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11.2C. 263-264   RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTERS C263 AND C264  
 
The University received 138 form letters signed by individuals, objecting to the proposal 
for up to 100 faculty housing units in the Hill Campus: C111-C121, C125-C159, C161-
C165, C167-C171, C173-C179, C182-C183, C194-C216, C219-C239, C241-C250, C257, 
C259, C263-C264, C267, C278-C279, C282-C283, C285-C293, and C300. A few of 
these letters, such as C111, include brief postscript comments, primarily objecting to the 
number of current UC employees whom the writers assert are parking on city streets to 
avoid paying UC parking fees.  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTERS C263 AND C264 
See Thematic Response 8 for a comprehensive response to comments on Hill Campus 
development. Due partly to comments received and partly to its uncertain near-term 
feasibility, faculty housing has been deleted as a potential future Hill Campus use in the 
2020 LRDP. As noted in Thematic Response 8, the site formerly designated H1 has 
been redesignated as a reserve site, while former site H2 has been redesignated as part of 
the surrounding research zone. 
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11.2C.265 RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C265 
 
RESPONSE TO COMMENT C265 -1  
See Thematic Response 8 for a comprehensive response to comments on Hill Campus 
development. Due partly to comments received and partly to its uncertain near-term 
feasibility, faculty housing has been deleted as a potential future Hill Campus use in the 
2020 LRDP. As noted in Thematic Response 8, the site formerly designated H1 has 
been redesignated as a reserve site, while former site H2 has been redesignated as part of 
the surrounding research zone. 
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11.2C.266 RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C266 
 
RESPONSE TO COMMENT C266 -1  
See Thematic Response 8 for a comprehensive response to comments on Hill Campus 
development. Due partly to comments received and partly to its uncertain near-term 
feasibility, faculty housing has been deleted as a potential future Hill Campus use in the 
2020 LRDP. As noted in Thematic Response 8, the site formerly designated H1 has 
been redesignated as a reserve site, while former site H2 has been redesignated as part of 
the surrounding research zone. 
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11.2C. 267  RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C267 
 
The University received 138 form letters signed by individuals, objecting to the proposal 
for up to 100 faculty housing units in the Hill Campus: C111-C121, C125-C159, C161-
C165, C167-C171, C173-C179, C182-C183, C194-C216, C219-C239, C241-C250, C257, 
C259, C263-C264, C267, C278-C279, C282-C283, C285-C293, and C300. A few of 
these letters, such as C111, include brief postscript comments, primarily objecting to the 
number of current UC employees whom the writers assert are parking on city streets to 
avoid paying UC parking fees.  

RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C267 
See Thematic Response 8 for a comprehensive response to comments on Hill Campus 
development. Due partly to comments received and partly to its uncertain near-term 
feasibility, faculty housing has been deleted as a potential future Hill Campus use in the 
2020 LRDP. As noted in Thematic Response 8, the site formerly designated H1 has 
been redesignated as a reserve site, while former site H2 has been redesignated as part of 
the surrounding research zone. 
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11.2C-616 

11.2C.268 RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C268 
 
RESPONSE TO COMMENTS C268-1 THRU C268-48 
These comments suggest corrections to data in the tables of historic resources on pages 
4.4-10 thru 4.4-45. UC Berkeley staff have reviewed these corrections and revised the 
tables where appropriate. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C268-49 
There is no document: the reference merely notes the tables were prepared by Page and 
Turnbull in 2003 for the purpose of the 2020 LRDP EIR. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C268-50 
The writer requests the tables be augmented to include properties that do not meet the 
criteria established on page 4.4-7 but listed in the city’s Downtown Berkeley Design 
Guidelines. While the table criteria have not been changed, the tables have, as requested 
by the writer, been updated to reflect recent landmarkings by the city through June 30, 
2004. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C268-51 
See Thematic Response 11. Whereas the zoning ordinance as of July 2003 is an existing 
body of policy, which the University can evaluate against its own mission and make an 
informed judgment as to what extent it can comply, the Southside Plan does not 
presently exist in final, adopted form. Once the Southside Plan is adopted, assuming no 
further substantive changes are made by the City, the provisions of the Southside Plan 
would supersede the provisions of the current zoning ordinance. However, because in 
retrospect this is not entirely clear in the Draft EIR language, Best Practices AES-1-h 
and LU-2-d have been revised in the Final EIR as follows:  

Continuing Best Practice AES-1-h: Assuming the City adopts the Southside 
Plan without substantive changes, the University would as a general rule use, as 
its guide for the location and design of University projects implemented under 
the 2020 LRDP within the area of the Southside Plan, the design guidelines and 
standards prescribed in the Southside Plan, which would supersede provisions 
of the City’s prior zoning policy. [Continuing Best Practice LU-2-d identical] 

The writer’s comment regarding the Clark Kerr campus does not align with the Land 
Use map in the Berkeley General Plan website, on which the Clark Kerr Campus has no 
designation. But in response to this comment, University staff inquired about the 
designation. City staff found the website (and the public review copy) of the map to be 
incorrect: the correct designation was retrieved from the record copy, which shows 
most of the Clark Kerr Campus as having a medium density residential designation, with 
the easternmost portion designated as open space.  

However, from the standpoint of new University housing the point is moot, since 
section 3.1.14 explicitly states no substantial change in use or character of the Clark Kerr 
Campus is planned under the 2020 LRDP. In the Final EIR, figure 3.1-5 has been 
adjusted to exclude Clark Kerr Campus and Smyth-Fernwald from the Housing Zone. 
As the writer notes, however, the Housing Zone only pertains to construction of new 
University student housing. 
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11.2C-617 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C268-52  
The Final EIR includes the suggested change. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C268-53 
See response C268-51 regarding the Clark Kerr Campus. The Final EIR has been 
revised to remove the west side of Hillside Avenue from the Housing Zone. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENTS C268-54 AND C268-55 
The Final EIR includes the suggested changes. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C268-56 
In response to this comment, the University has re-evaluated the classical core boundary 
and agrees with the writer it should include the Dwinelle lot. Campanile Way is a 
significant and integral part of the classical core ensemble, and like the central glades 
derives both its form and its character largely from the buildings which frame and define it.  

Although the neighboring Valley Life Sciences Building is not itself a neoclassical 
building, it does share the axial orientation, symmetrical composition, and some of the 
classical architectural features of its older neighbors. Dwinelle Hall, as the writer notes, 
represents a late example of the “stripped classical” style. Inclusion of the Dwinelle lot 
site in the classical core would help ensure the future building would enhance the spatial 
and architectural integrity of Campanile Way. Figures 3.1-8 and 3.1-12 have been revised 
in the Final EIR to incorporate this boundary change. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C268-57 
The writer’s comment is noted. 
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11.2C.269 RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C269 
 
At the request of the writer, letter was removed and replaced by Comment Letter 280  
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 11.2C.270 RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C270 
 
RESPONSE TO COMMENT C270-1 
The writer comments on existing conditions, and not on the 2020 LRDP Draft EIR. No 
response is necessary. 

An all-day study of the origins and destinations of vehicles using the corridor was 
conducted by LBNL and made public in 1998. The study showed that, in the 
northbound direction on Warring near Parker, 37 percent of the traffic had University-
related destinations; in the southbound direction, 27 percent of the traffic had Univer-
sity-related origins. The next highest destinations in the northbound direction were 
North Berkeley (20 percent) and downtown Berkeley (15 percent). In the southbound 
direction, North Berkeley was proportionally the highest origin, at 29 percent, followed 
by the University (27 percent) and downtown Berkeley (15 percent). 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C270-2 
The writer suggests that stop signs are preferred traffic calming devices, over the street 
light signalization proposed as a mitigation measure in the 2020 LRDP Draft EIR. UC 
Berkeley would support mitigations that reliably and feasibly reduce the level of service 
impact. See also Response to Comment C217-1. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C270-3 
UC Berkeley is eager to work with other area agencies on traffic planning. With the City 
of Berkeley UC Berkeley co-sponsored circulation studies for the Telegraph Avenue 
area, and UC Berkeley supports AC Transit Bus Rapid Transit and related improve-
ments; however, actual implementation of circulation changes are within the jurisdiction 
of the City of Berkeley. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C270-4 
The proposed traffic signal at Derby/Warring will benefit southbound traffic flow along 
Warring by increasing capacity for traffic exiting the Warring Street/Parker Street 
intersection i.e., there will no longer be vehicle queues extending from Derby/Warring 
back through the Parker Street intersection, thereby, blocking efficient southbound 
traffic flow through the Parker Street intersection at Warring Street. Northbound traffic 
on Warring will arrive at the Warring/Parker intersection in “platoons” with the new 
signal, but the delays for northbound traffic at Parker/Warring will still be controlled by 
the all-way-stop at that intersection. Thus, overall, a new signal to the south at 
Derby/Warring will have a beneficial effect on traffic congestion at Warring/Parker. 
Because the City of Berkeley installed the all-way-stop at Warring/Parker in order to 
impede traffic and discourage the use of SR 13/Belrose/Derby/Warring/Piedmont as a 
citywide travel route, and thus the intersection is designed to increase congestion, this 
intersection was not included in the 2020 LRDP Draft EIR traffic analysis.  
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11.2C.271 RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C271 
 
RESPONSE TO COMMENT C271-1 
The writer’s general commentary is not a comment on the 2020 LRDP Draft EIR. No 
response is necessary.  
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11.2C.272 RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C272 
 
This letter includes as attachments two form letters identical to those covered under 
response C111 et al. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C272-1 
The writers’ suggestion is noted. 
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11.2C.273 RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C273 
 
RESPONSE TO COMMENT C273 -1  
See Thematic Response 8 for a comprehensive response to comments on Hill Campus 
development. Due partly to comments received and partly to its uncertain near-term 
feasibility, faculty housing has been deleted as a potential future Hill Campus use in the 
2020 LRDP. As noted in Thematic Response 8, the site formerly designated H1 has 
been redesignated as a reserve site, while former site H2 has been redesignated as part of 
the surrounding research zone. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C273 -2  
The statements regarding groundwater plumes and hill campus vegetation are noted.  At 
page 4.6-7 and 4.6-8 of the Draft 2020 LRDP EIR, campus procedures to protect 
workers, occupants and the general public from hazardous materials exposures are 
outlined. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C273 -3  
See response to comment 273-1, above. 
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 11.2C.274 RESPONSE TO COMMENT LETTER C274 
 
RESPONSE TO COMMENTS C274-1 AND C274-2 
Memorial Stadium does require renovation to address its seismic deficiencies. However, 
no project has yet been defined to a level of detail adequate to support project level 
CEQA review. Please see Thematic Response 1 regarding the role of the 2020 LRDP in 
project level review. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C274-3 
The writer’s comment is noted. Although the writer does not identify the reports in 
question, it is possible some UC Berkeley planning documents may have omitted the 
Panoramic Hill and Dwight Hillside districts because no University actions were 
proposed in those districts. However, they would certainly be included in any environ-
mental analyses for projects with potential effects on those districts. With regard to the 
2020 LRDP, other commentors have noted the inadvertent omission of some buildings 
on upper Panoramic Hill in figures 3.1-4 and 3.1-11; these figures have been corrected 
in the Final EIR. 

RESPONSE TO COMMENT C274-4 
The writer’s comment is noted. It is not the University’s intent to obscure the differ-
ences in recreational and intercollegiate athletic facilities. Memorial Stadium is unique in 
terms of its physical and operational characteristics, but as a program level document 
the 2020 LRDP can not address in detail the individual characteristics of each potential 
future project. Please see Thematic Response 1 regarding the role of the 2020 LRDP in 
project level review. 




