
From: Reiskin, Edward
To: Vollmann, Peterson
Subject: FW: Howard Terminal
Date: Monday, April 26, 2021 7:50:01 AM

 
 
From: Eve, Saundra, On Behalf Of City Administrator's Office
Sent: Sunday, April 25, 2021 6:45 PM
To: Reiskin, Edward <EReiskin@oaklandca.gov>; Lake, Betsy <ELake@oaklandca.gov>
Subject: FW: Howard Terminal
 
FYI……………..
 

From: shaynedel cohen <shaynedel@att.net> 
Sent: Saturday, April 24, 2021 2:12 AM
To: City Administrator's Office <CityAdministratorsOffice@oaklandca.gov>
Subject: Howard Terminal
 

[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 Mr. Reiskin and associated staff,
 
While I have pages of miniscule notes about the proposed Howard Terminal
project, they are summarized as follows:
 

1)    Project is not consistant with other planning efforts, ie Coliseum
Development Plan, previously adopted by the City Council; in fact the
EIS ignores competing plan goals, policies, and strategiesof several
communities.

2)    The project does not mitigate traffic or existing transportation system
impacts adequately.

3)    The project does not provide a safe environment for pedestrians.
4)    Each phase of proposed development indicates dependence on

subsequent phases for                          major improvements.  In fact,
phases proposed AFTER ballpark are presented in                   "if"
tense.  This is a real estate deal, not sports development.

5)    Environmental and health laws and regulations concerning water
and air pollution, solid                         waste disposal, water supply
facilities, community or public sewage disposal and,                 where
applicable, individual systems for sewage disposal are not adequately
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                             addressed.
     6)  Though  obviously designed to attract single and/or a retired
population, there is no                                            complete discussion
about schools, police and fire services.
     7)   Visibly controversial,  project totally ignores wishes, resources and
potentials of D6 and                                     D7,  perpetuating
an unbalanced City, thus is materially detrimental to the public                   
health, safety, and welfare of a significant portion of city residents.

8)   The EIS does not adequately address "sea rise".
9)   The proposed land use and project design is not compatible with

surrounding development,                severely impactig the abiiity of the
Port to meet future evolution of national and                            
international supply lines.

10)  As an EIR, the document deals mainly with impacts during
construction and does not                                   adequately present
long-term impacts.  A full EIS is necessary.                            

 
 While not required in an EIR, any requested set-asides, tax subsidies

and other grants of public funds are not outlined or committed to any
publicly transparent documents.  With the history of the Raiders, the
fiscally jeopardized move of the 49ers to Levi, and other national
examples, the tax payers of Oakland have no assurance that they will
not be (again) left holding the bill for this project.

 
Expecting that your good offices will responsibly address these issues

and find that the Project as proposed is not in the best interests of the
future of Oakland.

 
Sincerely,
Shayne Del Cohen
948 Hollywood
Oakland CA  94602
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