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7.0 COORDINATION AND CONSULTATION 

Section 6002 of the Safe, Accountable, Flexible, Efficient Transportation Equity Act:  A Legacy 
for Users created a new Section 139 of Title 23 of the USC mandating, among other 
requirements, that the lead agency must establish a plan for coordinating public and agency 
participation in and comment on the environmental review process for a project or category of 
projects.  Stakeholders and public agencies, including those with permitting authority for the 
project, have been engaged throughout the project’s Phase 1 Feasibility Study and the Phase 2 
Environmental Process, as indicated below. 

During Phase 1, stakeholder meetings were conducted to identify project-related environmental 
and community issues raised by local agencies and community organizations, as well as regional, 
state, and federal agencies.  A summary of the Phase 1 meetings with public agencies is 
presented in Table 7-1.  Maps of the project area and alternative ferry terminal sites, Project 
Description Fact Sheets, and a list of potential Issues and Concerns were developed for these 
meetings.  In addition, meetings were arranged with local businesses that could be directly 
affected by project implementation. 

The issues and concerns raised at the stakeholder meetings were then summarized in the Phase 1 
report (Berkeley/Albany Ferry Terminal Study, Site Alternatives Analysis, July 2006) and 
reiterated as oral comments from the agencies and community groups to the WTA Board at the 
July 26, 2006, meeting.  In addition, in September 2005, the Cities of Albany and Berkeley passed 
resolutions advocating the study and implementation of ferry service in their cities (URS, 2006). 

During Phase 2, the Environmental Process was initiated by the publication of the NOI in the 
Federal Register on February 12, 2007, and the issuance of the NOP, submitted to the State 
Clearinghouse (refer to Appendix B).  The NOI and NOP announced that FTA and WTA were 
preparing an EIS/EIR for the project alternatives  The announcement described the project 
background and alternatives considered and explained the Scoping process, including the 
location of three public meetings, to receive comments on the issues to be addressed in the 
EIS/EIR.  In addition, FTA sent a letter, included in Appendix B, to public agencies announcing 
the Scoping meetings and inviting the agencies to participate in the Environmental Process.  The 
recipients of the FTA letter are identified in Table 7-2. 

Additional information about the Scoping process was publicized through a press release to more 
than 60 local media outlets and a legal notice published in local newspapers (presented in 
Appendix B). 

On March 2, 2007, in advance of the three public Scoping meetings, WTA conducted a meeting 
with the Cities of Berkeley and Albany to discuss landside circulation issues and to identify a 
common approach for analyzing the effects of the project on the local transportation network.  
On March 7, the first Scoping meeting was held in Berkeley, targeting public agencies having an 
interest in the project.  Evening Scoping meetings were subsequently held in Berkeley and  
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Table 7-1 
Phase 1 Stakeholder Meetings 

Meeting Date Meeting Location Agencies and Organizations Attending 

February 9, 2006 Berkeley City Hall City of Berkeley and City of Albany Staff 

February 20, 2006 FTA Regional Office, 
San Francisco 

FTA – Region 9 

March 20, 2006 Berkeley Marina 
Harbormaster Office 

East Bay Regional Parks District, Berkeley 
Shorebird Nature Center, Berkeley Marina 
Harbormaster, AC Transit, Assoc of Bay 
Area Governments Bay Trail Project, 
Berkeley Waterfront Commission 

March 22, 2006 Berkeley Marina 
Harbormaster Office 

Golden Gate Audubon, Sierra Club, CESP 

March 22, 2006 Berkeley City Hall Mayor Bates 

April 6, 2006 Albany City Hall Mayor Maris, Albany Waterfront 
Commission, and Albany Planning and 
Building Staff 

April 20, 2006 Albany City Hall Mayor Maris and Albany Waterfront 
Commission 

May 5, 2006 URS Corporation, 
San Francisco 

Bay Conservation Development 
Commission, Army Corps of Engineers, 
National Oceanic and Atmospheric 
Fisheries, California Department of Fish 
and Game 
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Table 7-2 
Recipients of the FTA Participating Agency Letter 
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Albany on the evenings of March 8 and March 15, 2007, respectively.  A summary of the 
comments received during Scoping is presented in Table 7-3.  Comment letters from public 
agencies and community organizations are presented in Appendix B.  The complete summary of 
the Scoping process, including materials produced for the Scoping meetings and the press 
release, is provided in the Scoping Report, available on the WETA website. 

Consultation with public agencies has been on-going since the completion of Scoping.  
Discussions with the California Parks Department and Bay Area Conservation and Development 
Commission occurred after Scoping was completed in March and May 2007.  Subsequently, the 
Cultural Resource APE and technical report were submitted by FTA to SHPO in September 2007 
and April 2008, respectively (cover letters are included in Appendix D).  In April 2008, FTA 
also arranged a meeting with NOAA NMFS to discuss biological resource issues identified in the 
EIS/EIR (correspondence and a summary of NOAA NMFS comments are included in 
Appendix C).  Comments from this meeting have been addressed in this EIS/EIR.  In addition, in 
June 2008, letters were sent to USFWS, CDFG, U.S. EPA, and USACE requesting the 
opportunity to discuss potential adverse impacts resulting from project implementation 
(Appendix C).  Response letters from these agencies are included in Appendix C.  Contact with 
the Cities of Berkeley and Albany and local businesses has continued during this period. 

Agency consultation and approvals required are summarized in Table 7-4. 
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Table 7-3 
Summary of Scoping Comments 
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Table 7-3 
Summary of Scoping Comments (Continued) 
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Table 7-4 
Agency Approval or Permits Required 

Agency Approval or Permit 

City of Berkeley Design Review, Utility, and 
Use Permits 

City of Albany Design Review, Utility, and 
Use Permits 

U.S. Army Corps of 
Engineers Dredge Material 
Management Office 

Dredge Permit, Consolidated 
Section 10/Section 404 Dredge 
and Dredge Disposal 

San Francisco Bay 
Conservation and 
Development Commission 
(BCDC) 

BCDC Permit, Approval for 
Waterfront Usage Consistency/
Fill in the Bay, authorization 
for temporary use of the Bay 
Trail right-of-way for 
construction purposes. 

National Oceanic and 
Atmospheric 
Administrating National 
Marine Fisheries Service 

Incidental Take Permit, 
Consultation on Eelgrass and 
National Oyster Issues. 

Eastshore State Park 
District and California 
State Parks Department of 
Parks and Recreation 

Dredging Approval, Permit to 
Allow Direct Use of Aquatic 
Parklands for Alternatives C 
and D 

Regional Water Quality 
Control Board 

General Construction Activity 
Stormwater Permit, 
Section 401 Water Quality 
Certification 

Bay Area Air Quality 
Management District 

Conformity Determination 

 




