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[EXTERNAL]  This email originated outside of the City of Oakland. Please do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and expect the message.

----------------------------------------------------------------------
Dear Landmarks Board members and staff,

Attached are some preliminary comments from Oakland Heritage Alliance about the impacts to cultural resources of
the proposed project. We are continuing to review the many sections of the DEIR, so we may submit additional
comments.

Thank you!

Naomi Schiff
For Oakland Heritage Alliance
-----------------------------
Naomi Schiff
510-835-1819 (land)
510-910-3764 (cell
238 Oakland Ave.
Oakland, CA 94611
naomi@17th.com
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March 21, 2021 
 


By electronic transmission 
 


Members of the Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board 
Peterson Vollmann, Betty Marvin 
 
Subject: Oakland Waterfront District Ballpark ER18-016; State Clearinghouse No. 
2018112070 
 
 
Dear Landmarks Advisory Board members and staff, 
 
These comments are preliminary responses to the DEIR regarding Howard Terminal. We will 
submit a more detailed comment once we have reviewed more of the document. We note that the 
comment deadline has been extended; therefore, if the Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board 
would like to continue its discussion or get further information, it could be continued to the April 
12 meeting.  
 
1. WE GENERALLY AGREE WITH THE ANALYSIS REGARDING THE PEAKER PLANT. 
We understand the developer’s desire to truncate the historic building, and the mitigations that 
relate to that, and to requiring review of design for replacement walls. The mitigations for partial 
demolition, however, seem weak. We suggest that an additional mitigation be added, requiring a 
contribution to the Facade Improvement fund in an amount proportional to the parts of the 
building being removed. These funds could be used to assist buildings in the impacted areas of 
the West Waterfront ASI. In addition, the design of the new stadium and related facilities should 
be required to be compatible with that of the historic building, under the Secretary of the 
Interior's Standards. (Please see our letter of January 7, 2019, attached.) 
 
2. DO NOT BUILD A GONDOLA OVER OLD OAKLAND. 
We are extremely concerned about the gondola variants and proposals. These would have an 
irreversible impact on an irreplaceable API which contains a concentration of many landmark 
buildings. The CEQA document analyzes the issues under the environmental regulatory 
framework. But what we would like to emphasize is that these are crucial cultural resources that 
must be treated with the utmost care. Routing a new shiny thing right along and over Washington 
Street is completely unacceptable. It is not a positive thing to suggest that it would be an 
entertainment ride such as at the zoo. This is how an authentic historic district is turned into 
something that feels fake. Unaddressed is the fact that while the gondola would serve to move a 
modest percentage of people on game days, the intrusion into Old Oakland and the West 
Waterfront ASI would be 365 days per year for as long as it remained standing, whether in use or 
not. 
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Much of Oakland’s 19th century downtown was demolished during the redevelopment era, and 
the results were only partially successful, having taken more than 50 years to execute, so far. Old 
Oakland and the West Waterfront ASI and historic train station on Third St. are what survived an 
era of wholesale destruction. In hindsight, urban planners have commented on the failures of 
City Center. Let us not now compound them by subjecting our historic districts to ungainly 
intrusion. We strongly oppose the gondola; but should such a structure be contemplated, its 
design should be required to be compatible with that of the historic district, under the Secretary 
of the Interior’s Standards. It should be visually subordinate, and a preservation architect should 
be included in the team to assist in designing a compatible facility. (Again, please see our letter 
of January 7, 2019, attached.) 
 
3. CRANES 
Oakland Heritage Alliance believes that it is a good idea to maintain some connection with the 
idea, uses, and feel of a historic waterfront, even though much of it has been changed radically. 
We understood a year or more ago that the proponents were thinking of keeping all the cranes. In 
the light of this CEQA document, we have questions: is the intention to only retain the oldest 
one? For many people in Oakland, regardless of construction date the newer cranes are perhaps 
thought of as the more iconic. We accept the analysis as presented, and would like to understand 
more about what is intended. How can Oakland keep some of the flavor of its working 
waterfront? 
 
4. HISTORIC USES 
We note the discussion of the turning basin and future maritime uses of the Port and the area. 
Oakland was founded in 1852 as a port city, though of course navigation had begun long before 
that. It would be wise to accommodate future maritime uses as much as possible. Just as people 
in the 19th century could not foresee container shipping, we do not know what the future will 
hold, other than sea-level rise. 
 
 
Thank you for your consideration, 
 
Sincerely, 


 
Mary Harper 
President 
 
cc: Oakland Planning Commission 
Attachment: OHA letter, 1-7-2019 
 
 







 


 


January 7, 2019 
(By electronic transmission) 
Peterson Vollmann 
City of Oakland  
Bureau of Planning/Zoning Division 
250 Frank H. Ogawa Plaza, 2nd Floor 
Oakland, California 94612 
 
Subject: Notice Of Preparation (NOP) Of A Draft Environmental Impact Report For The Oakland 
Waterfront Ballpark District Project 
 
Dear Mr. Vollmann, 
Following are potential significant project impacts on historic resources that should be addressed in the 
EIR, along with possible mitigation measures and project alternatives to minimize or avoid these 
impacts. 
 


1. IMPACT: Demolition and/or adverse alteration of all or a portion of Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company Station C: 


 
Mitigation Measures:  


 
a. Design the project to preserve all of the historically /architecturally contributing 


elements within the Station C complex. Note: Although the Notice of Preparation’s 
Project Description suggests that the “existing power plant” will not be included among 
the buildings to be demolished on the project site, various renderings and other materials 
presented by the applicant omit at least portions of Station C, notably the Jefferson 
Street wing. At a meeting with OHA, the applicant appeared unaware that the Jefferson 
Street portion was a contributing element of Station C. 


 
b. Require that any modifications to the Station C buildings conform with the Secretary of 


The Interior Standards for the Treatment Of Historic Properties. Consider restoration of 
altered portions of the Station C exteriors as part of any adaptive reuse of the Station C 
buildings. 


 
c. Require that the design of the new stadium and other buildings are compatible with the 


Station C architecture, according to the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards. 
 


d. Require that a preservation architect with demonstrated successful experience working 
with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and the California Historical Building 
Code be included in the project design team. 


 
Include the attached California Historic Resources Inventory Form for Station C in the EIR. 


 
2. IMPACT: Possible adverse effects of the gondola component on the Old Oakland National 


Register District. 
 


Project Alternatives:  Instead of the gondola, provide alternative transportation 
improvements to facilitate stadium access from BART, including a dedicated light rail, bus or 
shuttle connecting the stadium to the West Oakland BART station along Third Street. 
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Mitigation Measures:  
 


a. Locate the gondola’s 10th Street Station within the Convention Center/Hotel to 
minimize the station structure within the Washington Street and 10th Street rights of 
way and to retain the openness of the air space within these rights of way to the greatest 
extent possible. 


 
b. As an alternative to Measure (a): 


 
i. Position as much of the station structure as possible outside the Washington 


Street right of way alignment to minimize its visual prominence when looking 
north within the National Register District’s important Washington Street visual 
corridor. This measure would result in most or all of the station structure to be 
positioned within the 10th Street right of way outside of the Washington Street 
right away alignment; and 


 
ii. Design the station to minimize its architectural prominence and to be as visually 


subordinate as possible to the District’s contributing buildings. Minimize the 
height of the station structures and use materials and design treatments that 
maximize transparency. Refer to the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards. 
Include a preservation architect on the station design team with demonstrated 
experience successfully working with the Standards. Note: preliminary station 
renderings presented to OHA by the applicant showed a very modernistic design 
that contrasted excessively with Old Oakland’s contributing buildings with the 
station positioned at an extremely prominent location relative to the District at 
the north end of Washington Street in front of the convention center. 


 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please contact Christopher Buckley at (510) 523–0411 
or cbuckleyaicp@att.net or Naomi Schiff at (510) 835–1819 or Naomi@17th.com if you would like to 
discuss these comments. 
 
Sincerely, 


 
Tom Debley, President 
 
By electronic transmission: 
cc: William Gilchrist, Ed Manasse, Robert Merkamp, Catherine Payne, Betty Marvin, Bureau of 
Planning/Zoning 
City of Oakland Planning Commission 
City of Oakland Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board 
Neil Rosen 
Mayor Libby Schaaf 
Members of the Oakland City Council 
 
Attached:  
 
 
PG&E Station C SHRI Form 



























































 

 

March 21, 2021 
 

By electronic transmission 
 

Members of the Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board 
Peterson Vollmann, Betty Marvin 
 
Subject: Oakland Waterfront District Ballpark ER18-016; State Clearinghouse No. 
2018112070 
 
 
Dear Landmarks Advisory Board members and staff, 
 
These comments are preliminary responses to the DEIR regarding Howard Terminal. We will 
submit a more detailed comment once we have reviewed more of the document. We note that the 
comment deadline has been extended; therefore, if the Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board 
would like to continue its discussion or get further information, it could be continued to the April 
12 meeting.  
 
1. WE GENERALLY AGREE WITH THE ANALYSIS REGARDING THE PEAKER PLANT. 
We understand the developer’s desire to truncate the historic building, and the mitigations that 
relate to that, and to requiring review of design for replacement walls. The mitigations for partial 
demolition, however, seem weak. We suggest that an additional mitigation be added, requiring a 
contribution to the Facade Improvement fund in an amount proportional to the parts of the 
building being removed. These funds could be used to assist buildings in the impacted areas of 
the West Waterfront ASI. In addition, the design of the new stadium and related facilities should 
be required to be compatible with that of the historic building, under the Secretary of the 
Interior's Standards. (Please see our letter of January 7, 2019, attached.) 
 
2. DO NOT BUILD A GONDOLA OVER OLD OAKLAND. 
We are extremely concerned about the gondola variants and proposals. These would have an 
irreversible impact on an irreplaceable API which contains a concentration of many landmark 
buildings. The CEQA document analyzes the issues under the environmental regulatory 
framework. But what we would like to emphasize is that these are crucial cultural resources that 
must be treated with the utmost care. Routing a new shiny thing right along and over Washington 
Street is completely unacceptable. It is not a positive thing to suggest that it would be an 
entertainment ride such as at the zoo. This is how an authentic historic district is turned into 
something that feels fake. Unaddressed is the fact that while the gondola would serve to move a 
modest percentage of people on game days, the intrusion into Old Oakland and the West 
Waterfront ASI would be 365 days per year for as long as it remained standing, whether in use or 
not. 
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Much of Oakland’s 19th century downtown was demolished during the redevelopment era, and 
the results were only partially successful, having taken more than 50 years to execute, so far. Old 
Oakland and the West Waterfront ASI and historic train station on Third St. are what survived an 
era of wholesale destruction. In hindsight, urban planners have commented on the failures of 
City Center. Let us not now compound them by subjecting our historic districts to ungainly 
intrusion. We strongly oppose the gondola; but should such a structure be contemplated, its 
design should be required to be compatible with that of the historic district, under the Secretary 
of the Interior’s Standards. It should be visually subordinate, and a preservation architect should 
be included in the team to assist in designing a compatible facility. (Again, please see our letter 
of January 7, 2019, attached.) 
 
3. CRANES 
Oakland Heritage Alliance believes that it is a good idea to maintain some connection with the 
idea, uses, and feel of a historic waterfront, even though much of it has been changed radically. 
We understood a year or more ago that the proponents were thinking of keeping all the cranes. In 
the light of this CEQA document, we have questions: is the intention to only retain the oldest 
one? For many people in Oakland, regardless of construction date the newer cranes are perhaps 
thought of as the more iconic. We accept the analysis as presented, and would like to understand 
more about what is intended. How can Oakland keep some of the flavor of its working 
waterfront? 
 
4. HISTORIC USES 
We note the discussion of the turning basin and future maritime uses of the Port and the area. 
Oakland was founded in 1852 as a port city, though of course navigation had begun long before 
that. It would be wise to accommodate future maritime uses as much as possible. Just as people 
in the 19th century could not foresee container shipping, we do not know what the future will 
hold, other than sea-level rise. 
 
 
Thank you for your consideration, 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Mary Harper 
President 
 
cc: Oakland Planning Commission 
Attachment: OHA letter, 1-7-2019 
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January 7, 2019 
(By electronic transmission) 
Peterson Vollmann 
City of Oakland  
Bureau of Planning/Zoning Division 
250 Frank H. Ogawa Plaza, 2nd Floor 
Oakland, California 94612 
 
Subject: Notice Of Preparation (NOP) Of A Draft Environmental Impact Report For The Oakland 
Waterfront Ballpark District Project 
 
Dear Mr. Vollmann, 
Following are potential significant project impacts on historic resources that should be addressed in the 
EIR, along with possible mitigation measures and project alternatives to minimize or avoid these 
impacts. 
 

1. IMPACT: Demolition and/or adverse alteration of all or a portion of Pacific Gas and Electric 
Company Station C: 

 
Mitigation Measures:  

 
a. Design the project to preserve all of the historically /architecturally contributing 

elements within the Station C complex. Note: Although the Notice of Preparation’s 
Project Description suggests that the “existing power plant” will not be included among 
the buildings to be demolished on the project site, various renderings and other materials 
presented by the applicant omit at least portions of Station C, notably the Jefferson 
Street wing. At a meeting with OHA, the applicant appeared unaware that the Jefferson 
Street portion was a contributing element of Station C. 

 
b. Require that any modifications to the Station C buildings conform with the Secretary of 

The Interior Standards for the Treatment Of Historic Properties. Consider restoration of 
altered portions of the Station C exteriors as part of any adaptive reuse of the Station C 
buildings. 

 
c. Require that the design of the new stadium and other buildings are compatible with the 

Station C architecture, according to the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards. 
 

d. Require that a preservation architect with demonstrated successful experience working 
with the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards and the California Historical Building 
Code be included in the project design team. 

 
Include the attached California Historic Resources Inventory Form for Station C in the EIR. 

 
2. IMPACT: Possible adverse effects of the gondola component on the Old Oakland National 

Register District. 
 

Project Alternatives:  Instead of the gondola, provide alternative transportation 
improvements to facilitate stadium access from BART, including a dedicated light rail, bus or 
shuttle connecting the stadium to the West Oakland BART station along Third Street. 
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Mitigation Measures:  
 

a. Locate the gondola’s 10th Street Station within the Convention Center/Hotel to 
minimize the station structure within the Washington Street and 10th Street rights of 
way and to retain the openness of the air space within these rights of way to the greatest 
extent possible. 

 
b. As an alternative to Measure (a): 

 
i. Position as much of the station structure as possible outside the Washington 

Street right of way alignment to minimize its visual prominence when looking 
north within the National Register District’s important Washington Street visual 
corridor. This measure would result in most or all of the station structure to be 
positioned within the 10th Street right of way outside of the Washington Street 
right away alignment; and 

 
ii. Design the station to minimize its architectural prominence and to be as visually 

subordinate as possible to the District’s contributing buildings. Minimize the 
height of the station structures and use materials and design treatments that 
maximize transparency. Refer to the Secretary of the Interior’s Standards. 
Include a preservation architect on the station design team with demonstrated 
experience successfully working with the Standards. Note: preliminary station 
renderings presented to OHA by the applicant showed a very modernistic design 
that contrasted excessively with Old Oakland’s contributing buildings with the 
station positioned at an extremely prominent location relative to the District at 
the north end of Washington Street in front of the convention center. 

 
 
Thank you for the opportunity to comment. Please contact Christopher Buckley at (510) 523–0411 
or cbuckleyaicp@att.net or Naomi Schiff at (510) 835–1819 or Naomi@17th.com if you would like to 
discuss these comments. 
 
Sincerely, 

 
Tom Debley, President 
 
By electronic transmission: 
cc: William Gilchrist, Ed Manasse, Robert Merkamp, Catherine Payne, Betty Marvin, Bureau of 
Planning/Zoning 
City of Oakland Planning Commission 
City of Oakland Landmarks Preservation Advisory Board 
Neil Rosen 
Mayor Libby Schaaf 
Members of the Oakland City Council 
 
Attached:  
 
 
PG&E Station C SHRI Form 
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