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SCH #:
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Project Title:

Arroyo de la Laguna Bridge Project

Lead Agency: California Department of Transportation (Caltrans)
Contact Name:
Email:

Charles Winter

Charles.Winter@dot.ca.gov

Project Location:

Phone Number:

Sunol
City

510-847-3752

Alameda
County

Project Description (Proposed actions, location, and/or consequences).
Caltrans proposes to replace the Arroyo de la Laguna Bridge (Bridge No. 33-0043) to address scour and seismic
concerns and meet current design standards for safety. The proposed project would take place on State Route (SR) 84,
locally signed as Niles Canyon Road (hereafter referred to as SR 84), at post mile (PM) 17.2 in the town of Sunol in
unincorporated Alameda County.The Build Alternative would replace the existing 310-foot-long and 38-foot-wide Arroyo
de la Laguna Bridge with a new 310-foot-long and 64-foot-wide bridge consisting of two through lanes, one in each
direction. The new bridge would either be flat (as the existing structure) and box-shaped, or it would contain an arch. The
bridge profile would be raised by 1 to 3 feet to improve the existing non-standard stopping sight distance, which is the
distance a driver needs to be able to stop before colliding with an object in the roadway. At completion, the finished
structure would provide 12-foot-wide lanes, a 14-foot-wide shared east-west pedestrian path on the south side of the
bridge, standard 42-inch-high barriers, 9-foot-wide shoulders to accommodate 6-foot-wide bicycle lanes, and a
2-foot-wide painted median rumble strip. The shared sidewalk would be protected from the roadway by concrete railing.
Identify the project’s significant or potentially significant effects and briefly describe any proposed mitigation measures that
would reduce or avoid that effect.
The project has potential impacts to California red-legged frog and Alameda whipsnake within the project area. With
implementation of of the following mitigation measures impacts will be reduced:
Mitigation Measure 1: On-site restoration of temporarily impacted California red-legged frog habitat at a 1:1 ratio, and
off-site compensatory mitigation for prolonged temporarily impacted and permanently impacted California red-legged frog
habitat at a 1.5:1 and 3:1 ratio, respectively.
Mitigation Measure 2: Off-site compensatory mitigation for prolonged temporarily impacted and permanently impacted
Alameda whipsnake habitat at a 1.5:1 and 3:1 ratio, respectively.
Impacts to upland trees and riparian trees will be reduced with on-site and off-site tree replacement planting.
An Archaeological site is located within the project area. To reduce the impact to this cultural resource an Archeological
Monitoring Plan will be implemented during construction. If archaeological resources cannot be avoided, a
preconstruction Phase III Data Recovery Plan will be implemented by a qualified archaeologist for the significant
archaeological site that is directly affected.
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continued
If applicable, describe any of the project’s areas of controversy known to the Lead Agency, including issues raised by
agencies and the public.

A nearby intersection has been a topic of public controversy due to the amount of traffic that builds up during commute
hours. The residents of the town of Sunol have requested a roundabout at the intersection directly east of the Arroyo de
la Laguna bridge. The project team studied a roundabout alternative but determined it to be infeasible as two lanes would
be required to install a roundabout. A two lane configuration would cost far more than the project allows, and the impacts
would outweigh the benefits. Locals have been unhappy with this intersection and will not be pleased the roundabout
alternative they desired will not be feasible.

Provide a list of the responsible or trustee agencies for the project.
Alameda County Transportation Commission
California Transportation Commission
California Department of Fish and Wildlife, Region 3
California State Historic Preservation Officer
San Francisco Regional Water Quality Control Board
San Francisco Public Utilities Commission

