I-580 Truck Access Study, Technical and Advisory Committee Meeting #4
June 1, 2026
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TAC Members
Kristen Villanueva, Alameda CTC
· Olivia Ortiz, Alameda County Community Development Agency
· Carlos Bastida, Alameda County Public Health Department
· Justin Taschek, Port of Oakland
· Jasmine Pomar, City of Oakland
· Lisa Foster, City of Alameda
· Tiffany Edwards, City of Piedmont
· Carlina Rose, City of Piedmont
· Nicole Castelino, City of San Leandro
· Carlina Rose, City of Alameda
· Sarah Cehn Small, CBECAL
· Veronica Eady, WOEIP
· Ofelia Flores Rodriguez, San Leandro 2050
· Howard Der, AC Transit
· Nick Chiappe, California Trucking Association
· Steve Reid, Bay Area Air District
· Bichvan Thach, Caltrans
· Shilpa Mareddy, Caltrans
· Nima Kabirinassab, Caltrans
· Ryan Castle, Caltrans
· Hector Chinchilla, Caltrans
· Manar Altameemi, Caltrans
· Stan Kung, Caltrans
· Erik Aguilar, Caltrans
· Erin Armstrong, BOS Dist 4
Project Team
· Zhongping Xu, Caltrans
· Cameron Oakes, Caltrans
· Jacky Gil, Caltrans
· Orlando Ramierez, Caltrans
· Zachary Chop, Caltrans
· Hugh Louch, Fehr & Peers
· Molly Sun, Fehr & Peers
· Amy Deng, Fehr & Peers


Agenda
1. Introduction & Context
2. Spring 2026 Engagement 
3. Noise Analysis
4. Air Analysis and Racial Equity Assessment Tool
5. Summer 2026 Engagement
6. Next Steps
Key Takeaways
· Community awareness and trust are consistent concerns
· Many TAC members are hearing residents say they weren't aware of the study and have questions about its origins and funding. 
· The study is neutral; it is grant-funded (not by trucking groups), has no predetermined conclusion, will not make recommendations, and the truck ban is codified. Caltrans does not have the authority to overturn it.
· On the webtool: TAC members want language about modeling limitations, and that results represent trends/state level of uncertainty being expressed. Language should also acknowledge that future reductions may still not create equitable conditions for the most burdened communities.
· Phase 2 engagement would benefit from earlier and broader outreach
· Senior communities in particular are hard to reach via social media or news. Pop-ups, mailers, and in-person survey assistance have worked in the past for Alameda CTC
· TAC to send further ideas to Caltrans team
Next Steps
· Caltrans team is preparing for Phase 2 engagement, with the first event in July. Technical assessment findings will be presented and will seek public input on recommendations
· Caltrans will provide a meeting summary by 6/8
· TAC to provide any comments on the materials presented today by 6/8 so they can be considered for incorporation into materials prior to outreach
· Caltrans is also available for follow up meetings should you have any questions about the materials presented today
Detailed Notes
Key Listening Session Themes
· 1. During listening sessions, community members asked to be involved in the TAC; ongoing discussion about how they might be more involved
· Hugh: Echo the strong interest by community members
· Carlos, Alameda Public Health: People expressed they weren’t aware of the study, questions/confusion about the origin of the study. Keep with the transparency around the origin and process.
· 2. Concerns with the amount of truck traffic expected and associated health and safety impacts
· 3. Need for additional analysis; concerns about turning movements, seismic risk, truck clearance, additional volume of trucks 
· Veronica Eady: Did the Air District weigh in on any of the listening sessions? 
· Air District staff present at all the listening sessions and were able to answer questions 
· Sarah Chen Small: Concerns from Deep East Oakland: perception that there’s more outreach of 580 communities compared to 880 communities, but it’s deeply impactful to 880 communities. Any metrics on engagement with different communities (like by zip code)? Encourage more engagement with 880 communities
· John: Don’t really have the metrics about who attended these, but we have public meetings open to all. Aware of the need of more geographical balance; in Phase 2 engagement we can explain/track better who we’re engaging 
· Molly: Upcoming survey will also be able to help track demographics 
· Erin Armstrong, Supervisor Miley’s Office: Hearing from students in Sobrante Park and residents along 580 corridor. Echoing comments we’ve heard, wonder where the loudest voices are. Talked to groups opposing the project; they are saying that the study is flawed and a premise to remove the ban, that trucking groups are funding the project. 
· John: These came up during our listening sessions more than once. Study is not funded by any trucking associations. To work on this study, D4 reached out to HQ and won a State Planning and Research competitive grant. Caltrans does not have a predetermined conclusion, neutral to whether the truck ban should be removed. Emphasize that this a study; Caltrans does not have the power to remove the ban, it’s codified. 
· Erin: Other piece she’s heard: Opening up 580 to truck traffic would just increase truck traffic overall, concerns about induced demand
· Hugh: We looked into this first, truck traffic is mostly influenced by consumer behavior. More capacity for truck traffic isn’t the main driver for influencing truck traffic.
·  Stan Kung: Outcomes of the study won’t directly cause the removal of the ban, right? 
· John: Correct, just presenting the technical analysis. Again, the ban is codified, Caltrans doesn’t have the power to overturn
Noise Analysis
· Shilpa Mareddy, D4 Air Quality: Truck peak hour question. More technical, but are there other scenarios?
· Hugh: Truck peak hour (tends to be midday) was modeled and peak hour was also modeled. 
Equity Analysis Tool
· Kristen Villanueva: What to emphasize the uncertainty in the modeling that’s being done. EMFAC, right? It’s not talked about in the tool, would like to see these caveats. Also would like to see some factsheets on modeling and what goes into it/limitations. So we can be transparent about this being a study and that these are model results. We’re talking about trends, language needs to align
· Molly: Good comment, we’ve created some of those factsheets and will bring this language into the tool.
· Sarah: Agree with the EMFAC modeling comments. Also need to have language about how future reductions from cleaner technologies still don’t create equitable futures for the most burdened.
· Stephen Reid: As an FYI EPA's revocation of California's emissions standard waiver was accounted for in the air quality analysis.
· John: the equity analysis looked at all freeways and major arterials too, not just 880, 580 and 238.
Break-out Activity
· Olivia, ACCDA: Not surprised about the overall findings. It would be helpful to know more about how/why we are seeing these future air quality results, as they appear to be perhaps too optimistic regardless of the future of the truck ban.
· D4 member: Can add text about scrolling and panning through the map
· Howard Der: Why no Alameda Island in the map/study area? Suggests adding textual explanation as to why it was not included.
· Stephen Reid: Explains that the island was included in the traffic, air and noise analyses but the differences between scenarios were negligible so the team chose not to display it.
· Kristen and Justin: elaborate on the fleet turnover assumption
Phase 2 Engagement 
· Kristen: When’s the official launch of phase 2? 
· Molly: First event is July 14th
· Hector Chinchilla: any outreach directly to senior communities? Not on social media, local news is too clickbaity/not reliable. Mailers? 
· Hugh: Great question for the TAC – best way to connect with your jurisdictions? Caltrans can consider them. If TAC members can help distribute as well. Lots of ways to get the word out and we want to take advantage of them. 
· Hector: Great segway, let me know how we can help your jurisdictions
· Kristen: This is why I asked about the launch, because it usually takes a few weeks for local jurisdictions to organize. The engagement should start earlier before the first event. Also, previously we’ve done pop-ups at senior centers; dropping off flyers with QR codes is a bit too much so we’ve had to send people to help fill out surveys at these senior centers
· Molly/Hugh: Noted; please follow up and send us your ideas/places to conduct outreach! (By June 8)
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