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1. Call to Order
2. Welcome and Introductions
3. Roll Call
4, Chairperson’s Comments
e Comments were made on the importance of Transit Oriented Development.
5. Public Comment
e Public comment on page 50 of the Tech Memo 3.0; there are 3-5 freight trains
weekly at Marsh Road.
6. Consent Calendar
6.A Proposed Action: Approve minutes of last meeting
Minutes approved
7. Information Items
TA. Schedule Status
o H. Goode reported that the Phase 1 Study is in the final stretch. The study should
be finished by the end of the year.
7B. Budget Status
e H. Goode reported that the Phase 1 Study is approximately 15% under budget.
7C. Union City Intermodal EIR
e H. Goode reported that the Union City Intermodal Station Draft EIR is out for the
45-day public comment period, which will close December 8, 2006. The Union
City City Council plans to certify the EIR in February 2006.
7D. MTC Transit-Oriented Development Policy
o H. Goode reported that staff is working to analyze and refine the estimate for the
DRC project to determine whether it meets the MTC criteria. This analysis should
be available in about a month. ABAG staff has been helpful.
7TE. STIP Funding Application
e H. Goode stated that a joint STIP application (with the CCJPA) for $39 million to
cover the funding gap in the $306 million project cost estimate was submitted to
the CTC. A copy of the application was included in the DRC Policy Committee
package.
8. Regular Agenda
8A.

Phase Il Environmental Evaluation Assumptions
i. Rail Alternative
ii. Bus Alternative
iii. Grade Separations
e A presentation of the DRC Phase 1 Technical Memorandum 3.0: Alternatives
Analysis was given by the consultant team.
¢ B. Wasserman reported that the City of Fremont submitted a letter requesting that
Alternative A be brought forward to Phase Il for analysis in environmental
document.
o T.Blaylock stated that the team needs to consider safety and cost impacts of train
crossings along corridor in prioritizing grade separations.
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e M. Winkler expressed support of Blaylock’'s comments, and noted that Willow
Road and Marsh Road have the greatest vehicular volumes, but do not rank as
high as many East Bay crossings. Comments were also made regarding the
consideration of the costs/impacts of key West Bay grade crossings in the Phase Il
Study.

e B. Wasserman questioned whether or not DRC service would impact ACE
schedules, and the response was that DRC trains would not cause other train
delays.

e S. Lempert raised the issue of the new, increased cost estimate for Alternative B
(PSR alternative); the response was that there are contingencies in the estimate to
help cover these additional identified costs.

e B. Kerr questioned the bus alternative not being comparable to DRC train service
going to Santa Clara County. Also raised the issues of grade crossing/traffic
impacts at Willow Road, Marsh Road, and University Avenue that will be further
studied in the Phase Il Study. It was noted that the $306 million cost estimate
does not include grade separations. Lastly, the issue of new train technologies
was raised as a possible item to be studied in the next phase.

e S. Hagerty seriously questioned the continuation of Dumbarton Express bus
service along with DRC service; good feeder bus service was suggested as an
alternative. Kerr, Winkler and Wasserman also discussed the issue, and the
general consensus was that these issues --- continuation of Dumbarton Express
and future feeder bus service -- need to be furthered studied. It was also
suggested that a discussion with the Dumbarton Express consortium (BART, AC
Transit, SamTrans) take place.

e T.Blaylock raised the funding gap issue; the response was that up to $39 million
was included in the STIP application.

o T. Blaylock raised the issue taking DRC trains into San Francisco being cost
effective/duplicative service; the response was that this option was previous
alternatives studies ended at Millbrae, but that there were minimal O&M cost
impacts.

9. Other Business
¢ All members voted in favor of both Alternative A and Alternative B being carried
forward into the Phase Il Study.
10. | Date/Time of Next Meeting

Next Meeting: To be determined — February 2006
Meeting was Adjourned at 3:30 PM

Attachments: Sign-In Sheet
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