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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 writer’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 entire 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 C262-11 
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 or 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 
Grizzly Peak Blvd and Centennial Drive/Golf Course Road.  The writer’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-69 earlier 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. 


