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CHAPTER 9: RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

Letter 15: Naomi Schiff, Oakland Heritage Alliance

Response to Comment 15-1

California Public Resources Code Section 21090 states:

21090. (a) An environmental impact report for a redevelopment plan may be a
master environmental impact report, program environmental impact report, or
a project environmental impact report. Any environmental impact report for a
redevelopment plan shall specify the type of environmental impact report that
is prepared for the redevelopment plan.

(b) If the environmental impact report for a redevelopment plan is a
project environmental impact report, all public and private activities or
undertakings pursuant to, or in furtherance of, a redevelopment plan shall be
deemed to be a single project. However, further environmental review of any
public or private activity or undertaking pursuant to, or in furtherance of, a
redevelopment plan for which a project environmental impact report has been
certified shall be conducted if any of the events specified in Section 21166 have
occurred.

The 2002 OARB Redevelopment EIR was a Project EIR. A subsequent EIR was prepared in
this case because changes to the project were proposed, and because there were certain changed
circumstances in the surrounding area. As per California Public Resources Code Section 21166:

21166. When an environmental impact report has been prepared for a project
pursuant to this division, no subsequent or supplemental environmental impact
report shall be required by the lead agency or by any responsible agency, unless
one or more of the following events occurs:

(a) Substantial changes are proposed in the project which will require major
revisions of the environmental impact report.

(b) Substantial changes occur with respect to the circumstances under which
the project is being undertaken which will require major revisions in the
environmental impact report.

(c) New information, which was not known and could not have been known
at the time the environmental impact report was certified as complete,
becomes available.

CEQA Guidelines Section 15163 clarifies that, “The supplement to the EIR need contain only the
information necessary to make the previons EIR adequate for the project as revised.” As noted in the Draft
SEIR on page 1-2 (and as revised in Chapter 8 of this document):
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CHAPTER 9: RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

“This document is a Draft Supplemental Environmental Impact Report (SEIR). Pursuant
to Resources Code Section 21090 and 21166 and CEQA Guidelines Sections 15180 and
15163, this Draft SEIR augments the previously certified OARB Redevelopment Plan
EIR (OARB Redevelopment EIR, City of Oakland, 2002) to the extent necessary to
address the changed conditions and circumstances of the Project, and to examine mitigation
and project alternatives accordingly. Specifically, the previously certified EIR was a Project
EIR wunder Public Resources Code Section 21090 and further environmental review  is
governed by California Public Resources Code Section 21166. With the exception of the
supplemental chapters included in this Draft SEIR, the OARB Redevelopment EIR would
wholly cover and fully apply to the Project. As such, all applicable mitigation measures from
the OARB Redevelopment EIR wonld apply to the Project.”

Response to Comment 15-2

The mitigation measures for historic resources as approved for the 2002 OARB Redevelopment
EIR will be enforced for this project. Included among those mitigation requirements is the
obligation to conduct reuse feasibility analyses when specific projects are proposed. A feasibility
analysis of reuse of historic structures within the Option B site is underway and will be presented
to decision-makers and the public prior to a decision being made on the project. The feasibility
analysis will not consider reuse infeasible because of parcel lines internal to the project.

If the feasibility study for reuse on the Option B site determines that reuse of these historic
buildings is infeasible, that outcome was anticipated and is covered by the 2002 OARB
Redevelopment EIR and adopted Statements of Overriding Considerations.

Response to Comment 15-3

This is not a comment but an excerpt from the 2002 OARB Redevelopment EIR CEQA
findings, which are applicable to the proposed project.

Response to Comment 15-4

This referenced mitigation measure from the 2002 OARB Redevelopment EIR is applicable to
Option B and is included in Table Al of the Draft SEIR, p.A1-5.

Response to Comment 15-9

See response to comment 15-2.
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LETTER 16

Monsa/Sandra

Per our discussion, enclosed is the language for the CWOR email that
needs to be sent to Eloise Thornton at eathornthon@oaknet.com by
6/30/06. These are comments to be added to the Supplemental
Environmental Impact Report on the Oakland Auto row Project

Ms. Thornton,

The Coalition for West Oakland Revitalization (CWOR) is requesting these
comments be officially added and address prior to finalizing the SEIR
report on the Oakland Army Base Auto row project. The Coalition for West
Oakland Revitalization (CWOR) is a non-profit organization established in
1993 that provides advocacy and health awareness to West Oakland
Residents. West Oakland is a historically rich neighborhood where many
legends have lived, advocated and operated thriving businesses. The
community’s culture has always been one of neighbors working together.
For many reasons, our neighborhood does face some economic
challenges and issues regarding declining health. CWOR has become
quite aware of these problems because its staff and board reside here.
Our goal is to serve the West Oakland population by making people aware
of big business and how their operations affect the air and soil within our
neighborhood. Industrial businesses have been attracted to leasing
factories in the area due to below market leasing opportunities.

CWOR has also developed partnerships by providing fiscal sponsorships
to The Alliance for West Oakland Development, an affordable housing
developer, The Environmental Indicators Project (EIP) and the Black
Economic Block Enterprise (BEBE), an agency that assists residents with
employment opportunities. These group functions go hand-in-hand with
CWOR’s concern for land use, environmental issues, and economic
development.

CWOR helped start the WOCAG, and has been there throughout Lionel
Wilson's

16-1



discussion, Elihu Harris implementation, and Jerry Browns non-
delineation of the development on the Army Base and the council’s
choosing the master developer. The homeless received only resources
and no property and West Oakland got only the promise of a Community
Fund: which is still undelivered, via non-action from the redevelopment
agency. Through out WOCAG CWOR has witnessed 160 member
development, Monsa was elected as chair of the WOCAG, then
democratically shifted to support George Bolton, via his history with
WOCAG and Alameda County.

Reflecting Mr. Nitoto’s wisdom in that something needed to be done via
WOCAG, particularly after the garrison was promised and nothing came,
many WOCAG members and African American staff from West Oakland;
who had form footing of the history were eliminated, additionally, the
initiation of Aliza Gallo and the 20 million lease dollars over
approximately a ten year period; through staff payments; again brought
nothing for West Oakland.

The latest move of BCDC to give the Port of Oakland property and the
City’s dismissal of the largest master developer the city has had in OPUS
West: who by the way was all ready to pay, was a travesty to West
Oakland, along with the promises of Congressman Ron Dellums via the
West Oakland benefit, according to Jerry Brown and Robert Bobs’ there’s
“too many ornaments on the Christmas Tree”

CWOR’s goals are to focus on what community benefits will be derived
from this project as currently proposed for West Oakland resident. The
SEIR does not adequately address what the community benefits of this
project to the West Oakland community are, nor does it adequately look
at and address the fiscal impact of the proposed option of the
redevelopment agency relocating the auto row dealers versus the city
putting out an RFP, or accepting unsolicited proposals from a master
developer.

16-1
cont'd
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A master developer that acquired the land then relocated the dealers
would provide tax increments to West Oakland that the current

proposal would not provide. This master developer could provide the
community with a benefit plan in addition to tax increment financing for
affordable housing and services desperately needed in West Oakland.
The SEIR needs to address if the current option being proposed allowing
for the greatest opportunity to generate tax increment into the Army
Base/West Oakland redevelopment area, in addition to direct benefits for
West Oakland residents. In short the auto dealer may not the best choice

via widespread land use and few jobs, few jobs, few jobs, of master
developers, but via the current council being in a hurry to disposes of
property before Mayor Dellums takes sway comes into office, then the
city managers office via Mr. Vanderpreme, Claudia Cappio and Alex
Greenwoods slow move to approach the proposed to deliver on the

Community Fund
16-2

cont'd
1. Fun before July ends, as August is a dismissal date which will start

an unheard of up roar throughout the Community Fund If they are
going to deal with the dealership.

2. Other necessary benefits as delineated above: the prompt
placement of WOCAG in a permanents position with the the
redevelopment agency as long as the redevelopment agency is in
the process of disposal of the Army Base Property. Via BRAC law,
via the Army, via the federal government, and all heavenly powers
looking down on the folly and personal interest being carried out
above the interest of the good citizens of West Oakland and
Oakland in general.

3. The planning commission committees stake hold meeting with city
and stakeholders via the army base needs to lead the way to the
army base property




P.S:

| just left the hospital having a successful kidney transplant and I'm in
recovery at daughters and family homes. Personal projects of note are
the BAHN Festival September23, 2006, a transplant, diabetes, and
hypertension and preventative event.

Various fundraisers will be held for other citizens currently in dialysis and
to support Monsa’s recovery.

Love to friends, family, and supporters and good wishes to naysayers. |
will see you soon in full health and strength, pray for me and do good
work please.

This note has nothing necessarily to do with the statement above.
Miss. Terese May is coordinating this event please lend a hand.

Sincerely,

Monsa Nitoto

Executive Director
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CHAPTER 9: RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

Letter 16: Monsa Nitoto, Executive Director, Coalition for West QOakland
Revitalization

Response to Comment 16-1

This is not a comment, but an introduction by the commenter.

Response to Comment 16-2

These are comments on community benefits and fiscal impacts. While the approving agency can
take these into account for necessary project approvals, they are not environmental issues and
are not addressed in the Draft SEIR.

Response to Comment 16-3

This is not a comment on the Draft SEIR.
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Ms.

LETTER 17

Bryan E. Grunwald
6440 Hillegass Avenue
Oakland, California 94618

Elois A. Thornten, Planner IV

City of Oakland

Community and Economic Development Agency
Planning Division

250 Frank H. Ogawa Plaza, Suite 3315
Oakland, California 94612

Re: Oakland Army Base Auto Mall Project Draft SEIR

Dear Ms. Thornton:

I would offer the following comments:

L.

2

Visual/Aesthetic—The SEIR should address visual and aesthetic
impacts especially since the site is located at the gateway to
ODakland from the Bay Bridge. Currently this site is visually
marred by views of truck bodies, containers and the EBMUD sewage
treatment plant (the latter you can’t do much about). The views
of future buildings, parking (especially stored cars) and signs
as observed from I-80 and Grand Avenue viaduct. As a mitigation
measure, design guidelines need to be prepared and administered
by the City’s Design Review Board and Planning Commission, not an
administrative review by the Redevelopment Agency.

Employment—The SEIR should address employment generation.

One of the goals of the

included in the Reuse Plan was to generate employment. There is
no information on employment; number jobs, labor rates, job
skills required. These should be compared to the alternatives
included in the Reuse Plan. Some discussion should be included in
how these jobs would target those unemployed or underemployed
residents in West Oakland.

. Cumulative Impact —A better description of this project is needed

in order to see how trip generation rates were generated. The
Table 5.1 is especially confusing as you can’t isolate the
project components, specifically those in the Fulton Project.

I look forward to reviewing the Final SEIR.

Very truly yours,

Bryan E. Grunwald

17-1
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Letter 17: Bryan E. Grunwald

Response to Comment 17-1

As suggested in this comment, the surrounding area is largely industrial and Port-related. The
2002 OARB Redevelopment EIR determined that new construction would be a visual benefit to
the area and that the new development would not impact important views or vistas (except that
relating to removal of historic resources discussed separately). The Initial Study for this project
(January 2006) determined that neither the proposed Project nor Option B would result in any
significant aesthetic impacts not previously addressed in the prior EIR. Redevelopment Agency
administrative review of the specific project proposals will ensure new development follows
existing regulations.

Response to Comment 17-2

The Draft SEIR includes a comparison of the proposed project with the Reuse Plan (The Reuse
Plan expected Ancillary Maritime Support and Warehouse Distribution on the project site and
also light industrial/flex office uses on the Option B expanded atea). Pages 5-21 to 5-24 of the
Draft SEIR concludes:

“I'T]he adopted Reuse Plan would result in a moderately lower economic activity including less
Jobs and less tax revenue than under the proposed project.”

As stated in the Draft SEIR (p 2-2), employment for the auto mall Project is projected to be a
total of approximately 300 to 400 employees. This would include automotive mechanics, sales
persons and support staff. Option B would add to that total an additional 200 employees for the

expanded Auto Mall and 300 to 400 more employees for the big box retail use (as corrected on
p.2-11 of the Draft SEIR).

Response to Comment 17-3

The trip generation for the Auto Mall is provided in Table 3-3.
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Document 18

CLARK REPORTING (510) 486-0700

OAKLAND PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING

TRANSCRIPT OF TAPED PROCEEDINGS

MAY 17TH, 2005

CLARK REPORTING
2161 SHATTUCK AVENUE, STE. 201
BERKELEY, CA 94704
510) 486-0700
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CLARK REPORTING (510) 486-0700
CHAIRMAN JANG: With that in mind, you know,
I'd like to have each of the speakers, you know, stay
within the time limit. So let's take Item 6.
MR. PATTEN: We could try to be brief also.

CHAIRMAN JANG: Okay.

ELOIS THORNTON: I was going to ask (inaudible),

would you like to have a staff presentation, or would
you want to go directly to receive the public comment?

CHAIRMAN JANG: Why don't you spend one
minute, just give us a quick recap?

ELOIS THORNTON: Okay. The subject of
tonight's meeting is a Draft Supplemental Environmental
Impact Report that has been prepared for the Oakland
Army Base Auto Mall project. You may recall in 2002 we
did an Environmental Impact Report on the Redevelopment
Plan, but the Auto Mall concept was not part of that
particular EIR. And so we prepared a supplemental
which focuses on traffic and air quality.

The project itself is the creation of four
to five separate auto dealerships in what we call the
northern part of the Oakland Army Base, as well as
creation of an access road and associated utilities and
infrastructure. That's what we call "The Project."

The EIR also looks at an Option B which is

the project that I've just described, plus three
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CLARK REPORTING (510) 486-0700
additional automobile dealerships in what we call the
Eastern Gateway of the Oakland Army Base. The project
itself is not before you because there are no
discretionary approvals that are required at this time
by the City Planning Commission.

The key environmental impacts associated
with the project, as we've identified thus far, is air
quality and traffic analysis. We're here tonight to
receive public testimony in terms of the adequacy of
the EIR, and we will come back shortly with a final EIR
with response to the comments that we receive this
evening. Thank you.

CHAIRMAN JANG: Okay, thank you. There are
currently 11 speaker cards. 1I'll read off three of
them. Marcus Sampson, Ray Kidd, Robert Manza, Manza --
yes, I have Manza, Montetto.

MR. SAMPSON: Yes, thank you. I think the
term, "ditto" is a good term in terms of 15 seconds of
fame in the fact that you -- some of the items that you
did go through. I don't think you need to appeal all
the stuff that people have said. But that's just a
word to -- if you care to hear it.

This piece of property, if you guys try to
rubber stamp this thing and send it through, we will

put such a community team together -- West Oakland is
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CLARK REPORTING (510) 486-0700
getting robbed, straight up getting robbed, you dig?
And now, you look at Piedmont and you go through a long
scenario and you play with them, but there ain't been
no community forums around this army base.

The biggest piece of property to hit the
table -- you thought we had a fight around Rick
Holiday? This property, you need to get some Jjobs out
to people in this community. I've seen so many black
people, I mean black people, getting kicked out of West
Oakland, can't afford to stay there no more, housing
property up to 600,000 dollars, you dig?

So now this stuff is something real. This
auto dealership, what is it, they're going to have ten
jobs, pay no money? You know, we had a whole plan
worked out in the earlier EDAW process when they spent
six hundred thousand dollars to come up with a
methodology to put people to work. That's all off the
table. Now they're going to shuffle this stuff to
these cars, you know, to these car dealerships. We
better have some land switch, you know. They're going
to do one thing, come back and put another one on the
table later on, in four or five years. That's what the
project is. Somebody's got to get control with the
land so they can play with it.

So let's get real. This ain't going to be

18-2
cont'd
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no easy ball game, no, no, no. You can believe that.
Nobody 1is going to come out and take that property from
West Oakland citizens and we don't get nothing. That's
out of the question, you know what I mean? You can
give that property away if you want to, to these car
dealerships and people, and don't let people have jobs
and stuff so they got more people got to get kicked out
of West Oakland? It's not going to work like that, you
know? I'll stay up all night. It don't matter, you
know. I had a thing to read, but it's too late for me
to go through it, you know. I had two speaker cards at
this time, you know.

CHAIRMAN JANG: Take another two minutes.

MR. SAMPSON: Job creation, one of the
objectives of this project and final reuse plan was job
creation, particularly West Oakland, residents. The
DSEIR does not include any description or analysis on
employment. We would like to see some comparison of
jobs generation rates with the project comparative to
plans including analysis of labor rates. The analysis
should be compared to the employment needs of the West
Oakland citizens.

We are concerned that this process --
there's no analysis going on. There's no discussions

going on. Where are the twelve meetings that you had
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CLARK REPORTING (510) 486-0700
for the Piedmont folks? I know everybody's pulling
West Oakland (inaudible) around Oak Park and so forth.
But you guys got to deal with this stuff. Don't send
it to the city council and just mess over us, you know.
That's not going to be right, and it's not going to
work. We'll sleep underneath the bridge out there and
fight this dang thing.

CHAIRMAN JANG: Okay, thank you. A tough
act to follow, Mr. Low.

CLERK: Steve Low?

MR. LOW: Thank you, Marcus Johnson. He is
(inaudible) .

Well, I think at the heart of the matter
here is that we really don't have enough communication
with this body. And, you know, Martha is on the WOCAG;
I'm on the WOPAC, the WOCAG, and the WOPAC. If all
these alphabets are unfamiliar to you, I can talk about
them.

But there's a lot of community activity in
West Oakland, and we don't feel like we're being

listened to much downtown. So we'd like to really see

a subcommittee of this group -- just like you have a
Zoning Update Committee -- work with us on the Army
base. Because the law -- it's a very complicated

problem. You just went through almost two hours here

18-9
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CLARK REPORTING (510) 486-0700
with the Kaiser guys. And this is a project that is,
what, twelve times as big as that, or maybe even more,
you know.

What's at stake is a hundred and some 78
acres of land that most probably should be given over
to Maritime Ancillary Support Services. This is a big
deal because it speaks to the sustainability of the
Port of Oakland. And yet that land is slowly being
eroded, first with auto row, and the Wayans Brothers
project. There's also an idea that we could have
Costco out there. This is not right, and we really
need to start thinking about it. And I would request
that this body form a subcommittee of some sort.

Meanwhile, WOCAG is going to be ending its
situation here with the Oakland Base reuse Authority.
So we want to take that and transition over as we go
through it into the Redevelopment Agency. So what is
the advisory status of WOCAG? This was set up by Ron
Dellums ten years ago. So the amount of institutional

knowledge that is residing in this body is pretty much

much in excess of what exists right now at staff level.

So we think that we can work with the auto
row guys and have a happy ending, but we want to make
sure that we're all going to be in a win/win position,

rather than have this thing evolve down into some kind
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of, you know, neighborhood fight or something like
that. This letter is in your e-mail now. Please read
it. Thank you.

COMMISSIONER LEE: Just a question to the
speaker. Didn't you have a specific proposal for the
Commission in terms of establishing the committee?

MR. LOW: Don't tell me you're reading my
e-mails. (Laughter)

COMMISSIONER LEE: Well, yeah.

MR. LOW: Yeah, I did, I thought that -- you
know, like the Zoning Update Committee, similar than
you can allow for more well informed decisions to
emerge from consideration as to what actually comprises
the highest and best use for base, blah, blah, blah, I
do think that this is a lot like what's going on in
Hunter's Point and Bay View. And so perhaps one of
you, especially those of you who are very familiar with
the zoning problems in West Oakland, could participate
and we could -- we could get clarity on a very serious
problem. Thank you.

CHAIRMAN JANG: Okay, next speaker?

CLERK: Ray Kidd, Jimmy McClinen, A.L.
Brown.

MR. KIDD: Hi. My name is Ray Kidd. I work

for WOCAG, West Oakland Committee Advisory Group. I

18-13
cont'd

18-14

18-15




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25

CLARK REPORTING (510) 486-0700
want to thank you guys for hanging in here to let us
speak tonight. A lot of information has come through.
(Inaudible) from Kaiser. I have a whole lot of comments
I was going to make. I'll try to be brief and sum them
up.

The problem -- we're here tonight about an
SEIR. As Elois mentioned to you, they covered air
quality and traffic, and they had found basically
unmitigatable, unavoidable impacts in both of those,
several things with both of those areas.

And the air quality issue, I think they
really didn't cover the mitigations that were possible.
More precisely, the possibility of putting trucks,
truck operations, truck activity, on that base -- right
now there are -- I have a map here from last, last
month, I think somebody in the city staff. It shows in
areas adjoining the army base in West Oakland there are
now 50 uses that are with trucks with high, medium and
low impacts, that are truck-related. And if you took
all of those trucks or a good part of those truck
activities out of the West Oakland area and put them on
the Army base, you would very strongly impact the air
quality in a positive way.

You would reduce the amount of how much they

would have to go back between the port and the area.
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CLARK REPORTING (510) 486-0700
You would reduce the amount of air impacts, the
emissions impacts on those neighborhoods that those
trucks are in. And you would also reduce the amount of
impact that they would have if they were pushed farther
out, which they will be. They will definitely be
pushed to the central valley or to Hayward if they're
not allowed to stay in West Oakland, which is probably
on the map right now.

So I think that the SEIR is deficient in
that it doesn't cover this potential mitigation, and I
think that really needs to be included in it before
it's finalized. Thank you.

CHAIRMAN JANG: Okay, thank you. We had
other names.

CLERK: (Inaudible). A.L. Brown.

MR. MCLINEN: We wanted to inform you that
West Oakland Community Fund, which is part of the whole
thing with the Army base -- and we had drafted a letter
and gave you guys a copy. So I wasn't going to read
it, but I wanted to just inform you that to get some
support for it as you go through this process to make
sure that the community fund is supported by the port
and the city and the redevelopment. Thank you.

CHAIRMAN JANG: Okay, thank you.

CLERK: A.L. Brown. Roderick Klug.
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CLARK REPORTING (510) 486-0700

CHAIRMAN JANG: If you heard your name, come
to the podium.

MS. ROY: I'm Joyce Roy, and I'm really
speaking on behalf of Oakland Heritage Alliance.

When the SEIR, the final EIR on the Army
base was certified, it was -- it was recognized as
being a problematic EIR, and that as projects, real
projects came forward, there would be supplemental
environmental impact reports. And so this is what this
is. It's one of the supplementals.

Also it was recognized, according to our --
was made a point of and recognized that no historic
building would be demolished unless it could not be
reused. So the whole process would have to go through
-- and yet I see here that it says, you know, in Option
B, that portions of a national register in joint
district are located in Option B, and are scheduled for
demolition.

Scheduled for demolition? There's no
project there. There is no reason why they can't be
used. The line that is drawn for Option B is very
arbitrary and goes through some of those buildings.
Those buildings are creating jobs. There are -- there
are incubator film companies in one of them who could

get more and more use of it. They are built in
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CLARK REPORTING (510) 486-0700
segments. They have two segments. They have enough
people wanting to reuse that space, they could fill
three segments. Those are very important resources,
both economically and historic. And, you know, unless
-- and they love those spaces. I don't know whether
they're still on them or whether the city has
prematurely kicked them out.

But I looked through the EIR. There was no
talk about the historic-ness of the building, only sort
of behind and sort of at the end, the kind of
mitigation close, slash, we'll put on it, just sort of
assuming, oh they're just going to go. Thank you.

CHAIRMAN JANG: Thank you, Ms. Roy. Malika
Ramanatha, Pudgy Honda.

MS. RAMANATHA: Good evening, I'm Malika
Ramanatha and I'm with East Bay Municipal Utility
District, and we are planning to provide written
comments to the SEIR as well as in addition to comments
presented here tonight, and we'll try to be brief.

East Bay MUD's main waste water treatment
plant is located at 2020 Wake Avenue, which is north
and east of the proposed auto mall. And currently East
Bay MUD uses Wake Avenue to gain access to our
property. The proposed roadways and alignments in the

SEIR change the access and visiting exit points by
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eliminating Wake Avenue and creating three new streets,
Maritime Street and North and East Access Roads.

Any changes that -- East Bay MUD is asking
that any changes to the access to our main waste water
treatment plant be coordinated with us, and the current
level of access be maintained at all times.

In addition, Maritime Street, North Access
Road and East Access Road will be providing access to
public facilities, and so therefore they should be
designated as public right-of-ways.

In the SEIR, cumulative traffic conditions
from the project and the project with Option B indicate
that the intersections of West Grand Avenue with
Maritime Street as well as West Grand and the I-880
frontage road intersections will have an F level of
service, which equates to traffic gridlock, which will
be with significant traffic delays. And the draft SEIR
concludes that mitigation is not feasible and that
residual significance would be significant and
unavoidable.

Both of these intersections are major
thoroughfares and do provide access to the highways as
well as to East Bay MUD's facility, and the Army's
facility. And the potential for gridlock on West Grand

Avenue is going to hinder emergency response if there's
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ambulances and fire trucks to the main waste water
treatment plant, as well as to the adjacent facilities.

East Bay MUD recommends that these
improvements -- that improvements are made to the
intersection to maintain the current level of service
on West Grand Avenue.

East Bay MUD visitor and employee traffic to
the main waste water treatment plant occurs 24 hours a
day, seven days a week, and visitors are required to
check in at our main entrance and are either directed
to the main entrance or to a secondary access point off
of Wake Avenue between Buildings 1101 and 1086 on the
Army property. The road configurations prepared to
compare the East Bay MUD's access to the secondary
access point on the army land, and we ask that the
proposed road alignment maintain its entrance as well
as the entrance from the driveway.

The SEIR also does not address all of the
proposed -- all of the impacts that will be created by
the proposed land use and the road alignment. Impacts
that were not addressed in the SEIR include those that
result from proposed rail line and rail spur
configurations that are planned to accommodate the lot
configurations for the auto mall.

Based on our conversations with the City of
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Oakland, East Bay MUD understands that the proposed
development is going to include a rail spur line that
passes in front of our main entrance. The rail line
and rail spur configurations will create adverse
traffic impacts to the existing land use and were not
addressed in the SEIR. Specifically, entry to our main
waste water treatment plant will be completely blocked
at times by use of the rail spur line, and during times
when the rail spur line is in service, East Bay MUD
will be unable to enter or leave the main waste water
treatment plant, which will adversely impact our
operations as well as pose a life safety threat to East
Bay MUD employees.

Additionally, the SEIR should also address
the traffic and environmental issues that are due to
this. Traffic along the North and East Access Roads
will increase when the rail spur line is in use and
people will be unable to enter the main driveway, which
will also increase emissions from vehicles.

CHAIRMAN JANG: So these comments will be
submitted in writing?

MS. RAMANATHA: Yes. Those are the major
ones. I think if I could still just make one more
comment. The original EIR of 2002 did indicate that

industrial land use or Maritime land use was
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appropriate for the planned auto mall map, and East Bay
MUD is operating a top rate waste water treatment
facility, and we are doing this in the best manner that
we can, and there are odors that are present due to the
nature of the business. And we feel that the SEIR is
not -- the findings contradict the EIR of 2002.

CHAIRMAN JANG: Okay, thank you. Do we have
any other speakers?

CLERK: Sanjeeve, and then I'm not sure if
A.L. Brown or Robert Kluger are still here.

CHAIRMAN JANG: Okay. If those names were
called and you're still here, would you get ready to
speak?

MR. HONDAY: For the record, I'm Sanjeeve
Honday, East Bay News Service, picking up where the
previous speaker left off.

Several of the items in the SEIR are
contradictory to the original. And keep in mind that
the Oakland City Council still has no idea, after
having granted an exclusive negotiating agreement to
the Wayans brothers to the (inaudible) development
group as to how much land is going to be used by them.
The last word I got was they were wanting to scale
their project down to 30 acres, and what the final

usage is will have significant impacts on whatever you
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certify here. Thirty is a lot less than what is in the
negotiating agreement.

Let me also point out there have been in
excess of 84 meetings related to the Oakland Army Base,
including many meetings for the Oakland Base Reuse
Authority. It's comprised currently of four members of
the council, plus the Mayor. And Mr. Brown, the Mayor,
and Mr. De La Fuente, one of the members, in three
years and three months, between the two of them, that's
sixty, approximately sixty meetings held last time,
collectively attended approximately five. So they have
certainly been absent at the wheel.

Let me also point out that in 1993, when
Tony Batarski, an auto dealer, said he was going to
move his business to San Leandro, the City Council paid
no attention, figuring it was a bluff. This time
around they seemed to have learned their lesson. The
dealers on Broadway are saying if they do not get
larger space, they're going to leave Oakland.

Currently sales tax revenues in the City of
Oakland from auto dealers and from auto ancillary users
is almost one half of the total sales tax revenue that
comes to the City of Oakland annually. And (inaudible)
were together there would be significant cuts in city

services or needs to raise fees.
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But what is also not analyzed is other
things, for example, the quality of the water. I
raised at the OBRA meeting two months ago the issue of
whether OBRA was dealing with the issue of pollution in
the pipeline, and OBRA staff replied that eastbound MUD
did not notify them of any such problem. The problem
is the City of Oakland or redevelopment agency, rather,
will always own pipes, not East Bay MUD. The Port and
East Bay MUD are sharing costs to do a feasibility
analysis of water in the port owned property. The SEIR
should also look at that.

And the final two things related to the
SEIR, there should be a detailed analysis, as
Councilmember Nadel arranged -- I'm not going to go in
all of that -- just referenced her comments at the city
council meeting, (inaudible) before them as to the air
pollution impacts on West Oakland, in particular.

And the final thing is to look at the
cunulative uses in Emeryville that are scheduled to
happen, and those should be taken into account because
the bulk of the pollution from diesel and other
emittents as well as traffic will impact full impact as
well. Thank you very much.

CLERK: Okay. There's one additional card,

Kent Lewindowsky.
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CHAIRMAN JANG: Okay.

MR. LEWINDOWSKY: Thank you for letting me
speak, Commissioners. 1I'll try to be brief. I'm a
member also of the WOCAG, West Oakland Community
Advisory Group, until today.

And in response to the SEIR, this is the
SEIR. I got it sent to me. I speak because I'm on the
WOCAG. I know it's a complicated project and it's got
a lot of information and detail, but I just found it
was very hard to read and understand, so hard,
therefore, to really digest and make a coherent
comment. Nevertheless, I know that it's a very
complicated project.

The response that I have to what I did
understand was that I thought the environmental impact,
as described in here, being not significant or
partially significant, it should not been that
(inaudible) . It was raised before that you're going to
have a lot of auto traffic due to the project and due
to the redevelopment. I mean, you have essentially
barren land which is going to become commercial land;
therefore you're going to have traffic. So that's
going to be an impact, and it's going to be
significant. I don't know how the city plans to deal

with it. It wasn't really revealed in here to me.
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I hope that the project does include things
like centralized parking, which Ray Kidd mentioned. I
support his comments about bringing the trucks into one
place.

Also, I would propose to plant some trees
somewhere on this property. I think that would be a
good thing. Oakland is named after trees, so why not
plant some more trees?

CHAIRMAN JANG: Thank you.

CLERK: There are no other speakers.

CHAIRMAN JANG: So we've taken public
testimony, so we can close the public portion of this
hearing and take commissioner comments.

Commissioner Franklin.

COMMISSIONER FRANKLIN: Few quick comments,
personal opinion: I think it's completely
inappropriate for us to consider any project until we
do a base wide analysis of what the city needs, number
one, from the port's vantage I know there was some
(inaudible) port and there was some bogus process, and
then, you know, the council was supposed to look at it,
but I think they looked at it before we even had the
study done. I can't remember the detail at this hour.

However, you know, Oakland in large part,

blue collar town. We have a blue collar population,
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and we have people that don't have jobs. And to the
extent that we can use it as a shipyard, that we could
put these people to work, I think that should be our
first priority. We have put housing all over this
city. Commissioner McClure said that we've only
approved two office buildings; everything else has been
residential. Now we have this big swap of industrial
land which seems to be depleted here and there, and we
need to really make sure that we understand what should
go there. Because once you build, whatever you're
going to build, you can't just rightfully knock it
down.

The Wayans project, I've followed that.
Really concerned about that. Given 30 acres, 50 acres
for something that -- you have to prioritize when
you're a city like Oakland. You know, my mom would
say, "You can't have the champagne dreams if you're on
a beer budget." And I'm the first person to say how
wonderful Oakland is, but, you know, should we be
shooting for that type of use when we have to provide
people with jobs and job training opportunities?

Also, one thing I would particularly like to
hear about is understanding what are the needs of car
dealerships? Do they need to -- apparently they need

to be near a freeway. Do they change locations every
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couple years? Do they have to be a certain distance
from their next, you know, similar dealerships? I
mean, these are the kinds of things that I want to get
better information on.

And like I said, some base wide plan between
the Port's uses, the possible Costco with the land
folks are trying to do, which I wish was a little more
forthcoming with what's going on there with these
dealerships.

And then also, I agree with Martha, we need
to take this out to the community. And I know there
are a variety of community groups out there, but it
would make sense to me -- I know in the Bay View when
we take the conveyance agreement between the Navy and
the agency, we go -- the Navy Opera House. We go out
to the community. That's why I'm at 18 community
meetings a month, just -- you know, meeting with the
community, bringing it to them, you know. Everybody's
not going to come here, especially communities who feel
that they don't have a voice. Us sitting here and
coming down to city hall may not be the answer.

And then I think we really need to look at
some type of job training opportunities, to make sure
the people in West Oakland don't quote, unquote, "miss

the boat," and all this redevelopment that's going on
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around them.

CHAIRMAN JANG: Thank you, Commissioner
Franklin. Do we have other comments from
Commissioners? Commissioner McClure?

COMMISSIONER MCCLURE: I would say, or
submit to my colleagues, that we extend the public
comment period on the Draft Supplemental EIR report.

CHAIRMAN JANG: You'd extend the oral
testimony or the written comment period? Which one are
you recommending?

COMMISSIONER MCCLURE: Well, I think this
probably deserves some (inaudible) with more detail.
Commissioner Lighty, what do you think?

COMMISSIONER LIGHTY: Well, you know, I
agree. I honestly kind of like this idea of some kind
of committee, temporary committee, maybe it's special
projects, maybe it's a new committee chaired by
Commissioner Franklin that would --

COMMISSIONER FRANKLIN: And honestly, that
would be something I'd be more than happy to do.

COMMISSIONER LIGHTY: There you go, right
on. Because I just think -- because I think you're
right. And I think that we do have to get the
stakeholders --

COMMISIONER MCCLURE: Wait a second, you just
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said that I'm right?

COMMISSIONER LIGHTY: You want me to say it

again?
COMMISIONER MCCLURE: Yeah.
COMMISSIONER LIGHTY: We do need more
comments.
UNIDENTIFIED: (Inaudible) .
(Laughter)

COMMISSIONER LIGHTY: We need more comments,
and I think the kinds of comments that we need would
include like what Commissioner Franklin's talking
about, is let's have -- let's figure out a way, let's
have a forum which we can map out these uses.

What I said last time about this, I think I
still believe that you got to figure out -- basically
we're destroying jobs right now, because we're ending
leases and those jobs are going. And we know that
there are severe environmental impacts from trucks and
truck-related uses around West Oakland. So deal with
that. Consolidate that on the army base. Relate the
auto row to that. Figure out a way for those two to
relate to each other. And then as Ms. Roy said, figure
out what existing buildings you can use that are going
to create jobs. And then, the Wayans, if it happens,

at least you've got the basics in place.
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Now, that may not be what comes out of th
process. That's what I would suggest for that proce
But that's, I think, a process that can debate those
things in tandem and coherently and comprehensively,
rather than doing an SEIR, then another SEIR, and
pretty soon you figure out, "Oh, by the way, we can'
move the truck or their uses onto the Army base; oh
the way, we've destroyed these jobs and we haven't
really produced much new ones." Oh, and then the
Wayans, saying it never happened. Oops.

COMMISSIONER MUDGE: While we're talking
about the process, maybe I can just confess that wha
normally consider to be my strong suit, I'm only
confused about. I don't know what role the Planning
Commission gets to play here, because we've got -- I
reading from a staff report, and there's no project
front of us. And the project will require the
amendment of the final reuse plan, and that's going
be done by the Oakland Base Reuse Authority, OBRA.
don't think we get to do that.

I don't -- there's a redevelopment projec
going on here. That's the Redevelopment Agency; tha
not the Planning Commission. Why -- I mean, I just
want to put this out here because I care about this

land too, but I don't think we have the authority to

at
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approve this plan. And why are we hearing the EIR on
this? I mean, I'm happy to do it and I think it's
really an important community forum, but are we being
asked to certify an EIR over which we have no approval
authority for the project? Mark is shaking his head
yes.

MR. WALD: The process that's set up in
Oakland is that the Planning Commission is really the
lead department or agency for hearing EIRs and
certifying EIRs, even though they might not have
particular jurisdiction over the project. And that's
similar to what happened, I think, in 2002 where the
Base Reuse Plan was approved by OBRA and the council,
the agency and commission didn't have any approval
authority, but did hear and certify the EIR.

COMMISSIONER MCCLURE: Commissioner Mudge,
The discussion we had earlier about the rules and regs
of the Planning Commission, our jurisdiction is really
quite broad, and I think an argument can be made that
we do have authority over this.

UNIDENTIFIED: But what's the decision
that's been made --

COMMISSIONER MCCLURE: Yeah, what do we
(inaudible) decision did we get to make? I mean, I'd

be delighted to be, you know --
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MR. WALD: Mr. Chair, just to be clear,
Obviously you can make a recommendation, all right, or
you can study things, but in terms of approving or
necessarily formally recommending approval, you know,
the council, is obviously free to accept or reject
that. But certainly you can study and do
recommendations later on. But there's no specific
mechanism to get things to you like a general plan
amendment, or --

COMMISSIONER MUDGE : (inaudible) project in
front us, and normally if we could just take one quick
comment --

COMMISSIONER MCCLURE: At 11:45 it isn't
really what I wanted to hear.

COMMISSIONER MUDGE: Well, I know. But, you
know, normally, we would require a ton more detail
about this. There's no visual in here, there's no
setback, there's no pipe, there's no signage, there's
no landscaping, there's no -- nothing. And I've
suddenly realized there's a reason for that. We don't
have any authority over the project.

COMMISSIONER LIGHTY: I wonder, I just
wanted -- can I ask a question about that? If they're
all planning permits that would be required into the

staff report granting its approval for individual auto
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dealership and retail development application, that's
what it says here, and so are you saying that those
land use approvals are not something that come before
us?

MR. PATTEN: I believe they would.

MR. WALD: Mr. Chair, it's my understanding
that these uses are permitted as of right.

ELOIS THORNTON: Yes, (inaudible). Apparently
the site is on M40, which is, you know, heavy
industrial, allows for a wide variety of uses. Auto
sales and services is a permitted use. Their site has
a business mix and general industrial (inaudible) and
general plan designation, and that land use designation
also allows these types of uses. Thus far the only
permit or approval that we know would come from the
Planning Commission would be the subdivision
application, in order to create the parcels for the
individual auto dealership.

UNIDENTIFIED: This subdivision application.

COMMISSIONER LIGHTY: Can the project
proceed without the Planning Commission certifying the
EIR, or FEIR?

MR. WALD: Mr. Chair, my understanding is
that yes, there is a possibility that the council and

the Redevelopment Agency and OBRA are the final
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decision-making bodies, that they can certify the
document, or if you don't certify the document they can
basically overturn your decision not to certify by
certifying it.

COMMISSIONER LIGHTY: Doesn't OBRA expire?

MR. WALD: That's correct.

CHAIRMAN JANG: Commissioner Boxer?
COMMISSIONER BOXER: Echoing what
Commissioner McClure said about our wide jurisdiction,
I mean, it sounds to me like -- and I think I'm hearing
from fellow commissioners, that we do have kind of the

bully pulpit, if you will, on this issue. And I'm
guessing that if we wanted to form a committee such
that Mr. Low was talking about, that we could certainly
do that and hold a public hearing, in which case we are
taking the public's testimony, which in my view is
absolutely the right thing to do, given the horrific
impacts on West Oakland of truck traffic. And it would
be a dereliction of this city's duty not to look at
some way to get those trucks off the streets.

And if this project -- and if the Army base,
with its acreage is somehow developed without looking
at that, to me it's just completely an avocation of
responsibility. So I would like to just at least have

the hearing so that the public can have the opportunity
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to hear it, because I'm not sure they're getting it
from the City Council.

CHAIRMAN JANG: When you say you want to
have the hearing, you mean this hearing, or you want to
continue, get the item --

COMMISSIONER BOXER: I'd like to either keep
the item open or take the suggestion up of having some
kind of special committee that's convened simply to
hear the Army base issue.

UNIDENTIFIED: You could set up a special
projects.

ELOIS THORNTON: Commissioners (inaudible),
just for your information, redevelopment staff is not
here this evening. And this is a project actually of
the Redevelopment Agency. OBRA, just for
clarification, is the property owner. But as of August
of this year, we will no longer own the property, and
this particular portion of the Army Base will be owned
by the Redevelopment Agency, and they will be the
actual development entity.

Should you decide to have committees or
other additional hearings on it, I just wanted to let
you know -- and I'm sorry the redevelopment staff is
not here to clarify, but my understanding is that the

redevelopment agency as well as the City's Port of
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Oakland are planning to hold a forum or some type of
more thorough discussion of activities that are planned
for the Army base, and that is sometime before the
agency takes recess. So should you want to do an
additional process, then maybe you should coordinate
the time and the (inaudible) with their --

UNIDENTIFIED: Well, that's another good
issue the Port hasn't formally commented on it, at
least not to my knowledge.

CHAIRMAN JANG: Okay, (inaudible).

MR. PATTEN: Well, I was going to point out
that we are asking comments on those, supplemental EIR.
The comment period closes May 31lst. That's another two
weeks, plus or minus in theory. Then the final EIR
could be prepared. Prior to that, you could hold a
hearing or meetings or series of meetings. But I think
it's been our practice not to extend comment periods
unless there is some public request to do so, and I
didn't hear that.

UNIDENTIFIED: You don't think Mr. Nepoho
was asking for an extension?

MR. PATTEN: Well, I'm suggesting I think
there's still time to receive comments. We still have
more than two weeks remaining. And then at least the

Final EIR could be under preparation to be able to
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respond to some questions instead of just keeping the
window open.

COMMISSIONER MCCLURE: 1I'd be in favor of
pushing it back 30 days so that the final date would be
June 31st -- June 30th, right, thank you, Commissioner
Lighty. It's either -- everyone wanted an extra day.

CHAIRMAN JANG: Ben, do I need a motion on
that?

BEN: I believe so.

CHAIRMAN JANG: Okay.

COMMISSIONER MCCLURE: I would move to
extend the Draft Supplemental Impact Report current
period to June 30th of '06.

COMMISSIONER LEE: Second the motion.

COMMISSIONER MUDGE: Can we have further
discussion on a related issue before we vote on the
motion, or can we do that after the motion, just
procedurally?

UNIDENTIFIED: Well, if you want to set back
the motion, I suppose.

COMMISSIONER MUDGE: Well, one of the other
things I'm noticing is that there is a possibility of
having design review come back to us for each of the
individual buildings as they come through. That would

be made a condition of the DDA, the (inaudible)
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development agreement. And if I read this correctly,
the redevelopment agency gets to make that decision,
whether we get design review or not. 1Is that -- am I
reading that right?

MR. WALD: You certainly can make that
recommendation, that you would like to have design
review.

COMMISSIONER MUDGE: Yes, I would like to
make that part of a motion, that we request the
redevelopment agency to give us design review over
these proposed buildings.

COMMISSIONER MCCLURE: I would accept that
as a friendly amendment to the motion.

COMMISSIONER LEE: I second that motion.

CHAIRMAN JANG: Okay.

CLERK: Commissioner Boxer?

COMMISSIONER BOXER: Yes.

CLERK: Commissioner Lee?

COMMISSIONER LEE: I have to say yes because
my mind is not working.

CLERK: Commissioner Lighty?

COMMISSIONER LIGHTY: Yes.

CLERK: Commissioner Franklin?

COMMISSIONER FRANKLIN: Yes.

CLERK: Commissioner McClure?
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COMMISSIONER MCCLURE: Yes.

CLERK: Vice-Chair Mudge?

VICE-CHAIR MUDGE: Yes.

CLERK: Chair Jang?

CHAIRMAN JANG: Yes.

UNIDENTIFIED: Are you taking Item No. 9?

CHAIRMAN JANG: Item 9, yes -- yes?

ELOIS THORNTON: May I add some information?
I know the hearing is -- this particular item is
closed. I'm not sure if you're aware, it was mentioned
in one of the earlier staff reports; I just want to
make sure that you're aware of this too.

In the staff report that we first drafted in
saying we were going to prepare the EIR for this item,
we did mention that the Oakland Redevelopment Agency
would like to issue into this position of the
development agreement with the auto dealerships before
they take a recess, and that is what you have for
timing.

So again, I want to emphasize that and just
make sure it's clear to you that the extension of the
comment period will have an impact on the preparation
of the final EIR, and it will impact the Agency's
ability to issue the DDA. So again, it was something

mentioned in the other staff report. I just want to
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make sure that you're still aware of that.

CHAIRMAN JANG: Okay.

(End)
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CHAPTER 9: RESPONSE TO COMMENTS

Document 18: Transcript of the May 17, 2006 City of Oakland Planning
Commission Meeting

Comments from Marcus Sampson

Response to Comment 18-1

This is an introduction and not a comment.

Response to Comment 18-2

The comment does not pertain to the environmental effects analyzed in the Draft SEIR; it
expresses opposition to the proposed project and will be noted for consideration when the
project is evaluated.

Response to Comment 18-3

See response to comment 14-2.

Response to Comment 18-4

A discussion of job creation can be found in response to comment 17-2.

Response to Comment 18-5

The comment does not pertain to the environmental effects analyzed in the Draft SEIR; it will
be forwarded to the approving agency for consideration when the project is evaluated.

Response to Comment 18-6

The comment does not pertain to the environmental effects analyzed in the Draft SEIR; it will
be forwarded to the approving agency for consideration when the project is evaluated.

Response to Comment 18-7

This is not a comment on the Draft SEIR.

Response to Comment 18-8

See response to comment 17-2 for a discussion of job creation. While the approving agency can
decide to complete employment and labor rates analyses, such analyses are not warranted for
environmental analysis under CEQA.

Response to Comment 18-9

Comment noted.
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Comments from Steve Low

Response to Comment 18-10

This is not a comment on the SEIR, but an introduction to the commenter and request for a
Planning Commission subcommittee to increase public interaction regarding activities at the
former Army Base, which is a policy issue and not an environmental issue. A workshop to
further discuss this redevelopment was scheduled for the September 6th Planning Commission
Meeting.

Response to Comment 18-11

The Redevelopment Plan and Reuse Plan attempted to balance a mix of goals and concerns, and
the amount of ancillary maritime support use (AMS — largely truck parking, container storage
and other shipping-related uses) was considered. As discussed in other responses to comments,
the proposed project neither decreases the amount of existing and planned truck parking nor
significantly increases the demand. The conclusions drawn about AMS in the 2002 OARB
Redevelopment EIR remain valid.

The Project Sponsor is considering a partial AMS alternative that would locate AMS uses on a
portion of the expanded Option B area. See pages 8-3 to 8-7 of this document for a description
and analysis of this new alternative.

See also response to comment 13-1.

Response to Comment 18-12

The comment does not pertain to the environmental effects analyzed in the Draft SEIR; it
expresses concern regarding the status of the existing community advisory committee for the
Army Base project. This issue will be considered by the Oakland Redevelopment Agency in a
process independent of the evaluation of the Auto Mall SEIR.

Response to Comment 18-13

The comment does not pertain to the environmental effects analyzed in the Draft SEIR; it will
be forwarded to the approving agency for consideration when the project is evaluated.

Response to Comment 18-14

This is not a comment on the Draft SEIR. This is additional discussion about formation of a
sub-committee, see response to comment 18-10.

Comments from Ray Kidd

Response to Comment 18-15

This is not a comment on the Draft SEIR, but an introduction by the commenter.
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Response to Comment 18-16

This is restating information from the Draft SEIR and is not a comment.

Response to Comment 18-17

See responses to comments 13-1, 13-4 and 13-5.

Comments from Jimmy McClinen

Response to Comment 18-18

This comment is referring to letter 11. See response to comment 11-1.

Comments from Joyce Roy

Response to Comment 18-19

This is an introduction and not a comment on the Draft SEIR.

Response to Comment 18-20

See response to comment 15-1.

Response to Comment 18-21

See response to comment 15-2.

Response to Comment 18-22

See response to comment 15-2.

Response to Comment 18-23

This is a Supplemental EIR. The Initial Study for this project (included as Appendix B of the
Draft SEIR) determined which impacts were adequately analyzed, disclosed and mitigated in the
previous 2002 OARB Redevelopment EIR. The Initial Study determination concluded that
Option B as proposed would have no different impacts on historic resources than those
discussed in the 2002 OARB Redevelopment EIR including potential demolition of all resources
on site. Mitigation from the 2002 OARB Redevelopment EIR would be applicable including the
need to complete a reuse feasibility study prior to demolition. See response to comment 15-2 for
additional discussion.

Comments from Malika Ramanatha

Response to Comment 18-24

This is restating information from the Draft SEIR and is not a comment.
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Response to Comment 18-25

These comments were also submitted as a letter. See response to comment 3-2.

Response to Comment 18-26

These comments were also submitted as a letter. See response to comment 3-3.

Response to Comment 18-27

This is restating information from the Draft SEIR and is not a comment.

Response to Comment 18-28

These comments were also submitted as a letter. See response to comment 3-4.

Response to Comment 18-29

These comments were also submitted as a letter. See response to comment 3-6.

Response to Comment 18-30

These comments were also submitted as a letter. See responses to comments 3-7 and 3-8.

Response to Comment 18-31

These comments were also submitted as a letter. See response to comment 3-11.

Comments from Sanjiv Honda

Response to Comment 18-32

This is an introduction and not a comment on the Draft SEIR.

Response to Comment 18-33

The cumulative scenario included in the analysis for this Draft SEIR is a worst-case scenario.
The future development of that area is not yet certain and was even less certain at the time
analysis was completed for the Draft SEIR. The cumulative scenario does not presume build-out
of the Fulton Project, which in fact was not the highest traffic-generating scenario considered.
The cumulative scenario analyzed in this Draft SEIR shows higher levels of traffic than are likely
to be generated by the Fulton project. See pages 5-10 to 5-12 of the Draft SEIR for a
description of the cumulative scenario.

Response to Comment 18-34

This is not a comment on the Draft SEIR but some background information about the Army
Base reuse planning and auto dealerships in Oakland.
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Response to Comment 18-35

The project would replace and extend water and wastewater lines to the project which will be
constructed to the current standards.

Response to Comment 18-36

See responses to comments 13-1, 13-5 and 14-9.

Response to Comment 18-37

The land uses in Emeryville and all other surrounding cities are taken into consideration by their
inclusion in the ABAG land use forecasts used outside of Oakland. The ABAG land use forecast
were used for the modeling of traffic for cumulative conditions.

Comments from Kent Lewdowski

Response to Comment 18-38

This is an introduction and not a comment on the Draft SEIR.

Response to Comment 18-39

This comment was also submitted as a letter. See response to comment 10-3.

Response to Comment 18-40

Potentially significant impacts of the Auto Mall were identified for emergency access (Impact
Traf-4, page 3-25), and potentially significant cumulative impacts of the Auto Mall in
combination with other foreseeable and background growth were identified for study
intersections (Impact Traf-6, page 3-31; Impact Traf-7, page 3-32; Impact Traf-10, page 3-34;
Impact Traf-15, page 3-37; and Impact Traf-16, page 3-37). Potentially significant cumulative
impacts of the Auto Mall in combination with other foreseeable and background growth were
identified for freeway operations (Impact Traf-17, page 3-38).

Response to Comment 18-41

This comment was also submitted as a letter. See response to comment 10-4.

Response to Comment 18-42

See response to comment 13-5.

Response to Comment 18-43

This comment was also submitted as a letter. See response to comment 10-4.
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Comments from Commissionets

Response to Comment 18-44

Comments noted. These comments are largely not comments on the Draft SEIR. Regarding
larger analysis, see response to comment 14-2. Regarding job creation, see response to comment
17-2. The Draft SEIR public review period was extended from 45 days to 75 days.

Response to Comment 18-45

Comments noted. These comments are largely not comments on the Draft SEIR. Regarding
formation of a sub-committee, see response to comment 18-10. Regarding a larger truck-
management plan, see response to comment 14-2. Regarding job creation, see response to
comment 17-2.

Response to Comment 18-46

Regarding possibility for AMS uses on this site, see response to comments 14-10 and 18-11.
Regarding formation of a sub-committee, see response to comment 18-10.
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