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1. This letter is submitted as public comment on the Draft Bay
Area Plan and Draft Bay Area Plan Draft Environmental Impact
Report (State Clearinghouse No. 2012062029).

2. I lived in San Francisco from 1977 to 1984. My wife and I
decided that, for us, the suburbs offered the best surroundings in
which to raise a family, and so we made the difficult work-related
choices and financial sacrifices necessary to achieve our goal of
purchasing an expensive single family home in a nice neighborhood.
Orinda certainly met our needs, and we have enjoyed living in this
city for the past twenty-nine years. Our personalities are such that we
love the beauty of this semi-rural community. We agree with the
description cited on the City of Orinda web-site, namely, a "serene
setting in contrast to the more urban existence of the surrounding
area."!

3. Environmental concerns are important to my family. Our
home contains a multitude of environmentally-friendly and
extremely energy-efficient installations, many of which were quite
expensive. We also own three hybrid vehicles. We have chosen this
lifestyle as a matter of personal preference.

ADVERSE VISUAL IMPACT ON ORINDA

4. The Draft Bay Area Plan Draft Environmental Impact Report
(DEIR) states in the section titled AREAS OF KNOWN
CONTROVERSY, "Concerns about whether the degree and scale of
growth proposed within existing communities would alter their
appearance, quality oflife ... ,,2 The report reiterates this problem in
Table ES-2: SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION, #
2.10- 3, under Impact; "Implementation of the Proposed Plan could
affect visual resources by creating significant contrasts with the scale,
form, line, color, and/ or overall visual character of the existing
community." This Table states that the Significance After Mitigation
is Significant and Unavoidable. 3

1 Http://www.cityoforinda.org!
2 DEIR, page ES-ll, paragraph 8
3 DEIR, page ES-SS, Table ES-2
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5. The DEIR restates this impact in TABLE ES-2: SUMMARY
OF IMPACTS AND MITIGATION #2.10-4, this time in terms that
will resonate with every resident of Orinda: "Implementation of the
proposed Plan could affect visual resources by adding a visual
element of urban character to an existing rural or open space area ..."
The Significance After Mitigation is again designated by the DEIR as
Significant and Unavoidable. 4

6. Later, the DEIR accentuates this concept: "development could
impact local visual resources by disrupting local character ...While
local standards and design guidelines would ultimately be the primary
tools in shaping neighborhood character, changes in density would
also play an important role.": Local character is what brought all of
us to Orinda in the first place.

7. This theme continues: " ...development and transportation
projects both have the potential to produce significant impacts.
However, even when they are not significant, impacts could aggregate
to produce potentially significant (PS) permanent impacts to visual
resources. ,,6

8. Aesthetics aren't the only issue. According to the DEIR, "High
density residential and high intensity commercial development, in
particular, could have potentially significant (PS) light and glare
elements at the local level. Overall, local impacts are less significant
(LS) in urbanized areas and potentially significant in rural areas."?

9. Question: Has your Plan for semi-rural Orinda studied the
likelihood of light and glare problems?

4 DEIR, page ES-56, Table ES-2
5 DETR, page 2.10-25
6 DEIR, page 2.10-29
7 DEIR, page 2.10-31
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10. According to The Lamorinda Weekly published on February
15t

\ 2012, Orinda's then- mayor, Victoria Smith, stated in a letter sent
to the chairs of ABAG and MTC on June 9, 2011, which was
discussed in the Orinda City Council meeting on January 31, 2012:
" ...approximately 40% of the land area within Yz mile of the Orinda
BART station is regional open space (primarily EBMUD
watershed) ..." The article continues, "She [Victoria Smith] strongly
urged ABAG and MTC to expand their public hearings beyond Dublin
and Richmond to ensure that area residents will have their voices
heard at programs presented at Lamorinda locations."

11. Questions:
a. Why have there been no programs at Lamorinda

locations as requested by then-Mayor Smith?

b. Why has the public been kept in the dark about a
plan which will so adversely affect Orinda?

c. How do you justify not allowing the citizens of
Orinda to vote on this significant issue, when your own Draft
Environmental Impact Report repeatedly describes the
likelihood ofre-shaping the character of this semi-rural city.

(CONTINUED ON PAGE 4)

8 Http://www.lamorindaweekly.comiarchi ve/issueO 525IFighting -for-Paradise.html
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FINANCIAL HARM TO ORINDA HOMEOWNERS

I
12. DEIR TABLE ES-2: SUMMARY OF IMPACTS AND
MITIGATION, #2.14-1 states: "Implementation of the proposed
Plan could result in the need for expanded facilities, the construction
of which causes significant environmental impacts, in order to
maintain adequate schools, emergency services, police, fire, and park
and recreation services." The table states that the Significance After
Mitigation is Significant and Unavoidable?

13. United States Census Bureau data shows that between the
years 2000 and 2010, the population of Orinda only grew from
17,599 to 17,643.10 That is correct: an increase of only 44 people in a
ten year period. The Draft Regional Housing Need Allocation for
Orinda mandates 226 new units between 2014 and 2022.11 Using
ABAG's very conservative estimate of2.75 occupants per unit, the
Plan calls for at least 621 new Orindans in that short time span, with
many more in subsequent years.

14. The DEIR states: "To meet increased demand for these
facilities, existing facilities would likely need additional personnel
and equipment to maintain adequate service levels as the number of
residents and jobs increases. In some cases, depending on the pattern
of development, it will be necessary to construct new facilities to
maintain adequate capital capacity, equipment, and personnel.?"

15. Question: Who will pay for the required additional services
and facilities?

9 DEIR, page ES-7S, Table ES-2
10 Http://censusviewer.comlcity/CA/Orinda

11 Http://www.abag.ca.gov/planninglhousingneeds/pdfs/methodology/RHNA Update Le
12 DEIR, page 2.14-12

12



Bruce R. London, Public Comment on Draft Bay Area Plan and Draft Bay Area Plan Draft
Environmental Impact Report, page number 5

16. The DEIR assigns no responsibility .to the Plan for these
expenditures. Instead, it offers generalized remarks, such as: " ...the
California Department of Education relies on local control for the
management of school districts. School district governing boards and
district administrators allocate resources among the schools of the
district." 13

17. The DEIR mentions four state regulations regarding fees levied
on developers for school impacts, but does not specify whether these
fees will be sufficient. In fact, the DEIR states that Senate Bill 50
(Leroy Green School Facilities Act of 1998) "eliminated the ability of
cities and counties to require full mitigation of school impacts.'?"

18. Question: Will developer fees be adequate to cover the
required additional teachers and school facilities?

19. The DEIR does mention Proposition lA, the Class Size
Reduction Kindergarten-University Public Education Facilities Bond
Act of 1998, which "allowed for eligible school districts to obtain
state bond funds for the construction and modernization of
educational facilities and accommodate for growth and overcrowding
in educational facilities.':" That was 1998. The state budget
situation is quite different today. The media is replete with stories
such as "California Retreats On Class-size Reduction" from The
Sacramento Bee, 112012013.16

13 DEIR page 2.14
14 DEIR, page 2.14-7
15 DEIR, page 2.14-7
16 Http://sacbee. coml2 013/01120/512680 IIcalifom ia-retreats-on-class-si ze .html
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20. Question: If the Plan is enacted in Orinda, should we expect
additional parcel taxes to support our schools?

22. The DEIR is just as vague regarding fire protection, stating,
"Fire protection services are managed at the local level... Each fire
protection agency is responsible for protecting its own prescribed
area.'?"

23. Similarly, for police services: " ...each incorporated city and
town has a police department responsible for police protection within
its own jurisdiction ... Cities and towns may also contract with the
county sheriff department to provide law enforcement services.v"

24. Question: If Orindans will need to pay for additional required
school, fire, and police services, isn't it only reasonable for us to vote
on whether or not to accept the Plan?

END OF COMMENTS

17 DEIR, page 2.14-3
18 DEIR, page 2.14-4


