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11.2C-455 

 11.2C.218 RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C218 
 
This collection of documents was originally presented to the Berkeley City Council.  It 
includes several pages of observations which, although noted, do not directly address 
the content of the Draft EIR. Several appear to be notes for remarks directed to the 
City Council rather than UC Berkeley. The Thomas letter is a duplicate of comment 
C185, where responses are located. Some items are not comments on the Draft 2020 
LRDP EIR but  “…issues that the city should address in any negotiations with UC.” 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C218-1 
The Draft EIR evaluates the potential future environmental impacts of implementation 
of the 2020 LRDP. Projects implemented under the 1990-2005 LRDP are now part of 
the existing conditions, against which the potential future impacts of the 2020 LRDP are 
evaluated.  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C218-2 
The writer’s comments on traffic and parking congestion are noted, although the 
statement that the University has built little or no housing in “decades” is not correct. 
The Foothill housing complex was completed in 1990, Cleary in 1992, Manville in 1995, 
and the College-Durant apartments in 2003. Another 1,100 beds are presently under 
construction, and the 2020 LRDP envisions up to 2,500 additional student beds by 
2020. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C218-3 
The additional University student housing now under construction and envisioned in 
the 2020 LRDP is expected to relieve pressure on the private housing market and make 
a greater percentage of the many new private units now underway and proposed 
available to non-students. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C218-4 
See Thematic Response 9, which includes a comparison of UC Berkeley to several other 
urban research universities including those mentioned by the writer. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS C218-5 AND C218-6 
Research is not a discrete enterprise apart from education at UC Berkeley. Rather, it is 
integral to both UC Berkeley’s mission as a University and to the provision of both 
graduate and undergraduate education.  See response to comment B7-20. 

The rate of growth envisioned for UC Berkeley in the 2020 LRDP is comparable to that 
proposed for UCLA and UCSF, the other two urban campuses, and lower, often much 
lower, than other, less intensively developed UC campuses. The substantial increase in 
the college-age population of California has required a University-wide response in 
which all UC campuses must accommodate some growth. See Thematic Response 6 
regarding the relationship of UC Berkeley to Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory. 
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11.2C-468 

11.2C.219-239   RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTERS C219 THRU C239 
 
The University received 138 form letters signed by individuals, objecting to the proposal 
for up to 100 faculty housing units in the Hill Campus: C111-C121, C125-C159, C161-
C165, C167-C171, C173-C179, C182-C183, C194-C216, C219-C239, C241-C250, C257, 
C259, C263-C264, C267, C278-C279, C282-C283, C285-C293, and C300. A few of 
these letters, such as C111, include brief postscript comments, primarily objecting to the 
number of current UC employees whom the writers assert are parking on city streets to 
avoid paying UC parking fees.  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTERS C219 THRU C239 
See Thematic Response 8 for a comprehensive response to comments on Hill Campus 
development. Due partly to comments received and partly to its uncertain near-term 
feasibility, faculty housing has been deleted as a potential future Hill Campus use in the 
2020 LRDP. As noted in Thematic Response 8, the site formerly designated H1 has 
been redesignated as a reserve site, while former site H2 has been redesignated as part of 
the surrounding research zone. 




