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CEQA = California Environmental Quality Act

Goals

1. Maintain a high quality environment

2. ldentify significant environmental effects of actions

3. Either avoid or mitigate those significant
environmental effects, where feasible.

Documents
The Initial Study has determined that a traffic and
parking focused EIR is appropriate

Who is Responsible?
The City of Oakland is the Lead Agency.

CEQA Overview




Aesthetics

Agricultural Resources
Air Quality

Biological Resources
Cultural Resources
Geology / Soils

Hazards & Hazardous Materials
Hydrology / Water Quality
Land Use / Planning

10. Mineral Resources

11. Noise

12. Population / Housing

13. Public Services

14. Recreation

15. Transportation / Traffic

16. Utilities / Service Systems
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Initial Study Topics



December 21, 2007 Initial Study Published

December 21, 2007: N.O.P. Issued

January 7, 2008: Community Meeting
January 9, 2008: EIR Scoping Session at PC
January 21, 2008: 30-Day I.S. Comment Period Ends

March 15, 2008 (est.): Draft EIR Published
April 15, 2008 (est.): Draft EIR Hearing Planning Commission
April 30, 2008 (est.): Draft EIR Public Review Period Ends

August 1, 2008 (est.): EIR Certified at Planning Commission

CEQA Timeline & Process



Some community members challenged the effects
of proposed building heights.
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The Initial Study determined impacts from
project shadows would be less than significant.



Community members questioned whether or not the
project density would trigger significant air quality
Impacts.

The Initial Study determined that air
guality impacts would be less than
signi frcant when mj
standard conditions of approval.

Alr Quality



Community members are concerned that
Increased traffic resulting from the project may
result in significant noise impacts.

The Initial Study determined that noise
Impacts can be mitigated to less than
significant levels with City standard
conditions of approval.

Noise



Some would like the Temescal Creek
Culvert to be daylighted

The project sponsor provided evidence that
daylighting is infeasible and undesirable due
to numerous concerns.

The current proposal would allow a portion of
the creek culvert on-site to be daylighted In
the future.

Culvert Daylighting



Some community members are concerned
about traffic & parking effects.

The Initial Study has determined
that it is appropriate to study traffic
and parking through a traffic-
focused EIR.

Traffic & Parking



Minimal Community Asset

1], | o "'“ILL

Building & Parking are an Eyesore

EXxisting
Building

Parking
Lot

Site is a security concern Majority of land is a parking lot

Existing Site Is Underutilized



5 5115 Clarke: 23 units

Project provides 118 units of transuriented,

workforce housing and 7,700 SF of
neighborhood serving retalil.
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The site is a TransiDriented Development
opportunity.



The community and the Design Review Committee
(DRC) requested a CaBharing Pod
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The project sponsor has entered into a
MOU with City Car Share.




The community requested adequate
bicycle parking to discourage auto use.

There are 76 enclosed bicycle parking
spaces.



The community requested adequate residential parking.

Enclosed,
2-Story
Parking
Garage

The project includes parking at the rate of
1 space for each residential unit



The DRC felt the proposed Pedestrian Arcade
was not a good use of project funds.

Pedestrian
Arcade

The design was revised to remove the
Pedestrian Arcade.



The DRC requested additional Telegraph and Claremont facade
studies addressing issues of scale and proportion.

Apr 25 DRC Aug 22 Commissioner May 28 DRC

Claremont Facade
The Architect provided numerous facade
studiesresulting indesign modifications.
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May 28 DRC

Telegraph Facade



Aug 22 Commissioner . . i
May 28, DRC

Clarke Facade



The Community requested Open Space for the Project Residents

Podium Open Space

The project includes landscaped, green
way, podium and roof level open spaces.



The Community requested a mix of unit sizes.

12 studio units
68 one bedroom units

38 two bedroom units

The project includes a mix of studio; 1
and 2Bedroom units.



The Community and the DRC requested a Public
Plaza.

Slip-lane Plaza Location Greenway Plaza Location

The Project Sponsoproposed several plaza
| ocati onseéeeeée.



The Community and the DRC requested a Public

Telegraph Plaza

Plaza.

é. .eventual |l y agropesali n

for a

elegraph Ave location.



The Community requested a commemoration of Temescal Creek

The Architect proposed a faux creek for the

gr eenway extensi o



The Community requested a commemoration of Temescal Creek

] I Commercial
Frontage
“
I Sidewalk Café
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—

Glass-Seeded
Concrete Paving

TELEGRAPH AVE.

Fountain

Bench Seating

Civig Plaza
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eéé. |l ater suppl ante
fountain and seeded paving in

the Public Plaza.



The Community and the DRC requested an
opportunity for the future daylighting of Temescal
Creek Culvert

Culvert

The culvert can be daylighted at Telegrapl
Plaza, given adequate economic and
technical resources.



