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1 COMMISSIONER PARKER: Welcome to the 

2 Planning Commission Draft E.I.R. Public Comment 

3 Meeting. Our meeting is open at this time, but 

4 presently there are no speakers, and so we will 

5 VOICE: Wait. 

6 COMMISSIONER PARKER: Wait, and this 

7 the meeting is actually is starting at 7:00. So 

8 please feel free to come on down . Thank you. 

9 (Whereupon, from 7:01 P.M. until 

10 7:14P.M., a recess was taken.) 

11 COMMISSIONER PARKER: Hello . This 

12 is the Planning Commission Draft E.I.R. Public 

13 Comment Meeting, and presently we have no one who 

14 is speaking. So if you want to come down and 

15 introduce yourself and make some public comment, 

16 we'd love to hear from you. Thank you. 

17 (Whereupon, from 7:15 P.M. until 

18 7:32P.M., a recess was taken.) 

19 COMMISSIONER PARKER: Welcome. This 

20 is the Planning Commission Draft E.I.R. Public 

21 Comment Meeting. Presently there is no one here. 

22 Please feel free to come down, and -- and we'll be 

23 waiting for you. Thank you. 

24 (Whereupon, f rom 7:32 P.M. until 

25 7:46P.M., a recess was taken.) 
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1 COMMISSIONER PARKER: Hello. This 

2 is the Baylands Draft E.I.R. Public Comment 

3 Meeting. The Public Comment Meeting is now 

4 underway; however, no comments have been received. 

5 We will keep the Community Room open until 9:30 

6 P.M. to accept comments. So if you wish, please 

7 come down. 

8 Thank you very much, and upcoming 

9 meetings are going to be Thursday at 7:00P.M., 

10 October 24; and then the following Tuesday, 

11 October 29, at seven o'clock; and we welcome you 

12 to come and make public comments. Thank you very 

13 much. 

14 MICHELE SALMON: Okay. Michele 

15 Salmon, Baylands resident. I was home, watching 
E 
8 
u . 16 ~ 

~ 
on T.V . I was very surprised that there was 

0. 

• 
~ 

~ 
17 absolutely no people in the audience, waiting to 

M 
<0 

~ 18 speak; and I was home, reading the D.A. -- the 
0 

" "' 19 z 
w 
Q_ 

draft E.I.R . in preparation for the ecology 
® 

20 committee. 

21 Well, I thought, "Well, this is a 

22 perfect opportunity to not have to write up my own 

23 comments but let them be transcribed and also to 

24 point out some things that maybe we won't point 

25 out in the committee." 
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1 First of all, I was surprised 

2 because in on in Chapter 1, there is 

3 discrepancies between the number of million square 

4 feet that are mentioned in the various plans and 

5 the tables; and I'm wondering why there's a 

6 discrepancy between you mentioning 7.7 million 

7 square feet; 8.1 million square feet; and the 

8 various tables. 

9 I feel that, throughout the entire 

10 document that I've read so far, many of the 

11 project site descriptions have been lacking in 

12 detail. 

13 They have not been what I would 

14 consider to be complete, and maybe because of 

15 that, the analysis may not be as complete as it 
E 
8 
~ 

~ 16 
~ 

should be; and it's one of the -- those 
~ 
~ 17 ~ 
~ 

double-edge sword things where you've lived in a 
n w 
0 18 ~ place for a really long time where you know what 
o 
< 
0 19 z w 
~ 

was there and you know - - and you've seen the 
® 

20 different changes. 

21 Some of the examples that come to 

22 mind are the discrepancies between the site 

23 characterizations. For example, there's no 

24 mention of Van Waters & Rogers's 50-year occupancy 

25 along the lagoon . 
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1 The lagoon is part of the site, and 

2 Van Waters & Rogers put a tremendous amount of 

3 pollutants into the lagoon into the early years 

4 fluorescent yellow for the amount of affluent that 

5 they put into the lagoon; and yet I don't see 

6 anywhere where they've tested any part of the 

7 lagoon for contaminants and hazards, and yet in 

8 the draft E.I.R. there's mentions about 

9 possibility of recreational activities in the 

10 lagoon; and I feel that that would be extremely 

11 unwise without further testing. 

12 So I'm wondering why -- why this was 

13 not addressed in the draft E.I.R. I question 

14 again, as I've questioned before, why the Notice 

15 of Preparation goes to the 2010 date and not the 

16 2012 date or the 2006 date . 

17 This has been asked, but one of my 

18 concerns are how the situation's changed a lot 

19 from 2006 until 2010 in particular with the soils 

20 processing and soils recycling activities that 

21 have been going on out there. 

22 I also -- sorry. I wasn't really 

23 prepared to speak, but I'm going to anyway. Just 

24 running through, one of the things in Section --

25 on Page 2 dash 6, it says sustainable development 
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1 is simply defined as development that meets the 

2 needs of the present without compromising the 

3 ability of future generations to meet their own 

4 needs. 

5 I think that's a very simplistic 

6 view of sustainability, and I think there needs to 

7 be a lot more definition around that because I 

8 don't think that any part of this project is 

9 sustainable for future generations, and so I 

10 question where they derived their definition of 

11 sustainable development and what makes them think 

12 that this is sustainable. 

13 The -- on Page 2.9, Section DOT, it 

14 comes under sustainable living. It says include 

15 sufficient residential proximity to transit and 

16 jobs to create a sustainable community to support 

17 retail and encourages the use of walking and 

18 public transportation to minimize the use of 

19 impact of private automobiles, and yet that is 

20 inconsistent with the general plan. 

21 And as I looked at the plan, there 

22 was not much encouragement of the use of walking 

23 in public transportation, in particular walking 

24 and bicycles because there's still only two 

25 overcrossings of the railroad tracks -- one at 
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1 Bayshore Station and the other being Tunnel Road. 

2 So that doesn't encourage much 

3 circulation of walking or bicycles, and also 

4 No. 6 -- it says development of distinctive 

5 high-quality neighborhoods that accommodate 

6 regional housing demands and contribute the 

7 housing strong sense of space. 

8 I don't understand why they think 

9 that this would accommodate regional housing 

10 demands, and it is also inconsistent with the 

11 general plan. One of the things that I think is 

12 really challenging, and they mention it lightly in 

13 significant unavoidable impacts of the proposed 

14 project site development. 

15 The project would generate 
E 
8 

~ 16 construction emissions that would result in a 
~ 

~ 
~ 17 
~ 

cumulative considerable net increase of criteria 
m 
~ 

~ 
~ 

~ 18 pollutants and precursors for which the air basin 
~ 
~ 
~ 19 z w 
~ 

in nonattainment under applicable ambient quality 
® 

20 standards, but a lot of the different things that 

21 they've put is in here is on a per capita basis, 

22 and I'm wondering why they're choosing a per 

23 capita basis when really we should be looking at 

24 overall cumulative negat i ve impacts to the 

25 environment and not on a per capita basis . 
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1 Look on it as a per capita basis, I 

2 believe encourages overpopulation of the area and 

3 beyond sustainability, and I think that comes up 

4 quite a bit when you talk about the different uses 

5 that they -- that they have. 

6 One thing that I'm concerned about 

7 is that many of the things in the draft E.I.R. 

8 maybe it's not the place that it addresses it, but 

9 what it would pay for the various infrastructures 

10 and when there's housing involved, the burden 

11 falls on the public; and when there's not, I 

12 believe the burden falls more on the developer, 

13 and that really is not addressed. 

14 Maybe that's not supposed to be 

15 addressed here, but it certainly should be looked 
~ 
~ 

f 16 at . In Chapter 3 project description was an area 
~ 
~ 17 ~ 
~ 

where I really felt it had started to be lacking. 
~ 

~ 18 In 3.1 it talks about the regional 
0 
~ 
~ 19 z 
~ 
~ 

setting on the Visitacion Valley neighborhood of 
® 

20 San Francisco that joins the northwestern border 

21 of the Baylands. 

22 Candlestick Park is a half mile 

23 northeast of Brisbane. Of course, that won't be 

24 there anymore once this site won't be there next 

25 year -- the year after when after they blow it up, 
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1 but there's inconsistency here with the map; and 
' I 

2 then talking about it adjoining the neighborhood 

3 where it is -- in actuality it does not, on that 

4 site, adjoin the neighborhood. 

5 The San Francisco part of the 

6 project does join a neighborhood, but the Brisbane 

7 part does not really adjoin any neighborhood at 

8 this time. 

9 They -- I don't feel that they 

10 adequately addressed the seasonal wetlands in the 

11 western portion of the site. 

12 They sort of mention, but there is a 

13 lot of wetlands in the western and southern parts 

14 of the site in particular near the machinery and 

15 equipment place and also in what's been referred 
~ 

~ 16 to as the "Glory Hole," where the roundhouse with 

i 
~ 17 
~ 

the -- in turntable for the engines used to be. 
~ 
~ 

~ 

~ 18 It's a large deep hole in the ground 
D 
~ 
~ 19 z w 
~ 

that has had seasonal and almost year-round 
® 

20 wetlands, and that I don't see anywhere in the 

21 draft E.I.R. where that was addressed. 

22 On Page 3.8 it mentions the 1906 

23 earthquake. The area was filled primarily with 

24 demolition rubble. It doesn't specify where the 

25 demolition rubble came from or whether it was from 
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1 the 1906 earthquake or not. It's my 

2 understanding, from photographs that I've seen 

3 from the -- from Chris Hart's rails project, that 

4 perhaps this is a mischaracterization also. 

5 Also on 3.8 it says, after the 

6 closure of the landfill in 1967, the area is 

7 buried with 20 to 30 feet cover of soil; and were 

8 lands used for soil and construction material 

9 since the 1980's, the landfill was actually never 

10 officially closed, and I think that's another 

11 mischaracterization of the site. 

12 On Page 3.12 it talks about, upon 

13 completion of disposal operations refuge, fill 

14 materials were covered with earth and other inert 

15 debris since closure of the landfill in 1967 
~ 
~ . 16 ~ 

~ 
recycled filled in insert construction have been 

~ 

f 
~ 17 ro 

~ 
placed on large portions of the site, which has 

~ 

~ 18 been used to consolidate refuse within the 
a 
< 
~ 19 z w 
~ 

landfill; and actually this has not much placed on 
® 

20 this site really until 1980's. 

21 So in 1967 when the landfill wasn't 

22 actually closed until the late 1980's and in 

23 particular not really until after 2000, there 

24 wasn't much dirt placed on the site. 

25 It was actually used for Champion 
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1 Speedway and the Brisbane Flea Market and numerous 

2 other uses that have not been mentioned at all 

3 that I can find in the draft E.I.R. in particular 

4 Champion Speedway that was at a raceway that had 

5 destruction derbies, and I don't know if you are 

6 familiar with destruction derbies; but destruction 

7 derbies are where they would take a hundred cars 

8 and smash until all into each other and destroy 

9 them, and basically all of the oil and debris and 

10 everything would just soak right into the earth, 

11 and there's no mention of that in this -- in the 

12 characterization. 

13 I don't understand why the landfill 

14 has not had to be closed -- officially closed. 

15 Even at this late date, it seems that that was 
E 
8 
"0 

t 16 1967 '77, '87, '97, 2007. Boy, that's forty 

~ • 
m 17 
"' 

forty -- 47 years, and the landfill is -- still 
~ 
~ 
~ 18 isn't officially closed; and I'm wondering why. 
0 
<( 
(!) 19 z 
w 

Then it talks about the former 
Q_ 

® 
20 Southern Pacific Railyard, but I didn't find 

21 anything that mentioned about the bone-rendering 

22 plant that was in that area. Growing up, that was 

23 an extremely stinky proposition and a lot of 

24 materials, and it was just horrible. 

25 You could hardly drive by there, and 

BONNIE L. WAGNER & ASSOCIATES (415) 982 - 4849 11 



( 

E 
8 

I 
~ 

1 I know that there had to be some kind of impact 

2 from having a bone rendering right there on the 

3 site; and yet there is no mention of it at all, 

4 and I'm surprised at that. There's no mention of 

5 whether they talk about historical resources. 

6 There's no mention of -- there's a brick building 

7 on Industrial Way. 

8 That's been there for a very, very 

9 long time and is in use right now. I saw a "For 

10 Lease" or a "For Sale" sign on it, and there's no 

11 mention of that; and there's really not a lot of 

12 mention of some of the other possibilities of 

13 finding any, shall I say, Native American sites. 

14 There's probably a small likelihood; 

15 but as we all know, a couple of years ago, when 

16 they excavated to put in the sewer extension over 

17 by the on-ramp to Candlestick Park, they 

18 discovered two buried flatbed Schooners like the 

19 Alma. 

20 So there's no mention of any 

21 possibility of finding any archaeological or 

22 anthropological things when they talk about the 

23 historic of the site, and I'm wondering why there 

24 hasn't been any mention o f that at all. Exist i ng 

25 project site land ownership on Page 3 dash 24 --

BONNIE L. WAGNER & ASSOCIATES (4 1 5) 982 - 4849 12 



1 it says shown on Figure 3.8. U.P.C. owns a vast 
f 

I 

2 majority and lagoon portions of the site. 

3 Consistently asked for a list of all 

4 of the land owners of the site, the people who 

5 actually own the land, not leaseholders or other 

6 agreements; and I have yet to see an actual list 

7 of all of the land owners of the project site or 

8 the whole site, and I don't know why, but I would 

9 like to see that in the draft E.I.R. -- an actual 

10 list of all of the land owners. 

11 One thing that concerns me a lot is 

12 they talk a lot about the oversight at B.C.D.C., 

13 and yet in the definitions that the B.C.D.C. has a 

14 very limited amount of land that they are 

15 responsible for, and I'm wondering who's 
E 
8 

l 16 responsible for the other parts of the oversight. 
~ • 
m 17 ro 

~ 
Again, the Table 3 dash 2-C is 

M w 
6 
~ 18 inconsistent in terms of the number of square feet 
0 
< 
~ 19 z w 
~ 

listed in its site compared to the site 
® 

20 descriptions. One thing that's not discussed and 

21 is a huge problem already is the wind shadow of 

22 the -- of the proposed site. 

23 Already the large piles of dirt are 

24 creating a wind shadow over San Francisco Bay and 

25 affecting the wind surfers there, and I wonder 
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1 what else is affecting the birds. 

2 The amount of siltation -- there's a 

3 huge amount of dust coming off of the site 

4 currently. That's already been beginning to 

5 affect siltation in the little cove there at 

6 Candlestick, and also I think it's affecting 

7 siltation in our own marina because all of the 

8 dirt coming off of the site is going right into 

9 the bay. 

10 There's a huge amount of dust on the 

11 road that leads from the soils processing and the 

12 soils recycling to the freeway on-ramp, and then 

13 and all of that dirt and dust gets stirred up 

14 every time a truck goes by, and it goes right into 

15 the air and into the bay; and so there's another 
E 
8 
u . 16 ~ . section here that talks about oversight and all of 
~ 

~ • 
~ 

17 the different entities, and I'm wondering if all 

~ 
~ 18 entities are looked, clearly defined in the 
~ 
~ 
~ 

19 z 
w 
~ 

appendices and where -- who has oversight over 
® 

20 each agency and what enforcement mechanisms there 

21 are that for each agencies for the next 50 years. 

22 On the community-proposed plan that 

23 they talk about a lot, I'd like to know who paid 

24 for the studies. 

25 I think that should be clearly 
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1 outlined in the draft E.I.R. because I do feel 

2 that it wasn't really a community-derived plan 

3 or - - well, it was derived; but what methodology 

4 used to derive it is another story because I don't 

5 know anyone who is a community member that 

6 attended those workshops that agreed with building 

7 12 million square feet or even 8 million square 

8 feet on the Baylands, and so I'd like to know why 

9 they call it the community-proposed plan who paid 

10 for it, and were there conflicts of interest? 

11 On the charts on Figure 3 dash 13 , 

12 I'm finding not all of the colors in the key. 

13 It's very hard to read, and that should really be 

14 clarified. It on Page 3 dash 44, it talks 

15 about kayak rentals near the lagoon area as a 
§ 

l 16 possible use of public open space and open space 

~ 
~ 17 connection to the wetlands. 
~ 
M 
~ 

~ 18 There again the lagoon is not 
0 
< 
~ 19 z w 
~ 

suitable for kayak use; it's too shallow in many 
® 

20 places, and there has been no studies that they 

21 could find about the possible - - the probable 

22 amount of really hazardous materials that are in 

23 the lagoon that are probably right now covered 

24 over by siltation, but as soon as they're 

25 disturbed that, I think you'll say there's a 
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1 problem there. 

2 Van Waters & Rogers used that site 

3 for 50 years, and they were a very heavy 

4 polluter. A lot long before a lot of modern day, 

5 shall we say, rules and regulations were in 

6 effect. They were pretty much allowed to dump 

7 whatever they wanted; and they did, and the lagoon 

8 is highly contaminated, and the whole site around 

9 Van Waters & Rogers is just contaminated. 

10 The -- one of the other things that 

11 I noticed is they don't talk anything about the 

12 instability of the backside of Tulare Hill, and 

13 while that is not part of the project site, it 

14 does have impact on the project site because 

15 historically landslides from the backside of 
§ 
u 

16 m 
~ 

~ 

Tulare Hill actually intruded onto the project 
~ 

~ 
~ 17 ~ 
~ 
~ 

site in the lagoon; and I find that that's a huge 
~ 

~ 
~ 18 sort of area that really should be taken into 
0 
~ 
~ 19 z w 
~ 

consideration for the project site because, when 
® 

20 we talked about seismology, which I also felt was 

21 inadequate, it did not cover any of the seismology 

22 surrounding the lagoon; the landfill of the 

23 lagoon; and the potential hazards to the lagoon. 

24 From the backside of Tulare Hill and 

25 the hazards of the railroad tracks to the backside 
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1 of Tulare Hill, that's a very unstable piece of 
f 

2 land, and that has not been addressed in here. 

3 On Page 3 dash 53 under delete 

4 references to former owner of U.P.C. property, if 

5 there was a former owner of the U.P.C. property, 

6 I'm wondering if there was a tax change of 

7 ownership under proposition of 13. There should 

8 have been a tax change. 

9 If indeed the property changed 

10 ownership, I'm questioning what it says. Modify 

11 policy 38 dash 1 roadway level of service 

12 standards what does that mean exactly? 

13 Also on Page 3 dash 53, it says 

14 delete general plan policy 3.00.1, which prohibits 

15 housing within the Baylands. I don't think that 
E 
8 
~ 16 ~ 
~ 

that was a good idea; but very right below, it 

I 
m 17 
~ 

says the phrase, "not to exceed six stories in 
~ 
~ 

~ 18 height." With the phrase "not to exceed 40 feet 
~ 
~ 
~ 19 z 
w 
~ 

in height," I think that needs to be defined where 
® 

20 the height is from. 

21 We've obviously had a problem with 

22 that in the past, defining where the starting 

23 place is for a height, especially in the Baylands. 

24 So I think that needs to be clearly defined from 

25 height like sea level and not just a height from 
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1 somewhere , and I'm wondering why they didn't 
( 

2 define that better . 

3 I'm also concerned about shading of 

4 the bay. There was a lot of talk about viewsheds 

5 and the viewsheds from Brisbane toward the bay, 

6 but real l y there's minimal talk about the 

7 viewsheds from the bay towards the mountain and 

8 towards Brisbane; and already in the viewshed 

9 towards the mountain is severely impacted by the 

10 piles and piles of soil in the Baylands processing 

11 and soils-recycling area , and I saw a lot of the 

12 bay and look from San Bruno mountain from the bay, 

13 and I'm wondering why this hasn't been addressed 

14 more adequately and why we're not talking --

15 looking at equal viewsheds from the bay from wind 
E 
8 

~ 16 
~ 

surfers' perspective; from people driving on the 
~ • • 
~ 17 
$ 

freeway perspective; and from people who sail. 

~ 18 ~ That's a very important viewpoint 
0 
< 
0 19 z w 
~ 

from looking at the mountain, and that hasn't been 
9 

20 adequately addressed, I don't think. I think it 

21 needs to be. 

22 On Page 3 dash 62, this is also all 

23 still under project description, which, I think, 

24 will really felt was not adequate and not really 

25 addressing the project -- the actual project. 
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1 It talks about pedestrian and 

2 bicycle paths, and it says enhanced pedestrian 

3 street crossings are proposed in the specific plan 

4 to provide traffic-calming effects and reduced 

5 distances at pedestrian crossings streets by using 

6 curb extensions, etcetera, etcetera; but I'm 

7 really understanding -- not understanding how this 

8 works because it kind of conflicts with the very 

9 next sentence, which says the specific plan 

10 proposes one pedestrian overcrossing over the Cal 

11 Train right of way and Tunnel Avenue for 

12 pedestrian and bicyclists, and I'm not sure: 

13 How does this promote pedestrians' 

14 circulation and bicycle circulation? That's a 

15 huge area with only the two basically existing 
E 
8 

l 16 crossings, and it goes on the next place to talk 
' ' ' m 17 
~ 

~ 
about the same thing . I'm very concerned. It 

~ 
0 18 ~ talks about the water agreement and being able to 
0 
~ 
~ 19 z w 
~ 

supply water for the Baylands. 
® 

20 This is on 3 dash 66, and I'm not 

21 sure that the water agreement would actually go 

22 through because there's -- I'm not sure that 

23 there's a lot of inducement for the Modesto Air 

24 Irrigation District to accept the conditions that 

25 the Oakdale Irrigation wants, and I'm wondering 
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1 what other contractual agreements have been made 
r 

2 already against this same quantity of water and 

3 what happens when that quantity of water is not 

4 available especially during drought years and the 

5 corning extreme water shores of that California is 

6 facing. 

7 So I don't see what other 

8 contractual agreements and commitments have been 

9 made against this water, and I think that should 

10 be included in the draft E.I.R. so that we have 

11 a -- or in the E.I.R. so that we -- we have a 

12 really clear picture of who we'll be competing 

13 with for what would be a finite amount of water. 

14 I think it's important to explain on 

15 Page 3 dash 68. There's remedial sections, and it 
E 
8 

l 16 says, "While the need of ongoing remediation and 
~ 
~ 17 ro 
~ 

fill yard does not result under any of the 
w 

~ 

~ 18 proposed," etcetera, etcetera, I'm wondering why 
0 
~ 
~ z 19 w 
~ 

they don't already have to do this with or without 
® 

20 any development. 

21 They bought a site that is 

22 basically should be a super-fund site, and I'm 

23 wondering why all of the cleanup is contingent 

24 upon them being able to develop it . 

25 They knew what they were buying and 
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1 as a health hazard even in its current state, and 

2 as a matter of fact, it's a big health hazard in 

3 its current state; and I don't understand why 

4 that's not being addressed already and why they 

5 don't have to do a minimum level of safety cleanup 

6 even without any development at all; and I don't 

7 see where that's really addressed; and on Page 3 

8 dash 69 to bring the former Brisbane landfill in 

9 compliance with the appropriate portions of 

10 Title 27 and to establish, et cetera, et cetera 

11 and I'm not sure why they don't already have to do 

12 that. 

13 Why do we have to wait to have that 

14 cleaning done? That's not clearly explained. 

15 
E 
8 

Should already be -- being done. It should have 

I 16 
~ 
~ 
~ 

been being done over the last 47 years, and I -- I 

m 17 w 
~ don't see why we should be held hostage, and it's 
~ 

~ 18 
o 

not adequately explained why this isn't already 
~ 
a 
2 w 19 ~ being done. 

® 

20 On 3 dash 670 it talks about 

21 remedial actions. Under O.U. 2 it represents a 

22 range potential technologies for remediating these 

23 areas to meet cleanup levels acceptable for 

24 proposed future development, but I have to 

25 question: How well were these potential 
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1 technologies tested? 

2 I am also is one of the potential 

3 technologies just to cement everything over 

4 because it was my understanding that that's 

5 basically what they're doing in the San Francisco 

6 section -- is they're just bearing it all and 

7 covering it with concrete, and there will be 

8 actually no plant to soil; plant to actual native 

9 soil, or natural soil; or uncontained soil. 

10 There will be no plant to soil 

11 contact in that area. Every tree; every blade of 

12 grass will be, if above ground, container; and it 

13 talks about the soil in the San Mateo portion 

14 of O.U. 1 has not yet been remediated. That's 

15 on Page 3 dash 71, but they're already moving dirt 
E 
8 

l 16 through there. 
• ~ 
m 17 ~ m So it's kind of a concern, and then 
w 

~ 
0 

18 ~ under landfill area -- again, under care and 
0 
< 
0 

~ 19 ~ project description, it says proposed grade for 
@ 

20 the former landfill areas based on large amount of 

21 the existing landfill area. 

22 It says 18 to 30 inches over a 

23 20-year period -- is amount of sediment and finish 

24 grades, et cetera; and I'd like to know how all of 

25 this was calculated because when it talks about 18 
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( 

E 
8 

l 
I 

1 to 30 year -- 30 inches subsidence over a 20-year 

2 period, it seems to me that the subsidence today 

3 has been a lot more than that; and I'm wondering 

4 if they've actually tested the subsidence and 

5 measured the subsidence in this area, or are they 

6 modeling it off of some other area? 

7 It seems to me that a lot of the 

8 of them statistics and remediation remedies 

9 recommended in this are based on areas other than 

10 Brisbane and not our unique set of 

11 characteristics. I found this to be really true 

12 when I read the noise section. 

13 They didn't really not take into 

14 account the unique characteristics of Brisbane's 

15 bowl shaped and how vibration travels here, and 

16 I'm wondering how much testing has actually been 

17 done, and could they please state how much testing 

18 has actually been done here on site with these 

19 current conditions? 

20 One thing that most people don't 

21 realize is that San Bruno mountain has a lot of 

22 crystals as very crystal in structure. So it 

23 vibrates differently than the surrounding areas. 

24 It's different than the church underlaying San 

25 Francisco. 
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1 It's different because of this high 

2 crystalline structure . It's one of the reasons 

3 why it's so disturbing -- why the airplanes go 

4 over and vibrate the mountain. When you live here 

5 a long time, you actually understand that. 

6 I don't think that any testing has 

7 been done on our mountain, but it will react to a 

8 lot of these different things - - in particular 

9 sound, vibration, et cetera. I didn't really read 

10 much yet about the former railyard and how they're 

11 going to work on the sediment issue of the 

12 subsidence of the earth, but the transport via 

13 truck on Tunnel Avenue on Bayshore Boulevard would 

14 require approximately 173,400 truck trips. 

15 That's a huge amount of truck trips, 
E 
8 

I 16 and I'm wondering: Has that really been analyzing 
3 
~ 

* 
17 what the temporary impact that would be on the 

~ 
0 

~ 18 traffic and the community and the dust level? 
0 
~ 
0 
~ 19 ~ Just the amount of trucks that I deal with every 
® 

20 day getting onto the freeway at Candlestick is 

21 horrific. So I'm really concerned about that. 

22 Under Section Equity Issues on 3 

23 dash 74, they said, "Incorporate significant open 

24 space and related improvements." 

25 I'd like open space to be very 
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1 clearly defined. Do you mean open paved space? 

2 Do you mean open space that surrounded on four 

3 signs by a building? Do you mean open space 

4 that's open on one side and enclosed on three 

5 sides, or do you mean open space that's not 

6 enclosed on any sides? 

7 I think that really very clearly 

8 needs to be defined, and I didn't see where that 

9 was defined at the level that I'd like to see it 

10 defined. 

11 Right now we have a very large house 

12 that is under people want to know whether 

( 13 they're going to be able to build it, and they 

14 have a 650 square feet courtyard that's included 

15 on four sides that they're considering is open 
E 
8 
~ 

~ 16 
~ 

space and not lot coverage. 
• • • 
m 17 00 

~ 
I disagree with that definition; 

~ 

~ 18 and, therefore, I would like it really clearly 
0 
~ 
~ z 19 w 
~ 

defined. Item M says, "Provide employment 
® 

20 opportunities for Brisbane residents and residents 

21 of nearby commun i ties" but there is absolutely no 

22 way to ensure that. 

23 As a matter of fact, it probably 

( 2 4 wo n 't happe n t h at wa y at a ll, knowing the wa y 

25 things are in the Bay Area, because people tend to 
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1 drive to where the job is and live where they 

2 live; and I don't see there's any way to ensure 

3 that social equity objective. 

4 Contribute to critically needed 

5 solutions -- there's no way that to ensure that 

6 either; and it says, "Recognize that the project 

7 is a regional significance and provide for the 

8 well-being of surrounding communities," and yet it 

9 seems that the characterizations of the project is 

10 really very localized and not areawide. 

11 One of the things that disturbs me a 

12 lot, when we were going through the instructions 

13 on the draft E.I.R., was that instead of using San 

14 Mateo County as a baseline for a lot of the per 

15 capital, which I also disagree with things, they 
E 
8 
u 
m 

16 ~ 
0 
~ 
Q 

used a statewide average because they felt that 
~ • 

m 17 ~ 
m 
~ 

they were going to use Bayshore and Candlestick 
~ 

~ 18 and something; and that didn't quite pan out, and 
0 
~ 
~ z 19 w 
~ so they used their statewide average, and I don't 
® 

20 think that's right because Brisbane is part of San 

21 Mateo County and San Mateo County is the second 

22 highest median income county in the State of 

23 California; and that's what those numbers should 

24 be based on and not San Francisco or Hunters View, 

25 Hunter, and Hunters Point and Bayview. 
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1 I think that is a really gross 

2 mischaracterization of the area even if it is a 

3 dump. 

4 There's a lot of it's used in here 

5 where different things are talking about different 

6 timelines for buildout, and I think those needed 

7 to be more clearly defined especially when it 

8 comes to doing things like, "What are you going to 

9 do before you're able to put in a recycling 

10 water-recycling plant?" "How are you going to 

11 handle it?" 

12 I'm not seeing a lot of that. They 

13 talk about, "What are we going to talk about there 

14 in the future about what are we going to do now 

15 during the construction process?" It talks about 
E 
8 

l 16 that there's -- it indicates a low likelihood of 
• • • 
m 17 m 
m w 

significant manual resources. That's on Page 2. 
~ 

~ 18 I don't know if they've checked for 
0 
~ 
~ z 19 w 
~ mineral resources, but one of the significant 
® 

20 mineral resources that has come to light in recent 

21 years is actually recovering mineral resources 

22 from landfill, and that's not mentioned at all; 

23 and I know this meant the part of environmental 

24 settlings, impacts, and mitigation measures; but I 

25 do feel that that needs to be looked at because 
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1 there is a lot of mineral resources that could be 

2 recovered from a landfill of this nature 

3 probably not likely, but it should definitely be 

4 discussed and explored . 

5 They talk about , on Page 4 dash 

6 A- 2 -- about the visual character of nearby areas 

7 in Daly City and San Francisco and Geneva Avenue 

8 and Bayshore Boulevard, but there again they 

9 don't - - they really do not talk about the 

10 characterization of San Bruno mountain being 

11 there. They call it as under project side . 

12 They say San Bruno mountain as well 

13 as urbanized areas of San Francisco and Daly City, 

14 and I would never consider Brisbane as a 

15 suburbanized area. It's a suburban area at best 
E 
8 

l 16 as it's becoming every day, but it's not urbanized 
• • ~ 
m 17 w m 
~ 

yet. 
~ 

~ 18 We still have property around 
0 
~ 
c z 19 w 
~ housing . It's still considered the suburbs even 
® 

20 though it's a mere nine miles from Downtown San 

21 Francisco . So I think that's a 

22 mischaracterization, and to talk about the 

23 characterization of Daly City and San Francisco 

24 and Cow Palace and Candlestick Hill is ridiculous 

25 when comparing it to Brisbane . 

BONNIE L. WAGNER & ASSOCIATES (415) 982-4849 28 



1 There again it's a 

2 mischaracterization. In the next paragraph, it 

3 talks the - - the -- about the project site due to 

4 vegetative growth along the highway with San Bruno 

5 mountain in the background. 

6 That's really a mischaracterization. 

7 The vegetation growth is really nasty, ugly --

8 wind - blown trees that you can see right through, 

9 and I drive it -- by it every day; and you can see 

10 now the graffiti-laden K-rails that they've put up 

11 on the dirt piles. 

12 So I don't understand how they can 

13 characterize it that way in this document there 

14 again, a mischaracterization of the site 

15 description . It's not screened at all, and that's 
E 
8 
u . 

16 ~ 
c 

f 
a case where the baseline should be adjusted. 

~ 17 
~ 

On the next part, it talks on A dot 
~ 
~ 18 A-4, and it talks about there being no native 
0 
~ 
a 
~ 19 ~ vegetation types. It's except for relatively 
® 
ro 20 ~ small areas in Icehouse Hill and the western 
~ 

~ 
0 z 21 0 
ro portion of the site and along the drainage 
~ 
w 
~ s 

22 channels of the lagoon, but that's not quite true. 

23 There's still a lot of habitat 

24 interspersed especially in the old railyard areas. 

25 There's back grass; there's native viola; there is 
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1 Douglas Iris; there are a lot. 

2 Despite efforts of Pampas grass that 

3 take over everything that's been allowed to run 

4 rampant, there's still a bit -- quite a bit of 

5 individual vegetation in that area that could be 

6 recovered in the area, and it could be a lot 

7 better than it is; and there is a lot on Icehouse 

8 Hill; and when you talk about native vegetation, 

9 you're not talking about, like, microflowers; it 

10 feeds a lot of smaller animals and insects. 

11 Right here on Page - - in 

12 Illustration 4-A dash 2-D, as an aerial view of 

13 the roundhouse, and right there in the very center 

14 of it, you can see what my sister refers to as 

15 "The Glory Hole," which was a huge frog habitat 
E 
8 
~ . 

16 ~ 
c . 
~ 

and have a lot of little -- I forgot what kind of 
~ • • 
m 17 w 
~ 

stickleback fish, I think, in it; and that's not 
~ 
~ 18 mentioned anywhere that I can find yet in this. 
0 
~ 
0 

~ 19 ~ 
So I really think that that's been a 

® 
m 20 ~ 

lot of mischaracterization here, and I'm running 
~ 

~ 
c z 21 0 m out of energy to do more than that so far; but 
~ 
w 
~ s 

22 really throughout the entire book, what I've seen 

23 is a lot of glossing over of actual descriptions 

24 of the area -- a lot of things left out . 

25 There's no mention of Stauffer 
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1 Chemical that operated there for years, and yet we 
{ 

2 don't mention it at all. 

3 We really haven't talked about any 

4 of the pollutants from the industrial uses of the 

5 site along Industrial Way in Brisbane. I don't 

6 see where they've really talked about the 

7 potential of P.C.P. flow from -- or any other 

8 contaminant flow - - from the Midway Village area 

9 that's adjacent to the site. 

10 So there's just a lot of really 

11 gaping holes, and I have to go home and read the 

12 chapters that I need to do for tomorrow night. 

13 So thank you, and sorry more people 

14 haven't shown up, but I wish they would because 

15 this document has the program E.I.R. in it, and 

16 this is the over-arching document of which all 

17 things after this must refer to. 

18 So even though they'll be 

19 environmental review when we got to the project 

20 level and the specific view level, if it's not 

21 already in this over-arching document some way; 

22 shape; or form, then the threshold for being able 

23 to address it is a lot different; and I think 

24 people really need to be aware of that, and really 

25 they need to speak up now and come and say your 

BONNIE L. WAGNER & ASSOCIATES (415) 982-4849 31 



1 peace even if it's -- even if -- you need to ask 

2 the questions because, if you don't ask the 

3 questions, they don't get answered; and you can't 

4 leave it up to a few people to do because it's an 

5 owner's task. 

6 The whole document is over 6,000 

7 pages long, and I'm having a hard time reading the 

8 whole thing; and I know there are a lot of people 

9 who are reading it, but you should read it for 

10 yourselves -- that your future is involved, too. 

11 Thank you, and thank you for the 

12 planning commission for hosting an almost empty 

13 room. (laughter) 

14 (Whereupon, from 8:36 P.M. until 

15 9:08P.M., a recess was taken.) 
E 
8 
~ . 
~ 16 0 

f 
MICHELE SALMON: I think that the 

m 17 ~ 

~ 
amount of lead pollution from Highway 101 has not 

M 
~ 

~ 18 been properly addressed. 
0 
~ 
~ z 19 w 
~ The lead from gasoline that was used 
® 

20 for years and years and years along the 101 left a 

21 lot of lead deposits in the underlying soil and 

22 all around the area along the highway, and I don't 

23 think that's been properly addressed when stirring 

24 that up with what that will cause and having 

25 people out there next to all of that lead and the 
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deleterious affects of low-level lead of children 

and people. 

(Meeting was adjourned at 9:09 P.M.) 
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