
     1

 

 

CITY OF OAKLAND 

LANDMARKS PRESERVATION ADVISORY BOARD 

 

---oOo--- 

 

Monday, March 22, 2021 

Audio Transcription 

 

Reported by:  Connie J. Parchman, RPR, CRR, CSR 6137

---------------------------------------------------------

 JAN BROWN & ASSOCIATES 

WORLDWIDE DEPOSITION & VIDEOGRAPHER SERVICES 

701 Battery Street, 3rd Floor, San Francisco, CA 94111 

(415)981-3498 or (800) 522-7096 

 100:00:59

 200:00:59

 300:00:59

 400:00:59

 500:00:59

 600:00:59

 700:00:59

 800:00:59

 900:00:59

1000:00:59

1100:00:59

1200:00:59

1300:00:59

1400:00:59

1500:00:59

1600:00:59

1700:00:59

1800:00:59

1900:00:59

2000:00:59

2100:00:59

2200:00:59

2300:00:59

2400:00:59

25



     2

ATTENDEES:

Vince Sugrue, Chair

Klara Komorous, Vice Chair

Benjamin Fu, Board Member

Tim Mollette-Parks, Board Member

Marcus Jonson, Board Member

Chris Andrews, Board Member

 100:00:59

 200:00:59

 300:00:59

 400:00:59

 500:00:59

 600:00:59

 700:00:59

 8

 9

10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

25



     3

MARCH 22, 2021 

P R O C E E D I N G S 

---O0O--- 

(Board proceedings not transcribed pursuant to request; 

transcription begins at video time of 27:18.) 

...

CHAIR SUGRUE:  If we can move to the public

comment portion.

CLERK VOLLMAN:  Okay.  So the first speaker I

see is, again, with the number ending in 1961.

I'm going to go ahead and allow you to talk.

Go ahead and unmute yourself and begin speaking.

MS. DAVIS:  Hello.  My name's Melanie Davis.

Can you hear me?

CLERK VOLLMAN:  Yes.

MS. DAVIS:  Okay.  On the gondola, was that in

the EIR?

And how much would that cost?

And is that just for transportation from Tenth

to the ballpark?

Thank you.

CLERK VOLLMAN:  Thank you.

Next speaker is Naomi Schiff.  We'll go ahead

and allow you to talk.  Go ahead and unmute yourself.

MS. SCHIFF:  Hello.  I actually request a08:35:26
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little bit longer.  This is a pretty -- it's a thousand

page EIR and I don't think two minutes is adequate, but I

will begin anyway.

We have sent you a letter, I hope that you

received it, from Oakland Heritage Alliance.

And we have spoken with the A's about the

Peaker Plant and have a couple of remarks.  Mostly we

think the mitigation package is too weak and request that

you add mitigation or recommend adding a mitigation,

which is a contribution to the facade improvement fund to

be used in the impacted areas of the West Waterfront ASI.

And also that the design of the new stadium

really requires a consulting historical architect to make

sure that it is compatible, the new stadium is compatible

with the old buildings around it.  We really don't want

to have a violation of the Secretary of Interior

standards with regard to context.

Second, the gondola.  The gondola is a large

intrusion into the fabric of Historic Oakland, which is

not on the site of the stadium property proposed by the

developer.  We think it's a terrible idea, at this route

at least, on Washington Street.

It would be an enormous impact on the only

thing that's left from the redevelopment era demolition

of downtown Oakland, our old Oakland area.08:37:11
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It's really not an amusement park and it really

should not be viewed that way.  It seems to us that it is

a shiny trinket being dangled as an entertainment feature

and that that is truly unacceptable.

There are other ways to move people that do not

require defacing a historic district.  Actually two

historic districts, an area of primary importance with

many landmarks within it.  

I'm sure you saw the report, and the West

Waterfront ASI, which holds an extremely valuable train

station, but also the oldest commercial building in

Oakland at the corner of Broadway in that same block.

And we really think it's a violation and entirely

completely oppose it.

CLERK VOLLMAN:  That's the two minutes.

You can also submit additional comments in

writing or by e-mail or through the comment tracker as

well.  And we did receive your letter.  Thank you.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Thank you, Naomi.

CLERK VOLLMAN:  The next speaker that we have

is Adam Lamoreaux.  We'll go ahead and allow you to

speak.  Go ahead and unmute yourself.

MR. LAMOREAUX:  Good evening, board.  My name

is Adam Lamoreaux.  I've been a commercial resident here

at 95 Linden Street since March of 2005, so 16 years this08:38:50
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month.

If I've learned anything in the 16 years that

I've been in this neighborhood, I've learned that we have

really serious concerns on all fronts:  Environmental,

commercial, residential, everything.  It's all -- it's

all valid.  The Port.  It's a very complicated problem

out here.

And it's been 16 years since it's even looked

like it starts to get unraveled.  And the one thing I

have seen from the Athletics and their teams is a

willingness to actually attempt to try and solve almost

all of those concerns at one time with this project.  

And I just hope that this Board sort of

recognizes them for that.  And knows that there are some

of us here in the neighborhood that really appreciate

that they're even trying and hoping that anybody with any

concerns about this project -- which I have plenty of my

own -- just recognizes that the A's aren't trying to push

any of them aside.  They're actually trying to, it seems

like, they're trying to -- they're trying to solve them.  

And so, that's my schpiel.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Thank you, Adam.

CLERK VOLLMAN:  Okay.  Our next speaker is Mark

Jacob.  We'll go ahead and allow you to talk.  Go ahead

and unmute yourself.08:40:25
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MR. JACOB:  Good afternoon.  Mike Jacob with

pacific Merchant Shipping Association.

We have a number of concerns with the EIR.  But

limiting these comments just to the topic at hand, we

feel that the draft EIR significantly understates the

significant, unavoidable impact on historical cultural

resources for the site, fails to address appropriate

mitigation, or truly address superiority of Alternative

2, which is the coliseum site that would avoid of all of

the impacts, the current site location.

The draft EIR fails to sufficiently assess the

impacts of the project, including its nature, density and

massing.  

It would negatively affect direct historic

resources in the vicinity of the project, including the

Southern Pacific Railroad corridor, USS Potomac and the

Lightship Relief.

But also in the proposed * Maker District, just

next to the project site, that includes three national

register of historic places and listed properties.  In

addition, five areas of secondary interests are located

nearby.

These are obviously important because of the

if-then proposition included in the draft Downtown

Oakland Specific Plan that says if the ballpark is built,08:41:39
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these historic resources will be impacted.

There is no doubt that the significant

aesthetic impact to these cultural resources will result

from construction of massive new baseball stadium,

residential, entertainment, office, hotel and retail

uses, with buildings ranging from 500 to 600 feet high,

the will dwarf all other structures and buildings in the

vicinity and alter the historic visual character and

fabric of the maritime industrial complex and resources

around historic sites here at Howard terminal.

And I also like to briefly thank Naomi Schiff

and Oakland Heritage Alliance for bringing up the impacts

with the gondola and that variant.  Obviously those have

not been significantly addressed in this draft EIR

either.

We look forward to continuing to work with the

city and we'll obviously be submitting more comments in

writing as this goes on.

Thank you.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Thank you, Mike.

CLERK VOLLMAN:  Okay.  Next speaker is Daniel

Levy.  We'll allow you to talk.  Go ahead and unmute

yourself.

MR. LEVY:  Hi, my name is Daniel Levy.  I'm

with Oakland Heritage Alliance.  I just want to echo some08:42:54
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of Naomi's comments with regards to the Peaker Plant.

Definitely would like to see an alternative study that

doesn't require that demolition to occur.

I mean, we've lost quite a few portions of

A-rated buildings recently.  We've lost, you know, the

inner urban platform at the West Oakland train station.

We've lost a lot of the Ninth Avenue Terminal.  We've

lost a lot of the G.E. building.  

So we would definitely like to see the entirety

of this A-rated building retained and an alternative

study to that effect.

I think increased flow is an important aspect.

And certainly the Howard Terminal is a really large site

and the stadium could be adjusted such that we don't need

to have this impact to this historic resource.

With regards to the gondola, definitely

interested in seeing some alternative there.  You know

what can we do on the ground level to increase access and

inter connectivity.

There's definitely a lot of challenges and

impacts that should be studied with regards to the

gondola from impacts to businesses and public safety on

the ground.  From bifurcating traffic from everyone on

the street level to some people in the air and some

people on the street.  08:44:09
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So we would encourage an alternative to really

put resources to improve things at the street level,

rather than trying to just bypass all the existing fabric

that is there connecting downtown Oakland to the

ballpark.

Minneapolis has had challenges with their

skyway system and not having enough activity on the

ground level.  

So I would definitely like to see some further

thought with the gondola to help improve things on the

ground in Oakland.

So thank you.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Thank you, Daniel.

CLERK VOLLMAN:  Next speaker I have is Rita

Look.  We'll allow you to talk.  Go ahead and unmute

yourself and begin speaking.

MS. LOOK:  Hello.  Hi, yes, I'm a West Oakland

resident.  And it is unfortunate to limit to two minutes

because I was really interested to hear more of what

Naomi, I think it was Naomi, the person who got -- had,

you know, very -- sounded like "knowledgeful" information

that I would have liked to hear, but -- in this meeting.

But, just a quick comment, I mean, I don't know

anything about public policy making or planning or

anything like that.  Just a comment that my parents live08:45:36
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in the town of Santa Maria, California.  And back in the

'70s, they decided to tear down all of their historic,

quaint buildings and build strip malls.  And that's all

that city is.

Well, I'm -- I hope nobody feels bad about me

saying this about Santa Maria.  But it has zero character

at all.

And then the towns around it took a lot of

these -- sorry about that -- you know, buildings and

turned these into, you know, a -- an attraction and

something that people are drawn to.

And once they're gone, you can't recreate that.

So, you know, what's down there at that -- in that area

are the Maker District, those -- that building they're

going to have to tear out a portion of, you know, other

historic areas.  You build a big project like that, that

will permanently change the character of that area to be

something that you can never reverse back to what -- what

it is.

And I think there's some value in that.

And also the gondola idea just sounds like,

yeah, something shiny dangling in front of us to go for

this.

I don't see how in the world you can move

people and get them into that site with the gondola.08:47:15
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First of all, how do they get to the gondola

and et cetera, et cetera.

So, that's my point.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Thank you.

CLERK VOLLMAN:  Thank you.

The next speaker is Mary Harper.  Go ahead and

unmute yourself.

MS. HARPER:  Hi, I'm Mary Harper with OHA.

First of all, it's -- this DEIR is unclear if

all the cranes will be kept.  Others have spoken or will

speak about points in my letter of yesterday.

But I would like to speak about the cranes.

They are very important part of Oakland's

working waterfront.  Keep them all, no matter what their

age, everyone associates them with the Port of Oakland.

T-shirts, hats, et cetera.

Please keep Oakland's maritime history alive

and keep all the cranes.

Thank you.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Thank you.

CLERK VOLLMAN:  Okay.  Next speaker is Bro

Muhammad.  Go ahead and unmute yourself and you can begin

speaking.

MR. MUHAMMAD:  Yes, sir.  Do you hear me?

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Yes.08:48:50
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MR. MUHAMMAD:  Okay.  Hi, my name is Ronald

Muhammad.  I'm deeply rooted in West Oakland.  

And I wanted to speak to the historical value

of this project in terms of not necessarily the

buildings, cranes, and the other things that people are

talking about, but I'm actually talking about the people.

I know that we've been redistricting several

times and, you know, some of the newcomers they think

that, you know, Jack London is something different.  But

it's not.  It's West Oakland.

And we have seen that site for as long as I've

been alive be nothing done, inactive.  And in essence it

turned -- even though it has historical value to it, it's

turned into blight because it hasn't been used.

And so while there are still points to be

debated about the project, I applaud the A's for what

they're striving to do because the areas has been unused.

Something of value is determined by -- based on its use,

the area has not been able to have been used in so long.

And so that terminal, whether it be the cranes, those

historical buildings that have turned into blight because

they -- we're not doing any industry in those buildings,

there's nothing industrial going on.

And now they're starting to put some housing

around.  I think it would bring value to the site.  And08:50:21
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us, as the most valued historical resource that we have,

which is the people, we would like to see some vibrance

in there.  And I mean there's other things to be debated

about.  But you can't debate blight.  You can't debate

non-usage, regardless of the so-called potential.  Thank

you.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Thank you.

CLERK VOLLMAN:  Okay.  The next speaker I just

have the name Jackson.  We'll go ahead and allow you to

talk, and unmute yourself --

MR. MOORE:  Hi, thanks for hearing me.  Sorry,

Jackson Moore, property owner in Jack London Square.

Very much in favor of the Howard Terminal project,

including the Peaker Plant variant.

I do think the recommendations and mitigations

in the EIR sort of maintain the historical sort of

significance of that building.  I think seems reasonable

to sort of a lay person.

I do want to comment that the gondola variance

seems like an abomination to me with no connection to the

cultural history of the area.

I think that the -- I just think that that

piece of the proposed project seems to be sort of

disconnected from everything else.  I don't quite

understand why it's in there.  It does seem to be08:51:41
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something that was just thrown in there to, you know,

sort of be able to talk about this gondola but it really

has no connection to the area and I think it actually

takes away from the project.

So speaking in support of the project, against

the gondola.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Thank you.

CLERK VOLLMAN:  Okay.  Next speaker I have is

"travistarr".

Go ahead and allow you to speak.  Go ahead and

unmute yourself.

MR. TARR:  Yeah.  Thank you.

I'm Travis.  And I'm just going to speak that

all these alternatives look great.  It means investment.

CLERK VOLLMAN:  I'm sorry, Travis, could you

state your full name for the record so we can document

it?

MR. TARR:  Travis Tarr.

CLERK VOLLMAN:  Thank you.

mR.T:  These alternatives look great.

If people are riding the gondola they will see

historic buildings from a whole new perspective.  Sounds

great.  

People get right up close to the cranes that

get preserved.  That's fantastic how much closer can you08:52:48
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get to the character of Oakland than if you build

projects like this?

So I would say all the alternative are

fantastic.  

And don't get muddled up in the -- trying to --

trying to  trying to tie someone's hands down.  That's

all.  Thanks.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Thank you, Travis.

CLERK VOLLMAN:  Okay.  The next speaker I have

is last four digits of the number is 1961.

I'm not sure if this is who we already heard

from earlier.  But you're only allowed to speak one time.

I'll go ahead and allow you to speak, but if

you had already spoken earlier that was your two minutes.

Go ahead and allow you to talk.  You can begin

speaking.

MS. DAVIS:  Yes, I did speak earlier, Melanie

Davis.  Can you hear me?

CLERK VOLLMAN:  Yes.  Yeah, we can hear you.

SPEAKER:  I had a question.  What happened to

the gondola that's on West Oakland BART station taking

people to the stadium?  What happened to that idea?

Thank you.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Thank you.

CLERK VOLLMAN:  Okay.  That's all the public08:54:14

 108:52:51

 208:52:54

 308:52:55

 408:52:56

 508:52:58

 608:53:04

 708:53:07

 808:53:10

 908:53:16

1008:53:18

1108:53:23

1208:53:25

1308:53:30

1408:53:32

1508:53:35

1608:53:37

1708:53:43

1808:53:46

1908:53:49

2008:53:53

2108:53:54

2208:53:59

2308:54:04

2408:54:10

25



    17

speakers we have so far.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Do we have any other public

speakers?  If so, please raise your hand.

Seeing none, we're going to close the public

speakers and we're going to move to board comments.

So moving on to board comments.

Do we have any hands or comments from the

board?

VICE CHAIR KOMOROUS:  I'm sorry, I lost my

ability to raise my hand.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  No worries.  You can go for it,

Vice Chair Komorous.

VICE CHAIR KOMOROUS:  Just here.

So I -- I have two questions.  One is -- and

maybe this is something that staff can answer.  In

reading the extract that the board members were sent,

that 62-page document, in the DEIR, okay, it said that

there is an alternative for a maritime reservation

scenario that was on page 7 and 8.  And what that said

was that the entire site may get smaller because of the

Port of Oakland has left that option open for themselves.

So that it meant that the entire site would get smaller

and all of that space would be taken out of the park and

open space.

And my question is, is that addressed by the07:47:58
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DEIR?  Because I did not see that specifically.  So if I

could get an answer to that, please.

MR. VOLLMAN:  Yeah, this is Pete Vollman,

Planning staff.

Yeah, so in the project description it

specifically states the maritime reservation scenario and

that's brought up in every topic item throughout the

Draft EIR.

What it is, is that the Port has been studying

looking at expansion of the turning basin that's directly

adjacent to the site right now.  So they have a time

frame that they can take that land back in order to

proceed with doing that turning basin expansion.  But it

is not certain whether they're going to proceed with that

or not.  So there's various different levels.

So what the site plan shows with the maritime

reservation area is the absolute maximum of land that

could be taken back to expand that turning basin.  It may

be less.  To what extent we don't know for certain.

So, that's why we can't show, like, every

single scenario.  It is basically showing the maximum

extent it would be pulled back as part of that and that

is addressed in every topic throughout the Draft EIR.

VICE CHAIR KOMOROUS:  Okay.  Thank you.  I

get -- I just wanted to make sure that it was included.07:49:16
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And I understand that it is.

And can I ask one more question?  And this is

for the project Applicant.

The information that we were sent did not

include any details about the Peaker Plant and I

understand that you're talking about cutting a wing or

part of a wing.

Would it possible -- for -- to see that today?

Can we could -- or could you at least explain

it on your site plan what of it is being proposed to be

demolished and what is being kept?  Thank you.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Yeah, Vice Chair Komorous, I

moved them back over to attendees.  So let me move them

back up and they can show you that.

That was in their presentation.  Maybe they can

bring it up again and show that.

MR. KAVAL:  Yeah, Pete we can actually just

bring up that slide we have, which actually does show.

MR. VOLLMAN:  I brought Noah back over, if you

want to share that screen and bring up that slide.

MR. KAVAL:  Yeah, so we'll go though that

specific slide.

You can see from the plan view in terms of the

power plant, the one wing, about 40 percent of the

building is chopped right there.  There it is.  You can07:51:01
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see it.

And then the remaining structure is reinforced

and made seismically stable so it can be used and it ends

up being kind of an open area for people to see the

building, access the building in a positive way.  So

that's the way we have proposed it in the variant, if

this, in fact, does move forward as part of the project.

And we think that strikes a nice balance

between the two.

But we're obviously open to input from this

board and also from other folks in the community.

VICE CHAIR KOMOROUS:  Yes, thank you.  It's

clear.  It's just -- so you know, we're seeing it pretty

small and it's -- but you explained it.  Thank you so

much.

MR. KAVAL:  Yeah.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Thank you.  Board Member

Andrews.

BOARD MEMBER ANDREWS:  Yeah, I just wanted to

make a general comment that it's great to see the

potential of baseball in downtown Oakland.  I hope I live

long enough to go to a game there.  And obviously there

are lots of challenges and issues, some of which I think

both the -- some of the citizens, and also Oakland

Heritage Alliance have brought up.  And I'm very07:32:29
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optimistic that with the help of the planners and City of

Oakland, citizens of Oakland and the business people of

Oakland that become engaged, we'll be able to work toward

a solution that works for everyone.

I'm not particularly in love with the gondola

either, but I'm hoping that there's just a wonderful way

we can get people to walk down Broadway from the BART

station and revitalize Broadway as an urban pedestrian

boulevard and promenade on the nights of the games.  I

can see that being incredibly exciting and fantastic.

So, looking forward to this project continuing and happy

to be part of that process.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Great.  Thank you so much Board

Member Andrews.  Other comments from the board?

Well as folks gather their thoughts, I know

I'll use this time to just address one particular thing

in addition to what's been addressed tonight.  And we do

want to thank OHA for submitting the letter.  

And in addition to their comments, I want to

point out the vibration analysis for historical

structures.  So I believe that it's being studied in the

DEIR at -- analyzed at 150 feet.  And just looking at

this project and understanding, you know, the massive

construction that's downtown, anyone that's been downtown

you know that the construction is pretty overwhelming and07:34:14
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just in terms of vibration on the historic waterfront

area, I was wondering why that's 150 feet and can that be

pushed to potentially 300 feet.

I don't know if that would encapsulate Jack

London.  I just think that, you know -- I envision this

obviously being an active construction site right next to

an area we have a lot of historic buildings in Jack

London and a lot of folks downtown just visiting from out

of town.  So wanted to put that one additional comment in

there as well.

Does the board have any other comments at this

time?

MR. VOLLMAN:  Chair, I believe Board Member Fu

has his hand up right now.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Thank you so much.  Board Member

Fu, go ahead.

BOARD MEMBER FU:  Can you guys here me okay?

Just a really quick -- two, actually.  I want

to appreciate the Oakland A's organization for their

efforts.  And I know we've hearing sort of comments on

both sides and it's a big project and you're working

with -- sitting with lots of history and lots of

passionate folks about the history of the city.

With that said, the gondola does trouble me a

little bit.  I'm just not convinced of its impact on the07:35:34
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API.  And I agree with Board Member Andrews, I think some

kind of pedestrian connection to experience the City of

Oakland would have been better, but we're not here to

talk about that design.

So I'll just summarize by saying that I'm just

not entirely convinced of replacing, or that the API, or

something like the gondola is the best.

Usually something like this with the

entertainment value would have been better if it was able

to balance and preserve the history of the city.  So I'll

end with that.

Sorry for the crying baby in the background

there.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  No worries whatsoever.  Thank

you for your comments.

VICE CHAIR KOMOROUS:  I have a comment.  

I'm sorry, this is Klara Komorous, but I'm

still not able to raise my hand.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  I think it's because you're a

co-host.

VICE CHAIR KOMOROUS:  Okay.  So it means I can

butt in, right?

So would this be a good time for my comment?

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Yeah, absolutely.  No, please.

And then we'll go to Board Member Andrews07:36:47
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after.

VICE CHAIR KOMOROUS:  Just related to the

question that the board is just being asked for comments

about the DEIR.  And you know, how thorough it is,

provides all the information, et cetera, so that's all

that I'm going to speak to.

I have absolutely no objection to this entire

plan.  I think that it's wonderful.  But we are here to,

you know, get into the details.

So, just relative to the Draft EIR, I think

that I would reiterate Naomi Schiff and Daniel Levy being

the alternative with the Peaker Plant, I think that the

Draft SEIR is not complete.  I think the mitigation

measure is -- is basically nonexistent.  And it provides

absolutely no alternatives to tearing down 40 percent of

that wing.

So I'm not saying that the 40 percent of the

wing, you know, should or should not be torn down, that's

really not what I'm addressing.

I'm just addressing that the Draft EIR should

address it and they should explain why it is not possible

or they should -- they should pro -- I think that what

would be much better is that they should provide an

alternative where that wing is kept in its entirety.  And

I think that saying that, you know, this is a few feet of07:38:41
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wall does not fit on a 55-acre site is just -- is just

hard to believe.

So I think that the alternative should be

included.

And also as Naomi Schiff said, giving funds to

the Facade Improvement Fund, that would be great too as

part of the mitigation measure proposal.

And related to that, to that gondola, I have no

comment about yes gondola, no gondola.  But relative to

the EIR, it doesn't really address any kind of

alternatives or, you know, mitigation or -- so I think

that basically in those two areas, my comments is that it

is not adequate and that that part of it should be

studied and there should be more information before it is

complete.

Thank you.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Thank you Vice Chair Komorous.

Board Member Andrews?

BOARD MEMBER ANDREWS:  Yeah, thank you.  I

just -- the only other thing I wanted to just -- I meant

to add this before, was that I do agree with -- I can't

remember the member of the public that spoke, but I think

that all of the cranes that we can preserve the better.

To me they all are historic resources they are

absolutely essential to our image and perception and07:40:26
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feeling about the City of Oakland.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Thank you, Board Member Andrews.

Are there any other comments from the board?

I do just want to bring back one item that I

think is important regarding the Peaker Plant and making

sure that we feel we have enough -- we have adequate

information on it.

I know that it was brought to the attention

that we weren't given the full details on it and I know

that there's been some comments on it.  But I just wanted

to make sure does everyone feel as if this is adequate?

And does anyone else have any other comments for the

DEIR?

VICE CHAIR KOMOROUS:  I would just like to

reiterate that I think that it isn't adequately --

alternatives to the -- you know, in the mitigation part

of the Draft EIR states no alternatives.  And the

mitigation isn't really addressed.

So, I think that the answer is a resounding no,

it's incomplete.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Thank you, Vice Chair.

Seeing no other comments, we will close this

portion of the -- of this piece.  And that is to close

the portion on the DEIR.

But we do have a potential decision around the07:42:29

 107:40:29

 207:40:36

 307:40:40

 407:40:50

 507:40:53

 607:40:59

 707:41:01

 807:41:03

 907:41:06

1007:41:11

1107:41:17

1207:41:23

1307:41:25

1407:41:37

1507:41:38

1607:41:46

1707:41:50

1807:41:55

1907:41:59

2007:42:06

2107:42:12

2207:42:16

2307:42:20

2407:42:28

25



    27

crane.

MR. VOLLMAN:  Yeah, so this is Pete Vollman,

Planning staff again.  So as I mentioned earlier, one of

the cranes at the site, it's actually the low profile

crane on the west end and it's known as crane X-422.

And it's within the Draft EIR document where it

discusses that this is a potential historic resource.

We had two analyses, one by ESA and another one

by Jacobs.  The ESA analysis basically stated it was

believed to be a historic resource under CEQA because of

its presence, its early presence at the site when the

port went to containerization.

The Port had concerns with this and got another

study because they felt that not all of the information

was there about this crane.

This crane was actually modified and relocated

to the Howard Terminal site in the mid '90s and their

argument was that if it was going to be anything historic

about it, it would be with relationship to the

development of the Seventh Street Terminal because there

numerous other cranes on the site that predated that or

were similar in time that had been removed and there were

no historic issues with those.

And this crane is no longer present in its

historic setting at the Seventh Street Terminal and was07:57:10
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moved to Howard Terminal as I mentioned in 19 -- I

believe it was '94.  I actually found a picture of it

being installed at Howard Terminal and added it into the

staff report.

And the concern is that it would be considered

a historic resource when it's barely of age and is not

even in its historic setting.

So, the argument from the Jacobs end is that it

should not be considered a historic resource pursuant to

CEQA.

And what we were looking for is if the board

feels comfortable with the information, if the Board

would like to make a motion for a recommendation to staff

as to whether or not we should continue to treat it as a

historic resource, as we've done within the Draft EIR,

which has -- was out of an abundance of caution, and was

the most conservative approach.

Or does the board believe it should not be

considered a historic resource pursuant to the follow-up

Jacobs study that was provided?

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Great, thank you so much.  With

that, I will open it up to the board if anyone has any

potential recommendations or comments around this.

VICE CHAIR KOMOROUS:  Maybe I could jump in

again.  This is Vice Chair Komorous.07:58:22
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CHAIR SUGRUE:  Yes, please.

VICE CHAIR KOMOROUS:  I -- so I read the

reports, the parts of the reports that were given to us

in our package.

The first one it didn't have who wrote it and

then there's the Jacobs report.

But there were -- I think that we do have

enough information to weigh in on this.  And I just --

for the board members that didn't have a chance to really

read it, there are a couple of things that I think are

really important.

In the first report it -- that report concluded

that this crane qualified as a historic resource because

it was the last remaining crane associated with the 1962

to 1977 era and this crane is from 1970.

So the deal is that there were four cranes of

this type, but the other three have already been

demolished.  So this is the last crane of its type.  And

that was the main reason why they felt that this crane is

eligible.

The other report, the second report that the

Port paid for -- so my guess is that they didn't like

that now they had a crane that was considered a historic

resource, so the Port paid for a report basically that

said that it wasn't a historic resource.  But -- so there08:00:08
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are a couple things related to that.

First of all, it says that it wasn't a resource

because it was constructed less than 50 years ago.

So, first of all, that's no longer true.  I

mean, it might have been true when this report was

written, but it isn't true anymore.

It's 1970.  This crane it is over 50 years old.

So that's one reason why I believe that this crane should

be continued to be considered as a historic resource.

And I believe that staff did it absolutely properly.

I think that it's great that it's being

considered a historic resource and I think that other

parts of, like, the reasons why they're saying that it's

not was because it was moved.

Well, the point under the SHPO rules, the point

isn't that something can't be moved, it just has to say

relevant.  So if this crane had been moved inland, then

the location wouldn't matter.  But it's -- it appears to

me, from reading this, that actually they moved these

cranes around.  I mean, this is not like something that

all of a sudden it's not a crane because it's moved a few

yards.

So, I think that that -- saying that it was

moved makes it not historic is meaningless.

And then some of the things that they're08:01:38
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saying, that it was modified.  But it just feels very

nitpicky that yes, that what the Jacobs report says is

true, but it's so nitpicky because it's kind of like, you

know, if -- the height was modified.

Well, it's still a crane, it's still on the

water and it's the last remaining crane of its kind.

So, I think that it -- that the big picture is

that it is a historic resource.

Now that doesn't mean that it is -- you know,

in terms of explanation, to the -- you know, attendees,

that doesn't mean that it won't be removed.

All we're saying is that it be considered as a

resource and that that means a conservative approach.

And then you know, if it has to be demolished then

there's appropriate mitigation, because if it's not a

historic resource, they can just tear it down and it goes

away.  Whereas if it is considered a historic resource,

then you know mitigation can take place or, you know,

hopefully it is kept.

But it won't just disappear overnight and then

the thing is gone.

And actually, I have another issue related to

the DEIR which I forgot to make, is that I think that the

mitigation measures related to the crane are also

incomplete because the only mitigation measure that it08:03:14
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says is that the -- that the Applicant in the mitigation

is only responsible for the cost of demolition under all

of the mitigation measures.

So, you know, they get to tear it down.  And if

somebody wants to keep it or relocate it, then that's

their problem.  And at their cost, more importantly.

So I think that also that doesn't appear to me

to be a mitigation measure.  I mean, that just says, you

know, that they pay the money and then the thing can just

disappear.

So, to summarize, I think that this -- the

crane X-422 is a historic resource.  And should continue

to be considered as such as it has been and as it already

is in the DEIR.  And I think that staff was absolutely

correct to do that.

End of comment.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Thank you, Vice Chair.

Board Member Andrews.

BOARD MEMBER ANDREWS:  Yeah.  Thank you, Board

Member Komorous for clarifying all that.  I totally agree

with you.  I think that -- and thank you so much for

making that so clear.

I don't think there's any question this is a

historic resource.

Cranes are modified and moved around.  That's08:04:46
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just the nature of them.  They're industrial objects.

They're not, you know, cathedrals.  Anyway, cathedrals

are moved around and changed.  I just don't think that's

a good argument.

So thank you and I think staff did the right

thing in their original discussion of that.

Thank you.  That's all I have to say.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Thank you.  Any other comments

from the board?

So I know I just want to chime in and echo Vice

Chair Komorous and Board Member Andrews.  And I think

part of this particular crane also tells a regional and a

global history.  Regionally from the fact that it had to

be lower due to the local airfields, Navy airfields.

And then globally, there's a great explanation

on the Panamax crates.  And you know, the role that this

crane plays.

And I think that there's just such a rich

maritime history within this space.  And we look at

container ships now and we don't recognize that there

used to be different sized container ships.  And this

used to be -- you know, one of those cranes to do that.

And so, I think there's a rich history here and

Vice Chair Komorous -- 

Oh, yes, Board Member Fu.08:06:20

 108:04:48

 208:04:50

 308:04:57

 408:04:59

 508:05:01

 608:05:03

 708:05:05

 808:05:08

 908:05:09

1008:05:16

1108:05:20

1208:05:24

1308:05:28

1408:05:33

1508:05:40

1608:05:44

1708:05:52

1808:05:53

1908:05:56

2008:06:01

2108:06:05

2208:06:08

2308:06:15

2408:06:18

25



    34

BOARD MEMBER FU:  Yes, thank you, Chair.  Let

me see if I can try to do this without too much

interruption here.

I agree with all board member comments.

I think what drove me a little bit, I wish

there was more discussion in terms of alternatives, and I

think designating this or continuing to designate this

because it has always been a historic resource will allow

the opportunity to talk and look at alternatives just as

the Vice Chair had mentioned.  So I just wanted to concur

and point out that.

Thank you.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Thank you.  Any other comments

from the board at this time?

Vice Chair Komorous, I'm not trying -- oh, yes.

Board Member Andrews?

BOARD MEMBER ANDREWS:  I'm here.  I'm ready to

make a motion, but I --

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Thank you.  No, let's do it.

BOARD MEMBER ANDREWS:  Vice Chair Komorous is

much better at phrasing these motions more precisely

since she's studied this.  But basically to back up the

city's initial analysis of this crane.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Great.  So we -- it sounds like

we have a motion from Board Member Andrews to consider08:07:33

 108:06:28

 208:06:29

 308:06:31

 408:06:32

 508:06:38

 608:06:42

 708:06:44

 808:06:47

 908:06:50

1008:06:53

1108:06:59

1208:07:00

1308:07:01

1408:07:03

1508:07:07

1608:07:10

1708:07:14

1808:07:15

1908:07:17

2008:07:19

2108:07:20

2208:07:24

2308:07:28

2408:07:31

25



    35

the crane as a historic resource to support the city's

findings.

Do we have a second?

VICE CHAIR KOMOROUS:  I will second that.  This

is Komorous.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Thank you so much.

Can we please have a roll call?

MR. VOLLMAN:  Board Member Fu.

BOARD MEMBER FU:  Yes.

MR. VOLLMAN:  Board Member Joiner?

BOARD MEMBER JOINER:  Yes.

MR. VOLLMAN:  Board Member Molette-Parks?

BOARD MEMBER MOLETTE-PARKS:  Yes.

MR. VOLLMAN:  I'm sorry, that wasn't completely

clear?

BOARD MEMBER MOLETTE-PARKS:  Sorry about that.

That was yes.

MR. VOLLMAN:  Yes, okay.

Board Member Johnson?

BOARD MEMBER JOHNSON:  Yes.

MR. VOLLMAN:  Board Member Andrews.

BOARD MEMBER ANDREWS:  Yes.

MR. VOLLMAN:  Vice Chair Komorous?

VICE CHAIR KOMOROUS:  Yes.

MR. VOLLMAN:  Chair Sugrue?08:08:21

 108:07:35

 208:07:39

 308:07:40

 408:07:44

 508:07:45

 608:07:47

 708:07:49

 808:07:52

 908:07:53

1008:07:55

1108:07:58

1208:07:59

1308:08:01

1408:08:03

1508:08:05

1608:08:07

1708:08:07

1808:08:10

1908:08:11

2008:08:12

2108:08:13

2208:08:14

2308:08:17

2408:08:19

25



    36

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Yes.

MR. VOLLMAN:  That motion passes.

Thank you.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  And with that this particular

item is closed.

So we will be moving on, on the agenda.

Do we have any announcements?

MR. VOLLMAN:  No announcements from staff.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Great.  Do we have anything

upcoming?

MR. VOLLMAN:  Nothing to announce at this time.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Okay.  We do have meeting

minutes to approve.

Do we have a motion to approve those meeting

minutes?

BOARD MEMBER JOHNSON:  So move.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Thank you.  Do we have a second?

BOARD MEMBER JOINER:  Second.

(Multiple speakers.)

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Great.  We have a lot of

seconds.

Can we have a roll call vote, please.

MR. VOLLMAN:  Board Member Fu?

BOARD MEMBER FU:  Yes.

MR. VOLLMAN:  Board Member Joiner?08:09:17
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BOARD MEMBER JOINER:  Yes.

MR. VOLLMAN:  Board Member Molette-Parks?

BOARD MEMBER MOLETTE-PARKS:  Yes.

MR. VOLLMAN:  Board member Johnson?

BOARD MEMBER JOHNSON:  Yes.

MR. VOLLMAN:  Board Member Andrews?

BOARD MEMBER ANDREWS:  Yes.

MR. VOLLMAN:  Vice Chair Komorous?

VICE CHAIR KOMOROUS:  Yes.

MR. VOLLMAN:  Chair Sugrue?

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Yes.

MR. VOLLMAN:  That motion passes.

CHAIR SUGRUE:  Thank you so much.  And with

that, our meeting is adjourned.

Thank you all so much for joining us and hope

everyone has a great night.

(Meeting concluded at video time 1:17:45.) 
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