constructed in the median of State Route 4, which is in the process of being widened by Caltrans and
CCTA. Two stations would be constructed as part of Phase 1, one at Railroad Avenue in the City of Pittsburg and
the other a terminus station east of the Hillcrest Avenue interchange in the City of Antioch. Several location options
are being explored for the terminus station, including in the median, and out of the median in an area to the north
between State Route 4 and the Mococo railroad corridor. A new transfer station to conveniently link eBART
passengers to the BART system would be constructed east of the existing Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station, in the
existing BART tailtrack area. The recommended rail technology is a self-propelled passenger vehicle that uses one
or more diesel engines for propulsion power. These trains, popular in Europe, do not need a dedicated locomotive
and up to four DMUs can be coupled to form the trains. The word “Multiple” refers to the fact that these single
vehicles can operate in a train of Multiple Units. BART proposes to construct this Phase 1 project with local,
regional, and state funding; no federal funding is anticipated.

NOP for e BART, March 7, 2008

(%]

54534v1

eBART Scoping Appendices — March/April 2008



Ridership Development Plans

In 1999, BART adopted a System Expansion Policy and established guidelines for expanding the BART system.
The System Expansion Policy sets a broad framework for evaluating expansion projects, which includes a corridor-
wide ridership target that must be achieved by any proposed project. The target is to be achieved by adopting transit
supportive land uses and/or making access improvements in and around the transit stations. The planning process is
known as the Ridership Development Plan (RDP) process. eBART is the first expansion project to be evaluated
under the System Expansion Policy. As part of the cBART development process, the cities of Pittsburg and Antioch
are working to complete the RDPs for their respective stations. BART, Pittsburg, Antioch, CCTA, and Tri Delta
Transit have entered into a Memorandum of Understanding providing for completion and adoption of these plans
and the associated environmental review processes. An RDP must be adopted by each of the two cities before the
BART Board of Directors considers certifying the eBART EIR and adopting the eBART project.

Alternatives

As noted above, the Proposed Project envisions the use of DMU technology in an alignment in the State Route 4
median between the Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station and a terminus station in Antioch. Project alternatives
expected to be evaluated in the EIR include the following scenarios:

e A No Build, or No Project, Alternative that considers the consequences of not extending rail transit services
beyond the Pittsburg/Bay Point BART Station. This alternative would involve continuation of the existing
Tri Delta Transit District bus system and implementation of additional express bus service from East
County communities to BART.

* A Bus Rapid Transit Alternative that considers technical and operational transit improvements using buses
in the same alignment as the Proposed Project. The system seeks to emulate the service levels provided by
a fixed guideway rail system. Amenities would be provided at stations, and portions of the route could be
constructed with exclusive transit lanes or other transit preferential treatments in order to bypass areas of
localized wraffic congestion.

¢ An electric-powered vehicle technology operating in the same alignment as the Proposed Project. This
alternative would require the installation of overhead lines and traction power substations to transmit the
electricity that would power the vehicles.

* A conventional BART Altemative that uses full length BART trains and systems in the same alignment as
the Proposed Project. This alternative would consist of an extension of the electrically-powered, exclusive-
use right-of way BART system with one station at Hillcrest Avenue and a maintenance facility.

Probable Effects

The purpose of the EIR is to fully disclose the environmental consequences of building and operating ¢eBART in
advance of any decisions to make substantial financial or other commitments to its implementation. The EIR will
also explore the extent to which the project alternatives result in potentially significant environmental effects,
although at a lesser level of detail than for the Proposed Project. Issues that will be investigated in the EIR include
transportation, traffic, and circulation effects; land use compatibility and consistency with locally adopted plans,
including the Regional Transportation Plan, the Transportation Improvement Plan, the State Implementation Plan
and Ridership Development Plans; potential effects on local businesses and employment; disturbance to sensitive
visual and cultural resources; effects of noise and vibration; geologic and hydrology effects; potential disturbance to
sensitive wildlife and vegetation species and habitats; air emissions from project-related construction and operation;
public health and safety concerns related to exposure to hazardous materials; and community service and utility
demand.

Among the list of potential issues identified above, several will definitely warrant detailed investigation based on an
environmental reconnaissance performed by BART as part of the previous planning/feasibility study completed in
2002:

«  Potential disturbance to surface waters, since the corridor traverses a number of waterways including, but
not limited to, the Contra Costa Canal, Kirker Creek, Los Medanos Waterway, and Markley Creek
» Potential flood hazards related to overflowing of Kirker Creek
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54534v1

eBART Scoping Appendices — March/April 2008



¢ Potential disturbance to seasonal wetlands and freshwater marsh areas

+  Potential disturbance to federally and state listed threatened and endangered species and their habitats

¢ Potential public health hazards from exposure to soil and/or groundwater contamination associated with
highway and railroad operations, as well as agricultural activities

* Potential effects to historic and archaeological resources

+ Potential impacts to nearby sensitive receptors to air and noise emissions.
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