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Subject: Comments on DEIR for the Oakland Waterfront Ballpark District Project from Bike Walk Alameda
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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 Mr. Vollmann,
 
I'm attaching comments regarding the Ballpark District DEIR on behalf of Bike Walk Alameda here, 
just in case our online form submission didn't get through. 

Thanks in advance for your consideration!

-Cyndy Johnsen
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April   27,   2021   


Subject:    DEIR   for   the   Oakland   Waterfront   Ballpark   District   Project   
  
  


Dear   Mr.   Vollmann,   
  


Bike  Walk  Alameda  would  like  to  offer  comments  regarding  the  DEIR  for  the               
Oakland   Waterfront   Ballpark   District   Project.   
  


Our  interest  is  around  bicycle  and  pedestrian  connectivity  between  West            
Alameda  and  the  proposed  Ballpark  District,  which  has  been  largely            
unaddressed.  Specifically,  we  noted  that  it  doesn’t  incorporate  or  in  any  way              
advance  the  estuary  bike  and  pedestrian  bridge,  an  oversight  we  hope  can              
be  remedied,  as  this  bridge  can  dramatically  help  mitigate  the  ‘significant             
and  unavoidable’  traffic  impacts  noted  in  the  report.  The  bridge  is  projected              
to  eliminate  40K-50K  vehicle  trips  across  the  estuary  a  week,  and  it’s  not               
hard  to  imagine  how  it  might  also  help  mitigate  game  day  traffic  and  parking                
pressure   from   Alamedans   if   the   Ballpark   District   comes   to   be.   
    
The  estuary  bike  and  pedestrian  bridge  is  already  in  key  local  and  regional               
planning   documents,   including:      


● The   Oakland   Downtown   Specific   Plan   
● The   Oakland   Bike   Plan     
● The   Alameda   Countywide   Transportation   Plan     
● The   Caltrans   D4   Bike   Plan   
● The  Alameda  County  Transportation  Commission’s  10-Year  Capital         


Improvement   Plan   
● All   of   the   City   of   Alameda’s   key   planning   documents     


  
It  should  be  included  here,  too,  because  it’s  part  of  the  region’s  vision,  and                
because  decisions  made  about  the  District  will  be  consequential  to  the             
bridge.     
  


As  you  likely  know,  a  Project  Study  Report  (PSR)  has  been  funded  by               
ACTC  and  is  just  getting  under  way,  managed  by  the  City  of  Alameda.  One                
of  the  key  objectives  of  the  PSR  is  to  specify  the  bridge  landing,  the  winning                 
location  from  the  several  candidates  that  have  been  proposed  in  the             
Feasibility  Study  completed  last  year.  Several  easements  have  been           
preserved  for  alignments  on  the  Alameda  side,  but  none  have  been             
preserved  on  the  Oakland  side  yet.  It’s  a  task  that  needs  to  be  done,  and                 
with  the  Ballpark  District  Project  moving  along,  now  seems  like  the  perfect              
time  to  coordinate  with  various  stakeholders,  and  make  these  key            
commitments.   
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One  of  the  two  preferred  alignments  is  at  Jack  London  Square.  We              
understand  there’s  a  lot  of  complexity  at  this  location,  but  particularly  if  the               
ballpark  proceeds,  it  may  be  worth  the  extra  effort.  The  potential  to  tie  in  to                 
the  proposed  bike  and  pedestrian  railroad  overcrossing  at  Jefferson  is  very             
intriguing,  and  in  our  opinion,  warrants  study  and  design  work.  This  is  also               
the  preferred  landing  on  the  Alameda  side,  because  the  landing  would  be  a               
straight  and  very  user-friendly  ramp  through  the  Alameda  Landing           
development.     
  


It  may  well  be,  however,  that  the  Jack  London  Square  alignment  proves              
infeasible.  That  will  leave  just  one  other  option:  Estuary  Park.  Having  this              
alignment  preserved  as  a  Plan  B  is  important  because  there  are  so  few               
viable  options  left,  and  competing  interests  will  likely  surface  as  more  time              
passes.     
  


Many  big  challenges  the  bridge  faces  have  been  addressed,  including  most             
recently  Coast  Guard  approval.  But  getting  easements  secured  may  prove            
even  more  challenging  with  the  passing  of  time.  We  urge  you  to  ensure  that                
this  next  important  step  —  securing  easements  for  the  bridge  —  gets  taken               
now,  as  part  of  the  Oakland  Waterfront  Ballpark  District  Project,  and  to  help               
advance   the   PSR   that   is   in   progress.   
  


We  also  wanted  to  comment  briefly  on  the  notion  that  additional  ferry              
service  might  address  the  need  for  connectivity  across  the  estuary.  We             
welcome  any  additional  transit  service  as  complimentary,  whether  by  water            
or  ground,  but  do  not  see  it  as  a  substitute  for  actual  bike  and  pedestrian                 
access,  nor  do  we  think  it  will  ever  be  nearly  as  effective  or  impactful  as  the                  
bridge.  Operating  hours  and  fare  limitations  will  always  be  an  issue,  and              
during   surge   times   (game   days,   for   example),   conflicts   will   inevitably   arise.   
  


In  writing  this  letter,  we  are  sensitive  to  the  fact  that  Bike  Walk  Alameda                
does  not  technically  represent  Oakland  constituents,  but  we’re  neighbors,           
we’re  customers,  we’re  visitors,  we’re  workers,  we’re  friends,  we’re  family,            
we're  fans,  and  we’re  part  of  a  community  that  wants  to  be  strengthened               
and  better  connected  by  more  equitable  and  sustainable  infrastructure,  and            
all   the   benefits   it   bestows.   
  


Thank   you   again   for   your   consideration.     


    


Cyndy   Johnsen   
Board   Member,   Bike   Walk   Alameda   
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April   27,   2021   

Subject:    DEIR   for   the   Oakland   Waterfront   Ballpark   District   Project   
  
  

Dear   Mr.   Vollmann,   
  

Bike  Walk  Alameda  would  like  to  offer  comments  regarding  the  DEIR  for  the               
Oakland   Waterfront   Ballpark   District   Project.   
  

Our  interest  is  around  bicycle  and  pedestrian  connectivity  between  West            
Alameda  and  the  proposed  Ballpark  District,  which  has  been  largely            
unaddressed.  Specifically,  we  noted  that  it  doesn’t  incorporate  or  in  any  way              
advance  the  estuary  bike  and  pedestrian  bridge,  an  oversight  we  hope  can              
be  remedied,  as  this  bridge  can  dramatically  help  mitigate  the  ‘significant             
and  unavoidable’  traffic  impacts  noted  in  the  report.  The  bridge  is  projected              
to  eliminate  40K-50K  vehicle  trips  across  the  estuary  a  week,  and  it’s  not               
hard  to  imagine  how  it  might  also  help  mitigate  game  day  traffic  and  parking                
pressure   from   Alamedans   if   the   Ballpark   District   comes   to   be.   
    
The  estuary  bike  and  pedestrian  bridge  is  already  in  key  local  and  regional               
planning   documents,   including:      

● The   Oakland   Downtown   Specific   Plan   
● The   Oakland   Bike   Plan     
● The   Alameda   Countywide   Transportation   Plan     
● The   Caltrans   D4   Bike   Plan   
● The  Alameda  County  Transportation  Commission’s  10-Year  Capital         

Improvement   Plan   
● All   of   the   City   of   Alameda’s   key   planning   documents     

  
It  should  be  included  here,  too,  because  it’s  part  of  the  region’s  vision,  and                
because  decisions  made  about  the  District  will  be  consequential  to  the             
bridge.     
  

As  you  likely  know,  a  Project  Study  Report  (PSR)  has  been  funded  by               
ACTC  and  is  just  getting  under  way,  managed  by  the  City  of  Alameda.  One                
of  the  key  objectives  of  the  PSR  is  to  specify  the  bridge  landing,  the  winning                 
location  from  the  several  candidates  that  have  been  proposed  in  the             
Feasibility  Study  completed  last  year.  Several  easements  have  been           
preserved  for  alignments  on  the  Alameda  side,  but  none  have  been             
preserved  on  the  Oakland  side  yet.  It’s  a  task  that  needs  to  be  done,  and                 
with  the  Ballpark  District  Project  moving  along,  now  seems  like  the  perfect              
time  to  coordinate  with  various  stakeholders,  and  make  these  key            
commitments.   
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One  of  the  two  preferred  alignments  is  at  Jack  London  Square.  We              
understand  there’s  a  lot  of  complexity  at  this  location,  but  particularly  if  the               
ballpark  proceeds,  it  may  be  worth  the  extra  effort.  The  potential  to  tie  in  to                 
the  proposed  bike  and  pedestrian  railroad  overcrossing  at  Jefferson  is  very             
intriguing,  and  in  our  opinion,  warrants  study  and  design  work.  This  is  also               
the  preferred  landing  on  the  Alameda  side,  because  the  landing  would  be  a               
straight  and  very  user-friendly  ramp  through  the  Alameda  Landing           
development.     
  

It  may  well  be,  however,  that  the  Jack  London  Square  alignment  proves              
infeasible.  That  will  leave  just  one  other  option:  Estuary  Park.  Having  this              
alignment  preserved  as  a  Plan  B  is  important  because  there  are  so  few               
viable  options  left,  and  competing  interests  will  likely  surface  as  more  time              
passes.     
  

Many  big  challenges  the  bridge  faces  have  been  addressed,  including  most             
recently  Coast  Guard  approval.  But  getting  easements  secured  may  prove            
even  more  challenging  with  the  passing  of  time.  We  urge  you  to  ensure  that                
this  next  important  step  —  securing  easements  for  the  bridge  —  gets  taken               
now,  as  part  of  the  Oakland  Waterfront  Ballpark  District  Project,  and  to  help               
advance   the   PSR   that   is   in   progress.   
  

We  also  wanted  to  comment  briefly  on  the  notion  that  additional  ferry              
service  might  address  the  need  for  connectivity  across  the  estuary.  We             
welcome  any  additional  transit  service  as  complimentary,  whether  by  water            
or  ground,  but  do  not  see  it  as  a  substitute  for  actual  bike  and  pedestrian                 
access,  nor  do  we  think  it  will  ever  be  nearly  as  effective  or  impactful  as  the                  
bridge.  Operating  hours  and  fare  limitations  will  always  be  an  issue,  and              
during   surge   times   (game   days,   for   example),   conflicts   will   inevitably   arise.   
  

In  writing  this  letter,  we  are  sensitive  to  the  fact  that  Bike  Walk  Alameda                
does  not  technically  represent  Oakland  constituents,  but  we’re  neighbors,           
we’re  customers,  we’re  visitors,  we’re  workers,  we’re  friends,  we’re  family,            
we're  fans,  and  we’re  part  of  a  community  that  wants  to  be  strengthened               
and  better  connected  by  more  equitable  and  sustainable  infrastructure,  and            
all   the   benefits   it   bestows.   
  

Thank   you   again   for   your   consideration.     

    

Cyndy   Johnsen   
Board   Member,   Bike   Walk   Alameda   
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