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Summit Road/Grizzly Peak Boulevard Watch

6 Summit Lane
Berkeley, CA 94708 R
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Jennifer Lawrence
University of California, Berkeley
Facilities Services
1936 University Avenue Suite #300
Berkeley, CA 94720-1380

RE: Comments on UC Berkeley’s 2020 Long Range Development Plan (LRDP)Y/
Environmental Impact Report

Dear Ms. Lawrence:

The “Town and Gown” challenges we face in Berkeley today are certainly not
exclusive to our city, nor are they simply a product of the times. They are an historical
reality of every college town. One of the more attractive aspects of living in a community
of scholars is the possibility for a lively and creative exchange of ideas resulting in
innovative solutions to problems. In order for that exchange to occur, however, there
needs to be a true exchange — a give and take. The consensus among those who have
made their voices heard regarding the UCB 2020 LRDP is that, until now, (and
increasingly over the past 50 years) all the give has been from the community and all the
take has been by the university.

As residents of the Summit Road/Grizzly Peak Boulevard Watch we reviewed the
LRDP and are submitting our comments regarding various serious problems with the
proposed faculty housing described as H1 and H2, two parcels which lie at end of the
Lower Summit Road cul-de-sac, and the parking terraces across from the Lawrence Hall
of Science, respectively. In the spirit of communication, we have followed those
comments with a series of solutions, some of which are already identified in the LRDP’s
own Alternatives section (5.1 2020 Alternatives), some of which are a creative re-
thinking of those solutions, and some which are not yet identified in the document. Some
of these solutions address other concerns expressed at the public hearings, such as
transportation, aesthetics, community disenfranchisement, and environmental health. It is
our belief that sometimes a problem needs to be viewed from a different angle, and in
doing so, many other dilemmas get resolved.
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Below are the specific problems we have identified, followed by our suggested
solutions. Following this document are attachments, including a list of specific questions
raised in our letter, for which we would like answers from the University.

Problems With Current 2020 LRDP:

1) Environmental and ecological

a. In August of 1974 a dry-season slide took out a road and broke a building
in half at the Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, and undermined the
stability of the Lawrence Hall of Science. As a result, head campus
engineer John Shively along with engineer Ben Lennert, discovered an
aquifer underneath what is now the parking lot of the UC Silver Space
Sciences Laboratory. They found it by drilling a well, which has since
been pumping millions of gallons of water annually in an effort to help
stabilize the hillside. The extent of this aquifer is still unknown and needs
to be carefully delineated with respect to the proposed housing sites H1
and H2.

b. Run-off from the Chabot Observatory in the Oakland Hills, which was
built along the ridge that continues from Grizzly Peak south, has already
resulted in landslides and damage to the local habitat. A 1984 Converse
Consultants report titled: Hill Area Dewatering and Stabilization Studies
provided a comprehensive view of the hydrogeology of the Strawberry
Creek Watershed. According to that study, at least six known fault lines
circumscribe the area delineated for the proposed UC housing
development (HI and H2). According to the USGS the Hayward fault is
considered one of the most dangerous in California right now, with a 70%
probability of at least one 6.7 magnitude or greater earthquake capable of
widespread damage before 2030.

¢. The UC LRDP identifies the Hayward, Wildcat Canyon and Strawberry
Canyon faults but ignores the University Fault, the New Fault and the
Lawrence Hall Fault complex, as well as several other faults passing under
the Space Sciences Laboratory building which are in close proximity to
the proposed housing reserve sites H1 and H2.

C262-1

2) Community Safety
a. Centennial Road is closed to through traffic during football games, most

of which occur during high fire danger season. During an emergency,
clogging of the narrow, winding adjacent streets creates both egress
problems for residents and football game attendees, as well as access
impossibilities for emergency vehicles. An addition of 100 families (200+
individuals) and possibly over 200 additional vehicles to this area would
significantly magnify the existing access and egress problems.

b. During a community crisis such as an earthquake, fire or terrorist attack on
the Lawrence Berkeley Lab, a buffer zone between existing residential
neighborhoods and UC property must be preserved for safety and as a
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possible staging area for emergency services and equipment including
agencies such as the Red Cross (field hospital) and FEMA. As there are no £262-4

emergency services readily available to the Summit Road/Grizzly Peak
Boulevard neighborhood, and the other neighborhoods east of the
Hayward Fault, this buffer zone is critical to maintain.

c. Each year, during both the rainy season and the fire danger season, high
winds have toppled trees and power poles resulting in property damage as
well as ignition of dry brush, creating brush fires. On the Summit Road
ridge, these winds have been clocked at 70 mph. Community efforts to
underground utilities in the area have met with no success for the past 15
years. The Claremont Canyon Association reports that the US Forest
Service has identified the Berkeley/Oakland Hills as the most hazardous
urban fire zone in the entire Unites States. The “Santa Ana” winds that
have fueled previous firestorms always come from an easterly direction.
Grizzly Peak Boulevard must be maintained as a firebreak and as the last
stand against westward moving firestorms, and Centennial Drive must
remain accessible by emergency vehicles. This is even more critical today
since the Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, with its many
hazardous and radioactive materials and waste inventories, is just a few
hundred meters down the street. Adding 100 families and their
automobiles will add significantly to the egress dangers during an
emergency.

d. Grizzly Peak Boulevard, which is already a very popular area for bicycle
and motorcycle enthusiasts, has become more congested and dangerous
every year. The potential introduction of hundreds of additional vehicles
to the area makes this much-traveled artery even more hazardous.

e. The new parking terraces for the Space Science Laboratory employees
have been deemed too expensive by the staff, therefore they are using the
neighborhood streets as their auxiliary parking lot, already creating access
and egress problems for the local neighborhoods as well as emergency
vehicles. Converting these parking facilities into residential housing would
exacerbate the existing problem.

3. Community Impacts

a. The LRDP’s section on housing (4.10.7 Impacts Regarding
Population) identifies the 100 units high density (2, 3 and 4 bedroom)
housing proposed for HI and H2 as being within the City of Oakland,
and completely excludes the reality that all of the impacts of this
development are in Berkeley, including sewer system, roads, traffic,
utilities, emergency services, etc. We believe that the legal
ramifications and potential liability to the UC from the problems cited
above are reason enough to re-think the LRDP’s proposed housing
development. By its own standard that housing should be within one
mile of the main campus, these sites fail the criteria as they are nearly
two miles away, and necessitate commute by car or bus.
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b. The establishment of an exclusive community is anathema to the spirit
of the City of Berkeley. The H1 and H2 development as outlined
creates a population that is while homogeneous, is nonetheless
constantly transient. A population group of this nature will not
establish connections with the community, nor develop concerns for
the issues that impact the rest of the citizens of Berkeley.

Proposed Alternatives:

1)

Integration of Faculty Into the Community

The concept of the Ivory Tower is an anachronism in the 21* century. In an
era of rapid technological innovation, it has become critical that those
responsible for the policies and innovations that will affect all of us, live in the
‘real world’. Residents in the University’s contiguous neighborhoods have
expressed a desire to have more faculty members integrated into their
neighborhoods in lieu of groups of undergraduates sharing communal
housing. With the opening in 2005 of the additional 2,000 undergraduate
student housing units, many of the lovely, historical residences that have
previously been used for group undergraduate housing will become available
for faculty housing.

Predictions for University housing needs were based on vacancy rates that
have changed considerably since research for the LRDP EIR was done.
According to the Chair of Market Conditions Committee of the Rental
Association of Northern Alameda County, apartment vacancy rates have
soared from less than 1% in 2000 to 7% in November of 2003. This regional
study broke down the statistics as follows: Oakland 7.3% and Berkeley
landlords reported vacancies of 4.9%. This number includes vacant rental
units within walking distance of the university campus, a situation unknown to
Berkeley for more than half a century. In the last five years, the City of
Berkeley Zoning Division has approved 1,054 units. According to the
Berkeley Property Owners Association there are about 17,000 rental units in
Berkeley. If we take the Alameda County vacancy rate for Berkeley, this
means that 850 units are now vacant. This figure does not include the five or
more multi-unit buildings still under construction in Berkeley or the 2,000
additional units to be available for students by the fall of 2005. Based on the
LRDP’s own numbers for required additional housing, those housing needs
for both students and faculty are already available in the city. We propose that
the university enter into long-term contracts with private landlords and
property owner associations in Berkeley to secure housing for faculty.

At the LRDP’s EIR hearing at the Clark Kerr Campus, a graduate student
currently living in UC’s Albany Village with his family, expressed concern
over the fact that his current salary did not meet the high rent he was paying.
With the softening of the rental housing market in Berkeley, and a predicted
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decline in rental rates due to the thousands of new units becoming available
for undergraduates in 2005, faculty and graduate housing units within the
community will become more plentiful and more affordable (see Berkeley
Daily Planet April 6, 2004).

Mixed-Use Research Park Concept at Richmond Field Station

The University's beautiful 100-acre parcel next to the Richmond Marina Bay

Residential Development on the Eastshore/Point Isabel Regional Shoreline

was identified in the LRDP as a possible alternate site for development (5.1.3)

The document describes this site as “not within the scope of the 2020 LRDP”.

We ask — why not? And, we request that it be seriously considered. The

following are only some of the reasons why we believe this site would be

ideal for some of the university’s expansion plans.

a. Recognizing that scenic living and work environments are a substantial
draw for research faculty and staff, this area on the San Francisco Bay is,
by anybody’s aesthetic standards, not only as desirable as the H1 H2 sites,
but in fact, more so. The existing neighboring development of Marina Bay
is an indication that the area is not only ripe for housing, but is welcomed
by the Richmond community.

b. Many university communities throughout the US are expanding their
development into economically depressed areas with great success. A
development of this kind would bring a boost to Richmond’s local
economy and provide an academic influence into an area that deserves and
needs such an influence.

c. At the University of Utah Research Park in Salt Lake City, for example,
employees have access to the University’s credit union, a commercial
bank, a childcare facility, outdoor tennis courts, basketball courts and a
jogging trail located in the park. The Eastshore Trail that adjoins the
University’s Richmond Field Station has been deemed one of the most
spectacular and safe jogging and bicycle trails in the Bay Area. A
development here along the lines of the University of Utah’s Salt Lake
City facility would be a jewel in the University’s crown.

Re-think the future of the Lawrence Berkeley Laboratory site
The Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, originally known as the

University of California Radiation Laboratory, was established in 1932 and
moved to the current Strawberry Creek Watershed location in 1940. The
primary purpose of the laboratory was the development of the atomic bomb as
part of the Manhattan Project. In light of our current national concerns about
terrorism and the aforementioned problems regarding access in the event of a
fire or earthquake, the vulnerable location of the radiation lab today seems ill
planned, especially considering the present high inventories of chemicals and
radioactive materials and waste at the site.

Lest the University think that our concerns are political in nature, rest assured
that many of us are the grateful beneficiaries of medical and technological
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research conducted through the Lab. Our sole concern is that it is [C262-13]
inappropriate to have such a high concentration of hazardous materials and
activities so close to an already densely-populated residential neighborhood
with an inadequate buffer zone.

It is our understanding that the Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory’s
environmental resmrzﬁric:-n program has conducted a site characterization with
respect to soil contamination and is in a process of developing a corrective
action plan for clean up. There are several acres of land available for
development at the formerly de-commissioned Bevatron (Building 51) and
HILAC (Building 71) sites, and building 88 is scheduled for de-
commissioning in the near future.

Our logical conclusion, therefore, is that any of these sites, after clean up,
would serve as ideal locations for faculty, staff and student housing. The close
proximity to both the lab and the main campus (and the Northside shops and
services) would enable residents to easily commute either on foot, bicycle, or
shuttle, thereby eliminating additional traffic on Hearst Avenue/Northside in
general. An obvious benefit of this plan is that it would be preferable,
acceptable and even welcomed by the surrounding neighborhoods. This
‘recycling’ land-use concept (which is called “in-fill’ housing) is also
environmentally preferable as it maintains existing open space in the
Strawberry Creek Watershed lands.

Finally, it is our firm belief that “an ounce of prevention is worth a pound of cure’.
Rather than consider mitigations for problems already identified in the 2020 LRDP, it
makes more sense to us to find new and different solutions. Rather than perpetuate the
pattern of more environmental, ecological, and sociological degradation of our
community through short-sighted and convenient ‘fixes’, it seems prudent to take a more
long-term look at the needs of the University and the community and together explore the
alternatives identified above. After all, by the University’s own description, this is the
‘final’ long-term development plan, and it’s implementation will have repercussions for a
very long time. Why not make those repercussions positive ones?

-' (L(O,w,(a %i&ﬁ%

Sincerely,

ndrea Pflaumer “ David Nasatir Monika Heinrich
6 Summit Lane 1540 Summit Rd. 1460 Grizzly Peak Blvd.
Berkeley, CA 94708  Berkeley, CA 94708 Berkeley, CA 94708

Attachments: Question page
Signature pages
Maps
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Summit Road/Grizzly Peak Boulevard Watch

6 Summit Lane
Berkeley, CA 94708

Addendum to 2020 LRDP Draft EIR Comments

RE: Proposed Housing Development at Intersection of Grizzly
Peak Boulevard and Centennial Drive

Questions

1. Transportation and Traffic: RE: figure F.2-1 for Study Intersection Number
10, it appears that the traffic analysis for the intersection referenced above is
totally deficient with respect to estimating the current volume of traffic to and
from the Strawberry Canyon, i.e. the Lawrence Berkeley Lab and the
University of California facilities including the Lawrence Hall of Science,
Botanical Garden, Strawberry Canyon Recreation Center, etc. Your numbers
represent an unreliable sample. Everyone who lives here knows that peak
traffic hours on these roadways are from 6-10 a.m. and from 3-7 p.m. This
survey excludes a large portion of LBL traffic, whose employees come to our
neighborhood to park and then catch the lab shuttle between 6 and 7 a.m. and
then leave for home by 3 p.m.

We understand that the Mathematical Sciences Research Institute employees
have a fifty-year moratorium on paying for any parking at the UC’s parking
terraces. The employees from the Space Sciences Laboratory next door,
however, have now been required to park in the newly constructed parking
terraces and pay $100 per month, which has motivated them to park in our
neighborhood on our already congested narrow streets. Our postman has
already identified numerous hazards and problems due to the parking situation
(see attachment #1 from Toney Wilkins dated June 14th).

At a recent Berkeley City Council meeting we learned that Councilman
Wozniak calculated that it would be more financially beneficial for the City to
patrol parking meters within the downtown area rather than to enforce
restricted parking permit areas in the residential zones. Residents living on
Wilson Circle, who already have these permits, constantly have many
employees of the Lawrence Hall of Science parking on their streets. Residents
have experienced no enforcement of these permits, even after calling the
police many days in a row. In other words, the residents are paying for
parking in front of their own homes, while the UC’s employees are stealing
our parking spaces for free.
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. Where is the University’s Goodwill in this regard, both to their employees
and the neighborhood?

. We request that you return to your original agreement and understanding
with employees of these UC Berkeley satellite facilities to provide them
free parking since they are removed from the amenities provided to other
UC employees who are closer to central campus and downtown.

We request that a comprehensive and thorough traffic study be conducted
utilizing automatic automobile counters (across the width of the road) in
all four directions at the intersection of Grizzly Peak Boulevard,
Centennial Drive, and Golf Course Drive.

. How do you propose to mitigate for the increased pollution, congestion,
and demand for parking to be generated by as many as 200 additional
permanent cars (not including visitors to those residents) that will likely be
brought to the neighborhood as a result of the proposed housing
development.

. Per the enclosed “Professor Pathfinder's University of California”
Berkeley campus and environs map, (Attachment #2) it appears that the
Lower Summit Road has been erroneously identified as a thoroughfare
connecting to the intersection of Grizzly Peak Boulevard and
Centennial/Golf Course Drives. If the University intentionally provided
this information to the map company, we are concerned that the University
plans to extend Lower Summit so that it becomes a five-way intersection
at Grizzly Peak/Centennial/Golf Course. In addition to the traffic
nightmare that would ensue, it is our understanding that this area is the
headwaters of Lincoln-Schoolhouse Creek and must be protected as part
of the Strawberry Creek Watershed. If it is not the intention of the
University to extend this road, please explain the anomaly on this map and
have it corrected.

. There are bus stops periodically along Grizzly Peak Boulevard from
Centennial Drive to Marin Avenue and beyond. Crossing Grizzly Peak on
foot at almost any point and any time of the day is done at risk of life and
limb. Blind corners, speeding motorists, groups of motorcycle club
members and other non-residents, unaware of signed crosswalks on
Grizzly Peak make pedestrian and vehicle crossings extremely hazardous.
Grizzly Peak is a “collector artery” for emergency vehicle egress and
access at the interface between wildlands and an urban area. Also, within a
few hundred meters of the proposed housing development is the Lawrence
Berkeley National Laboratory’s Hazardous and Radioactive Waste
Handling Treatment and Storage Facility. In the event of an earthquake,
firestorm or other natural or manmade disaster, Grizzly Peak becomes the
primary escape route for residents. How can you justify increasing traffic
congestion in this area in the event of such a disaster?

. Small children are, by nature, unaware and unmindful of traffic hazards.
And, as they get older, some unsupervised children are even willingly

C262-18

C262-19

C262-20

C262-21

C262-22

C262-23

C262-24

C262-25
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challenged by dangerous situations. How can you possibly propose to put

family housing here, near a virtual freeway, (which a thorough traffic C262-25
study would certainly have identified), with small children wanting to get
to the park?

Population and Housing: Per Attachment #3, an article in the Berkeley
Daily Planet (July 11-14, 2003) describes the historic housing development
boom in the City of Berkeley, which includes many affordable housing units.
The number of units built or approved between July 1, 1999 and December 1
2002, or in the pipeline as of the end of that period exceeds 1,269 units
required by the Association of Bay Area Governments due by December
2006. In fact, it is our understanding that more than 2,000 new housing units
will be available before that date. This information begs the following
questions:

A. Does the University really need this proposed housing at the R
intersection of Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial Drive in
the high-risk fire zone? How do you justify spending your funds
on new development when it is clear that there is ample housing
available within the community near to campus? Demonstrate a
need for this additional housing, especially in light of the ample
supply (and more coming on line soon) within walking distance
to the University and its facilities. Demonstrate a need for a
segregated housing enclave up a steep, narrow, winding, high
traffic-volume road, without sidewalks or bicycle lanes, fraught
with blind curves, nearly 1000 in elevation (clearly not easily
accessible by bicycle or on foot) above the campus site, nearly
two miles from Doe Library, and more than a mile beyond the
LRDP’s own stated objective of placing housing one mile from
Doe Library?

B. The proposed housing development is contiguous with an
existing R-1H (Low-density, single family home) area within the
City of Berkeley. This zoning designation was established for
good reason: the access, egress, flora and fauna of the area
require low-density housing, minimal environmental impact and
minimal traffic. This area is within the City of Oakland’s General
Plan Land Use designation for “park, recreation, natural area, or
watershed”. This site is within the City of Oakland’s §-7
Preservation Zoning District intended “to preserve and enhance
the cultural, educational, aesthetic, architectural environmental
and economic value of structures and areas of special
importance”. The existing greenbelt is definitely an area of
“special importance”. Policy 2 of the Civic and Open Space




LETTER C262

Continued

element relating to University lands calls for portions of the Hill
Area to be maintained as public open space. How do you justify
proposing a 100-unit high-density housing development in an
area designed in the UCB 1990 LRDP for open space? (See
Attachment #4)

. Is it true that the UC Berkeley is considering (or has already)
turned over (leased) the entire 100-acre Richmond Field Station
site to a private developer to develop into a research park along
the lines of UCSF's Mission Bay Project? In light of the adjacent
proposed development of 1,330 residential housing unit,
proposed by Simeon Residential Properties and Cherokee
Investment Partners, is the feasibility of contracting part of those
units for faculty and/or staff/student housing being considered?
Why were these 100 acres of UCB land left out of the UCB 2020
LRDP EIR? What is the purpose of this potential research park
development and why can’t it be considered as an alternative to
further development near the main campus and to the proposed
100,000 square feet of research facilities proposed in the Hill
Campus in the Strawberry Creek Watershed? Please provide
details about the purpose of the Richmond Field Station Research
Park project. (See Attachment #5 Berkeley Daily Planet, May
28-31, 2004).

. Have you looked into the possibility of entering into contractual
arrangements with the developers referenced above, or with any
of the developers of the numerous housing projects in Berkeley,
in order to establish long-term faculty/staff leasing agreements,
and if not, why not?

Soils and Geology: As referenced in our comment letter, there is an

C262-28

C262-29

C262-30

underground lake (aguifer) in the vicinity of the proposed housing

development. According to the Silver Laboratory Expansion Project Initial

Study Checklist (Pages IV-18, item c) a water tank pumping water from
Shively Well #1, approximately 400 feet deep below the Space Sciences
building was intended “to help lower the groundwater level in the rock

structure underlying the ridge and the improve stability conditions in the

Lawrence Hall of Science and Corporation Yard areas.” Figure 3.2 “Local

Fault Map™ (Attachment #6) identifies the fault zones surrounding the
proposed housing sites H1 and H2, also referenced in our comment letter.

A. What is the extent of the Lennart aquifer? What is the interaction

of the potential movement of groundwater, with respect, for
example, to the Wildcat Fault? What might happen to the aquifer
if there is a major earthquake on the Hayward Fault? How much
has the Lawrence Hall of Science moved since the 1974

C262-31
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landslide? How is the soil movement being observed and
determined in the LHS area?

B. What are the worst-case scenarios with respect to the fault zone
and the aquifer, including landslides, and what emergency plans
are in place to deal with them?

C. How are you planning to mitigate for the increased runoff caused
by the projected development?

Community Safety: There are a number of eucalyptus groves near the
proposed housing site including one containing over 200 mature trees on the
south side of the Lawrence Hall of Science. Those trees carry a dangerous
load of eucalyptus oil, dry leaves and branches, and ground litter that
comprises a serious potential fire threat. We understand that the grove was
slated for thinning several years ago but it appears that this has not yet taken
place. In a wind-driven, fast-moving firestorm, we see these groves as a
serious threat to our neighborhood. In the 1991 firestorm, for instance, it was
determined that if the wind direction would have changed, it would have taken
only ten minutes for the fire to have moved in the tree canopy from the top of
Panoramic Hill across Strawberry Canyon to Grizzly Peak Boulevard and our
neighborhood. In light of this finding:

A. Is the removal of these trees part of the development plan and
when can we expect them to be removed? If not, why not?

B. What is the current plan to evacuate the population in our
neighborhood in the event of a firestorm, earthquake or other
disaster? Has there been communication between the Cities of
Oakland and Berkeley, the Regional Park District, Lawrence
Berkeley Lab and the University with respect to an evacuation
plan in the event of such disaster. Please provide details of the
evacuation plans from these entities in your responses.

C. At the Parkwoods apartments, which was a high-density housing
development lost in the Oakland Firestorm; residents were
trapped due to inadequate egress. Because of the loss of life and
the huge property damage, multiple overlapping lawsuits ensued.
How do you propose to mitigate for the potential gridlock that
will ensue in such a firestorm due to residents attempting to
escape our area? How do you mitigate for the potential loss of
life resulting from that gridlock?

Conclusion: In view of all of the concerns identified in our comment letter

C262-31

C262-32

C262-33

C262-34

C262-35

C262-36

and our above questions, we recommend that you adopt the “no project” alternative
for the H1 and H2 housing development. We are attaching more than 400 signatures

from concerned neighbors and citizens who are in opposition to this project.
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: LETTER C262
June 14, 2004 Attachment

Jennifer Lawrence

University of California, Berkeley
Facilities Services

1936 University Avenue Suite #300
Berkeley, CA 94720-1380

RE: Comments on UC Berkeley’s 2020 Long Range Development Plan (LRDP) Draft
Environmental Impact Report

Dear Ms. Lawrence:

I am a letter carrier with the U.S. Postal Service and for the past five years my route has
been the Grizzly Peak Boulevard, Summit Road area. Some of the people on my route
just told me that the University is considering building 100 housing units at the corner of
Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial Drive. I think this is a terrible idea.

There are many blind curves on the section of Grizzly Peak that I service. Even before
the new university building went up near that intersection, (the Space Sciences Building)
my route was a dangerous one. After the new building went up and the employees
starting parking all over the neighborhood where I deliver mail, the situation got worse.
Many times I cannot pull over to deliver the mail because there are many cars parked on
the street blocking my access to the mailboxes. I have been cursed at, honked at and
nearly hit numerous times. Already this year I have had my delivery vehicle side-swiped
(hit-and-run) on Grizzly Peak. Other mail carriers delivering mail further north on
Grizzly Peak have had their delivery trucks hit by passing cars. Adding 100 housing units
at the intersection of Centennial Drive and Grizzly Peak Boulevard will only make the
parking and traffic situation even more dangerous on my route.

How do you propose to keep the pedestrians, the bicycle riders, and delivery trucks safe?
If you put up a traffic signal there, you will only get more cars driving faster once the
signal changes. We have already spoken with our supervisors about the possibility of
getting some speed bumps on the most dangerous curves, but that’s going to slow things
down for everyone — including fire trucks and emergency vehicles. And like my
customers have said, getting out of the area during a fire or other emergency would
become slower and even more dangerous. The whole idea is a big mistake. I urge you to
not build this proposed development.

5 iy vl
Tony Wilkins - ’
Berkeley City Carrier — Route 38§ C.'é‘ Caerurv
Clo D.D.U.
1150 8% Street
Berkeley, CA 94710

Very truly yours,
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Berkeley Daily Planet Weekend Ediion, May 25-31, 2004 ATTACHMENT 5 .,

Builders, Environmentalists
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for the Richmond water-  es and restal loft apartments to  mose mn__gﬁ,..ﬂ fiod. baild-
romt has pitted a-coalition 'of be constructed om a 40-scre site  ings.”
sctivists and ne i against  west of 1-380 southwest of With the switch .to residen-
s developer who offers a Meade Street at the Bayview  tial use, a whole new set of con-
healthy hoost to the city's Avenue exit. cerns surfaced, based on round-
stricken tax base. The site earlier housed the the-clock occupancy as
Throw in chemically comtam-  Stauffer Chemical and Zeneca opposed 1o the typical, 40-
inated soil, ramors of radioas- Ioc. manufacturing sites. Stauf-  hour-a-week presence of work-
tivity amd wview-threatening unq.-.nquu!__ sulfur from irom  ers.
high-rise condo towers, and a  pyTites on the site, the source of “Everything's on hold right
.u-mﬂn.nnu-_ﬂnr_run ._."_. the H.-nh ﬁoﬁnﬂ-.nc. WQ_..... Parker said. “The .
one side are Russ Pitto (a  Among ihe Ef [=3iTtY egional Water Quality Con-  _im seriad view . Wil i | ——
Marin County developer whose  whipped up on-site by Stauffer  trol Board has the final say on  development. B the By vinse ries of the proposed R g
Simeon Residential Properties were nitric acid, herbicides, whether the site is suitable for
and Simeoa Commercial Prop- fungicides, insecticides and a  residestial use, and nothing can Worries sbowi on-site radia- Pitto then hired MACTEC
erties development firms are potpourri f other industrial move lorward till they make tion sarfaced after January, Development Corparstion to
major players in the Bay Area compounds. Zenecs brewed up  their ruling.” 2001, when the US. Depan- condsct a radiclogical survey of
and Colorado real estate mar- pharmaceuticals. An carlier water board ment of Energy releassd a five-  surface soils at the site, which
kets) and Cherokes Lnvestment Zepecs, the last owmer approval had been tospedoed = list of sites covered by the  turned up gamma radiation bev-
Partners | alistd in cleaning  before Cherokee Simeon, spent wu. the state Department of m-..nq Employees. Occupa- el oo higher than typical back-
up and developing “brows- 320 million on site restorstion, Toxic Substances Coatrol muEm_.Ew«HE Compensation  ground counts, CBE withdrew
M" —contaminated — proper-  neutralizing acidic chemicals in  (DTSC), which lssued & sting-  Act of 20000 their oppotition, but concerns
). the soil, capping the site with ing lener April 6 citing 10 That law provides funds 1o still remain in the community —
On the other side are a col- uncontaminated soil. and build-  “fatal flaws™ in Pitto's propos- ?Sﬁn who contracted illnesses  and CBE has taken renewed
lection of East Bay activists and - ing an underground barrier to  al. working at sites where radioac-  interest in the site now that res-
neighborbood growps worried  block. contaminants from leak- Barbara J. Cook. DTSC"s tive substances were produced  idential use s planned.
about pollution, radiation, and  ing 10 the .Iﬁw.n based chiel of North-  or treated. There, next to last If the DTSC and the water
higherise development. ith the Berkeley Rich- ern California coastal cleanup among the California entries, board approve pn-site housing.
“There's a lot of contentious- mond Rescarch Stamion its  operations, 1old a reporter she was Siauffer Metals, Inc. of the project must then complete
ness po..ﬂ:&!“- and forth neighbor to the mnorthwess, had retracted the letter, which Richmond —listed as both an  Parker’s environmental review
beiween developer amnd Pitte bad initially obtasimed had been writien after Chere- “atomic weapons employer™  and obtain clearances from the
some of the mel hood cleatances to build a biotech ‘kee Simeon bad submitied the and a Department of Encrgy cliy Design Review Board,
mﬁi—.;l!ﬁi. r.the research park on the site, but  wrong document, Site. Planning ission and the
ichmond Planming Depart- u.lﬁ_linv-i&nra_nﬂoqv “We have the latest docu- Communities for a Better City Council before Pitto can
ment associate planner charged 9711 market collapse, when the  ment now, and are conducting a -~ Eaviroament (CBE), a politi-  start preparing the site.
with conducting the project’s need for space evaparated. joint review with the Regional n-_uﬁ polent statewide coalition Before he gets there, Pitto
enmvironmental review. _ “Fhase ome of the project Water Quality Control Board with offices in Oakland and  will have to overcome formida-
The review under the Cali- includes a 16-acve life sciences. and we will make our recom- Huntington Park, based their ble opposition, judging by the
fornia Environmental Quality research center, and we've mendation based on that,” opposition to Pito's research
Act @ only the first stage  alveady put $16 millién inte Cook said. park plan on the federal listing. Continued on Page Seven
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E A s L Preliminary plans call for three 1 high-rises st the  views of residents 1o the east af the site, Fillo concedes
- W—.nrsosa HUH.O on,—“ northeast comer of the site, adjacent to the existing life sci-  that his curent plans for the site may undergo alteration
ences buildings, with the remainder of the project consist-  after the city begins its neview process.
ing of buildings of three 10 seven or cight Sones. Cherokee Simeon Ventures won't be constrcting the
Continued from Page Three jected prices for the cwmer Wnits ran actaal housing units. “We're getting the entitlement for
from 260,000 for emiry-level umits 1o SE50000 for _ﬂ the 1330 ressdemiial umits. We'll develop streets, infra-
turmowt ab a preliminary organizing mecting held Sundsy  twownhouses closest 1o the shoreline, Pitto ssid. structure, parks, wiilitics—everything bt the buildings,”
im the Richmosd Amnex home of Patricia Lesbe and Karl While the Sierra Club s wasting untdl after Parker's  Pitlo said. =We'll sell the neci , segmented by
Smith draft Esvironmental lmpact Report & ready before com-  product Eypes, 5o we can get five or six builders working i
Among those on hand were City Council candidate menting on the project s o whole, “we're definitely one tme. We'll be spending about $40 mallion mﬂ“ﬂu.

Garyle McLaughlin, Mary Selva (Vice Chair of the Rich-  opposed fo 1Bstory buildings right on the watesfront,”  structape, and we’ll wery lightly control the anchitecture.
mond Anmex Neighborbood Coalstion and chair of the  said Jonna irTi oonservation manager for the We Eq—ﬁ.iﬂaﬂ-ﬁ_ FEVICW process buidders must fol-
group’s Flanning amd Lom Commattec), Athena Hon-  Sserra Club's Francisco Bay Chapter. low before they can ever take u._&-.u_.f.__a i thee iy, ™
ore of the North Richmond eline Alllance, Dr. Heary “There's definitely room for 3000 more residents in Flanner Parker expects a lot more smrm :L:.E.x
Clark of the West County Toxics Coalivion, Kaiser Per-  Richamond, bus that ssie may mot be appropriate,” she said,  before the final curtain falls.
mancaie cardiclogists Dr. Jeff Riticrman, and representa-  poting that besides impaciing sensitive: waterfrons, “ibe  “There were more than 30 speakers a1 the first planning
tives of the Sierma Club and Grreenpeace. hastory of the site is long and toxic.™ commission study session March 30, and it lasted over four
Selva sand the Panhandle Anmex Neighborhood Councl FRobert Cheasty, chair of Citizens for the East Bay  hours” Parker said. “There's a bot of contentiousness, and
and Citgens for the East Shore State Park have abo  Shose Park, an alliance of concerned ditizens, the Sicrra itz a very complicated project.™
i!li«%&:.oﬁn%n jocl. Club, the Audubon Socsety and Citizens for the Albany
Réspousbe Devetpeuea as e akng & cding 1l peel aekinc f dpea s 1o e ot e
BEpR L ] L] a N b o o
in efforts fo mobilize opposition, said Normas LaForce, nﬂiﬁ.ﬂ«.i«_:?_af-uﬁv?ﬁ;:.!w
chair of the East Bay Public Lands Commitiee of the San  free of development ™
Francisco Bay Sierra Chab chapber. Cheasty’s group opposes Lhe residential project both for

LaForee says that among olher concerns, be & worned il impact on senstive shorelme and for #ts impact on the
ahout the peis of project ! —cais and lly wiewl of other arca residents. “We've had shoreline
dogs are very hard on wildlide — and the addition of 4000 or  fights in Albany, Emeryville, Richmond and Berkeley,
s0 Erequeent visitors bo the itive Bay Trail envi both 1o preserve the shorcline amd o proteci public

Pitto's include restoration of Stege Marsh  a6cess,” he said

hetween the residential developmenit and the Bay Trail Anoiber source of opposion aled by Selva and other
hiking and bikmg path. Pitto said that his compamy s projoct focs i the propect’s separation [rom BART and
“spending $5 million on a two-year clean-up that will start  other mass transit services. Pitio counters by offering o
IEHEEEFEEE.&E-—nﬂa&ni@lﬂ.-&iﬁngﬁn—nﬂkwqg_nmﬂ

Clapper Radl,” an red bird that nests in the marsh.  shuitle UC Berkeley now provides between their nearby
“The East Bay %}u District has already signed  reseanch and the downlown Berkeley BART station.
off an the cleanup, and when it's completed. they Il man- “Wie're also talking abowt park-and-ride in coajusction
age the marsh, with the costs of management and mainte-  with bus service,” the developer mid.

nance pasd by us” Asked abowt concerns his high-rises might block the
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Attachment
June 6, 2004
Jennifer Lawrence F"E"' -
University of California, Berkeley it S | 'L’ED
Facilities Services Iy |

1936 University Avenue Suite #300
Berkeley, CA 94720-1380 : i)
RE: Comments on UC Berkeley's 2020 Long Range Development Plan (LRDP) Draft
Environmental Impact Repon

Dear Ms. Lawrence:

As a resident of the Berkeley Hills | am writing you today to express my opposition 1o the 100-unit
high-density housing development proposed in the UC 2020 LRDP. The contiguous area to this
development is zoned for very low-density housing, and for good reason. This is a single-family
residential district. Because we live in one of the most high-risk fire zones in the United States, it is
essential that we maintain adequate egress from our neighborhood, as well as access for emergency
vehicles. Already, we have seen an intolerable increase in parking problems, and traffic congestion
near the Grizzly Peak Boulevard, Centennial Drive area due 1o growth from the UC Space Sciences
lab. The addition of 100 high-density housing units, along with the automobile traffic they will
creaie is simply not acceptable.

It is also critical that we stop further destruction of the upper Strawberry Creek Watershed,
Construction of impermeable surfaces, such as buildings and parking lots, will increase run-off and
will detrimentally impact the City of Berkeley's aging infrastructure. Sections of the proposed
development site sits on an aquifer {underground lake) that, in times of emergency, such as a break
on the EBMUD water line at the Caldecott Tunnel, could provide potable water for the entire city
of Berkeley. Additionally, this site sits next to the Lawrence Hall of Science Fault Zone, between
the Hayward/Wildcat Canyon fault lines — hardly a logical place for housing. Finally, further
destruction of one of the few remaining open spaces in Berkeley is intolerable.

The City of Berkeley is experiencing an historical residential housing vacancy rate. There fs also a
great deal of construction of condominiums and townhouses in progress, all of which are within
walking distance to campus. It makes much more sense to utilize available housing within the
ssted objectives of the LRDP (“within one mile from campus™) than to begin an environmentally
unsound and costly project that will only have negative impacts on the city infrastructure and
potentially put people’s lives at risk during a fire or other emergency.

In view of the above, please explain how you are planning to mitigate all the health and safety
hazards created for the neighborhood including insdequate egress in the case of fire andfor
earthquake, increased traffic, noise, pollution, lack of infrastructure, and lack of parking, which
will ensue due to the increase in population from the proposed high-density housing project.
Yours truly, f |
| |
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University of California, Berkeley _‘CEJUED
Fﬁilll.lﬁ- Services 3 N 3 8
1936 University Avenue Saite #3200 <00y
Berkeley, CA 94720-1380 A &
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RE: Comments on UC Berkeley's 2020 Long Range Development Plan (LRDF}Du:n
Environmental Impact Report

Dear Ms. Lawrence:

As a resident of the Berkeley Hills I am writing you ioday to express my opposition 1o the 100-unit
high-density housing development proposed in the UC 2020 LRDP. The contigaous area io this
development is zoned for very low-density housing, and for good reason. This is a single-family
residential district. Because we live in one of the most high-risk fire zones in the United States, it is
essential that we maintain adequate egress from our neighborhood, as well as access for emergency
vehicles. Already, we have seen an intolerable increase in parking problems, and traffic congession
near the Grizzly Peak Boulevard, C‘uﬂmﬁﬂnﬁwmmmmlmmucsjme&m
lab. The addition of 100 high-density housing units, along with the automobile waffic they will
create is simply not acceptable.

It is also critical that we stop further destruction of the upper Strawberry Creek Watershed.
Construction of impermeable surfaces, such as buildings and parking lots, will increase run-off and
will detrimentally impact the City of Berkeley's aging infrastructure. Sections of the proposed
development site sits on an aquifer (underground lake) that, in times of emergency, such as a break
on the EBMUD water line at the Caldecott Tunnel, could provide potable water for the entire city
of Berkeley. Additionally, this site sits next to the Lawrence Hall of Science Fault Zone, between
the Hayward/Wildeat Canyon fault lines — hardly a logieal place for housing. Finally, further
destruction of one of the few remaining open spaces in Berkeley is intolerable,

The City of Berkeley is experiencing an historical residential housing vacancy rate. There is also a
greal deal of construction of condomini and townh in progress, all of which are within
walking distance to campus. It makes much more sense to utilize available housing within the
stated objectives of the LRDF (“within one mile from campus™) than to begin an environmentally
unsound and costly project that will only have negative impacts on the city infrastructure and
potentially put people’s lives at risk during a fire or other emergency.

In view of the above, please explain how you are planning to mitigate all the health and safety
hazards created for the neighborhood including inadequate egress in the case of fire andfor
earthquake, increased traffic, noise, pollution, lack of infrastructure, and lack of parking, which
will ensue due to the increase in population from the proposed high-density housing project.

Yours truly,
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Attachment
June 6, 2004
Jennifer Lawrence e
University of California, Beckeley ~EIVED
Facilities Services JUN 1 § g0,

1936 University Avenue Suite #300
Berkeley, CA 94720-1380 PONMEN T
RE: Comments on UC Berkeley's 2020 Long Range Development Plan (LRDP) Draft
Environmental Impact Report

Dear Ms. Lawrence:

As a resident of the Berkeley Hills I am writing you today to express my opposition to the 100-anit
high-density housing development proposed in the UC 2020 LRDP. The contiguous area to this
development is zoned for very low-density housing, and for good reason. This is a single-family
residential district. Because we live in one of the most high-risk fire zones in the United States, it is
essential that we maintain adequate cgress from our neighborhood, as well as access for emergency
vehicles. Already, we have seen an intolerable increase in parking problems, and traffic congestion
near the Grizzly Peak Boulevard, Centennial Drive area due to growth from the UC Space Sciences
lab. The addition of 100 high-density housing units, along with the automobile raffic they will
create is simply not acceptable.

It is also critical that we stop further destruction nfll'rupper Struaberry Creek Watershed.
Construction of impermeable surfaces, such as buildings and parking lots, will increase ran-off and
will detrimentally impact the City of Berkeley's aging infrastructure. Sections of the proposed
development sitc sits on an aquifer (underground lake) that, in times of emergency, such as a break
on the EBMUD water line af the Caldecott Tunnel, could provide potable water for the entire ity
of Berkeley. Additionally, this site sits next to the Lawrence Hall of Science Fauli Zone, between
the Hayward/Wildcat Canyon fault lines — hardly a logical place for housing. Finally, further
dessruction of one of the few remaining open spaces in Berkeley is intolerable.

The City of Berkeley is experiencing an historical residential housing vacancy rate. There is also a
great deal of construction of condominiums and townhouses in progress, all of which are within
walking distance to campus, It makes much more sense 1o utilize available housing within the
stated objectives of the LRDP (“within one mile from campus™) than to begin an mvi-ronm:nmu
unsound and costly project that will only have negative impacts on the city infrastructure and
potentially put people’s lives at risk during a fire or other emergency.

In view of the above, please explain how you are planning to mitigate all the health and safety
hazards created for the neighborhood including inadequate egress in the case of fire and/or
earthquake, increased traffic, noise, pollution, lack of infrastructure, and lack of parking, which
will ensue due 0 the increase in population from the proposed high-density housing project.

Yours traly,
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Berkeley, CA 94720-1380

RE: Comments on UC Berkeley's 2020 Long Range Development Plan (LRDP) Draft
Environmental Impact Report

Diear Ms. Lawrence:

As a resident of the Berkeley Hills 1 am writing you today 1o express my opposition to the 100-unit
high-density housing development proposed in the UC 2020 LRDP. The contiguous area to this
development is zoned for very low-density housing. and for good reason. This is & single-family
residential district. Because we live in one of the most high-risk fire zones in the United States, it is
essential that we maintain adequate egress from our neighborhood, s well as access for emergency
wehicles. Already, we have seen an intolerable increase in parking problems, and traffic congestion
near the Grizzly Peak Boulevard, Centennial Drive area due to growth from the UC Space Sciences
lab. The addition of 100 high-density housing units, along with the automobile traffic they will
create is simply not acceptable.

It is also critical that we stop farther destruction of the upper Strawberry Creck Watershed.
Construction of impermeable surfaces, such as buildings and parking lots, will increase run-off and
will detrimentally impact the City of Berkeley's aging infrastructure. Sections of the proposed
development site sits on an aquifer (underground lake) that, in times of emergency, such as a break
on the EBMUD water line at the Caldecott Tunnel, could provide potable water for the entire city
of Berkeley. Additionally, this site sits next to the Lawrence Hall of Science Fault Zone, between
the Hayward/Wildcat Canyon fault lines — handly a logical place for housing. Finally, further
destruction of one of the few remaining open spaces in Berkeley is intolerable.

The City of Berkeley is experiencing an historical residential housing vacancy rate. There is also a
great deal of construction of condominiums and townk in progress, all of which ase within
walking distance to campus. It makes much more sense to utilize available housing within the
stated objectives of the LRDP (“within one mile from campus™) than to begin an environmentally
unsound and costly project that will only have negative impacts on the city infrastructure and
potcntially put people’s lives at risk during a fire or other emergency,

In view of the above, please explain how you are planning to mitigate all the health and safety
hazards created for the neighborhood including inadequate egress in the case of fire andfor
carthquake, increased traffic, noise, pn[luinu_ lack of infrastruciure, and lack ul'pu!dn;. which
will ensue due to the increase in population from the proposed high-density housing project.

Yours truly,
St oq 217 Laedawr n, Budd, Cp Iyps
Signatur alﬂ e 16 Address !

Berkeley, CA 94720-1380

RE: Comments on UC Berkeley's 2020 Long Range Development Plan (LRDP) Draft
Environmental Impact Report

Dear Ms. Lawrence:

As a resident of the Bcrh:l:y Hills I am writing you today to express my opposition to the 100-unit
high-density housing de proposed in the UC 2020 LREDP. The contiguous area to this
development is zoned for wq' low-density housing. and for good reason. This is a single-family
residential district, B we live in one of the most high-risk fire zones in the United States, it is
essential that we maintain adequate egress from our neighborhood, as well as access for emergency
vehicles. Already, we have scen an intolerable increase in parking problems, and traffic congestion
near the Grizzly Peak Boulevard, Centennial Drive area due to growth from the UC Space Sciences
lab. The addition of 100 high-density housing units, along with the automobile raffic they will
create is simply not accepiable.

It is also critical that we stop further destraction of the upper Strawberry Creek 'Watershed,
Construction of impermeable surfaces, such as buildings and parking lots, will increase run-off and
will detrimentally impact the City of Berkeley's aging infrastructure. Sections of the proposed
development site sits on an aquifer (underground lake) that, in times of emergency, such as a break
on the EBMUD water line at the Caldecott Tunnel, could provide potable water for the entire city
of Berkeley. Additionally, this site sits next to the Lawrence Hall of Science Fault Zone, betwesn
the HaywardWildeat Canyon fault lines — hardly a logical place for housing. Finally, funther
destruction of one of the few remaining open spaces in Berkeley is intolerable.

The City of Berkeley is experiencing an historical residential housing vacancy rate. There is also a
great deal of construction of condominiums and townhouses in progress, all of which are within
walking distance to campus. It makes much more sense to utilize available housing within the
stated ohjectives of the LRDP (“within one mile from campus”) than to begin an environmentally
unsound and costly project that will only have negative impacts on the city infrastructure and
potentially put people’s lives at risk during a fire or other emergency.

In view of the above, please explain how you are planning 1o mitigate all the health and safety
hazards created for the neighborhood including inadequate egress in the case of fire andior
carthquake, increased traffic, noise, pollution, lack of infrastructure, and lack of parking, which

will ensue due to the increase in popualation from the proposed high-density housing project.
Yuu'sn'uly. . A=
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RE: Comments on UC Berkeley's 2020 Long Range Development Plan (LRDF) Draft
Environmental Impact Report

Dear Ms. Lawrence:

As a resident of the Berkeley Hills | am writing you today to express my opposition to the 100-unit
high-density housing develog proposed in the UC 2020 LRDP. The contiguous area to this
development is zoned for very low-density housing, and for good reason. This is a single-family
residential district. Because we live in one of the most high-risk fire zones in the United States, it is

1al that we maintain adequate cgress from our neighborhood, as well as access for emergency
vehicles. Already, we have seen an intolerable increase in parking problems, and traffic congestion
near the Grizzly Peak Boulevard, Centennial Drive area due to growth from the UC Space Sciences
lab. The nddition of 100 high-density housing units, along with the automobile traffic they will
create is simply not acceptable,

It is also critical that we stop further destruction of the upper Strawberry Creck Watershed.
Construction of impermeable surfaces, such as buildings and parking lots, will increase ron-off and
will detrimentally impact the City of Berkeley's aging infrastraciure. Sections of the proposed
development site sits on an aquifer (underground lake) that, in times of emergency, such as a break
on the EBMUD water line at the Caldecott Tunnel, could provide potable water for the entire city
of Berkeley, Additionally, this site sits next to the Lawrence Hall of Science Fault Zone, between
the HaywardWildcat Canyon fault lines — hardly a logical place for housing. Finally, further
destruction of one of the few remaining open spaces in Berkeley is intolerable.

The City of Berkeley is experiencing an historical residential housing vacancy rate. There is also a
greai deal of construction of condominiums and townhouses in progress, all of which are within
walking distance to campus. It makes much more sense to utilize available housing within the
stated objectives of the LRDP (“within one mile from campus”) than to begin an environmentally
unsound and costly project that will only have negative impacts on the city infrastructure and
potentially put people’s lives at risk during a fire or other emergency.

In view of the sbove, please explain how you are planning to mitigate all the health and safety
hazards ereated for the neighborhood including inadequate egress in the case of fire andfor
carthquake, increased traffic, noise, pollution, lack of infrastructure, and lack of parking, which
will ensue due 10 the increase in population from the proposed high-density housing project.

Yours truly,

/1 - B

Lol oi o oz pitbe e Befelea ol thg
Signature Address -/

RE: Comments on UC Berkeley's 2020 Long Range Development Plan (LRDP) Draft
Environmental Impact Report

Dicar Ms. Lawrence:

As a resident of the Berkeley Hills | am writing you today to express my opposition to the 100-anit
high-density housing development proposed in the UC 2020 LRDP. The contiguous area io this
development is zoned for very low-density housing, and for good reason. This is a single-family
residential district. Because we live in one of the most high-risk fire zones in the United States, it is

ial that we maintain adeq egress from our neighborhood, as well as aceess for emergency
wehicles. Already, we have seen an intolerable increase in parking problems, and traffic congestion
nezas the Grizzly Peak Boulevard, Centennial Drive area due 1o growth from the UC Space Sciences
lab. The addition of 100 high-density housing units, along with the sutomobile traffic they will
create is simply not acceprable.

It is also critical that we stop further destruction of the upper Strawberry Creek Watershed.
Construction of impermeable surfaces, such as buildings and parking lots, will increase run-off and
will detrimentally impact the City of Berkeley's aging infrastructure. Sections of the proposed
development site sits on an aquifer (underground lake) that, in times of emergency, such as a break
on the EBMUD water line at the Caldecott Tunnel, could provide potable water for the entire city
of Berkeley., Additionally, this site sits next to the Lawrence Hall of Science Fault Zone, between
the HaywardWildcat Canyon fault lines — hardly a logical place for housing. Finally, further
destruction of one of the few remaining open spaces in Berkeley is intolerable.

The City of Berkeley is experiencing an historical residential housing vacancy rae. There is also &
great deal of truction of condominiums and 1ownh in progress, all of which are within
walking distance 1o campus. It makes much more sense to utilize available housing within the
stated objectives of the LRDP (“within one mile from campus”) than 1o begin an environmentally
unsound and costly project that will only have negative impacts on the city infrastructure and
potentially put people’s lives at nisk during a fire or other emergency.

In view of the above, please explain how you are planning to mitigate all the health and safety
hazards ereated for the neighborhood including inadequale cgress in the case of fire andfor
eanhquake, increased wraffic, noise, pollution, lack of infrastructure, and lack of parking, which
will ensue due 1o the increase in population from the proposed high-density housing project.

Yours truly,

bndbiepel) I Ganly bk bedd @ fa108
Address i

Signature {
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Berkeley, CA 94720-1380
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RE: Comments on UC Berkeley's 2020 Long Range Development Plan (LRDP) Draft
Environmental Impact Report

Dear Ms. Lawrence:

As a resident of the Berkeley Hills 1 am writing yoa today to exprest my opposition to the 100-unit
high-density housing development proposed in the UC 2020 LRDP. The contiguous area to this
development is 2oned for very low-density housing, and for good reason. This is a single-family
residential district, Becauss we live in one of the most high-risk fire zones in the United States, it is
essential that we maintain adequate egress from our neighborhood, as well as sccess for emergency
vehicles. Already, we have seen an intolerable increase in parking problems, and traffic congestion
near the Grizzly Peak Boulevard, Centennial Drive area due to growth from the UC Space Sciences
lab. The addition of 100 high-density housing units, along with the sutomobile traffic they will
create is simply not acceptable.

It is also critical that we stop further destruction of the upper Strawberry Creek Watershed.
Construction of impermeable surfaces, such as buildings and parking lots, will increase run-off and
will detrimentally impact the City of Berkeley's aging infrastructure. Sections of the proposed
development site sits on an aquifer (underground lake) that, in times of emergency, such as a break
on the EBMUD water line at the Caldecott Tunnel, could provide potable water for the entire city
of Berkeley. Additionally, this site sits next to the Lawrence Hall of Science Fault Zone, between
the Hayward/Wildcat Canyon fault lines — hardly a logical place for housing. Finally, further
destruction of one of the few remaining open spaces in Berkeley is intolerable,

The City of Berkeley is experiencing an historical residential housing vacaney rate. There is also a
great deal of construction of condominiums and townhouses in progress, all of which are within
walking distance 10 campus. It makes much more sense 1o utilize available housing within the
stated objectives of the LRDP (“within one mibe from campus™) than 1o begin an environmentally
unsound and costly project that will only have negative impacts on the city infrastructure and
potentially put people’s lives at risk during a fire or other emergency.

In view of the above, please explain how you are planning to mitigate all the health and safety
hazards created for the neighbarhood including inadequale cgress in the case of fire andfor
earthquake, increased wraffic, noise, pollution, lack of infrastructure, and lack of parking, which
will ensue due 1o the increase in population from the proposed high-density housing project.

Yours truly,

fﬁw 047G lyFuk B P
Adfress

e?‘

Attachment
Tune 6, 2004
Jennifer Lawrence
University of California, Berkeley HEAE
Facilities Services I=CEIVED
1936 University Avenue Suite #300 -
Berkeley, CA 94720-1380 JUN T8 200

RE: Comments on UC Berkeley's 2020 Long Range Development Plan (LRDE) Drafl, " 70%wer
Environmental Impact Report

Dear Ms. Lawrence:

Mamdﬂﬂﬁ[ﬂtnﬂtah'y Hﬂ];lmwnnngymmdlywupm my opposition to the 100-unit
high-density housing devel proposed in the UC 2020 LRDP, The contiguous area to this
development is zoned for 'rery low-density housing, and for good reason. This is a single-family
residential disirict. Because we live in one of the most high-risk fire zones in the United States, it is
esvential that we maintain adequate egress from our neighborhood, as well as access for emergency
vehicles. Already, we have seen an intolerable increase in parking problems, and traffic congestion
near the Grizzly Peak Boalevard, Centennial Drive area due to growth from the UC Space Sciences
lab. The addition of 100 high-density housing units, along with the automobile traffic they will
create is simply not acceptable.

It is also critical that we stop further destruction of the upper Strawberry Creek Watershed.
Construction of impermeable surfaces, such as buildings and parking lots, will increase run-off and
will Ckl.l'im.llﬂ}f i.mpu:l ithe C‘iry nfl!ﬂh:lr.}r‘s lp'ng infrastructure. Sections of the l:q-upmd
development site sits on an agquifer (underground lake) that, in times of emergency, such as a break
on the EBMUD water line at the Caldecott Tunnel, could provide potable water for the entire city
of Berkeley. Additionally, this site sits next to the Lawrence Hall of Science Fault Zone, between
the HaywardWildeat Canyon fault lines — hardly a logical place for housing. Finally, further
destruction of one of the few remaining open spaces in Berkeley is intolerable.

The City of Berkeley is experiencing an historical residential housing vacancy rate. There is also a
greal deal of construction of condominiums and townh in progress, all of which arc within
walking distance to campus. It makes much more sense to utilize available housing within the
stated objectives of the LRDP (“within one mile from campus™) than to begin an environmentally
unsound and costly project that will only have negative impacts on the city infrastructure and
potentially put people’s lives at risk during a fire or other emergency.

In view of the above, please explain how you are planning 1o mitigate all the health and safety
hazards created for the neighborhood including inadequate egress in the case of fire andfor
earthquake, increased traffic, noise, pollution, lack of infrastructure, and lack of parking, which
will ensue due to the increase in population from the proposed high-density hoosing project.

Yours traly,

-5‘.)\.4:...-.3-\ Q. Sﬁ.‘l.u.,.rﬁo-\:t\. HQ“ GE-IELI FEak EEEHEJE_I

Signature Address
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June 6, 2004

Jenmifer Lawrence

University of California, Berkeley

Facilities Services P
1936 University Avenoe Suite #300

Berkeley, CA 94720-1380

RE: Comments on UC Berkeley"s 2020 Long Range Development Plan (LRDP) Draft
Environmental Impact Report

Dear Ms. Lawrence:

As a resident of the Bui:h:,- Hills T am nmlmg you today to express my opposition to the 100-unit
high-density housing devel it proposed in the UC 2020 LRDP. The contiguous area to this
development is zoned for \rnql low-density housing, and for good reason. This is a single-family
residential district. Because we live in one of the most high-risk fire zoncs in the United States, it is
essential that we maintain adequate egress from our neighborhood, as well as access for emergency
vehicles. Already, we have seen an intolerable increase in parking problems, and traffic congestion
near the Grizzly Peak Boulevard, Centennial Drive area due to growth from the UC Space Sciences
lab. The addition of 100 high-density housing units, along with the automobile traffic they will
create is simply not acceptable.

It is also eritical that we stop farther destruction of the upper Strawbery Creek Watershed.,
Construction of impermeable surfaces, such as buildings and parking lots, will increase run-off and
will detrimentally impact the City of Berkeley's aging infrastructure. Sections of the proposed
development site gits on an aquifer (underground lake) that, in times of emergency, such as a break
on the EBMUD waier line at the Caldecoti Tunnel, could provide potable water for the entire city
of Berkeley. Additionally, this site sits next to the Lawrence Hall of Science Fault Zone, between
the HaywardWildcat Canyon faul lines — hardly a logical place for housing. Finally, further
destruction of one of the few remaining open spaces in Berkeley is intolerable.

The City of Berkeley is experiencing an historical residential housing vacancy rate. There is also a
great deal of construction of condominiums and townhouses in progress, all of which are within
walking distance to campus. It makes much more sense (o wilize available housing within the
stated objectives of the LRDP (“within one mile from campus™) than to begin an environmentally
unsound and costly project that will only have negative impacts on the city infrastructure and
potentially put people's lives at risk duning a fire or other emergency.

In view of the above, please explain how you are planning to mitigate all the health and safety
hazards created for the neighborhood including inadequate egress in the case of fire and/or

earthquake, increased traffic, noise, pollwtion, lack of infrastructure, and lack of parking, which
will ensue due to the increase in population from the proposed high-density housing project.

Yours truly,

“//A??‘_. -'/ /, wdace, 3Lt Lo L L FL
' Address

S,gnanul/

Attachment
June 12, 2004
Jennifer Lawrence
University of California, Berkeley RECEIVED
Facilities Services UN 1 % 7x
1936 University Avenve Suite #300 4004

Berkeley, CA $4720-1380 P

RE: Comments on UC Berkeley's 2020 Long Range Development Plan (LRDP) Draft
Environmental Impact Report

Deear Ms. Lawrence:

As a resident of the Berkeley Hills Lam writing you today 1o express my opposition to the 100-unit
high-density housing development proposed in the UC 2020 LRDP. The contiguous area 1o this
development is zoned for very low-density housing, and for good reason. This is a single-family
residential district. Because we live in one of the most high-risk fire zones in the United Ststes, it is
essential that we maintain sdequate egress from our neighborhood, as well as access for emergency
vehicles. Already, we have seen an intolerable increase in parking problems, and wraffic congestion
near the Grizzly Peak Boulevard, Cenennial Drive area due to growth from the UC Space Sciences
lab. The addition of 100 high-density housing units, along with the automobile traffic they will
create is simply not acceplable,

It is also critical that we stop further destruction of the upper Strawberty Creck Waiershed.
Construction of impermeable surfaces, such as buildings and parking lods, will increase run-off and
will detrimentally impact the City of Berkeley's aging infrastructure. Sections of the proposed
development site sits on an aquifer {underground lake) that, in times of emergency, such as a break
on the EBMUD water line at the Caldecott Tunnel, could provide potable water for the entie city
of Berkeley. Additionally, this site sits next to the Lawrence Hall of Science Fault Zone, between
the Hayward/Wildcat Canyon fault lines ~ hardly a logical place for housing. Finally, further
destruction of one of the few remaining open spaces in Berkeley is intolerable.

The City of Berkeley is experiencing an historical residential housing vacancy rate. There is also a
great deal of construction of condominiums and townhouses in progress, all of which are within
walking distance 1o campus. It makes much more sense to utilize available housing within the
stated objectives of the LRDP (“within one mile from campus™) than to begin an environmentally
unsound and costly project that will only have negative impacts on the city infrastructure and
potentially put people’s lives at risk during a fire or other emergency.

In view of the above, please explain how you are planning to mitigate all the health and safery
hazards created for the neighborhood including insdequate egress in the case of fire andfor
carthquake, increased traffic, nolse, pollution, lack of infrastructure, and lack of parking, which
will ensue due to the increase in population from the proposed high-density housing project.

Yours truly,

.'_I{_..»*" -7 i 00
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LETTER C262
Attachment
June 6, 2004
Jennifer Lawre
University ucfl:::itl‘mu. Berkeley RECEIVED
Facilities Services
1936 University Avenue Suite #300 JUN 1 & 2004
Bﬂ*&lcj.cﬂ. 94720-1380 PHYSICAL &

.‘: -I-i_?'il.r,'n TAL
RE: Comments on UC Berkeley's 2020 Long Range Development Plan (LRDP) Draft o
Environmental Impact Report

Diear Ms. Lawrence:

As a resident of the Berkeley Hills | am writing you 1oday to express my opposition to the 100-anit
hagh-density housing development proposed in the UC 2020 LRDP. The contiguous aea to this
development is zoned for very low-density housing, and for good reason. This is a single-family
residential district. Because we live in one of the most high-risk fire zones in the United States, it is
essential thal we maintain Mequ#wﬁmmmuhbﬂdmﬂd.uwllnmfwcmwy
vehicles. Already, we have seen an intolerable increase in parking problems, and traffic
mmﬂnwymnmmmuMumduwmmu-ucspum
Iab. The addition of 100 high-density housing units, along with the sutomobile traffic they will
create is simply not acceptable,

It is also critical that we stop further destruction of the upper Strawberry Creek Watershed.
Construction of impermeable surfaces, such as buildings and parking lots, will increase run-off and
will detrimentally impact the City of Berkeley's aging infrastructure. Sections of the proposed
development site sits on an aguifer (underground lake) that, in times of emergency, such as a break
on the EBMUD water line at the Caldecott Tunnel, could provide potable water for the entire city
of Berkeley. Additionally, this site sits next to the Lawrence Hall of Science Fault Zone, between
the Hayward/Wildcat Canyon fault lines — hardly a logical place for housing. Finally, further
destruction of one of the few remaining open spaces in Berkeley is intolerable,

The City of Berkeley is experiencing an historical residential housing vacancy rte. There is also
great deal of jon of condomin and townh in progress, all of which are within
walking distance 1o campus. |t makes much more sense to utilize available housing within the
stated objectives of the LRDP (“within one mile from campus™) than to begin an environmentally
unsound and costly project that will only have negative impacts on the city infrastructure and
potentially put people’s lives at risk during a fire or other emergency.

In view of the above, please explain how you are planning to mitigate all the health and safety
hazards created for the neighborhood including inadequaie egress in the case of fire andfor
eanthquake, increased traffic, noise, pollution, lack of infrastructure, and lack of parking, which
will ensue due 1o the increase in population from the proposed high-density housing peoject.

Yours truly,

%df/ﬁ%ﬁuﬁ ;a-f?émz:-wi%ﬂ“ﬁﬁ? 44705
Signature Adidress

Attachment
June 12, 2004
Jennifer Lawrence
Uniivensity of Califormis, Beckeley RECEIVED
Facilities Services ;
1936 University Avenue Suite #100 JUN 1 8 7004

Berkeley, CA 94720- 1380

RONMERTA|
RE: Comments on UC Berkeley's 2020 Long Range Development Plan [LRDP]. I}raf':
Environmental Impact Repon

Diear Ms. Lawrence:

As a resident of the Berkeley Hills 1 am writing you today to express my opposition o the 100-unit
high-density housing development proposed in the UC 2020 LRDP. The contiguous area o this
development is zoned for very low-density housing, and for good reason. This is a single-family
resadential district. B we live in one of the most high-risk fire zones in the Undted States, it is
essential that we maintain adequate egress from our neighborhood, as well as access for emergency
vehicles. Alrcady, we have seen an intolerable increase in parking problems, and traffic congestion
near the Grizely Peak Boulevard, Centennial Drive area due 1o growth from the UC Space Sciences
lab. The addition of 100 high-density housing units, along with the automobile traffic they will
create is simply nol acceptable.

It &5 also critical that we sop further destruction of the upper Strawberry Creek Watershed,
Constraction of impermeable surfaces, such as buildings and parking lots, will increase mun-off and
will detrimentally impact the City of Berkeley's aging infrastructure. Sections of the proposed
development site sits on an aquifer (anderground lake) that, in times of emergency, such as a break
on the EBMUD water line at the Caldecont Tunnel, could provide potable water for the entire city
of Berkeley. Additionally, this site sits next 1o the Lawrence Hall of Science Fault Zone, between
the HaywardWildeat Canyon fault lines — hardly a logical place for housing. Finally, further
destruction of one of the few remaining open spaces in Berkeley is imolerable,

The City of Berkeley is experiencing an historical residential housing vacancy rate. There is also &
great deal of construction of condominiums and townhouses in progress, all of which are within
walking distance to campus. It makes much more sense to utilize available housing within the
stated objectives of the LRDP (“within one mile from campus™) than o begin an environmentally
unsound and costly progect that will only have negative impacts on the city infrastructure and
potentially put people’s lives at risk during a fire or other emergency.

In view of the above. please explain how you are planning 1o mitigate all the health and safety
hazards created for the neighborhood including inadequate egress in the case of fire andior
carthquake, increased iraffic, noise, pollution, lack of infrastructure, and lack of parking, which
will ensue due to the increase in population from the proposed high-density housing project.
Yours truly,,

o //' ey o Hill Qoad Bevldsy oy 5438

Eélﬂi’ﬂn éfﬂ_f\m ,1{_ ﬂf{[fwn_ Address




LETTER C262 LETTER C262
Attachment Attachment
Jupe &, 2004
June 12, 2004 RECEIVED
Jennifer Lawrence
Jennifer Lawrence JUN 1 & 2004 University of California, Berkeley RECEIVED
University of Califomia, Berkeley $ Facilities Services
Facilities Services Ll 1936 University Avenue Suite #300 JUN 1 8 2004
1936 University Avenue Suite #8300 Berkeley, CA 94720-1380 X
Berkeley, CA 94720- 1380 PHYSICA ,'-H IRONUENTA
RE: Ci on UC Berkeley's 2020 Long Range Development Plan (LRDP) Draft
RE: Comments on UC Berkeley's 2020 Long Range Development Plan (LRDP) Draft Environmental Impact Repont
Environmental Impact Report
Dear Ms. Lawrence:

Dear Ms. Lawrence:

As a resident of the Berkeley Hills I am writing you today to express my opposition to the 100-unit
high-density housing development proposed in the UC 2020 LRDP. The contiguous anca to this
development is zoned for very low-density housing. and for good reason. This is a single-family
residential district. Because we live in one of the most high-risk fire zones in the United States, it is
essential that we maintain adequate egress from our neighborhood, as well as access for emergency
vehicles, Already, we have seen an intolerable increase in parking problems, and traffic congestion
near the Grizzly Peak Boulevard, Centennial Drive area due to growth from the UC Space Sciences
lab. The addition of 100 high-density housing units, along with the automobile traffic they will
create is simply not acceptable.

It 15 also critical that we stop further destruction of the upper Strawberry Creek Watershed.
Construction of impermeable surfaces, such as buildings and parking lots, will increase ran-off and
will detrimentally impact the City of Berkeley's aging infrastructure. Sections of the proposed
development site sits on an aquifer (underground lake) that, in times of emergency, such as a break
on the EBMUTY water line at the Caldecon Tunnel, could provide potable water for the entire city
of Berkeley. Additionally, this site sits next to the Lawrence Hall of Science Fault Zone, between
the Hayward™Wildeat Canyon fault lines — hardly a logical place for housing. Finally, further
destruction of one of the few remaining open spaces in Berkeley is intolerable.

The City of Berkeley is experiencing an historical residential housing vacancy rate. There is also a
greal deal of construction of condomini and towh in progress, all of which are within
walking distance to campus. It makes much more sense to utilize available housing within the
stated objectives of the LRDP (“within one mile from campus™) than to begin an environmentally
unsound and costly project that will only have negative impacts on the city infrastrocture and
potentially put people’s lives at sk during a fire or other emergency

In view of the above, please explain how you are planning to mitigate all the health and safety
harards created for the neighborhood including inadequate egress in the case of fire andior
carthquake, increased wraffic, noise, pollution, lack of infrastructure, and lack of parking, which
will emswe due 1o the increase in population from the proposed high-density housing project.

Yours truly,

J[ -\ ""f 11 _f-'ll.'lr‘r,. F A [ﬂf.lll,;-[" e (g, (o
Signature Address

As a resident of the Berkeley Hills [ am writing you today to express my opposition to the 100-unit
high-density housing development proposed in the UC 2020 LRDP. The contiguous area to this
development is zoned for very low-density housing, and for good reason. This is a single-family
residential district. Because we live in one of the most high-risk fire zones in the United States, it is
essential that we maintain adequate egress from our neighborhood. as well as access for emergency
vehicles, Already, we have seen an intolerable increase in parking problems, and traffic congestion
near the Grizzly Peak Boulevard, Centennial Drive area due to growth from the UC Space Sciences
lab, The addition of 100 high-density housing units, along with the automobile traffic they will
create is simply not acceptable,

ﬂudmcnuulmlmswﬂmmmm“nfﬁnwst berry Creek Waterst
Construction of impermeable surfaces, such as buildings and parking lots, will increase nun-off and
will detrimentally impact the City of Berkeley's aging infrastructure. Sections of the proposed
development site sits on an aquifer (anderground lake) that, in times of emergency, such as a break
on the EEMUD water line at the Caldecott Tunnel, could provide potable water for the entire city
of Berkeley. Additionally, this site sits next to the Lawrence Hall of Science Fault Zone, between
the Hayward"Wildcat Canyon fault lines = hardly a logical place for housing. Finally, further
destruction of one of the few remaining open spaces in Berkeley is intolerable.

The City of Berkeley is experiencing an historical residential housing vacancy rate. There is also a
great deal of constrection of condominiums and townhouses in progress, all of which are within
walking distance to campus. [t makes much more sense to utilize available housing within the
stated objectives of the LRDP (“within one mile from campus™) than to begin an environmentally
unsound and costly project that will only have negative impacts on the city infrastructure and
potentially put people’s lives at risk during a fire or other emergency.

In view of the above, please explain how you are planning to mitigate all the health and safety
hazards created for the neighborhood including inadequate egress in the case of fire andior
earthquake, increased traffic, noise, polhﬂmltkofmfm and lack of parking, which
will ensue due to the increase in population from the proposed high-density housing project.

Yours truly,

=i /é £ g i Aveangd PR, Aonksey co
gi . Address
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LETTER C262

LETTER C262
Attachment
June 6, 2004
Jennifer Lawrence HECE'“ED
University of California, Berkeley
Facilities Services JUN 1 8 2004
1936 University Avenue Suite #300
Berkeley, CA 94720-1380 PHISEAL 4 E "‘f,'.'.'.""' i

RE: Comments on UC Berkeley's 2020 Long Range Development Plan (LRDP) Draft
Environmental Impact Report

Diear Ms. Lawrence:

As a resident of the Berkeley Hills 1 am writing you today to express my opposition to the 100-anit
high-density housing develop propased in the UC 2020 LRDP. The contiguous area 1o this
development is zoned for very low-density hoasing, and for good reason, This is a single-family
residential district. Because we live in one of the most high-risk fire zones in the United States. it is

jal that we maintain adequate egress from our neighborhood, as well as access for emergency
vehicles. Already, we have seen an imolerable increase in parking problems, and traffic congestion
mear the Grizzly Peak Boulevard, Centennial Drive area due to growth from the UC Space Sciences
lab. The addition of 100 high-density housing units, along with the sutomobile traffic they will
create is simply not acocpable.

It is also critical that we stop further destruction of the upper Strawberry Creek 'Watershed.
Construction of impermeable surfaces, such as buildings and parking lots, will increase run-off and
will detrimentally 'nqnnl ithe Cir}‘ :}fBﬂlu:I:y'i :gjn@ infrastructure. Sections of the proposed
development site sits on an aquifer (underground lake) that, in times of emergency, such as a break
on the EBMUD water line at the Caldecon Tunnel, could provide potable water for the entire city
of Berkeley. Additionally, this site sits next to the Lawrence Hall of Science Fault Zone, between
the Hayward/Wildcat Canyon fault lines — hardly a logical place for housing. Finally, further
destruction of one of the few remaining open spaces in Berkeley is intolerable.

The City of Berkeley is experiencing an historical residential housing vacancy rate. There is also a
great deal of construction of condominiums and townhouses in progress, all of which arc within
walking distance to campus. It makes much more sense to utilize available housing within the
stated objectives of the LRDP (“within one mile from campus™) than to begin an environmentally
unsound and costly project that will only have negative impacts on the city infrastructure and
potentially pat people’s lives at risk during a fire or other emergency.

In view of the above, please explain how you are planning to mitigate all the health and safety
hazards created for the neighborhood including inadequate egress in the casc of fire andior
carthquake, increased traffic, noise, pollution, lack of infrastracture, and lack of parking, which
will ensue due to the increase in population from the proposed high-density housing project.

Yours truly,
/ /,// |S6 HILtL Resp
/ (o A BEQRELEY 94708
/ém Address
e viad .MtarIuMJ

Attachment
June &, 2004
Jennifer Lawrence
University of California, Berkeley RECEIVED
Facilities Services :
1936 University Avenue Suite #300 JUN 1 8 2004

Berkeley, CA 947201380 PHYSICAL aw..ﬂJw_N AL
AN

RE: Comments on UC Berkeley's 2020 Long Range Development Flan [I_RDP) Diaft

Environmental Impact Report

Diear Ms. Lawrence:

As a resident of the Berkeley Hills 1 am writing you today to express my opposition to the 100-unit
high-density housing development proposed in the UC 2020 LRDF. ‘memuatmmmlhu
dtw.logumm is zoned for very low-density housing, and for good reason. This is a single-family

i ict, B we live in one of the most high-risk firc zones in the United States, it is
essential that we maintain adequate egress from our neighborhood, as well as access for emergency
wvehicles. Already, we have seen an intolerable increase in parking problems, and traffic congestion
near the Grizzly Peak Boulevard, Centennial Drive area due to growth from the UC Space Sciences
lab. The addition of 100 high-density housing units, along with the automobile traffic they will
create i3 simply not acceptable.

It is also eritical that we stop further destruction of the upper Strawberry Creek Watershed.
Construction of impermeable surfaces, such as bulldmp and parking lots, will increase run-nd‘l"md
will detrimentally impact the City of Berkeley's aging infi e. Sections of the prop
development sile sits on an aguifer (underground lake) that, in times of emergency, such as a break
on the EBMUD water line at the Caldecott Tunnel, could provide potable water for the entire city
of Berkeley. Additionally, this site sits next to the Lawrence Hall of Science Faolt Zone, between
the Hayward/Wildcat Canyon fault lines — hardly a logical place for housing. Finally, further
destruction of one of the few remaining open spaces in Berkeley is imolerable,

The City of Berkeley is experiencing an historical residential housing vacancy rate. There is also a
great deal of construction of condominiums and townhouses in progress, all of which are within
walking distance 1o campus. It makes much more sense 1o wtilize availsble housing within the
stated objectives of the LRDP (“within one mile from campus™) than to begin an environmentally
unsound and costly project that will only have negative impacts on the ity infrastructure and
potentially put people’s lives at risk during a fire or other emergency.

In view of the above, please explain how you are planning to mitigate all the health and safety
hazards created for the neighborhood including inadequate egress in the case of fire andfor

earthquake, increased traffic. noise, pollution, lack of infrastructure, and lack of parking, which
will ensue duc o the increase in population from the proposed high-density housing project.

O'/('l/ W Gaply Denll Rlvd
Address

W s o =¥

Yours truly,

Slgn.ltlm:
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Attachment

16 Jume 2004

For over 25 years, | have been walking from my Berkeley house, on Campus Drive, uphill onto
Olympus Avenue, and then through the areas where the Lawrence Hall of Science upper parking lois
are now. | end my walk at the top of the steps leading to UC"s Math Institute.

Before the paving of the arca uphill from Centenmial Drive, and across from the Lawrence Hall of
Science, the field was a natwral “hilly field,” complete with wildNlowers, I often saw California quail in
that hilly ficld area - individual quail and also groups of quail with a mother followed by baby quail,

Since the hilly field was paved over with asphalt, | never see quail.

Om occasion, | used to run into a graduate student from UC's Biology Department, researching an
unusual species of lizard that lived in that hilly field. But, since the hilly field was paved, | have not met
any more lizard researchers, presumably because the lizards are gone,

I think the plan to develop the nearby natural area near Centennial Drive and Grizzly Peak Boulevard
is a shortsighted bad idea. It will surely result in the destruction of habitat for a number of species of
birds, animals, and plants living there now.

-
—
.___4: Ctem e | t’_,'l'_r_‘,.‘_.ff

Susan Bury RECEIVED
1482 Campus Drive
Berkeley CA 94708 UK 18
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SAVE SUMMIT ROAD/GRIZZLY PEAK
BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC
DEVELOPMENT/ENCROACHMENT

1. STOP Further Destruction of the Upper Strawberry Creek Watershed. UC
Berkeley is proposing to build 100 high-density (2,3 and 4-bedroom)
housing units at the intersection of Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial
Drive, i.e. the cul-de-sac at the end of lower Summit Road, along Grizzly
Peak Boulevard south of Centennial Drive (Site H1) and in the parking
terraces across from Lawrence Hall of Science (site H2).

2. MAINTAIN adequate firehreak and buffer zone, ready access and egress at
Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial Drive, between the regional
parklands, University of California property and our neighborhood - in the
high-risk fire zone.

3. PREVENT more traffic congestion and loss of parking in our
neighborhoods.

4. UTILIZE existing available housing, and research sites on and near campus
to prevent further degradation to the community from increasing traffic
gridlock, un-taxed use of city services (sewer, utilities, emergency, police
and fire agencies), elimination of open space/ natural habitat.

We, the undersigned, oppose the University of California Berkeley's 2020 Long-
Range Development Plan as seriously Mlawed and harmful to our community
safety and well being. We urge UC to work with the City of Berkeley, and its
community organizations and stop further development in our neighborhoods
and adopt the alternatives for expansion we have proposed in our May 24, 2004
comment letter to Jennifer Lawrence at UC’s Facilities Services.
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LETTER C262

SAVE SUMMIT ROAD/GRIZZLY PEAK
BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC
DEVELOPMENT

1. STOP Further Destruction of the Upper Strawberry Creek Watershed. UC
Berkeley is proposing to build 100 high-density (2,3 and 4-bedroom)
housing units in the intersection of Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial
Drive, i.e. the cul-de-sac at the end of lower Summit Road, along Grizzly
Peak Boulevard south of Centennial Drive (Site H1) and in the parking
terraces across from Lawrence Hall of Science (site H2).

2, MAINTAIN adequaie firchreak and buffer zone. ready access and egress at
Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial Drive, between the regional
parklands, University of California property and our neighborhood - in the
high-risk fire zone.

3. PREVENT maore traffic congestion and loss of parking in our
neighborhoods.

4. UTILIZE existing available housing, and research sites on and near campus
to prevent further degradation to the community from increasing traffic
gridlock, un-taxed use of city services (sewer, utilities, emergency, police
and fire agencies), elimination of open space/ natural habitat.

We, the undersigned, oppose the University of California Berkeley's 2020 Long-
Range Development Plan as seriously Mawed and harmful to our community
safety and well being. We urge UC to work with the City of Berkeley, and its
community organizations and stop further development in our neighborhoods
and adopt the alternatives for expansion we have proposed in our May 24, 2004
comment letter to Jennifer Lawrence at UC"s Facilities Services.
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SAVE SUMMIT ROAD/GRIZZLY PEAK
BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC

DEVELOPMENT
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Attachment

SAVE SUMMIT ROAD/GRIZZLY PEAK
BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC
DEVELOPMENT

1. STOP Further Destruction of the Upper Strawberry Creek Watershed. UC
Berkeley is proposing to build 100 high-density (2,3 and 4-bedroom)
housing units in the intersection of Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial
Drive, i.e. the cul-de-sac at the end of lower Summit Road, along Grizzly
Peak Boulevard south of Centennial Drive (Site H1) and in the parking
terraces across from Lawrence Hall of Science (site H2).

2. MAINTAIN adequate firebreak and buffer zone, ready access and egress at
Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial Drive, between the regional
parklands, University of California property and our neighborhood - in the
high-risk fire zone.

3. PREVENT more traffic congestion and loss of parking in our
neighborhoods.

4. UTILIZE existing available housing, and research sites on and near campus
to prevent further degradation to the community from increasing traffic
gridlock, un-taxed use of city services (sewer, utilities, emergency, police
and fire agencies), elimination of open space/ natural habitat.

We, the undersigned, oppose the University of California Berkeley’s 2020 Long-
Range Development Plan as seriously Mawed and harmful to our community
safety and well being. We urge UC to work with the City of Berkeley, and its
community organizations and stop further development in our neighborhoods
and adopt the alternatives for expansion we have proposed in our May 24, 2004
comment letter to Jennifer Lawrence at UC’s Facilities Services.

Mame Signal;unj}\)r] Address Telephone e-mail
PHbPaA Wimncéyéﬁﬁz/ 6 Smnict L0 _BBING> Gppftecnl

iola

(449 S o LD

nsared by Summit rizzly P! i

EHTea Ly Losteo! ® bl




LETTER C262

Attachment

LETTER C262

SAVE SUMMIT ROAD/GRIZZLY PEAK
BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC

DEVELOPMENT
Si ' Address Telephone e-mail
Yo I8 7 2% #ﬁw L9%0 Losrores FHL 707
&L : Sedive TR

Nafonws Dfwis J'_?'\?’u

m; g, Sy 1354

ﬁwcﬂr"r(ﬂ %Fr-f-; m /3 ?f qu;ﬂ

Jbs_g%ﬁm_ﬁ_éié‘_ﬂi_imand_di
“Retso Syson " Raie, Speas 1565 Suuseris R Reveleny O 990K
Wl bty 731 SomCacks e b, cn Sa08

St o Wi iams
G vird, Hﬂ SumaT R BERKCLSy
Caty tatwn  Co A 168 Mmf&k&, s

: f h Wi g
s wﬁ-l:hu-r

Ll-rq“.;;r.f; ‘Eb\'-rf'*" ’{'J " ﬂ%‘;ﬂ;"\ 13 fﬂf"""-"r ‘MJ -'nn.l’ S, i
1 = el o5 !

M@MM@&ML_&_

2 ' = ukelce
TubipYow , (489 Sumeit B, Bouloy, <A A47°8

Sponsored b W

Attachment

SAVE SUMMIT ROAD/GRIZZLY PEAK
BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC
DEVELOPMENT

1. STOP Further Destruction of the Upper Strawberry Creek Watershed. UC
Berkeley is proposing to build 100 high-density (2,3 and 4-bedroom)
housing units in the intersection of Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial
Drive, i.e. the cul-de-sac at the end of lower Summit Road, along Grizzly
Peak Boulevard south of Centennial Drive (Site H1) and in the parking
terraces across from Lawrence Hall of Science (site H2).

2. MAINTAIN adequate firebreak and buffer zone, ready access and egress at
Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial Drive, between the regional
parklands, University of California property and our neighborhood - in the
high-risk fire zone.

3. PREVENT more traffic congestion and loss of parking in our
neighborhoods.

4. UTILIZE existing available housing, and research sites on and near campus
to prevent further degradation to the community from increasing traffic
gridlock, un-taxed use of city services (sewer, utilities, emergency, police
and fire agencies), elimination of open space/ natural habitai.

We, the undersigned, oppose the University of California Berkeley's 2020 Long-
Range Development Plan as seriously flawed and harmiful to our community
safety and well being. We urge UC to work with the City of Berkeley, and its
community organizations and stop further development in our neighborhoods
and adopt the alternatives for expansion we have proposed in our May 24, 2004
comment letter to Jennifer Lawrence at UC’s Facilities Services.
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Name Signature Address Telephone e-mail
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LETTER C262

SAVE SUMMIT ROAD/GRIZZLY PEAK
BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC
DEVELOPMENT

1. STOP Further Destruction of the Upper Strawberry Creek Watershed. UC
Berkeley is proposing to build 100 high-density (2,3 and 4-bedroom)
housing units in the intersection of Grizzely Peak Boulevard and Centennial
Dirive, i.e. the cul-de-sac at the end of lower Summit Road, along Grizely
Peak Boulevard south of Centennial Drrive (Site H1) and in the parking
terraces across from Lawrence Hall of Science (site H2).

2. MAINTAIN adequate firebreak and buffer zong, ready access and egress at
Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial Drive, between the regional
parklands, University of California property and our neighborhood - in the
high-risk fire zone.

3. PREVENT more traffic congestion and loss of parking in our
neighborhoods.

4. UTILIZE existing available housing, and research sites on and near campus
to prevent further degradation to the community from increasing traffic
gridlock, un-taxed use of city services (sewer, utilities, emergency, police
and fire agencies), elimination of open space/ natural habitat.

We, the undersigned, oppose the University of California Berkeley's 2020 Long-
Range Development Plan as seriously flawed and harmful to our community
safety and well being. We urge UC to work with the City of Berkeley, and its
community organizations and stop further development in our neighborhoods
and adopt the alternatives for expansion we have proposed in our May 24, 2004
comment letter to Jennifer Lawrence at UC’s Facilities Services.
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SAVE SUMMIT ROAD/GRIZZLY PEAK
BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC
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Attachment

SAVE SUMMIT ROAD/GRIZZLY PEAK
BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC
DEVELOPMENT

1. STOP Further Destruction of the Upper Strawberry Creek Watershed, UC
Berkeley is proposing to build 100 high-density (2,3 and 4-bedroom)
housing units in the intersection of Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial
Drive, i.e. the cul-de-sac at the end of lower Summit Road, along Grizzly
Peak Boulevard south of Centennial Dirive (Site H1) and in the parking
terraces across from Lawrence Hall of Science (site H2).

2. MAINTAIN adequate firebreak and buffer zone, ready access and egress at
Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial Drive, between the regional
parklands, University of California property and our neighborhood = in the
high-risk fire zone.

3. PREVENT more traffic congestion and loss of parking in our
neighborhoods.

4. UTILIZE existing available housing, and research sites on and near campus
to prevent further degradation to the community from increasing traffic
gridlock, un-taxed use of city services (sewer, utilities, emergency, police
and fire agencies), elimination of open space/ natural habitat.

We, the undersigned, oppose the University of California Berkeley's 2020 Long-
Range Development Plan as seriously Mawed and harmful to our community
safety and well being. We urge UC to work with the City of Berkeley, and its
community organizations and stop further development in our neighborhoods
and adopt the alternatives for expansion we have proposed in our May 24, 2004
comment letter to Jennifer Lawrence at UC’s Facilities Services.
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2. MAINTAIN adequate firebreak and buffer zone, ready access and egress at
Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial Drive, between the regional
parklands, University of California property and our neighborhood - in the
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BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC
DEVELOPMENT
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Attachment

SAVE SUMMIT ROAD/GRIZZLY PEAK
BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC
DEVELOPMENT

1. STOP Further Destruction of the Upper Strawberry Creek Watershed. UC
Berkeley is proposing to build 100 high-density (2,3 and 4-bedroom)
housing units in the intersection of Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial
Drive, i.e. the cul-de-sac at the end of lower Summit Road, along Grizely
Peak Boulevard south of Centennial Drive (Site H1) and in the parking
terraces across from Lawrence Hall of Science (site H2).

2. MAINTAIN adequate firechreak and bufTer zone, ready access and egress at
Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial Drive, between the regional
parklands, University of California property and our neighborhood - in the
high-risk fire zone.

3. PREVENT more traffic congestion and loss of parking in our
neighborhoods.

4. UTILIZE existing available housing, and research sites on and near campus
to prevent further degradation to the community from increasing traffic
gridlock, un-taxed use of city services (sewer, utilities, emergency, police
and fire agencies), elimination of open space/ natural habitat.

We, the undersigned, oppose the University of California Berkeley's 2020 Long-
Range Development Plan as seriously flawed and harmful to our community
safety and well being. We urge UC to work with the City of Berkeley, and fts
community organizations and stop further development in our neighborhoods
and adopt the alternatives for expansion we have proposed in our May 24, 2004
comment letter to Jennifer Lawrence at UC’s Facilities Services.

Name Signature Address Telephone =il

P b e i g £=Ls — [
(A0l & X2 Lome .f_[r.:’-,-;- d e SYIS .(}-Cuw'_" > -2 Lf(::w

(Ufe_(eLore fﬁﬁ’/ﬁ IS Sompt  SH0944)

Qﬂﬂtn {v ﬁbﬂ_ﬁ*ﬁﬂ'i -’r?""? JI:!..I‘)‘.I."PIr-?' (‘F?f ?yf

red mmit B N Waich




Attachment

LETTER C262

LETTER C262

SAVE SUMMIT ROAD/GRIZZLY PEAK
BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC
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Attachment

SAVE SUMMIT ROAD/GRIZZLY PEAK
BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC
DEVELOPMENT

1. STOF Further Destruction of the Upper Strawberry Creek Watershed, UC
Berkeley is proposing to build 100 high-density (2,3 and 4-bedroom)
housing units in the intersection of Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial
Drive, i.e. the cul-de-sac at the end of lower Summit Road, along Grizzly
Peak Boulevard south of Centennial Drive (Site H1) and in the parking
terraces across from Lawrence Hall of Science (site H2).
2. MAINTAIN adequate firebreak and ready access and egress at
Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial Drive, between the regional
parklands, University of California property and our neighborhood - in the
high-risk fire zone.
3, PREVENT maore traffic congestion and loss of parking in our
neighborhoods. ]
4. UTILIZE existing available housing, and research sites on and near campus L3
to prevent further degradation fo the community from increasing traffic
gridiock, un-taxed use of city services (sewer, utilities, emergency, police
and fire agencies), elimination of open space/ natural habitat.

We, the undersigned, oppose the University of California Berkeley's 2020 Long-
Range Development Plan as seriously flawed and harmful to our community
safety and well being. We urge UC to work with the City of Berkeley, and its
community organizations and stop further development in our neighborhoods
and adoept the alternatives for expansion we have proposed in our May 24, 2004
comment letter to Jennifer Lawrence at UC’s Facilities Services.
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SAVE SUMMIT ROAD/GRIZZLY PEAK
BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC
DEVELOPMENT

Name Signature Address Telephone e-mail
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Attachment

SAVE SUMMIT ROAD/GRIZZLY PEAK
BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC
DEVELOPMENT

1. STOP Further Destruction of the Upper Strawberry Creek Watershed, UC
Berkeley is proposing to build 100 high-density (2,3 and 4-bedroom)
housing units in the intersection of Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial
Drive, i.e. the cul-de-sac at the end of lower Summit Road, along Grizzly
Peak Boulevard south of Centennial Drive (Site H1) and in the parking
terraces across from Lawrence Hall of Science (site H2).

2, MAINTAIN adequate firebreak and buffer zone, ready access and egress at
Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial Drive, between the regional
parklands, University of California property and our neighborhood - in the
high-risk fire zone.

3. PREVENT more traffic congestion and loss of parking in our

neighborhoods.

4. UTILIZE existing available housing, and research sites on and near campus
to prevent further degradation to the community from increasing traffic
gridlock, un-taxed use of city services (sewer, utilities, emergency, police
and fire agencies), elimination of upen space/ natural habitat.

We, the undersigned, oppose the University of California Berkeley’s 2020 Long-
Range Development Plan as seriously Nawed and harmful to our community
safety and well being. We urge UC to work with the City of Berkeley, and its
community organizations and stop further development in our neighborhoods
and adopt the alternatives for expansion we have proposed in our May 24, 2004
comment letter to Jennifer Lawrence at UC's Facilities Services.

Adiress e-mail
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SAVE SUMMIT ROAD/GRIZZLY PEAK
BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC
DEVELOPMENT
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SAVE GRIZZLY PEAK BOULEVARD/ SUMMIT
ROAD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC
DEVELOPMENT/ENCROACHMENT
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Attachment

SAVE SUMMIT ROAD/GRIZZLY PEAK
BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC
DEVELOPMENT/ENCROACHMENT

1. STOP Further Destruction of the Upper Strawberry Creek Watershed. UC
Berkeley is proposing to build 100 high-density (2,3 and 4-bedroom)
housing units at the intersection of Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial
Drive, i.e. the cul-de-sac at the end of lower Summit Road, along Grizzly
Peak Boulevard south of Centennial Drive (Site H1) and in the parking
terraces across from Lawrence Hall of Science (site H2).

2. MAINTAIN adequate firebreak and buffer zone, ready access and egress at
Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial Drive, between the regional
parklands, University of California property and our neighborhood - in the
high-risk fire zone.

3. PREVENT more traffic congestion and loss of parking in our

4. UTILIZE existing available housing, and research sites on and near campus

to prevent further degradation to the community from increasing traffic
gridlock, un-taxed use of city servicey (sewer, utilities, emergency, police
and fire agencies), elimination of open space/ natural habitat.

We, the undersigned, oppose the University of California Berkeley's 2020 Long-
Range Development Plan as seriously Mawed and harmful to our community
safety and well being. We urge UC to work with the City of Berkeley, and its
community organizations and stop further development in our neighborhoods
and adopt the alternatives for expansion we have proposed in our May 24, 2004
comment letter to Jennifer Lawrence at UC's Facilities Services.

Name Signature  , Address Telephone e-mail
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LETTER C262

SAVE SUMMIT ROAD/GRIZZLY PEAK
BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC
DEVELOPMENT/ENCROACHMENT

1. STOP Further Destruction of the Upper Strawberry Creek Watershed. UC
Berkeley is proposing to build 100 high-density (2,3 and 4-bedroom)
housing units at the intersection of Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial
Drive, i.e. the cul-de-sac at the end of lower Summit Road, along Grizzly
Peak Boulevard south of Centennial Drive (Site H1) and in the parking
terraces across from Lawrence Hall of Sclence (site H2).

2. MAINTAIN adequate firebreak and buffer zone, ready access and egress at
Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial Drive, between the regional
parklands, University of California property and our neighborhood — in the
high-risk fire zone.

3. PREVENT more traffic congestion and loss of parking in our
neighborhoods.

4. UTILIZE existing available housing, and research sites on and near campus
to prevent further degradation to the community from increasing iraffic
gridlock, un-taxed use of city services (sewer, utilities, emergency, police
and fire agencies), elimination of open space/ natural habitat.

We, the undersigned, oppose the University of California Berkeley's 2020 Long-
Range Development Plan as seriously Nawed and harmful to our community
safety and well being. We urge UC to work with the City of Berkeley, and its
community organizations and stop further development in our neighborhoods
and adopt the alternatives for expansion we have proposed in our May 24, 2004
comment letter to Jennifer Lawrence at UC's Facilities Services.

Name Signature Address  Telephone  e-mail
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SAVE SUMMIT ROAD/GRIZZLY PEAK
BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC
DEVELOPMENT

Name Address Telephone e-mail
Junsd Blurs Sl Soni g Sapch

WM E41-LPL &

@ fuo J 25 Sonuno, Gue 343 My

@’ inela. gl BE Senibd. pve. 23~ gy

bl Andbrryy Al it 845906

W ’ﬂ -‘-"If-?.[::.'.w" Al fnf!f"fﬁp

Tolbalbad. 5L 37 Seniafhe  TI9-6500
OLADIA WELSS &Eﬁé%‘ 38 Segdsy Ave . Pos -e 500 .
Lg'u”ﬂ! El!ﬂ { LE E,gg M doaeise by SYE-4514

D i Toghe 1 ﬂ;! by [ Eamcﬁlﬂ Eda-w3ip

M&m%m S Seic Mt RUyoRs
10 g tLq; M /m S’;ﬂ‘m’w:‘h& &7 - 2otds
Elizaipen; Bacsdn

Eg (2 24 e Dine. + ¥93-291




LETTER C262
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LETTER C262

SAVE SUMMIT ROAD/GRIZZLY PEAK
BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC
DEVELOPMENT/ENCROACHMENT

1. STOP Further Destruction of the Upper Strawberry Creek Watershed. UC
Berkeley is proposing to build 100 high-density (2,3 and 4-bedroom)
housing units at the intersection of Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial
Drive, i.e. the cul-de-sac at the end of lower Summit Road, along Grizzly
Peak Boulevard south of Centennial Drive (Site H1) and in the parking
terraces across from Lawrence Hall of Science (site H2).

2. MAINTAIN adequate firebreak and bulfer zone, ready access and egress at
Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial Drive, between the regional
parklands, University of California property and our neighborhoed - in the
high-risk fire zone.

3. PREVENT more traffic congestion and loss of parking in our
neighborhoods.

4. UTILIZE existing available housing, and research sites on and near campus
to prevent further degradation to the community from increasing traffic

un-taxed use of city services (sewer, utilities, emergency, police
and fire agencies), elimination of open space/ natural habitat.

We, the undersigned, oppose the University of California Berkeley's 2020 Long-
Range Development Plan as seriously Nawed and harmlul to our community
safety and well being. We urge UC to work with the City of Berkeley, and its

community organizations and stop further development in our neighborhoods
and adopt the alternatives for expansion we have proposed in our May 24, 2004
comment letter to Jennifer Lawrence at UC's Facilities Services.

Name Signature Address Telephone e-mail
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Attachment

SAVE SUMMIT ROAD/GRIZZLY PEAK
BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC
DEVELOPMENT

N Signature A Telephone e-mail
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SAVE SUMMIT ROAD/GRIZZLY PEAK
BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC
DEVELOPMENT
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Attachment

SAVE SUMMIT ROAD/GRIZZLY PEAK
BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC
DEVELOPMENT

1. STOP Further Destruction of the Upper Strawberry Creek Watershed. UC
Berkeley is proposing to build 100 high-density (2,3 and 4-bedroom)
housing units in the intersection of Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial
Drive, i.e. the cul-de-sac at the end of lower Summit Road, along Grizely
Peak Boulevard south of Centennial Drive (Site H1) and in the parking
terraces across from Lawrence Hall of Science (site H2).

2. MAINTAIN adequate firebreak and buffer zone, ready access and egress at
Grizely Peak Boulevard and Centennial Drive, between the regional
parklands, University of California property and our neighborhood - in the
high-risk fire zone.

3. PREVENT more traffic congestion and loss of parking in our
neighborhoods.

4. UTILIZE existing available housing, and research sites on and near campus
to prevent further degradation to the community from increasing traffic
gridlock, un-taxed use of city services (sewer, utilities, emergency, police
and fire agencies), elimination of open space/ natural habitat.

We, the undersigned, oppose the University of California Berkeley’s 2020 Long-
Range Development Plan as seriously Nawed and harmful to our community
safety and well being. We urge UC to work with the City of Berkeley, and its
community organizations and stop further development in our neighborhoods
and adopt the alternatives for expansion we have proposed in our May 24, 2004
comment letier to Jennifer Lawrence at UC"s Facilities Services.

Name Signature Address Telephone  e-mail
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SAVE SUMMIT ROAD/GRIZZLY PEAK
BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC
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Address Telephone  e-mail
£ wl-\n } }LTE 27Awade 5434272
Thip e zufm 7 - 189D
2 L. s
' \ : -
<) 4t 25 Avesda Dy 3 3502
Ches e duckeor 29 AreudaDr . 549 -0807
Ledd, Mowc, U024t Canpnn . 343 -7245
e 43 Avenchs QUG -L442g
_ Y hedu M, SE-IRY
o Pl i ~ 93 Aveoda . BR-0HR
kDo TRl &8 gzt 249 ~ oLLo
poncklod il . 1434 F-._ ol . B - 71HD
PAY I*.gi 515 Bug.ond 248 -919¢

97 Panosssa R L4404/

o W] ....1" fia

Attachment

SAVE SUMMIT ROAD/GRIZZLY PEAK
BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC
DEVELOPMENT/ENCROACHMENT

1. STOP Further Destruction of the Upper Strawberry Creek Watershed. UC
Berkeley is proposing to build 100 high-density (2,3 and 4-bedroom)
housing units at the intersection of Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial
Drive, .e. the cul-de-sac at the end of lower Summit Road, along Grizzly
Peak Boulevard south of Centennial Drive (Site H1) and in the parking
terraces across from Lawrence Hall of Science (site H2).

2. MAINTAIN adequate firebreak and buffer zone, ready access and egress at
Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial Drive, between the regional
parklands, University of California property and our neighborhood - in the
high-risk fire zone.

3. PREVENT more traffic congestion and loss of parking in our

neighborhoods.

4. UTILIZE existing available housing, and research sites on and near campus
to prevent further to the community from increasing traffic
gridlock, un-taxed use of city services (sewer, utilities, emergency, police
and fire agencies), elimination of open space/ natural habitat.

We, the undersigned, oppose the University of California Berkeley’s 2020 Long-
Range Development Plan as seriously flawed and harmful to our community
safety and well being. We urge UC to work with the City of Berkeley, and its
community organizations and stop further development in our neighborhoods
and adopt the alternatives for expansion we have proposed in our May 24, 2004
comment letter to Jennifer Lawrence at UC's Facilities Services.

Name Signature Address Telephone  e-mail
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BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC
DEVELOPMENT
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Attachment

SAVE SUMMIT ROAD/GRIZZLY PEAK
BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC
DEVELOPMENT/ENCROACHMENT

1. STOP Further Destruction of the Upper Strawberry Creek Watershed, UC
Berkeley is proposing to build 100 high-density (2,3 and 4-bedroom)
housing units at the intersection of Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial
Drrive, i.e. the cul-de-sac at the end of lower Summit Road, along Grizzly
Peak Boulevard south of Centennial Drive (Site H1) and in the parking
terraces across from Lawrence Hall of Science (site H2).

2. MAINTAIN adequate firebreak and buffer zone, ready access and egress at
Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial Drive, between the regional
parklands, University of California property and our neighborhood - in the
high-risk fire zone.

3. PREVENT more traffic congestion and loss of parking in our

neighborhoods.

4. UTILIZE existing available housing, and research sites on and near campus
to prevent further degradation to the community from increasing traffic
gridlock, un-taxed use of city services (sewer, utilities, emergency, police

and fire agencies), elimination of open space/ natural habitat.

We, the undersigned, oppose the University of California Berkeley’s 2020 Long-
Range Development Plan as seriously flawed and harmful to our community
safety and well being. We urge UC to work with the City of Berkeley, and its
community organizations and stop further development in our neighborhoods
and adopt the alternatives for expansion we have proposed in our May 24, 2004
comment letter to Jennifer Lawrence at UC's Facilities Services.

Name Address Telephone e-mail
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SAVE SUMMIT ROAD/GRIZZLY PEAK
BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC

DEVELOPMENT
Name - Signature Address Telephone  e-mail
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Attachment

SAVE SUMMIT ROAD/GRIZZLY PEAK
BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC
DEVELOPMENT/ENCROACHMENT

1. STOP Further Destruction of the Upper Strawberry Creek Watershed. UC
Berkeley is proposing to build 100 high-density (2,3 and 4-bedroom)
housing units at the intersection of Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial
Drive, i.e. the cul-de-sac at the end of lower Summit Road, along Grizzly
Peak Boulevard south of Centennial Drive (Site H1) and in the parking
terraces across from Lawrence Hall of Science (site H2),

2, MAINTAIN adequate firebreak and buffer zone, ready access and egress at
Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial Drive, between the regional
parklands, University of California property and our neighborhood — in the
high-risk fire zone.

3. PREVENT more traffic congestion and loss of parking in our
neighborhoods.

4. UTILIZE existing available housing, and research sites on and near campus
to prevent further degradation to the community from increasing traffic
gridlock, un-taxed use of city services (sewer, utilities, emergency, police
and fire agencies), elimination of open space/ natural habitat.

We, the undersigned, oppose the University of California Berkeley's 2020 Long-
Range Development Plan as seriously flawed and harmful io our community
safety and well being. We urge UC to work with the City of Berkeley, and its
community organizations and stop further development in our neighborhoods
and adopt the alternatives for expansion we have proposed in our May 24, 2004
comment letter to Jennifer Lawrence at UC's Facilities Services.

Name Signature Address Telephone e-mail i
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Attachment

SAVE GRIZZLY PEAK BOULEVARD/SUMMIT
ROAD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC
DEVELOPMENT/ENCROACHMENT

L. STOP Further Destruction of the Upper Strawberry Creek Watershed. UC
Berkeley is proposing to build 100 high-density (2,3 and 4-bedroom)
housing units at the intersection of Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial
Drrive, i.e. the cul-de-sac at the end of lower Summit Road, along Grizzly
Peak Boulevard south of Centennial Drive (Site HI) and in the parking
terraces across from Lawrence Hall of Science (site H2).

2. MAINTAIN adequate firchreak and buffer zone, ready access and egress at
Grizzly Peak Boulevard and Centennial Drive, between the regional
parklands, University of California property and our neighborhood — in the
high-risk fire zone.

3. PREVENT more traffic congestion and loss of parking in our
neighborhoods.

4. UTILIZE existing available housing, and research sites on and near campus
to prevent further degradation to the community from increasing traffic
gridlock, un-taxed use of city services (sewer, utilities, emergency, police
and fire agencies), elimination of open spacef natural habitat.

We, the undersigned, oppose the University of California Berkeley's 2020 Long-
Range Development Plan as seriously Mawed and harmful to our community s
safety and well being. We urge UC to work with the City of Berkeley, and its
community organizations and stop further development in our neighborhoods
and adopt the alternatives for expansion we have proposed in our May 24, 2004
comment letter to Jennifer Lawrence at UC's Facilities Services.
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Attachment

SAVE SUMMIT ROAD/GRIZZLY PEAK
BOULEVARD NEIGHBORHOOD FROM UC

DEVELOPMENT
Name _Signature Add Telephone e-mail
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UNIVERSITY OF CALIFORNIA, BERKELEY
2020 LRDP FINAL EIR
11.2C ORGANIZATION & INDIVIDUAL COMMENTS

11.2C.262 RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C262

Most of the topics in this letter are covered in Thematic Response 8. The responses
below also address more specific concerns articulated in this letter.

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS C262-1 AND C262-2

See Thematic Response 8 regarding seismicity and hydrology in the Hill Campus. Section
B.1.5 of the Technical Appendices discusses why the faults and contact zones in the Hill
Campus, except for the Hayward Fault, are considered inactive. 'The only fault in the Hill
Campus designated as an Alquist-Priolo Fault Zone by the California Geological Survey
(previously called the Division of Mines and Geology) is the Hayward Fault.

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C262-3
See Thematic Response 8 regarding emergency access in the Hill Campus.

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C262-4

The writer’s comment is noted, although the Summit Road neighborhood is also
adjacent to Tilden Regional Park, which also provides substantial open space for disaster
staging.

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C262-5

The writet’s point is unclear regarding the maintenance of Grizzly Peak Boulevard as a
firebreak, since no changes are proposed to this roadway as part of the 2020 LRDP, but
the issue of emergency access on Centennial Drive is revisited in Thematic Response 8.

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C262-6
See Thematic Response 8 regarding University parking.

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS C262-7 THRU C262-8

As noted in Thematic Response 8, faculty housing in the Hill Campus has been deleted
from the 2020 LRDP, although the characterization of UC Berkeley faculty as homoge-
neous and uninterested in the community is unsupported by either current facts or civic

history.

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C262-9

In this comment the writer seems to argue it would be better for University faculty to
live in other residential districts adjacent to the campus, because they would be prefer-
able to the students who live there now. However, this would seem to be a moot point
since, as explained in Thematic Response 8, faculty housing in the Hill Campus has been
deleted from the 2020 LRDP.

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C262-10
Historical patterns suggest the current vacancy rates in Berkeley are a temporary
phenomenon. However, as noted in section 3.1.8:

Because the state provides no funds for University housing, the entite cost of
housing construction, operation, and maintenance must be supported by rent
revenues. Our goals to improve the amount and quality of housing must there-
fore be balanced by the need to keep rents at reasonable levels, and avoid
building surplus capacity. The 2020 targets, and the pace at which we achieve
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them, may be adjusted in the future to reflect changes in market conditions and
the demand for University housing.

The writer advocates “long-term contracts”, presumably leases, with private landlords as
a means to secure housing for faculty. This strategy not only achieves no improvement
in the amount and quality of Berkeley housing, but would also remove existing taxable
property from the tax rolls, since property leased by the University is exempt from
property taxes.

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C262-1 1
The writer’s comment is noted.

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C262-12
The Richmond Field Station is not within the scope of the 2020 LRDP because, as

<«

stated in section 3.1.2, it is “... sufficiently distant and different enough from the
Campus Park and its environs to merit separate environmental review.” The 1990-2005

LRDP also excludes it.

Richmond Field Station, due in part to its bayfront location and in part to its long
history as an industrial site, presents very complex environmental issues for develop-
ment in general and residential development in particular. While the University concurs
the site may have longterm potential, further study is required before the nature and
magnitude of this potential can be characterized.

Although Alternative L-3 of the EIR does present a scenario in which a portion of
future research growth is housed at Richmond Field Station rather than on and around
the Campus Park, this alternative does not fully meet the objectives of the 2020 LRDP,
as explained in section 5.1.3. The principle of contiguity of academic programs is a core
principle of the UC Berkeley Strategic Academic Plan, and the 2020 LRDP reflects this
principle by locating 90-100% of new program space on ot adjacent to the Campus
Park.

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS C262-13 AND C262-14
See Thematic Response 6 regarding the relationship of UC Berkeley to Lawrence
Berkeley National Laboratory.

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C262-15
The writer’s comment is noted. The horizon year for this Long Range Development
Plan is 2020; at that time, a new or updated LRDP would be expected.

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C262-16

Study Intersection 10 in figure F.2-1 of the Draft EIR, Volume 2 is the intersection of
Gtizzly Peak Blvd and Centennial Drive/Golf Course Road. The writet’s opinion that
the peak volumes may be higher is noted.

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C262-17

The current rate for University parking in the Hill Campus is not $100 but $59.50 per
month, compared to $81.50-$113 per month for spaces on and around the Campus
Park. Pre-tax purchase further reduces the net cost of these spaces by 12%-46%,
depending on the tax bracket of the purchaser.
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The Mathematical Sciences Research Institute occupies its site and buildings under a
lease with the Regents of the University of California. A new lease is scheduled to
commence on the date of substantial completion and delivery of the building addition
now under construction, and to run for a period of 25 years. The parking designated for
MSRI is included as part of the leased premises, and the University does not receive any
further payment for parking beyond the consideration in the lease.

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C262-18

In comment C262-17 and C262-18, the writer implies that an increase in permit parking
fees has led to a reduction in available parking in the surrounding neighborhood. That
concern is noted. The University strives to provide an exemplary alternative transit
program to entice commuters; see Thematic Response 10. Further, difficulty finding
parking is not universally considered an “impact” -- see for example the comments and
responses at letter B7a, in particular comments B7a-68 and B7a-069 eatlier in this FEIR.

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C262-19

University parking, like University housing, receives no funds from the state. The entire
cost of parking construction, operation, and maintenance must be supported through
fees and other revenues. These same revenues also support many alternative transporta-
tion programs. The University is unable to offer free staff parking. Further, offering
free staff parking would conflict with City policies to encourage use of transit and other
alternatives to single-occupant vehicles.

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C262-20

This intersection was one of the 74 at which AM and PM peak hour traffic counts were
conducted for the 2020 LRDP. The results are presented under intersection #10 in
appendices F.2 and F.3 of the EIR.

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C262-21
As explained in Thematic Response 8, faculty housing in the Hill Campus has been
deleted from the 2020 LRDP.

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C262-22
The University has no relationship to the private company that publishes these maps.
However, we have located the company and informed them of their mistake.

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS C262-23 AND C262-24

As explained in Thematic Response 8, faculty housing in the Hill Campus has been
deleted from the 2020 LRDP. While some new program space could be built in the Hill
Campus under the 2020 LRDP, it would be served directly by Centennial Drive, and
there is no evidence to indicate it would compromise emergency egress on Grizzly Peak
Boulevard.

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS C262-25 THRU C262-28
As explained in Thematic Response 8, faculty housing in the Hill Campus has been
deleted from the 2020 LRDP.

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C262-29
See response C262-12. While the University has initiated conversations with developers
to explore alternative futures for the Richmond Field Station, as of July 2004 no
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agreement has been made with any developer, and no project has yet been defined to a
level of detail adequate to support environmental analysis.

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C262-30
See response C262-10.

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS C262-31 AND C262-32
See Thematic Response 8 regarding hydrology and seismicity.

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS C262-33 AND C262-34

As noted in section 3.1.15, UC Berkeley has an ongoing program of fire fuel manage-
ment in the Hill Campus, including “... replacement of high-hazard introduced species
with native species: for example, the restoration of native grassland and oak-bay
woodland through the eradication of invasive exotics (broom, acacia, pampas grass) and
the replacement of aged monterey pines and second-growth eucalyptus.” The writer’s
concern over the specific cluster of eucalyptus has been conveyed to UC Berkeley’s
Manager of Emergency Planning and Fire Mitigation for future consideration.

UC Berkeley participates in the Hills Emergency Forum, a multi-agency organization
that coordinates fuel management, emergency preparedness, and evacuation planning on
the East Bay Hills. The Forum includes the California Department of Forestry, the
Cities of Berkeley, Oakland, and El Cerrito, East Bay Municipal Utility District, East Bay
Regional Park District, Lawrence Berkeley National Laboratory, and UC Berkeley.

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS C262-35 AND C262-36

As explained in Thematic Response 8, faculty housing in the Hill Campus has been
deleted from the 2020 LRDP. Since both comments pertain to “high density housing”,
we presume they are now resolved.

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C262-37

Although faculty housing in the Hill Campus has been deleted from the 2020 LRDP, as
noted above, the traffic analysis conducted for the EIR found no significant impact on
the intersection of Grizzly Peak and Centennial due to the 2020 LRDP.
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