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----------------------------------------------------------------------
Attached please find my public comment on the Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Waterfront Ballpark
District Project proposed at Oakland's Howard Terminal (Case File # ER18-016).

Please confirm receipt and inclusion in the Final EIR.

Thank you.

Isis Feral
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Public Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Report
for the Waterfront Ballpark District Project


at Oakland's Howard Terminal (Case File # ER18-016)


Isis Feral
April 27, 2021


The  following  is  an  expansion  of  my  verbal  comments  provided  at  the  public  hearing
hosted by the Oakland Planning Commission at its April 21, 2021 meeting.


At that meeting, City of Oakland Planner Peterson Vollmann, the liaison between the city
and the community, instructed speakers to focus only on the details in the Draft EIR, not on
feelings about the project overall. I did not have time in my two allotted minutes to protest
this attempt to limit the scope of public comment, but must do so now:


CEQA does not limit public comment to agreements to compromise, but allows for broad
opposition  to  proposed  projects.  In  fact,  the  CEQA  mandated  'No  Project  Alternative'
facilitates  such  total  opposition,  and community  members  must  never  be  discouraged,
least of all by city staff, from exercising their right to voice their preference for this option.


I oppose building a new ballpark at the waterfront, or anywhere in Oakland. 


I support the NO PROJECT ALTERNATIVE.


****


As  a  longtime  downtown  resident,  I  have  been  watching  in  horror  as  out  of  control
development evicts working class neighbors out of Oakland, and blocks more and more of
the sunlight outside our windows. 


I have already experienced years of noise and toxic pollution from constant construction,
idling cement trucks shaking the building, and inappropriate planning in so called 'mixed
use'  areas  where  the  rights  of  residents  to  quiet  enjoyment  of  their  homes  is  not
considered when issuing permits to noisy late night venues. 


The city administration knows we live here, but many of us never received a single notice of
hearings  about  such  plans,  not  about  demolitions,  excavations,  construction,  or  even
environmental review processes under CEQA.







I was alerted to this EIR about the ballpark proposal, which would have yet more negative
impacts on my living environment, only because I'm a retired longshoreman's daughter,
and what happens on the waterfront  is  near  and dear  to the hearts  of  my family  and
community.


As  a  person  with  a  pulmonary  disease,  who  was  injured  and  disabled  by  pesticide
poisoning,  I  am  among  the  vulnerable  population  at  greatest  risk  from  exposure  to
pollution,  which  is  already  very  bad  here.  I  live  in  a  high  asthma  zip  code,  and  toxic
emissions from many years of proposed construction, and the resulting increase in traffic
both during construction and eventual land use, would have dramatic, negative impacts on
public health and safety for all who live, work, and play in Oakland, especially in the areas
surrounding the plan site.


This proposal threatens our neighborhoods with disturbances from noise and air pollution
from  massive  construction,  increased  traffic  both  from  trucks  evicted  from  Howard
Terminal and the thousands expected to visit the ballpark on a regular basis, not to mention
fireworks that re-traumatize many who have experienced wars.


The  image  of  the  imagined  ballpark  displayed  in  the  EIR  shows  planes  in  formation
overhead, suggesting that perhaps the Navy's Blue Angels might do their dangerous and
polluting flight maneuvers over Oakland. 


Another troublesome fantasy in the EIR is the introduction of a gondola into this scenario.
It's as if the authors of this EIR don't understand we live on earthquake faults around here.
It's  irresponsible to build  a mass gathering place,  where dense crowds,  combined with
traffic and parking congestion, and busy railroad tracks, would interfere with emergency
evacuations and first responders, not to mention physical distancing during a pandemic. 


****


The proposal  is  also  a  threat  to  our  non-human neighbors,  to  the  marine  ecology  and
wildlife, to birds of prey who utilize the area for hunting and gathering, as well as nesting
birds, including protected species, which the Draft EIR acknowledges have been observed
there.


The Draft EIR suggests that the project area is already too urban to be habitat for wildlife,
but limiting the concept of 'habitat' only to established habitat maps, that represent where
the bulk of any particular species is known to congregate is a policy that misrepresents
wildlife habitat as being static, as if only humans have the need for free movement, and
contributes  to  the  extinction  of  species  by  putting  bureaucratic  limits  on  non-human
habitat. 







Wherever a species is observed, that is their habitat. It is their presence in an area that
determines whether it's habitat. It depends on the movement of species all on their own,
not on human definitions and the preferences of developers who wish to further encroach
on wildlife habitats. 


The DEIR also perpetuates the increasingly challenged false dichotomy of native vs. non-
native species, that projects xenophobic value judgments on the rights of species to inhabit
an area on the basis of their origin, which is then used to justify destruction of habitat to
accommodate development. 


As  our  planetary  climate  is  rapidly  and  catastrophically  changing,  and  landscapes  and
habitat  along  with  it,  many  species  are  necessarily  adjusting  by  going  on  the  move,
refugees in search of more suitable habitat, after their previous homes have been rendered
uninhabitable. 


The San Francisco Bay is celebrated as one of the most biodiverse in the world, which is not
in spite of the many species who have moved here from elsewhere, but because of them. In
fact, the DEIR acknowledges that the 'marine resource study area' considered in the DEIR
consists of 'ecologically productive habitats'. As such, it must be protected.


****


As our communities' economic struggles have gotten much worse since the beginning of
the pandemic, this proposal is insulting in its decadence. While all this development may
look like an economic boon for the city, practically it only contributes to displacement of
longtime residents who live in poverty, including people who are disabled or aging, and
living on fixed incomes. 


Not so incidentally, many of the poor or disabled people who would be especially impacted
by this project have been effectively excluded from the public process, because they do not
have internet  or  long distance access,  and the city  has  steadfastly  ignored requests  to
follow the example of  the City of  Berkeley to procure a toll  free number for  its  Zoom
meetings.


The only one who would benefit from this real estate land grab is Billionaire A's owner John
Fisher,  whose family  legacy includes child labor for  the Gap,  and union busting charter
schools. His previous attempt to build this ballpark targeted Laney, one of the last working
class  colleges  that  offers  occupational  training.  Now  his  latest  scheme  to  destroy  and
privatize Howard Terminal threatens maritime jobs with the strongest union in the region.


I also oppose building another stadium in East Oakland, where I grew up in my teens, in
walking distance of the Coliseum. That existing ballpark never lifted up the neighborhood,







and there is no reason to believe starting from scratch with a new one in the same location
would do so now. Demolition of the old structure and construction of a new one would
bring  yet  more  traffic,  noise,  and  pollution  to  a  neighborhood  already  suffering
environmental injustices, and no benefit from a ballpark many residents cannot even afford
to visit.


Many people have expressed hope that affordable apartments would be included in the
plan, but there is no indication that this is the case. 'Affordable' is legal terminology that
means very little to those of us on fixed or very low incomes. People with disabilities make
up a large percentage of the homeless population. SSI disability benefits are below $1,000 a
month, while the average rent in Oakland is more than twice our total income, and Section
8  vouchers  have  not  been  made  available  in  Oakland  for  years.  What  is  considered
'affordable' is fundamentally discriminatory.


The luxury housing proposed in this DEIR is intended to be part of yet more mixed-use
areas around either or both developments, which largely eliminate residential protections
for people who live there, such as noise ordinances, and construction projects that would
never be considered in a neighborhood zoned for only residential use.


****


We don't need a shiny new stadium to enjoy baseball. Instead of unnecessary demolition
and construction pollution, fix the Coliseum to make it more functional for the sport, make
sure sewage problems are resolved, and make sure that all  workers are paid fair  union
wages. 


What we need is  actually affordable housing. No more overpriced luxury condos until all
who are unsheltered or housing insecure have a stable home. Not one more penny or one
more inch for development, until  all who are poor, who live on fixed incomes, who are
disabled and aging, are housed!







Public Comments on the Draft Environmental Impact Report
for the Waterfront Ballpark District Project

at Oakland's Howard Terminal (Case File # ER18-016)

Isis Feral
April 27, 2021

The  following  is  an  expansion  of  my  verbal  comments  provided  at  the  public  hearing
hosted by the Oakland Planning Commission at its April 21, 2021 meeting.

At that meeting, City of Oakland Planner Peterson Vollmann, the liaison between the city
and the community, instructed speakers to focus only on the details in the Draft EIR, not on
feelings about the project overall. I did not have time in my two allotted minutes to protest
this attempt to limit the scope of public comment, but must do so now:

CEQA does not limit public comment to agreements to compromise, but allows for broad
opposition  to  proposed  projects.  In  fact,  the  CEQA  mandated  'No  Project  Alternative'
facilitates  such  total  opposition,  and community  members  must  never  be  discouraged,
least of all by city staff, from exercising their right to voice their preference for this option.

I oppose building a new ballpark at the waterfront, or anywhere in Oakland. 

I support the NO PROJECT ALTERNATIVE.

****

As  a  longtime  downtown  resident,  I  have  been  watching  in  horror  as  out  of  control
development evicts working class neighbors out of Oakland, and blocks more and more of
the sunlight outside our windows. 

I have already experienced years of noise and toxic pollution from constant construction,
idling cement trucks shaking the building, and inappropriate planning in so called 'mixed
use'  areas  where  the  rights  of  residents  to  quiet  enjoyment  of  their  homes  is  not
considered when issuing permits to noisy late night venues. 

The city administration knows we live here, but many of us never received a single notice of
hearings  about  such  plans,  not  about  demolitions,  excavations,  construction,  or  even
environmental review processes under CEQA.
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I was alerted to this EIR about the ballpark proposal, which would have yet more negative
impacts on my living environment, only because I'm a retired longshoreman's daughter,
and what happens on the waterfront  is  near  and dear  to the hearts  of  my family  and
community.

As  a  person  with  a  pulmonary  disease,  who  was  injured  and  disabled  by  pesticide
poisoning,  I  am  among  the  vulnerable  population  at  greatest  risk  from  exposure  to
pollution,  which  is  already  very  bad  here.  I  live  in  a  high  asthma  zip  code,  and  toxic
emissions from many years of proposed construction, and the resulting increase in traffic
both during construction and eventual land use, would have dramatic, negative impacts on
public health and safety for all who live, work, and play in Oakland, especially in the areas
surrounding the plan site.

This proposal threatens our neighborhoods with disturbances from noise and air pollution
from  massive  construction,  increased  traffic  both  from  trucks  evicted  from  Howard
Terminal and the thousands expected to visit the ballpark on a regular basis, not to mention
fireworks that re-traumatize many who have experienced wars.

The  image  of  the  imagined  ballpark  displayed  in  the  EIR  shows  planes  in  formation
overhead, suggesting that perhaps the Navy's Blue Angels might do their dangerous and
polluting flight maneuvers over Oakland. 

Another troublesome fantasy in the EIR is the introduction of a gondola into this scenario.
It's as if the authors of this EIR don't understand we live on earthquake faults around here.
It's  irresponsible to build  a mass gathering place,  where dense crowds,  combined with
traffic and parking congestion, and busy railroad tracks, would interfere with emergency
evacuations and first responders, not to mention physical distancing during a pandemic. 

****

The proposal  is  also  a  threat  to  our  non-human neighbors,  to  the  marine  ecology  and
wildlife, to birds of prey who utilize the area for hunting and gathering, as well as nesting
birds, including protected species, which the Draft EIR acknowledges have been observed
there.

The Draft EIR suggests that the project area is already too urban to be habitat for wildlife,
but limiting the concept of 'habitat' only to established habitat maps, that represent where
the bulk of any particular species is known to congregate is a policy that misrepresents
wildlife habitat as being static, as if only humans have the need for free movement, and
contributes  to  the  extinction  of  species  by  putting  bureaucratic  limits  on  non-human
habitat. 
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Wherever a species is observed, that is their habitat. It is their presence in an area that
determines whether it's habitat. It depends on the movement of species all on their own,
not on human definitions and the preferences of developers who wish to further encroach
on wildlife habitats. 

The DEIR also perpetuates the increasingly challenged false dichotomy of native vs. non-
native species, that projects xenophobic value judgments on the rights of species to inhabit
an area on the basis of their origin, which is then used to justify destruction of habitat to
accommodate development. 

As  our  planetary  climate  is  rapidly  and  catastrophically  changing,  and  landscapes  and
habitat  along  with  it,  many  species  are  necessarily  adjusting  by  going  on  the  move,
refugees in search of more suitable habitat, after their previous homes have been rendered
uninhabitable. 

The San Francisco Bay is celebrated as one of the most biodiverse in the world, which is not
in spite of the many species who have moved here from elsewhere, but because of them. In
fact, the DEIR acknowledges that the 'marine resource study area' considered in the DEIR
consists of 'ecologically productive habitats'. As such, it must be protected.

****

As our communities' economic struggles have gotten much worse since the beginning of
the pandemic, this proposal is insulting in its decadence. While all this development may
look like an economic boon for the city, practically it only contributes to displacement of
longtime residents who live in poverty, including people who are disabled or aging, and
living on fixed incomes. 

Not so incidentally, many of the poor or disabled people who would be especially impacted
by this project have been effectively excluded from the public process, because they do not
have internet  or  long distance access,  and the city  has  steadfastly  ignored requests  to
follow the example of  the City of  Berkeley to procure a toll  free number for  its  Zoom
meetings.

The only one who would benefit from this real estate land grab is Billionaire A's owner John
Fisher,  whose family  legacy includes child labor for  the Gap,  and union busting charter
schools. His previous attempt to build this ballpark targeted Laney, one of the last working
class  colleges  that  offers  occupational  training.  Now  his  latest  scheme  to  destroy  and
privatize Howard Terminal threatens maritime jobs with the strongest union in the region.

I also oppose building another stadium in East Oakland, where I grew up in my teens, in
walking distance of the Coliseum. That existing ballpark never lifted up the neighborhood,
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and there is no reason to believe starting from scratch with a new one in the same location
would do so now. Demolition of the old structure and construction of a new one would
bring  yet  more  traffic,  noise,  and  pollution  to  a  neighborhood  already  suffering
environmental injustices, and no benefit from a ballpark many residents cannot even afford
to visit.

Many people have expressed hope that affordable apartments would be included in the
plan, but there is no indication that this is the case. 'Affordable' is legal terminology that
means very little to those of us on fixed or very low incomes. People with disabilities make
up a large percentage of the homeless population. SSI disability benefits are below $1,000 a
month, while the average rent in Oakland is more than twice our total income, and Section
8  vouchers  have  not  been  made  available  in  Oakland  for  years.  What  is  considered
'affordable' is fundamentally discriminatory.

The luxury housing proposed in this DEIR is intended to be part of yet more mixed-use
areas around either or both developments, which largely eliminate residential protections
for people who live there, such as noise ordinances, and construction projects that would
never be considered in a neighborhood zoned for only residential use.

****

We don't need a shiny new stadium to enjoy baseball. Instead of unnecessary demolition
and construction pollution, fix the Coliseum to make it more functional for the sport, make
sure sewage problems are resolved, and make sure that all  workers are paid fair  union
wages. 

What we need is  actually affordable housing. No more overpriced luxury condos until all
who are unsheltered or housing insecure have a stable home. Not one more penny or one
more inch for development, until  all who are poor, who live on fixed incomes, who are
disabled and aging, are housed!
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