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Summary

In December 1987, the Commission approved the proposal of the Trustees of
the California State University to create a permanent off-campus center of
California State University, Hayward, on its"Cowell Ranch” property in Con-
cord, subject to certain conditions that emanated from the Commission’s con-
cerns about physical access to the site and services for disadvantaged stu-
dents. The Commission’s 1987 report on the proposal contained seven recom-
mendations, one of which called on the State University to develop a sup-
plemental report that includes (1) a plan demonstrating that physical access
to the site would satisfy the Commission’s requirements for “reasonable”
access, (2) an environmental impact report to include mitigation measures,
and (3) a description of planned services for disadvantaged students.

The State University has now submitted these supplemental materials to
the Commission, and this follow-up report discusses them. It concludes that
the proposed off-campus center is preferable both to the continuaticn of the
present lease agreement with the Mt. Diablo Unified School District and to
the relocation of the center to other leased quarters, and it argues that while
the transportation problems of the new site remain severe, the State Univer-
sity is making every effort in its power to mitigate them. Thus it ends with
these four statements:

1. The Commission reiterates its previous recommendation approving
a permanent off-campus center to be located at the site generally
known as Cowell Ranch on Ygnacio Valley Road in Concord.

2. TheCalifornia State University shall periodically report to the Com-
mission its positive steps to alleviate the transportation problems as
it develops the Cowell Ranch site for a permanent off-campus center.

3. Until such ‘ime as the enrollment at California State University,
Hayward, equals or exceeds its current designed physical capacity,
the Contra Costa Center shall not be converted to a four-year cam-
pus.

4. If and when the Trustees of the California State University consider
it appropriate to convert the Contra Costa Center to a four-year
campus, the State University shall submit a complete justification
for the conversion at least two years in advance of the proposed con-
version date. This justification will include full consultation with
area community colleges and the Roard of Governors of the Califor-
nia Community Colleges.

The Commission adopted this report at its meeting on January 23, 1989 on
recommendation of its Policy Development Committee. Additional copies of
the report may be obtained from the Library of the Commission at (916) 322-
8031. Questions about the substance of the report may be directed to Ken-
neth B. O'Brien, the executive director of the Cc  “ssion, at (916) 322-7986.
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A Further Review of the California

State University’s Contra Costa Center

P PEYUR P AB ety

Reason for the report

At its December 14, 1987, meeting, the California
Postsecondary Education Commission considered
the proposal of the Trustees of the California State
University to establish a permanent off-campus cen-
ter in Contra Costa County at a location generally
known as Cowell Ranch on Ygnacio Valley Road in
the City of Concord. The Commission approved the
proposal subject to certain conditions that ema-
nated from its concerns about transportation access
and services to disadvantaged students. In its re-
port, Proposed Construction of the Permanent Cff-
Campus Center of Califcrnia State University, Hay-
ward, the Commission offered twelve conclusions
and seven recommendations about the proposal,
and in Recommendation 5 it asked for specific re-
sponsesfromthe State University regarding its con-
cerns:

5. That the California State University sub-
mit to the California Postsecondary Educa-
tion Commission a supplemental report
that will include the following items:

5.1 A plan that demonstrates that trans-
portation access to the Cowell Ranch
site for students, faculty, and staff, as
of the time the permanent center opens
for classes, will satisfy the require-
ments of reasonable access specified in
Criterion 8 of the Commission’s Guide-
lines and Procedures for the Review of
New Cempuses and Off-Campus Cen-
ters. An environmental impact report
should be included with this plan that
assesses the transportation impacts as-
sociated with the establishment and
phased growth of the Contra Costa Cen-
ter to include mitigation measures as
appropriate.

Officials of the Office of the Chancellor
of the California State University will

confer with those of the California State
Department of Transportation and ap-
propriate community officials and
groups, including faculty, staff and stu-
dents, to agree on the essential compo-
nents nf the plan.

The Office of the Chancelior shall report
to the Commission as soon as possible
on the results of these meetings.

5.2 A complete description of how the cen-
ter will serve disadvantaged students
both programmatically and with re-
gard to transportation access.

In Recommendation 6, the Commission stated “that
the Governor and the Legislature approve no fund-
ing for construction of the permanent center until
the State University has submitted and the Com-
mission has reviewed and approved, each of the
items in the supplemental report required by Rec-
ommendation 5.”

In response to these recommendations, the State
University developed a draft environmental impact
report on August 26, 1988, and approved it in final

form by action of the Board of Trustees on Novem-

ber 16, 1988. In addition, the State University con-

tracted with DKS Associates of Oakland to survey

students attending the current Pleasant Hill Cen-
ter of the Hayward campus. The Governor’s Budget
for 1989-90 then included a total of $15,054,000 for

infrastructure and a multi-purpose facility for the

Contra Costa Off-Campus Center (Display 1, page

2).

Options confronting the Commission

The issue before the Commission is whether or not
the California State University has satisfied the
conditions it specified in its December 14, 1927, ac-
tion. As the materials in Appendix A make clear,
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DISPLAY 1 Expenditures Included in the 1989-90 Governor's Budget for California State
University, Hayward (Dollars in Thousands)

State Building Pro Expenditures

Actual Estimated Proposed
1987-88 1988-89 1989.90

06.64.069 Contra Costa Off-Campus Center, Infrastructure I - - $3,976
This project will provide the first phase of the initial infrastructure
to accommodate an ultimate campus size of 1,500 FTE.

06.64.070 Contra Costa Off-Campus Center, Initial Facility - $505 10,777
This project will provide an initial multi-purpose facility with
capacity for 1,000 FTES including lecture space, laboratories,
faculty offices, library space, and miscellaneous administrative

and support space.

06.64.071 Contra Costa Off-Campus Center, Infrastructure II - - 301
This project will provide the second phase of tne initial infrastructure
¢ accommodate an ultimate campus size of 1,5C0 FTE.

Other Nonstate Projects $600 - -

TOTALS, EXPENDITURES $600 $505 $15,054
Higher Education Capital Outlay Bond Fund of 1988 - 505 15,054
Nonstate funds 600

Source: Governor’s Budget, 1989-90,p.E116.

considerable divergence of opinion exists about
whether or not its efforts to solve the transportation
problems, particularly on Ygnacio Valley Road,
will be successful. However, officials of the Califor-
nia State Ur.versity are making every effort to mit-
igate these problems, including continued conver-
sations with officials and developers in Contra Cos-
ta County.

Based on the materials submitted to the Commis-
sion since December 1987, the Commission could
consider several options:

. Find no need for a permanent off-campus center
in Contra Costa County. This option is obvious-
ly not supported by the Commission’s evaluation
of need. The need for a center has been demon-
strated beyond any reasonable doubt, primarily
through the success of the existing center, but
also by the support expressed by students, civic
leaders, legislative representatives, and local
residents.

2. Open the entire issue regarding site selection
and ask the State University to examine other
alternatives for a permanent site. In order to ex-
ercise this option, the Commission would have to

reverse its action of December 14, 1987, in which
it approved the Cowell Ranch site. In addition,
even if other alternatives were considered, there
is not strong evidence that they would come up
with a site substantially better than that site.

. Reaffirm Commission approval of the Cowell

Ranch site but recommend selling surplus acre-
age not needed for the proposed permanent off-
campus center. This option would not be wise,
given the fact that it is a suitable site for & fu-
ture full-service campus and could te used for
other educational purposes such as a weekend
conference center for continuing education.

. Give unconditional approval without any re-

quests for further reports on transportation con-
ditions or enrollment growth. This option would
be unsatisfactory since there should be continu-
ing attention paid to transportation issues as
well as thorough studies of possible future con-
version to a full-service campus.

. Approval of the Cowell Ranch Center and the
material presented by the State University,
with the condition that the State University (1)
report to the Commission its positive steps to al-

3
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leviate the transportation problems as it devel-
ops the Cowell Ranch site for a permanent off-
campus center; (2) not convert the Contra Costa
Center to a four-year campus until the enroll-
ment of California State University, Hayward,
equals or exceeds its current designed physical
capacity; and (3) submit a complete justification
for the conversion to the Commission at least
two years in advance of the proposed conversion
date. ‘

The Commission recommends Option 5.

In the following paragraphs, the Commission sum-
marizes the materials submitted by the State Uni-
versity that have led it to choose this option.

Development of supplementary materials
by the California State University

Notice of preparation of
the environmental impact report

On December 14, 1987, the California State Uni-
versity received a preliminary ceport from EIP As-
sociates that indicated the need to prepare a formal
environmental impact report relative to the Cowell
Ranch site that would conform to al! of the require-
mentsof the California Environmental Quality Act.
On the following day, the State University publish-
ed a "Notice of Preparation,” required by that Act,
which stated the Trustees’ intenticn to prepare an
Environmental Impact Report. The notice included
an assessment of the probable contents of the pro-
posed report, including possible impacts in various
environmental categories such as air and ‘water
pollution, plant and animal life, noise, fire hazards,
arcneologicai remains, and traffic congestion. As
required by law (Public Resources Code, Section
21000 et. seq.), the State University forwarded the
notice to the California State Clearinghouse within
the Governor’s Office of Planning and Research.

Once the State Clearinghouse received the notice,
pursuant to normal practice it determined which
State agencies should be designated as “responsible
agencies,” and consequently receive copies with a
request to comment. Identification and notification
of responsible federal and local agencies is solely

the responsibility of the “lead agency” -- in this case
the Trustees of the State University.

Eight State and local agencies responded to the No-
tice of Preparation and expressed reservations, of-
fered suggestions, or sought to correct errors of {act.
Some of those responding specifically noted possible
traffic impacts, others suggested a more regional
planningapproach, while still others suggested such
considerations as the joint use of facilities with the
community. Allof the letters submitted to the State
University are included in Appendix A.

The environmental impact report

On August 26, 1988, the State University publish-
ed The California State University, Hayward Off-
Campus Center Draft Environmental Impact Report,
whichincluded eleven sections: (1) an introduction;
(2) summary; (3) project description; (4) environ-
mental setting, impacts, and mitigation measures; *
(5) growth inducements; (6) cumulative impacts; (7)
unavoidable significant adverse impacts; (8) alter-
natives to the proposed project; (9) report prepara-
tion; (10) bibliography; and (11) appendices.

Within the fourth section on environmental setting,
impacts, and mitigation measures, the report con-
sidered land uses and relationship to plans; hous-
ing and popuiation; traffic and transportation; vis-
ual quality; public health; community services;
utilities; cultural resources; soils, geology and seis-
micity; hydrology; vegetation and wildlife; air qual-
ity; and noise.

The traffic and transportation subsection encom-
passed 25 pages of the report and dealt with the
area immediately surrounding the Cowell Ranch
property -- in particular with three intersections
along Ygnacio Valley Road adjacent to the proper-
ty: those at Cowell Road, Ayers Road, and Alberta
Way (Display 2, page 4).

The report recognized that “most of the vehicular
access to and from the site will be via Ygnacio Val-
I.y Road” (pp. 4-11). It also noted that the period =f
heaviest traffic occurs between the hours of 5 p.m.
and 6 p.m. -- the time most students and faculty at-
tending or teaching at the center will arrive for
classes.

The State University held a public hearing on the
report on October 6, 1988. At the hearing, ten peo-

i0 3




DISPLAY 2 Existing Roadway Geometrics, Contra Costa Off-Campus Site

Vallay

*=® Recery Constructed Lane

Source: DKS Associates, reproduced in The California State University, Hayward Off-Campus Center Draft Environmental

Impact Report, p. 4-12.

ple offered testimony, and 16 letters were submit-
ted that became part of the "Summary of Com-
ments and Responses” that were included in the Fi-
nal Environmental Impact Report, which the Trus-
tees approved on November 16, 1988. All of the
comments and letters, plus a transcript of the pub-
lic hearing, are reproduced in Appendix B.

The DS Trunsportation Study

In addition to the contract with EIP Associates to
develop the draft environmental impact report, the
State University also contracted with DKS Asso-
ciates to produce a transportation study of students
attending the Pleasant Hill Center in Spring 1988.
This study did not involve an analysis of the streets
or intersections in the vicinity of the Cowell Ranch
site but instead sought to determine the time of day

ERIC

IToxt Provided by ERI

that these students typically atterided classes, the
zip code of their residences, means of transporta-
tion, whether they traveled from home or work, the
days of the week they attended, whether they
would likely attend the new center on Ygnacio Val-
ley Road, by what means they would reach the new
site, and whether they would be willing to use pub-
lic transportation.

According to DKS, “about 620 students filled out the
survey, approximately one-half of the Spring 1988
student enrollment” (DKS, p. 3). About two-thirds
of the students attended classes exclusively in the
evening, with about orie-fourth attending exclu-
sively during the day, and 13 percent attending
both day and evening classes. Almost all students --
96.9 percent -- used their own cars and drove alone,
with another 1.3 percent arriving as a passenger.
Thus the survey found that very few students used

1i



sublic transportation. Further, it indicated that
virtually the same percentage of students (96.6)
would use private transportation even if the center
is relocated to Cowell Ranch.

Sixty-one and a half percent of the students reached
the center from their homes, with 38.2 percent driv-
ing directly from work. Their origins were 8.8 per-
cent from Alameda County, 65.2 percent from Con-
tra Costa County, 5.6 percent from Sclano County,
3.2 percent. from San Francisco, and 16.9 percent
fromother locations.

An analysis of the residential zip codes appended to
the DKS report, however, indicates that these points
of origin varied somewhat from the actual residen-
ces of students attending the center. These data are
shown in full detail in Appendix C and indicate
that about three-fourths of the students actually
lived in Contra Costa County, 85 percent in Contra
Costa and Solano Counties, and about 98 percent in
those two counties plus Alameda County. Six other
counties were represented at the center, but they
comprised less than 2 percent of the total.

The State University's transportation plan

On December 1, 1988, the State University sub-
mitted a paper entitled "Transportation Flanning”
(Appendix D). That paper noted that Ygnacio Val-
ley Road is heavily impacted, especially during the
evening hours, and that this was “an important cor.-
sideration,” as approximately two-thirds of the cen-
ter’s classes are scheduled 1n the evening. The pa-
per indicated that the center would only increase
traffic volumes by 6 percent -- an increase it regard-
ed as "insignificant in its eff~~t an total traffic in
the area” -- and went on to state that the DKS study
estimated that "the mean increase in commute
time for students during the peak evening traffic
period to Cowell Ranch is slightly more than four
minutes compared to the present Pleasant Hill lo-
cation” (p. 3). Finally, it proposed 15 mitigation
measures to alleviate the traffic problem, including
alternations in intersections adjacent to the site,
provision for parking, establishing a bus stop on
the site, and setting aside "a small unutilized area
of property for a Park and Ride lot” (p. 4). These
measures are listed in Display 3 on page 6.

Otherstudies of the transportation problems in Con-
tra Costa County have indicated that traffic flow in

the entire county is seriously impacted at the pres-
ent time. Asthe DKS report noted:

Contra Costa County will continue to grow dur-
ing the coming decades, causing commute pat-
terns in the county and region to change. Any
significant improvement in the transportation
problems facing Contra Costa County now and
in the near future rnust rely on greater and
more efficient use of pubiic transit and better
coordination of new jobs and construction of
affordable housing (DKS, p. 13). '

The plan to serve disadvantaged students

With its December 1, 1988 submission, the State
University also submitted an attachment entitled
“Service to Disadvantaged Students” (Appendix E).
This document contained information on the ethniec
and income distribution of Contra Costa County’s
population, reproduced in Displays 4 and 5 on pages
7 and 8 as well as extensive descriptions of the pro-
grams and services cur-ently in place at the Pleas-
ant Hill Center. It is the State University's inten-
tion to transfer all of these programs and services to
the permanent center and to expand them as the
center grows.

The services provided include those by Center staff
members who act as liaison officers to the transfer
centers located at each of the region's community
colleges, including Contra Costa, Diablo Valley, Los
Medanos, and Solano College. A wide array of stu-
dent services are offered that are relatively typical
for the State University's larger off-campus cen-
ters, including academic advising and class regis-
tration, financial aid advising and distribution of fi-
nancial aid awards, counseling, placement office
tapes and materials, testing for writing skills, de-
livery of prescriptions from the University Health
Center, and provision of an on-site bookstore (Ap-
pendix E, p. 7).

The class schedule and curriculum are tailored to
employed and/or re-entry students who desire to at-
tend classes primarily in the evenings. This tends
to be especially useful for women, who comprise
about two-thirds of the Center's population.

The State University's report notes that the center
is attended primarily by Caucasian students but
adds that it maintains an Office of Student Affir-
mative Action whose purpose is to attract minority

1
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DISPLAY 3 Difficulties Regarding Traffic and Access to the Cowell Ranch Site with Mitigation

1

2

3

4

Measures Proposed by the Trustees of the California State University

Degradation of Ayers Road/Ygnacio Valley Road intersection from Level of Service (LOS) A to LOS F..
Mitigation:  Allow only right turn in and right turn out.
* CSU Response: Inciuded as part of Master Plan.

Degradation of Alberta Way/Ygnacio Valley Road Intersection from LOS E to LOS F.
Mitigation:  Contribute to upgrade of intersection to accommodate new volumes of traffic.

CSU Response: Support widening of Alberta Way, Ygnacio Valiey Road, and signalization upyrade.

Parking demand for 1,400 spaces.

Mitigation: ~ Supply 1,400 parking spaces of parking on-site.

CSU Response: Inciuded as part of Master Plan.

Provide access for deliveries, public transportation, and handicap parking close to building,

Mitigation:  Provide loop vehicle drop-off loading zone and handicap parking spaces adjacent to building.
CSU Resnonge: Included as part of Master Plan.

Additionally, other suggestions have been made to facilitate accessibility to the site. The suggestions and the CSU response is provided
below:

S

10.

11

12,

.

Provide for a Central Contra Costa Transit Authority (CCCTA) bus stop on the site.
CSU Response: Included as part of Master Plan. Modification of bus routes will be negotiated with CCCTA.

Modify evening class schedules to minimize conflicts with rush hour traffic.
CSU Response; This suggestion cannot be implemented for the Center’s four unit evening classes.

Set aside a small unutilized area of property for a Park and Ride lot.
CSU Response: This is a potentiat point for negotiation, e.g., CSU might be able to provide the land, cooperating agencies
could provide asphalt, security, insurance, and assist with road modifications as needed.

Provide secure bicycle parking,

CSU Response: Included in Mast=r Plan.

Provide a car pool matching service.

CSU Response: CSU, Hayward will consider wayx 1o facilitate car pooling.

Sell transit passes at the Center.

CSU Response: CSU, Hayward will coordinate with CCCTA to sell such passes.

Provide a fec/permit parking system with no free pe-king (to encourage use of public transportation).
CSU Response: Inciuded in project planning according to CSU policy.

Provide perking for handicapped persons.
CSU Response: Included in Master Plan.

Identify truck loading and trash pickup areas.

CSU Response;  Included in project planning

Provide pedestrian circulation system from parking fot to Center facilities.
CSU Response: Included in Master Plan.

The Eavironmental Impact Report suggests that the addition of one traffic lane in either direction to Ygnacio Valley Road could
significantly improve traffic flow.

CSU Response: The determination of which agency or agencies will contribute to traffic improvements that benefit all users
cannot be resoived prior to data being collected and experience being gained as to the impact of the Center on traffic. The
CSU does recognize, , that it may be called upon to assist in such a mitigation measure, at the location of the Center,
if traffic flow to and from the Center is significant. (It should be noted that widening Ygnacio Valley Road immediately in the
vicinity of the Center without extending that effort over some distance would only seem to create a traffic bottieneck. A
comprebensive plan is necessary which is beyond the control or resources of the CSU.)

Source: "Transportation Planning” Paper, pp. 3-6.




DISPLAY 4 Ethnic Distribution of the Contra Costa County Population

. Percentages

City Populatica White Black Asian Hispanic
Alamo 12,000 97 0 1 4
Sutioch 51,300 89 1 - 3 14
srentwood 6,100 76 1 2 40
Clayton 4,830 95 1 3 5
Concord 108,000 91 2 4 7
Crockett! 3,000 94 0 0 13
Danville 28,150 9% 1 2 3
El Cerrito 23,400 T 10 16 s
El Sobrante! 22000 90 3 3 8
Hercules 11,600 46 12 37 11
Kensington 5,350 89 3 6 3
Lafayette 22,500 95 0 3 3
Martinez 28,800 92 2 3 8
Moraga 15,500 93 1 5 2
Orinda 17,250 95 1 3 2
Pinole 15,000 87 4 5 8
Pittsburg 41,600 61 20 7 19
Pleasant Hill 2893 93 1 3 6
Richmond 78,700 40 48 5 10
Rodeo 8,500 74 9 12 11
San Pablo 21350 68 16 5 17
San Ramon 27,450 92 2 5 5
Walnut Creek 62,100 9% 1 4 3
Total of listed cities 643,930 81 9 5 9
Couatywide Total 734,500

1. Crockett and El Sobrante data are from the respective city offices.
2. Countywide total includes unincorporated areas that are not inciuded within city boundaries.

Sources:  Population - California Department of Finance, Population Research Unit, 1987
Ethnic data source: 1980 census. Hispanics are alsc counted as white 5o totals will exceed 100 percent.

students and to make them aware of the education-
al opportunities available. It mentions a number of
programs and activities that are specifically direct-
ed towards the accomplishment of this goal.

Moving the center from Pleasant Hill to the Cowell
Ranch site will make access more difficult for cer-
tain disadvantaged groups -- pra:cipally those liv-
ing in Richmond and in the cities west and north-
west of the site. At the same time, other disadvan-
taged residents in such cities as Pittsburgh and An-
tioch will find access to be easier.

The question of alternatives

The Draft Environmental Impact Report devoted
several pages to a consideration of four alternatives
to the proposed center: (1) no project; (2) alternative
site uses; (3) alternative site designs; and (4) al-
ternative site locations (Appendix F). The major
reason for rejecting alternatives such as expansion
of the current facilities in Pleasant Hill or reloca-
tion to an office park along Highway 680 is that
such a location “is not likely to provide a ‘campus-
like’ setting that would provide the optimum educa-

N 1 .
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DISPLAY 5§ Average Household Income and
Percent Minority Population of Surrounding
Cities .
Average Household Percent Minority
Population

Gity Income

San Pablo $26,452 38
Richmond 32216 63
Pittsburg 32,886 46
Crockett 37,141 13
Rodeo 37,141 32
Breatwood 37712 43
Antioch 38,524 18
Concord 40,830 13
Pleasant Hill 42,234 10
Martinez 42,523 13
Pinole 44 561 17
El Cerrito 45,630 31
Hercules 54,768 60
San Ramon 58,143 12

Source: The California State University, Service
to Disadvantaged Students, December 1988, p. 3.

tional environment that the California State Uni-
versity intends to create with the development of
this center” (ibid., p. 8-5).

Other actions by the State University

In the Commission’s December 1987 report on the
permanent center, it recommended that the State
University “confer with . . . the Californ:1 State
Department of Transportation and appropriate

community officials and groups, including faculty, -

staff, and students, to agree on the essential com-
ponents of the plan” (p. 38). Offisials of the Depart-
ment of Transportation stated that they had no
comments regarding the project (Appendix G), and
the State University provided the Commission on
January 11, 1989 with a list of consultations it has
held regarding the Contra Costa project (ibid.)

Additional letters and other materials from faculty,
students, and other community officials and indi-
viduals are contained in Appendix H.

The issue of a full-service campus

In its 1987 report, the Commission noted that Con-
tra (ista is a growing county, although not among
the fastest growing of the State. In total growth, it
ranks twelfth among the 30 counties with over
100,000 population, and its growth rate ranks
twenty-first among the same group of 30. As shown
in Display 6 at the top of the opposite page, the De-
partment of Finance projects Contra Costa Coun-
ty's total growth between 1990 and 2020 to be
257,524. However, among the primary college-
going age groups — those between the ages of 18
and 34 - the growth over the same period is only
12,662 people. Among the age groups most likely to
attend an upper-division and graduate off-campus
center -- those between 25 and 34 years -- the
growth is 2,937 individuals.

It was principally because of the strong growth in
San Diego County that the Commission recommend-
ed approval of a full-service campus in San Marcos
on January 23, 1989. Using the same analyiical
methodology for Contra Costa County, and similar-
ly applying the Commission’s criteria for approving
new campuses, it is clear that a full-service campus
in Contra Costa County cannot be jrstified through
the year 2020. It is always possible, of course, that
the 1990 census figures may alter current projec-
tions, but it is unlikely that any alteration will
change the projection of 12,662 individuals between
18 and 34 to any number high enough to warrant a
full-service campus.

Further, California State Universit; , fHayward, con-
tinues to enroll some 3,000 full-time-equivalent
students fewer than its designed physical capacity
can accommodate — a circumstance that also mili-
tates against construction of a full-service campus
in Contra Costa County.

Given these projections of Contra Costa County’s en-
rollment potential as weli as the excess capacity of
the Hayward campus, it 2ppears that a full-service
campus in Contra Costa County is not justifiable in
the foreseeable future.

Conclusions

Based on the above evidence, the Commission has
reached these three conclusions:
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DISPLAY 6 Projected Contra Costa County Population Growth, 1590 to 2020, by Ag~ Cohort

- Totat Growth
&- Cohort 199¢ 1998 2000 2008 2010 2015 2020 1990-2020
Under 18 190350 207,286 214675 213,504 214090 219,193 230,588 40,228
18-24 67385 60468 66239 77638 8239 81441 77110 9,725

235-29 86474 57532 49316 52812
30-34 68281 72640 63,501 54,189
35-9 176,183 198,880 212,092 216,696
50 - 64 110575 125209 153907 175482

Over 64 89,571 102,881 110828 120,705
Total 768529 824896 370558 911,026
Total, 18-34

Source: California Stasts Depanment of Finsnce, Report No. 86-P-3

60285 66664 65045  (1,429)
58400 65375 72647 4,366
200,406 185666 186,168 9,985
198400 209935 214,690 104,115
156,198 16099 180,105 90,534
950,158 989233 1,026,383 257,524

12,662

1. Theneed for an off-campus center in Contra Cos-

ta County has been demonstrated beyond any
reasonable doubt, primarily through the success
of the existing center but also by the vocal sup-
port expressed by students, civic leaders, legis-
lative representatives, and local residents.

. A permanent center is preferable either to the

continuation of the present lease agreement
with the Mt. Diablo Unified School District or to
the relocation of the center to other leased quar-
ters. Were there any substantial doubt about
the ability of Contra Costa County to support a
sizable off-campus operation, continuation in
leased spaced would be a more prudent alter-
native, but there are no such doubts in evidence.
Further, permanency has the advantage of com-
munity identity and the opportunity to con-
struct modern facilities that wiil meet the
unique needs of State University students. Fi-
nally, the construction of permanent facilities,
while more expensive in the short run, is more
cost effective in the long run.

. While the transportation problems remain se-

vere, they predate the proposed creation of the
Cowell Ranch Center and the California State
University has made every effort to carry on
conversations with officials and developers in
Contra Costa County to mitigate these prob-
lems.

Recommendations
1. The Commission reiterates its previous rec-

2.

3.

ommendation approving a permanent off-
campus center to be located at the site gen-
erally known as Cowell Ranch on Ygnacio
Valiey Road in Concord.

The California State University shall peri-
odically report to the Commission its posi-
tive steps to aileviate the transportation
problems as it develops the Cowell Ranch
site for a permanent off-campus center.

Until such time as the enrollment at Califor-
nia State University, Hayward, equals or
exceeds its current designed physical ca-
pacity, the Contra Costa Center shalil not be
converted to a four- year campus.

If and when the Trustees of the California
State University consider it appropriate to
convert the Contra Costa Center to a four-
year campus, the State University shall sub-
mit a complete justification for the conver-
sion at least two years in advance of the
proposed conversion date. This justifica-
tion will include full consultation with area
community colleges and the Board of Gov-
ernors of the California Community Col-
leges.




Appendix A

Letters Responding to the Notice of Preparation
for the Cowell Ranch Environmental Impact Report

James W. Cutler, Chief of Comprehensive Planning, Contra Costs County

Kevin Roberts, Director, Community Development Department,
City of Walnut Creek

Raymond E. Menebroker, Chief, Project Assessment Branch, Stationary
Source Division, California State Air Resources Board

Brian Hunter, Regional Manager, Region 3, California State Department
of Fish and Game

David Golick, Senior Planner, City of Concord

Dennis J. O'Bryent, Environmental Program Coordinator, California
State Department of Conservation

John Sindzinski, Manager of Service Development, Central Contra
Costa Transit Authority

Milton Feldstein, Air Pollution Control Officer, Bay Area Air Quality
Management District
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January -8, 1988

Ben L. Prewitt

California State University
Physical Pianning & Development
P. Q. Box 92229

Long Beach, CA 9G800-2229

SR
1

Dear Mr. Prewitt,

Thank you for the opportunity to review the Notice of Preparation
of a Draft Environmental Impact Report for the California State
University Hayward Contra Costa Off-Campus. There are several
issues and opportunities associated with the project which need
to be addressed in the Draft EIR.

The Initial Study on page 3, item 1l3a, states that the site has
entrance and egress to and from Route 24. While that road is in
the vicinity, the main road available for access is Ygnacio
Valley Blvd. Other major roads in the vicinity such as Kirker
Pass Road, Treat Blvd., Cowell Road, Clayton Road, Route 242, and
Interstate 680 provide connecting links to the site.

The Ygnacio Valley/Treat Blvd. corridor is one of the most
heavily used arterial facilities in Contra Costa County. The EIR
should address potential impacts in this corridor, from the
proposed site to Interstate 680, as well as impacts .o other
facilities providing access to the site. If found necessary, one
possible mitigation measure would be a comprehensive
transportation systems management (TSM) program. Such a program
should be coordinated with the County, the Cities of Concord and
Walnut Creek, and the Central Contra Costa Transit Authority.

Q ‘ A‘17 1“'
13
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This State property abuts open space and park lands administered
by the Cities of Concord and Walnut Creek. It is adjacent to a
ragional trail system operated by the East Bay Regional Park
District. The Draft EIR needs to review ways to integrate the
use of the State property with those facilities to the advantage
of both. A trail connection across this site which would
uitimately connect with Mt. Diablo State Park has long been
dreamed of. The Draft EIR should examine the potential for this
occurring and how these potentials can be linked to the school

curriculum. .

This part of the County has historically been troubled with soil
instability and land slides. While not restricting development
on the site, the location of structures need to be determined
with this in mind. Hopefully, a geotechnical investigation is
being developed as a background effort for the study. :

We locok forward to being involved in the development of this
exciting project for the County. Feel free to give me a call at
(415) 646-203S5 if I can be of assistance.

Sincerely yours,

S G 2Ty

s“Cames W. Cutler
Chief of Comprehensive Planning

Jwe/ib
41JWC/prewit.ltr
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Januarcy 12, 1988

Ben L. Prewitt, Chief Design and Construction
California State University

Physical Planning and Development

P.0. Box 92229

Long Beach, CA 90800-2229

Y A

h % W FTE

.SUBJECT: Notice of Preparation, California State University
R Hayward Contra Costa Off-Campus Center, Master & Grading Plan

Dear Mr. Prewitt,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the scope and content of the
proposed Hayward Contra Costa Off-Campus Center Environmental Impact Report
(EIR). Because of Walnut Creek's proximity to the project we are quite
concerned about the transportation impacts on our already congested major
east/west arterials, particularly Ygnacio Valley Road.

We strongly disagree with the initial study's conclusion that the project
will not result in a substantial impact on the existing transportation
system. According to the Notice of Preparation, the campus's ultimate
enrollment- will be 5000 students. However, we have also been informed that
the State University is projecting an ultimate enrollment of 15000
students. According to Institute of Transportation Engineers (ITE) trip
generation rates, an enrollment of S000 students will result in _
approximately 12000 daily trips, an enrollment of 15000 students will
result in an estimated 36,000 daily trips. Because Ygnacio Valley Road
provides the most direct connection to both I-680 and Highway 24, a
substantial proportion of those trips will occur on Ygnacio Vailey Road.
Therefore, the EIR should include an analysis of the projected impact of
the campus's full ultimate enrollment on Ygnacio Valley Road from the
project site to the I-680 interchange. Specifically, the EIR should
include an analysis of the project's impact on the peak hour level of
service at the following intersections on Ygnacio Valley Road:

Qak Grove Road

Bancroft Road

Homestead Avenue

Civic Drive

Main Street CeL R
California Boulevard &
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Ben L. Prewitt
Page 2 '

We recommend that the EIR address the following questions:

What provisions will be made for alternative means of transportation? Does
the University intend to provide a van or shuttle from BART similar to

. those used by other University of California campuses? What improvements

will be made on-site and off-site for use of bicycles and carpooling?

The EIR should discuss the school's programming schedule. Will upper
division/post graduate classes be offered throughout the day, in the
evenings, and on weekends? Are these classes catering to full-time
students, or for students who are working and completing their degrees part
time2. Is the student body. expected to commute to the campus from
meighboring commmities, or will the school be attracting students who will
be moving to’ the area to attend classes full time?

The EIR should also address the need for student and faculty housing in the
area. Is on-campus housing being proposed as part of the development? Is

there sufficient and affordable off-site housing near the proposed campus?

If not, does the California State University intend to provide off-site

"housing?

Will the campus development include any facilities that could be used by ~ |
the general public, i.e. a theatre, gym, athletic track, swimming pool, f
etc.? The EIR should include a discussicn of these facilities and the J
impacts on the surrounding community.

If you would like to discuss this further, please contact Natalie Fay,
Transportation or Marge Ximmerer, Planning at (415) 943-5834. Again,
thank you for the opportunity to present our initial comments. WE look
forward to reviewing the draft EIR.

Very truly yours,

Kevin Roberts, Director
Community Development Department

ce: City Council
City Manager
Planning Commission
Transportation Commission

188
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AIR RESOURCES BOARD
1102 Q Street
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S WMINTO, CA 93812

January 15, 1988

Mr. Ben L. Prewitt
California State University
P.0. Box 92229

Long Beach, CA 90800-2229

Dear Mr. Prewitt:

hd - nter

We have reviewed your December 15, 1987 Notlice of
Preparation (NOP) of a Oraft Environmental Impact Report (DEIR)
for the CSUH Contra Costa Off-Campus Center. We thank you for
the opportunity to comment.

PROJECT DESCRIPTION:

The project is a proposal for constructlion of an off-
campus facillity for Calliforniz State University, Hayward
postgraduate students in the Clty of Concord. The center Is

designed to house 1,000 students Inltially and §,000 by year
1991792,

COMMENTS :

Your Inftlal study imcluded with the NOP Indicates that
the projlect will result In a substantial Increase in alir
emissions or deterlioration of ambient alr quality. We agree, as
the project will [nclude the following activities: site

preparation and construction, generaticqo of substantlal
addlitiona! vehlicular movement, Increase 'In population, and thus
additional air poflutant emissions.

To assure a thorough analysis of the potentia]
environmental Impacts of the Rroposed project, the DEIR should
Include an alr quality Impact analysis and place emphasis on the
Identiflication of measures to mitigate the project’'s emissicns to
the maximum extent feasible.

Enclosed are our "Guidelines for Alr Quality Impact
Assessment™ and the Bay Area Alr Quallty Management District's
"Alr Quality and Urban Oeveiopment Guidelines for Assescing
Impacts of Projects and Plans. * These guidelines describe the
types of information which should be codntained in the DEIR andg

- -
-
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Mr. B8en L. Prewitt -2- January 15, 1988

Include a list of mlitigation measures which we recommand ycu
review for thelir appliicablility to this project,

Please note that mitigation measures chosen to reduce
the length and frequency of automobile trips shouid be designed
to fit specific project conditions and the potential emission
reductions should be quantifled. In addition, we recommend that
the DEIR ldentify who Is to Implement each mitigation measure at
varlious phases of project Implementation; Identify needed
flnancial commitments and requirements for future residents,
tenants, or emplioyees; and Inciude a process for monitoring the
Iimplementation.

If we can provide additional Information or assistance,
please contact Al Ghaffari of the industrial Projects Section at
(918) 322-9338.

Sincerely,

RM&)MKN , Chileft

Project Assessment Branch
Stationary Source Division

Enclosure

c€c: Loreen McMahon, OPR
Jean Reggenkamp, BAAQMD
Ed Boyle, Caitrans District 4
Mark Brucker, EPA Reglon iX
Robert Patrick, Jr., Central Contra Costa Transit Authority

23
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STATE OF CAUFORNIA—=THE RESOURCES AGENCY

DEPARTMENT OF FISH AND GAME
POST OMMCE 80K 47

YOUNTVIULE, CALIFORNIA 94399

¢ ek 944-5500

January 21, 1988

California State University
F.O. Box 92229
Long Beach, CA 90800-2229

Dear Mr. Prewitt:

Subject: California State University/Hayward's Notice of
Preparation (NOP) for Master and Grading Plan for CSU
Hayward/Contra Costa Off-Campus Center in Concord, Contra
Costa County, SCH* 487121514

Mr. Ben L. Prewitt
I

Department of Fish and Came (Department) personnel have

reviewed the MNOP for the CSU Hayward/Contra Costa Off-Campus '
. Center in Counccr?. The project consists of a permanent

facility on a 384 acre site, for occupancy in 1991/92. Wwe

have the following comments:

The NOP includes a map of the site, which is located of f
Ygnacio Valley Road, near Pine Hollow Road. The map shows
that a creek runs through. the east side of the property.
This drainageway is known as Galindo Creek. U.S.G.S
topographic maps also indicate that another, unnamed creslk
runs along the western boundary of the site. A complete
description of the creeks should be provided in the draft
Environmental Impact Report. It is the policy of this
Department that a project should cause no net loss of either
wetland acreage or wetland habitat value; thersfore, we
recommend that construction be limited to areas outside the
creeks. Additionally, a minimum 100-foot ouffer, measured
outward from each creek bank, should be provided to protec:
the creek and its habitat and to provide a travel corridor
for wildlife. Impacts to thes creeks as a result of the
project should be identified and discussed. Impacts would
include, but are not limited to. fill, road crossings,
cuivarts, and removal of vegetation. Mitigation for all
impacts should be provided in the document.

\
\
\
1
Any work done in the creeks would requira a Streambed

Alteration Agreement with this Department. The Department .
has direct jurisdiction undec Fish and GCame Code Section

+60!-03 in regasd. to any proposed activities that would

"divart or obstriuct the natural flow or change the bed,

channel ot bank of any stream. we recommend earlvy

consultation since modification of. the propesed DrY et mav

be required to avoid impacts to fish and wild!l:!fe resournes.

Fovmal notification of proposed channal modificativns .inder

Fish and Game Code Seccion 1603 should be made ainep ali

A-26
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Mr. Prewitt ' -2- January 21, 1988

other permits and certifications have been obtained. Work
cannot be initiated until a Streambed Alteration Agreement
is executed.

The Army Corps of Engineers also has jurisdiction over
streams and creeks under Seciton 404 of the Clean Water Act.
If work is to be done in the creeks, we recommend that the
Corps be contacted to determine if they have jurisdiciton
and require a permit.

The document should identify and provide acreages for
habitats on site. A map showing creeks and habitat types
with an overlay of the area of development would be useful..

Surveys should be conducted for any rare, threatened or
endangered species which may exist on site. Impacts to
these species and their hubitats should be avoided. Tmpacts
which are unavoidable should be identified and appropriate
mitigation provided.

Department personnel are available to address our concerns in
more detail. To arrange a meeting, please contact Terry

Palmisano, Wildlife Biologist, at (415) 484-2586; or Theodore
Wooster, Environmental Services Supervisor, at (707) 944-550C.

Sincerely,

Brian Hunter
Rezional Manager
Region 3




City of Concord

one Number
A1%) 671-31%2
JNING DERAIENT CiTY CounciL

Coileen Coll, Mavor
»ine V, Suiman, Vice Mavor
Qisne Longshore
Jamary 13, l988 . Ronsid K. Multin
! Stephen L. Wetr
Michael T. Uberuaga, City Manager

Mr. Ben L. Prewitt _
Chief, Design and Constxuction
Fhysical Plaming and Develcpment
California Stata University

P.0. Bex 92229

Iorg Beach, CA 90800-2229

Re: Notice of Preparation
CSU/Hayward -~ Contra Costa Off-Canpus Center

- Dear Mr, Prewitt:

W1 el cm s rw b dae e e sk r o drh s e e s 5y armYhved

Thank ycu for submitting to us the Notice of Preparation of a draf:
avirzmental impact report for the California State University, Hayward -
Contza Costa Off-Campus Cantar Mastar ard Grading Plan., As you are probably
aare, the project site is located within the Concord sphare of influence ard
the Concoed city limits,

I will be the puimary contact persen for this project. However, ycu may
cm?ctthotonad:qd.tyotwmxdsuftmbe:sregardngthsespeciﬁc
topic areas:

Roy Parker, Deputy Public Works Director - Traffic ard Transportaticn Issues:
. (415) 671-3374

Jim Wyles, Associata Civil Engineer - Grading, Storm Drains, Sanitary Sewers:
(415) 671=-3101

.Ray Panek, Assistant Plammer - Coordinaticn with Newhall Project:
(41S) 671~3174

I. Initial stgv

We reviewed your initial study and offer the following comments. Please call
me at (415) 671-3166 so we may discuss them. First, CALTRANS has renamed
rocuts 24; it now should be referred to as route 242. Seccrd, it appears ycu
have made samewhat liberal use of the "no" category on the form. Scme of the
tcpxcsjt:dqed"m"do,intact,reqzﬁxeft:r&ers&dy-sudzassanitar;
sewers and stomm drains. This City does not want to see the Initial Study used
to limit the sccpe of the EIR in regard to issues which are imporcant tc us
and require additicnal stidy.. . Thixd, we do rot understand your determiracicn

A-29
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Jaruary 13, 1988 -
Page 2

on page 6. You chacked all three possible dstermirations; howevex, the first

d last detarminations are oppesita conclusions, and you offer no mitigation
measures for the secord detarmination. Finally, we suggest that you cantact

Pt hapatenasd

your coursel regarding the advisahility of writing findings for the answers in

II. Trageic and Transcortation Issies

Roy Parker, Deputy Puklic Works Director/Transporation, suggests that your
traffic study follow the same format as the traffic study for the
Newhall/South Study Area EIR because of the close proximity of the two
projects, they impact the same Styeets, and they are within the same time
frame. The Newhall/South Stidy Area EIR transportation stidy is under the
direction of Bill Hurrell of Willur Smith and Associates at (415) 896-0676.

The following format is being used:
cu:x;i‘l:im: _
1. Exdisting Coditions (1988)

' Project Qmmlative
2. Buildout (assume 1993) Stays at

of Project Area Bdsting (1988)
. (same as 1 above)

3. a. Buildout Buildaut of
(same as 2 above) Caulative Areax

b. No Build of Project Buildout of
Qmlative Arear

Mitications

To have ICS D

@ Cordition 2
Time Frame (1993)

@ Cordition 3
Time Frame*

@ Cordition 3
Time Frame*

*This is at the General Plan or more specific level if possible.

Carditicn Project Cmlative

S -]

2 S :—--@ L?Same

3 a., ~Same** - 3

b= === 1] 3

% The 3.a. line will include Project Buildouts of altermative sizes.

This reans two corditicns urder Project and two conditicns urder Qumilative.

These are ccmbined into four different ccmbinations.




. Jarmary 13, 1988
Page 3 :

III. Engineering Issues
mmwﬂcmmmmmm,mmuc
wants to review the scope of services and actual technical

Asuxiiefo:stamdninage sanitary sewers, and site grading. Please contact
Jim Wyles,. Associata Civic Ergineer for the ity, for details.

IV. Netall/Scuth Study Area EIR

mcityhasam*viththammmcouabmtivetopmpaman EIR for

a proposed residential project immediately east ard scuth of your site. It is
inperativn to coordinate. your EIR studies with those of the Planning
Collaborative. The Plaming Collabcrative has been instructed by the City to
coordinats their work with you. You may reach Jeff lowe, Principal, and Scott
Gregery, Project Manager, for the Plamming Collaborative at (415) 398-8197.

mﬁmtimisneedadbemthetmsuﬂisinthefonmareas

A. ‘mﬂicimpactrepc:tsuz:ludbglardusaassmpuonsathnld-wt'

of all adjacent properties hrlxﬁirgtheNeahall/Sammarrys:.te.
B. Traffic cuculaticn, sStrect extensions ard aligrments.
C. The lecation of bus stops, trails, bicycle routes ard walkways.

D. Infrastruchure needs - immdngs:.z:mg, capacitis,-phasing of
improvemerntts, and build-cut assumptions. In regard to hydrology
ard drainage, a Galindo Creek chammel study must include creek
capacity, aesthetic treatmerit, ard the need for a retemticn basin.

E. Impacts cn Newhall Project - The impact of the college site project
on the proposed Newhall residential development needs to be
discussed. Study areas include roise (from parking areas, athletic
fields, etc.) ard air quality.

F. '&adirg-meg:adimplansofbothpmjectsmstbemdinated.
Also, grading on cne site can effect existing vegetation on the
cther site.

G. Visual and Aesthetic Cansiderations - The site plans of both
projects should ke coordinated to help assure positive impacts.

V. ZIRolice Igsues
The EIR sheuld discuss methods of policing the site. Will there be an on-site

capus police force? How would thie college police force coordinate its
activities with the Concord Police Department?
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_ Jarmary 13, 1988
Page 4 :

Please do rot hesitate to call us regarding the preparation of tHis EIR or
other issues regarding the construction of a state college facility in
camogtl. We lock forward to this project ard working with you during the
plaming process. .

Very mly ycurs, ,

:_gh’
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7 STATE OF CAUPORNIA—=THE RESOURCES AGENCY GEORGE DEUKMEIIAN, Gavern
k. — — - —

DEPARTMENT OF CONSERVATICN
OIVISION OF ADMINISTRATION
DIVISION OF MINES ANO GEOLOGY
DIVISION OF O AND GAS _

" OMISION OF RECYCUNG

1416 Ninth Steem
SACRAMENTO, CA 958

(916) 322-587,
TDD (916) 324-255
January 20, 1988 -

r. Ben L. Prewitt
California State University
P.0O. Box 92229
Long Beach, CA 90800-2229

Dear Mr. Prewitt:-

Subject: NOP for CSU Hayward Master and Grading Plan,
Contra Costa Co., SCH #87121514

Thank you for forwarding the NOP for CSU Hayward/Contra Costa
Ca. Off-Campus Center near Concord.

The Department's Division of Mines and Geology (DMG) has special
expertise in evaluating geologic and seismic hazards, as well as
mineral resource issues, and we will review the relevant

information and analysis when we receive your document from the
State Clearinghouse.

DMG Note 46, enclosed, is used as a guide by DMG staff when
reviewing Draft EIRs. It contains a checklist of potential
environmental impacts related to geology, seismology and mineral

resource conservation, which you should consider in preparing
the EIR. -

Because of your proximity to a Special Study (fault) Zone
(Walnut Creek), we suggest the following references be used in
preparing the DEIR.

Hart, E.W., 1985, Fault-rupture hazard zones in Cal: CDMG,
Special Publication 42 (Walnut Creek quadrangle).

Mintier, J.L., and Stromberg. P.A. 1983. Seismic safety at the
local level: Does planning make a difference? In E.W.
Hart, S.E. Hirschfeld, and S.S. Schultz (eds.), Proceedings,
Conierence on Eagthquake Hazards in the Eastern San
Erancisco Bay Area. Special Publication 62. Sacramento:
California Division of Mines and Geology, p. 425-437.

Mintier, J.L., and Stromberg, P.A., 1983. Seismic safety at the
local level: Does planning make a difference? (California
Geology 36, 7: 148:154.

PR Y -~
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Mr. Ben L. Prewitt »
Page Two

Davis, J.F., and others, 1982, Earthquake planning scenario for
a magnitude 8.3 earthquake on the San Andreas fault in
northern California Division of Mines and Geology Special
Publication 61. ’

If you have any questions regarding these comments, please

contact Zoe McCrea, Division of Mines and Geclogy Eavironmental
Review Officer, at (916) 322-2562.

Dy e

Dennis J. O°Bryant
Environmental Program Coordinator

ZM:DJ0O:4d1w
0537H

Enclosure

cc: Zoe McCrea, Division of Mihes and Geology
Ed Riessling, Division of Mines and Geology
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CALIFORNIA DIVISION OF CDMG
MINES AND GEOLOGY SRR ' NOTE

4¢

GUIDELINES FOR GEOLOGIC /SEISMIC CONSIDERATIONS
IN ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORTS

The following guidelines were prepared by the Division of Mines and Geology with the cooperation of the
State Water Resources Contro! Board to assist those who prepare and review environmental impact reports:

These quidelines will expedite the environmental review process by identilying the potenual geologic

prootems and by providing a recognition of data needed for design analysis and miigating measures. All
statements should be documented by reference to matenal (including spec:fic page and chart nymbers)

avaiavble to 1he public. Other- statements should be considered as opinions and so stated

1. CHECKLIST -OF GECLOGIC {’ROBLEMS FOR ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT AEPORTS

Cauild the preject ar & geologic Ts thwe conciumon
ovent cauee { el probieme? documented in

: - sttached reponts? |-
PROBLEM ACTINTITY CAUSING PROSLER NO mr‘uVﬂ?ﬂ'(“T‘& "les MO I YES

GTZOLOGIC PROSLEMS

-1 Fault Movement - .

Liquetacton

Landsioess -

Ostlaventeal Compaction/

CAATHQUAKE Sersmec Wi
oAMAGE Ground Ruolwre

Grundg ‘Shaing

Tauname . ]

Secnes -

Flooging

(Faiwve of Oams anG Lovess)

Loss of Access

LOSS OF MIMERAL Oeoosts Caovered Dy Changed
RESOUACES Lang.Use Conditians

Zoming Hestnciions

Change ' Gioundw sler Level
0130033 of Excavaiea Matenat
Pwcolaion of Wasie Maena

WASTE OISPOSAL
PROSLEMS

~

Landgslides g Mudficws

SLOPE AND/OR FOUNOATION |Unitadie Cut ang Fitl Siooes
INSTABILITY - Colagudie n3 Ezganuive Sai

Trencn.wal Slaody

€rasion ot Gradea Aisas

CROSION. SEDMENTATION, Alteration ol Runait
fFLoo0MmG Unprotecied Cranage Ways

INCIeasea Imoerviou Surlaces

Extraction o! Groundwater, Gas,
LAND SUSRIENCE Oul_Geoinetma Grergy

Hydrocomoachion Peat Osidaton }

Lava Flow '
Asn Fal I

YOLCAMIC HAZARDS

SIALL Ot CALHOnMIA . Tret ALSQUHCE S AGE NCY IHPARTM Al OF MY Avalutn
Far 8 L3t Of GEOIONIC Mags 413 1400 S Svaralie (1nm e Callornie Oweision oI Mones and Geutngy wins 10 e Canlarnm Divisuin Q) *Aunes sna Geoingy

P O o5 3000, Sacramanio, CA 95817 of visit e Dttt gilices d SACRAMENTO 15 07 Suset (G161 445-3716 SAN FAANC 533 4anm 1237 e
Buaang, (419) 357-083], LOS ANGELES. Room 104 102 Souin Broadway, {713) 6203560

. o
ERIC .
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A TS, - ection cusmouen sevices:
2477 ARNOLD INQUSTRIAL WAY 1m~.c.\un=on~m BL/D. SUITE 10
. M 94820-837 WALNUT CREEK, CA 94596-3139

(41S5) 6787500

January 8, 1988

Ben L. Prewitt, Chief .

Design and Coastruction

Calitornia State’ University

Phvsical Planning and Development
P.O. Box 92229

Long Beach, CA 90800-2229

Dear Mr. Prewitt:

The Central Contra Costa Trah_slt Authority recently received your Notice of Preparation of a drait
E.L.R. concerning the planned construction of an off-campus center for the State University,
Hayward, along Ygnacio Valley Rd. in Contra Costa County.

As the provider of locai public transit at the project site, we are most interested in your E.LLR. and
campus plans. In particular, our concerns rsiate to anticipated demand for public transit to the site
and traffic congestion along Ygnacio Valley Rd. that may resuit from this campus.

We note that the Initial Study indicates that there will be additional vehicle trips to and from the site
as well as a need for parking. However, the report.indicates that the project will not substantially ;
impact the existing transportation systems. While we can understand this assessment as it narrowly -

relates to site grading, we are concerned about the longer-term impacts once the campus is
occupied.

Please contact me at the above address or phone number if you have any questions regarding this
response.

Sincersty Q\wé R

Jo Slndzlnski
Manager of Service Development

':Q.V LANE 8:3:% scmnnuu :."élg:? ‘glllb &Ano'.g N SOVA éun( lcUI.MAn gg::g;é'
W
ot Convwe c.uvocs.nnm Cily of Onnas / { i e m"‘] Contra Gosia County
u 8 UILKEMA  CHAGLES w. #dyn  A.Q. cessAven JONNL MutiALL  GAIL MURRAY ROBLAT C, PATRICK. JA.
Qily of Laleverns Gy ot Merineg ¢~

M it City of Welnut Creen canenu. MANAGER
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BAY AREA AIR QUALITY ™

4 MANAGEMENT DISTRICT

ALAMEDA COUNTY
Sgward R. Campoed
Shiriey J. Campbeil
- Chuck Conca
frank H. Ogawa

CONTRA COSTA COUNTY
Paut L. Cooper
Sunne Wright McPeak

MARIN COUNTY
Al Arambury
(Chairperson)

NAPA COUNTY
Harold |. Moskowite

SAN FRANCISCO COUNTY
Harry G.'Beitt
Jim Gonzsiez

SAN MATEO COUNTY
-Gus J. Nicolgpuios
Annas Eshoo

SANTA GLARA COUNTY
Rod Qiridon
Aaioh P, Qoetsen, Sr.
(Vics-Chairperson)
Roterta H. Hughan
Sdsanne Wilson
(Secretary)

SOLANOQ COUNTY
Qsoy Oavis

SONOMA COUNTY
Helen 8. Rudee

January 13, 1988

Ben L. Prewitt
California State University

‘Physical Planning & Development

P.0. Box 92229
Long Beach, CA 90800-2229

Dear Mr. Prewitt: . : . -

We have reviewed the NOP for a DEIR for California
State University Hayward Contra Costa Off-Campus Center,
Master and Grading Plan. The project is to develop a 384
acre site into a campus within the City of Concord, along
Ygnacio Valley Road. The Environmental Checklist and )
Initial Study recognize that air quality degadation could
be a problem.

Please send the DEIR, and/or any other documents for
review, directly to our Planning Division. We are not a
State Agency and should not have to rely upon thé State
Clearinghouse to be alerted to projects in the Bay Area.

We recommend that the DEIR contain a candid qualitative
and quantitative description of the project's air quality
impacts. All pollutants which may be emitted from project
construction and from project-generated vehicular traffic
should be analyzed.

The vehicle-generated pollutants of concern are carbon
monoxide, reactive organic compounds, and fine particulats
matter (PM,q). Calculations of PM;, should include dust
resuspended from roads by vehicles and, separately, 12:60)
caused by construction activities.

In 1985, the District released a publication entitled
"Air Quality and Urban Development - Guidelines for
Assessing  the Impacts of Projects and Plans." The Guide-
lines are intended to assist local planners and their
consultants in preparing air quality impact assessments for
projects and plans under CEQA. A copy of the Guidelines is
enclosed for your use and/or the use of any EIR consultant
you may employ. We suggest using the Guidelines and the
following process for analyzing air quality impacts:

31 .
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Mr. Ben L. Prewitt
January 13, 1988

Page Two

In particular, note the location of any direct
sources of air pollutants. Give the emission rate
for each poliutant and airborne hazardous material.
Also, show the location of sensitive receptors,
including residential areas, schools, hospitals,
nursing homes, playgrounds, parks, and recreation
facilities. . )

Calculate worst-case air pollutant emissions from

‘project construction and due to project-generated

traffic.. The vehicle emissions should be compared
with county-wide emissions.

Estimate maximum ambient carbon monoxide concentra-
tions at sensitive receptors. and the most congested
intersections affected by project-generated traf-
fic. The estimated concentrations should be
calculated for l-hour and 8-hour averaging times.
For projects generating. over 10,000 vehicle trips
per day, we recommend the model CALINE3 or 4 to
estimate motor vehicle carbon monoxide impacts.

For smaller projects, some simplified modeling
techniques are contained in the District's
Guidelines. Be sure to add the appropriate back-
ground concentration to the estimated locally
generated concentration and to explain the source
or the rationale for the background level selected.

Compare the total projected carbon monoxide concen-
trations with State and federal air quality
standards.

Consider mitigation measures to reduce the air
quality impacts of the project. Useful references
are Chapter IX of the District's Guidelines:;
"Guidelines for Air Quality Impact Assessments,
Section V," California Air Resources Board, 1983:
and "The Traffic Mitigation Reference Guide,"
Metropolitan Transportation Commission, 1984.
Commitments to implementing proposed mitigation
measures should be identified. Mitigation measures
to reduce traffic and air pollutant emissions
should be incorporated into the project to reduce
any negative impact it may have on the environment
and to help the Bay Area attain and maintain the
State and fedéral ambient air quality standards.
Where mitigation measures may significantly reduce
local concentrations of carbon monoxide, we recom-
mend that reductions be quantified.

A-41 35




Mr. Ben Prewitt
. January 13, 1988
Paga Thrae

When other development is approved or proposed in the
vicinity of the project, we recommend that the air quality
analysis also evaluate cumulative development impacts on air
quality. . .

Current data from District air monitoring stations are

- enclosed. If we can be of assistance, please contact .Jean
Roggenkamp, the Planner in our office.

Sincerely,

Milton Feldstein
Air Pollution Control officer

MF:IM:mt

Enclosures

cc: Calif. State Clearinghouse
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Responses to the Draft Environmental Impact Report'
for the Contra Costa Off-Campus Center

Edward H. Phillips, Director of Planning, City of Concord 37
Ward S. Pynn, Planning Coordinator, City of Concord 43
Steve R. Jepsen, Director of Transpoortation Services, City of Concord 47
Paul L. Cooper, Mayor, City of Pleasant Hill ‘ 51
William Webb, Engineeering Manager, Nolte and Associates 53
Mark L. Armstrong, Thiessen, Gagen & McCoy ' 55
Richard W. Jensen, Braddock & Logan Associates 59
Delos M. Mace 65
Seth Adan;s, Program Director, Save Mount Diablo 69

T. H. Lindenmeyer, Environmental Specialist, East Bay Regional Park District 75

Dennis J. O’'Bryant, Environmental Program Coordinator, California State

Department of Conservation 77
Jim W. Cutler, Chief of Comprehensive Planning, Contra Costa County 79
Dennis Pisila, Utilkity Planner, Contra Costa Water District 81
Elizabeth Patterson, Planning Director, City of Clayton 83
Kevin Roberts, Community Development Director, City of Wainut Creek 87

Reporter’s Transcript of Proceed.ngs, Public Hearing - Environmental Impact
Report, October 6, 19488 91
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Cityvof Concord _

I

~Telephone Number CITY COUNCIL

|
i
-”e ™ - 7‘
(415) 671-3152 Colleen Coll, Mayor <‘
June V. Bulman, Vice Mayor
Diane Longshore

Ronaid K. Muilin
September 29, 1988 Stephen L. Weir .
. Michael T. Uberuaga, Cily Manage .

Trustees -of the California State

University Office of the Chancellor

Division of Physical Planning and Development
P.O. Box 3502

Seal Beach, California 90740-7502

Subject: Draft Envirermental Impact Report '
California State University, Hayward Off-Campus Center

De;r: Trustees:

Thank you for referring the Draft Envirommental Impact Report for the
California State University, .Hayward - Contra Costa Off-Carpus Center to the
City of Concord for review. 'mereportwasreviewedbytheccmcordmamﬁ.rg,
Traffic- and Engineering Divisions. This letter provides a consolidaticn of all
shmld.mtbeconstruedasachan;eormdificatimtothedtycamil
Supportive policy regarding the propesed Concord campus,

There are several points of information in the Draft EIR which are inaccurate
and need to be modified. They are as follows:

* The proposed residemtial subdivision southeast of the project site has not
been approved. The current plan for this site includes 885 residential units
ard 2 golf corse. {page 2-32)

spaceah:ttingthewnstengportimofthesitewaspn&asadarﬂismmedby
the City of Concord, not the City of Walmut Creek. (page 4-1)

* Although the State College site is part of the.Newhall Ranch Area Plan,

only the Southern Study Area of that Planismﬁe:gougexwimmentalanalysis
for a proposed revision at this time. (page 4=2)

37
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September 29, 1988
Page 2

4.1.1 Iard Use and Relationship to Plans

The subject site abuts the Sand Quarry site as designatad in the Newhall
Ranch Area Plan. The plamned land uses and development critaria for the
qsanysiteshmldbeadmledgedinthissectim.msmmarrysiteis
approximately 63 acres with 32 acres designated for commercial uses and 31
mofmﬂti—fahilymidenti;lusesatatdensityoflotoJztmi‘cspe.r

’ . 4.1.3 Traffic and Transpoartation
MprcpcsedmitigatimmeamtolimitamsatAye:sRoadgrdanacio

VaneyRoadtoaArightin/mtmﬂdeacerbataﬂmamtmatimat
Alberta Way and Ygnacio ‘Valley Road. Additicnally, from a plamning
perspective, miltiple access points will provide alternate routes to the
site. We would prefer full access comtrol at Ayers Road. This access
alternative is consistent with the Concord General Plan.

The mitigation measure for Ayers Road and Ygnacio Valley Road should state
the need for signal modification to accomedate the cammus traffic.

The report should establish the basis for the 1200 vehicles per hour
diversion to Highway 4, as stated on page 4-30. Even with the Highway 4
improvements, Caltrans projections indicata that development in Pittshuryg
and Arttioch areas will use all of the excess capacity that will, be created
by the proposed widening project. 'It. should also be noted that this
widenjngprojectisdeperdemcnthepassageofthel/zcermsalstax
measure. We feel that a more canservative approach should be used in this
area. The mitigation measures should assume little ar no traffic diversion
an Ygnacio Valley Road, especially in light of the impacts of current
developments alang Kirker Pass Road in Pittshury.

'maproposed-miti_gatimmeamdisc:ssedinthatextdomtmpcrd
to the lane assigrments in figure 4-5.

Proposed mitigatim measures on page 4-29 do not discuss the mitigation
measures required for Cowell Road ard Ygnacio Valley Road.

The intersection of Alberta Way ard Ygnacio Valley Road, Year 1992 (fiqure
4-5), is shown to have a cambined through and left turn lane. This lane
assigmment necessitates approach phasing. The City does not prefer this
type of phasing. Do the level of service calculations consider approach
phasing at this location?




September 29, 1988
Page 3

What is the proposed route for transit service for this site? The report
should include & recammerdation cn the proposed route. The report does not
suggest a shuttle service from local EART Stations to support the use of
mass transit to the site. We recammend that this altermative be included.

The repart does not provide level of service calculations for figure 4-7.

The study should consider the need for acceleration and deceleraticn lanes
cen Ygnacio Valley Road and Ayers Reoad.

Al@felofservicemp'shbwinge:dstin;arﬂmmmsmdbepmﬁded.

'pmcityeqcmnag&smfulintegratimofthepmposedmndingmasses
into the existing topographic and landscape conditions. Lower and smaller
building masses, together with an emphasis on the site ard landscape design
to establish an appropriate setting for the preposed facility, will reduce
the impact on the visual envirorment. We would appreciate the continuing
Cppertunity to participate in the formilation ard review of project plans.
Wecanassureymthatplanscanbedevelcpedwhidumeetbchozm
abjectives ard City develcpment policies. :
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; September 29, 1988
) Page 4

4.1.5 Public Health

meuseandsborageofanyhazardoussmstmwatthisfacilityshqnd
comply with the requirements of the Contra Costa Consolidated Fire
District. The Haywaxd Campus Safety Officer should coordinate plans with
the Fire District prior to storing any hazardous substance at this site.

4.1.6 Comamity Services
Police Department )
¢ . The City wants to achieve a high degree of cocperation between the security
persarmel of the proposed campus and our local Police department.
Fire Protection
The City encourages the State College to cansider the use of fire resistant
lardscape materials when develcping the overall larndscape plan for this

project. This type of lan:lscapmglsspec:allyimpcrtantnearbmldmgs
and where development activities will abut undistixrbed cpen spaces.

4.1.7 Ttilities

Wastesater

The report references a Concord "Road" sewer line. This should be Concord
"Boulevard" sewer line. The report cites a 20 inch sewer line Academy
Road, where the graphic indicates a 10 inch line in Academy Read.

It will be the responsibility of the State to design and construct any
extensions to sewer lines to service the project site.

Water

The State will negotiate with the Contra Costa Water District , not the
City, conceming the extension watsr lines to serve the project site.

4.1.8 Qultural Resources

- We would recommerd that the archival a= field study for cultural rescurces
be completed prior to commencing any site preparatien, grading or .
construction activities.

4




September 29, 1988
Page 5

4.2.3 Vegetation

meci.tydo&smtspportthermvalofanynativeliveoaks, especially
vbe:etbeyaresmaprmjnentfeauminﬂzenatxallandscapeasinthe
s&bjectcase.mepchosedpa;}d:garﬂhﬁldirqloatim\mldreqﬁmthe
removal of 8 to 10 mature cak trees. We recomend that the site and
building plan be revised to maintain as many of the existing trees as

4.2.4 Air QJalitY

The city would amre‘ciatearevisimtothemitigatimmeasmcm'mmirg
Street sweeping that identifies the radius or area that the camr—ractor will
be responsible for sweeping and the frequency with which the streets will
be swept during the canstruction process. Please cantact us for details.

We recommend an additional mitigation measure that would require a
ta:pora:ypavedcmsmlctim&'iveattlment:ametothiscmstmctim
sitetohelppzevmtthetradd:gofmaterialsmcityst:eetsarﬂcmatim
of dust. ’ .

4.2.5 Noisae

The City would prefer that the mitigation meazure related to constructien

- activities be more specific and restrict noise preducing site preparation
and canstruction activities to weekdays between the howrs of 7:30 a.m. and
6:00 p.m.

5. Growth Ining Tmpacts
The cmilative build-cut of the Sand Quarry Site is axrrently projectad to

include 520 multi-family residential wnits and approximately 200,000 square
feet of cammercial space. .

6. Qumlative Impacts

We believe it would probably not be possible to coordinate the canstruction
schedule of the four potential develomment sites in the immediate vicinity.
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Page 6

7. Significant Unavoidable Adverse Impacts

Careful grading, site and lardscape design are needed to mitigate visual

mankymfortbeoppxUmltytocumentmtmsmportandmlookfmm
cmmuugamposztlvemﬁcngrelmthhymstaffasthedeveloment
ofprojectplansforth;ssztearﬂcthersztam‘dzeareapmceed Please -
cmtactus*egardngsanemmpomtsofclmﬁmﬁmwebeheveshaﬂdbe
addressed in the Final EIR. -

Jy NRAYER N
Edwvard H. Phillips
Director of Plarmmg

EXP:scd

cc: Micheal Teruya
Herbert Zuidema, Assistant State University Architect
Mid:ae‘LUbezuaga City Manager
Rita Hardin, Deputy CJ.ty Manager/Cammmnity Develcpment & Public Works
MJJceVogan C:Ltymg:\.neer
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October 3, 1988

THE CALIFORNIA

Office of the Chancellor

TE
Division of Physical Planning and Development STATE. UNIVERSITY
California State University and College System GCT -6 1988
P. 0. Box 3502 :

PHYSICAL PLANNING

Sesl Beach, California 90740-7502 AND DEVELOPMENT

Re: CSU/Hayward - Contra Costa Off-Campus Center
Draft EIR

Dear Sir:

As a planning commissioner far the-City of Concord and as an interested
citizen who has graduated from the University of California system | am
responding to Your office’s invitation te submit comments concerning the
draft environmental ifpart report (hereafter, “draft EIR") for the California
State University, Hayward 0ff-Campus Center, which was issued on August -
26, 1988. My remarks tend to follow the sequence provided in that report.

Unaveidable significant adverse impacts

With regard to the entire project, the draft EIR states that "No unaycidable
significant adverse impacts were identified.” Page 2-2.

I disagree. Once you have built upon land that has been primarily used for
cattle grazing and that has been viewed as open space by the general public,
yYsu have made 8 significant visual and sesthetic adverse impact that cannot
be readily mitigated. Certainly the placement of the facility on a prominent
knoil wouid sesm to contradict your conciusion.

Location of project site

On page 3-2 you state that "An approved residential subdivision consisting
of 901 units is located sought of the project site..” Please be advised that
no such project has been formaily submitted to the City for approvel, as yet,
and that such subdivision is not approved as of the date of this letter. In
fact, your comments at page 4-5 directly contradict your statement on page
3-2.

I'am pleased that you recognize that development may occur on adjacent
parcels, but given the landlocked nature of the site to the south | am

44
X




Page 2
October 3, 1988 .
CSu, Off-Campus Center

surprised that you did not take into consideration its future needs for road
access, assuming that it is uitimately built.

Objectives of California State University
On page 3-3 you state:

“The goal of the of f-Campus Center is fo develop the most
appropriate, functional, cost.effective, and attractive campus
possible, responsive to the demands of bath the site and program.”

Later, you reinforce the ides that the CSU system is above local planning and
2oning ordinances. Page 4-2. As a taxpayer-funded system | believe that
this stance is disrespectful towards local needs and requirements. It seems
to me that this is a very narrowminded and selfish vision for the future and
fails utterly to take into consideration that state agencies are but the
servant of the citizens of the state.

¥ith diminishing land available for deveiopment it seems to me that you
should aiso be responsive ta the community in which the project is to be
established. In this regard, | am referring to the duty to be 8 good neighbor
to lands ta the south which may need to get access to Ygnacio Yalley Road in
order tg avoid being nearly landlocked.

Furthermore, | believe that with the acreage available that the CSUC system
would be remiss in not providing for athietic fields that can be used by both
the adult students and by children of community residents. As you are
avvare Concord is considered by the many persons in the athletic world as a
leader in community sports. Concord has 325 summer softball teams, 200
winter softball teams, has sent participants to the Olympics from the
Concord-Pleasant Hill Swim Club, and was the site for the trials for the
Olympics boxing competition. These are just a few examples of the part
athletics play in our community.

As a.major and public landowner the CSUC system would want to engender
activities that help to keep all of us fit.




Page 3 _
Cctober 3, 1988
Csu, off-Campus Center

Traffic, Parking and Academic Planning

The draft EIR states that the five year academic plan indicates a need to
educste an estimated 1000 FTE stducents by the 1991/1992 academic year
and 1500 FTEs eventually. Pages 3-9 and 3-1, respectively.

| attended an evening/Saturday college program of the tupe you are trying to
implement and let me assure you that you will find many students only take
one or two classes per semester. That means that it will take 3to S

students to constitute an FTE. There is nothing in the draft EIR to indicate.

what the average academic load carried by present students at the Pleasant .

Hill campus is, although I'was forced to guess that your figures are based
upon 2'to 2.33 students constituting one FTE. See page 4-6.

f ask: How can 1250 spaces accomodate 3000 night-time students‘?
How can 1230 spaces-accommodate S000 night-time students? Are your .
classes based upon the number of students to attend on an average evening?

For the life of me | do not understand how you came up with a total of 300
arrivals to the Campus in the peak hour of 6PM te 7PM in Figure 4-3.

On page 4-17 you state that most classes are offered in the evening with
starting times from 6 to 6:30 pm. On page 4- 18 you state that the estimated
increase in traffic generated by the project is about 400 trips during the PM
peak hour and approximately 2,500 deily trips for 1,000 FTE. | assume the
trips include both arrivals and departures. Thus, you are talking about 1250
reund trips for 1,000 FTE. Based upen my experience | really do not believe
that you have properiy accounted for the actual number of students that
comprise 8 typical FTE. One person carrying one class would mean that it
takes S persons to equal one FTE.

Natural Resources

A quarTy for natural resources is nearby and no statement was provided as
to whether or not the type of rock or other natural resource that is mined
there extends into the project’s site. California’s Surface Mining and
Reclamation Act requires, in part, that sites for natural resauces e
identified in order that they can continue to be used for the benefit of the
ragion, if not the entire state.
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October 3, 1988
Csu, Off-Campus Center

The draft EIR states that "COMG does not consider the adjacent quarry to be
within an Angregate Resource Area.” How long ago was this determination
made? Does that determination take into consideration the elimination of
other natural resources of 8 similar kind that meke this resource
increasingly more valuable?

That same office has designated the area as a construction aggregate
resource area for the South San Francisco Bay Region. See Sector S, section
3550.10 of Title 14 of the California Administrative Code. ¥hich CDMG
statement is correct? . )

Suin,mary

| was disappointed by the failure totake into account local concerns and
properly accounting of FTEs, which could have a highly significant traffic
impact upon important intersections near the proposed praoject.

If you have any questions, please do not hesitate to call me.

Sincerely yours,

Uhi 5

Ward S. Pynn

Planning Commissioner
City of Concord

Home: 3106 Dover Way
Concord, California 94518

cc: City Council

cc: Michael Uberuaga, City Manager

cc: Ed Phillips, Director of Planning

cc: Dave Golick, Senior Planner

cc: Charles Carpenter, Chairman, Planning Commission

Ol Ariail
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“Telephone Number 571-3374 ) : CITY COUNCIL

Caollgan Coll. Mayor
June V. Bulman, Vice Mayor
Diane Longshore
Ronald K. Mullin
. Cctober 7, 1988 Stephen L. Waeir -
Michael T. Uberuaga, Cily Manager

Susan M. Aldrich

University Facility Planner

P.0. Box 3502 .
Seal Beach, CA 90740-7502

1t

. Subject: ‘California State University, Hayward Office Campus Center
Dear Ms. Aldrich:

The purpose of this letter is two fold: 1) As a response to issues raised
in the draft EIR, and 2) To explcre alternative access to the proposed
site that will provide for a secondary street network south and east of
Ygnacio Valley Road.

1. EIR Response

In addition to the comments forwarded by the City of Concord's
Planning Department in their letter of September 29, 1988, the
following issues should be addressed or developed in further detail:

A, Scheduling of classes to avoid peak travel on Ygnacio valley
Road. The EIR briefly touches on this in the mitigation section,
however., not much detail is provided on the extent of impact this
may have on peak flows shown in Figure 4-3, page 4-15. Could
the quantification of trip reduction and flexibility in campus
scheduling be more fully discussed?

B. Several alternatives for access were developed by the City for
the proposed campus area. Information was provided to the EIR
Circulation Element subconsultant regarding future alternative
roadway networks which should be further examined as part of the
Transportation needs for the campus. The alternative provided in
Exhibit 1 (attached) should be examined in conjunction with the
proposed campus development.

c. A frontage road connection is shown to Pine Hollow Road in the
EIR providing directional access to Ygnacio Valley Road. This
connection will be very difficult to achieve and should be
explored in further detail to determine the practicability aid
efficiency of this proposed connection.

: " 47
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Susan M. Aldrich
October 7, 1988
Page 2

2. Secondarg;Street'Network & Access to Adjacent Parcels

This deals primarily with- the extension of a connecting roadway along
the west property edge or in the open space west of the University
parcel.

A. This is a better location for access to Ygnacio Valley Road than
trying to tie into existing intersections at Cowell Road, Ayers
Road, or Pine Hollow Road. Potential access at this location has
both positive opportunities and possible negative consequences
that should be discussed in detail. Given that a roadway is
likely in close proximity to the west property line of the
University land, where is the best location for such road and can
it serve the needs of the- University, open space, 'nd access to
future development in the Crystyl Ranch area?

B. . The obvidus location for access to adjacent parcels is lined out
on Exhibit 2 (attached). This would extend up the scale
splitting the flow line or running to thé west of the flow line
to facilitate retention of storm and ground water run off. The
advantages and disadvantages of such a roadway to the off campus
center should be discussed and responsibilities for any further
plan development and/or implementation needs clearly defined.

In regard to the second issue of access along the west property line I
would like to facilitate a meeting in Concord to discuss opportunities and
constraints associated with the placement of this roadway. If an
opportunity exists to further study the potential for this roadway it
should be identified and an action plan developed prior the to action
scheduled on the EIR with the Board of Trustees in November. I will be in
contact with you the week of October 10, 1988, to schedule a couple of
meetings in Concord with the City staff and the Crystal Ranch Developers to
address this issue. Thank you. )

Director of Transportation Services

MH10S8J1

cc: Katherine Mortimer-Garcia
Rita Hardin
Richard Jensen
Anush Nejad
Edward Phillips
Micheal Teruya
Michael Uberuaga
Mike Vogan ~
Herbert Zuidema 4
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City of Pleasant Hill

3300 N. MAIN'STREET. PLEASANT HILL, CALIFORNIA 94523 PHONE (415)944-3270
October 5, 1988

Ms. Katherine- Mortimer-Garcia
Project Manager

EIP Asgsociates

150 Spear Street, Suite 1500
San Francisco, CA 94105

Dear Ms. Mortimer-Garcia:

Thank you for sending the Public Notice regarding the Public
Hearing on OCtober 6, 1988 at Diablo Valley College on the Draft
Environmental Impact Report concerning the California State
University/Hayward off-campus relocation from Pleasant Hill to
the new site off Ygnacio Valley Road in Concord. The City of
Pleasant Hill is very concerned with the proposed relocation for
a number of reasons.

Before discussing these negative impacts, it is important to
understand that a significant number of Pleasant Hill citizens
attend classes at the facility in Pleasant Hill. The present
facility is so located that there is ready access from all
directions with no major traffic problems. The City and the
neighborhood have accepted the present accessible use as appro-
priate. For these folks to make the trip to the new site is
almost impossible in terms of congestion and time.

Therefore, traffic and travel time present the greatest negative
impact on the citizens of Pleasant Hill, who currently use the
facility. Traffic on Ygnacio Valley Road, during the morning and
evening peaks, is intolerable now, and will only get worse in the
future. It is estimated it would take over an hour to make a
9:00 a.m. class at the new site from Pleasant Hill. This compares
with a time of 10 minutes from the furthest point in the City to
the present facility. The traffic and travel time are going to
worsen rather than improve in the future, based on present traffic
projections and funding plans for .mprovements.

The relocation will also have a necative impact on the economy of
the City. Pleasant Hill is a non-property tax City, that depends
heavily on sales tax revenues. The loss of revenue from those
attending the present facility who eat meals and shop in the area
is a serious concern.
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Ms. Xatherine Mortimer-Garcia
EIP Associates

October 5, 1988

Page 2

The City is also concerned with ths gqeo-technical aspects of
building the new facility on hilly terrain. The present site
is on level ground with all utilities in place.

We hope the Trustees will seriously consider the' concerns of

the City of Pleasant Hill. Thank you for the opportunity to
offar our comments. . : .

Sincerely yours,
. Zon %M
’Cfééiva. Cooper

Mayor

PLC:1s:11

cc: City Council
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Ms. Katherine Mortimér-Gafdia
EIP ASSOCIATES

150 Spear ‘Street, Su{tg 1500
San Francisco, CA 94105

RE:’  CSU Powerline Relocation
N:- 1032-85-01 ||, -

Dear Ms. Mortimer-Ga%?fa:;

I wish to élarify thé statement made in my Tetter of October 10, 1988 in
regard to the Draft Epyvironmental Impact Report (State Clearing House No. 871
215 14), dated August 1988, titled California State University, Hayward Off-
Campus Center, prepar?d by your firm. -

An alternative alignment for relocating the 115 KV PGAE electric transmission
line, which présent]yfprosses the CSU site, has been proposed by PG&E. The
alternative alignment generally runs along the east boundary of the CSU site,
within the property.! For additional information, I suggest you contact Mr.
Kevin Kennely, PG&E }ndustrial Power Engineer, at (415) 674-6327.

Sincerely,

NOLTE and AssocIATEs'i'

VWA

William Webb
Engineering Manager

rn e e

WW/ms

l
NOLTE and ASSOCIATES

. ¥
Engineers / Planners / Surveyors
)

_ ] i
1270 Springbrook Road, Suite D Walnut Creek, CA 9459 Tel: {415) 934-8060 FAX No. (415) 939-5451
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THIESSEN, GAGEN & McCOY

BAIAN 0. THIESSEN MICHAEL W. CAATER
WILLIAM £. GAGEN, JA. A PROFESSIONAL CORPORATION VICTOR J. CONTI
GREGORY L. McCOY 279 FRONT STREET ROBERT M. FANUCC!
PATRICK J. MCMAHON 0. BOX 218 KENNETH :. MSHBACH
M. SUE GREICAR . RICHARD A FRANKEL
MARK L ARMSTAONG OANVILLE. CALIFORMA 345280218 - BARBARA OUVAL JEWELL
UNN K. COOMBS TELEPHONE (415) 8370806 CHARLES A. KOSS
STEPHEN W. THOMAS CAROLE A LAW
FAX (415) 6385006 CYNTHIA LOVE MAREX
MICHAEL J. MARKOWITZ
OF CoUNSEL DIECT DAL Ext. # ?a?mmmm
WILLIAM W. BASSETT SUE GOUGE WILLIAMS
JOMN 8. CLAUSEN
October 10, 1988
The California State University HAND DELIVERED

Office of the Chancellor

Attention: Sheila Chaffin

Assistant Vice Chancellor

c/o EIP Associates

Attention: Catherine Mortimer-Garcia
150 Spear Street, Suite 1500

San Francisco, CA 94105

Re: Draft Environmental Impact Report
(August 26, 1988)
California State University, Hayward
Contra Costa Off-Campus Center

Dear Ms. Chaffin:

As you know, our cffice represents Braddock & Logan Associates
and A.D. Seeno Construction Company, the developers of the
Crystyl Ranch, the Sl2-acre site located immediately south cf
the Off-Campus Center project site that is the subject of the
above-referenced Draft Environmencal Impact Report. An
application for General Plan Amendment and Drezoning to planned
development district with preliminary development plan for a
golf course and 884 residential units on the site is currently
pending before the City of Concord. A Draft Environmental
Impact Report should be available for public review before the
end of the vyear. Please consider this letter our written
comment to the Draft Environmental Impact Report for the Contra
Costa Off-Campus Canter project.

Both the Off-Campus Center project site and the Crystyl Ranch
are included in the City of Concord Newhall Ranch South Area
Plan. While the University is not subject to the zoning
requirements of the City of Concord, it does have an obligation
under The California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) to
mitigate the project's environmental impacts by designing its
project in a maaner that is compatible with existing and




Ms. Sheila Chaffin
October 10, 1988
Page 2 -

potential development within its immediate planning area. In
that regard, the proposed prcject's impact on the present and
future circulation patterns for the area must be considered.

The Draft Environmental Impact Report has not analyzed the
environmental effect of failing to .provide access through the
project site to the Crystyl Ranch project. The traffic and
circulation effeccs on existing streets without such additional
access for Crystyl Ranch through the project site have not been
analyzed. The Draft EIR has identified as substantially
impacted the intersection of Alberta Way and Ygnacio .Valley
kcad. Access through the project site for Crystyl Ranch traffic
would appear to be a reasonably feasible mitigaticn measure to
alleviate cumulative traffic impacts and improve the general

circulation pattern for the area.- )

Attached i1s a copy of a map pzepared by Ferguson and Wollman,
Consulting Ergineers, Inc., for Braddock & Logan Associates
showing a proposed parkway from the Crystyl Ranch through the
project site to ¥Ygnacio Valley Road. I understand the map was
previously provided to your office. Please analyze the adverse
impact of not providing through access to Crystyl Ranch through
the project site on traffic and circulation, most notably at the
intersection of Alberta Way and Ygnacio Valley Road and on
Rolling Woods Way and Pine Hollow. The proposed parkway and
other locations for road access through the prcject site should
be analyzed as feasible mitigation measures.

The Draft EIR addressed traffic conditions and impacts on
Ygnacio Valley Road. A mitigation measure that was not
suggested was the widening of Ygnacio Valley Road along the
project frontage. Even if construction of additional lanes on
Ygnacio Valley Road along the frontage is not apprcpriate or
feasible at this time, at least the dedication of rignt-of-way
should be considered as a mitigation measure to be imposed now
ac part of this project approval.

Attached is a copy of a letter dated April 28, 1988 to Dr. Ann
Reynolds by Rich Jensen, Development Manager for Forward
Planning with Braddock & Logan Associates. Please consider the
points raised in that letter as supplemental commencs to the
Draf: EIR. That letter supplements the traffic, water and sewer
issues and impacts that I mentioned orally at the public hearing
on October 6th. With respect to infrastructure impac:s
generally, as part of the project approval by the Board of
Trustees, in our view there must be a demonstrated obligation by




Ms. Sheila Chaffin
October 10, 1988
Page 3

the University to fund its fair share for such improvements in
order to meet its CEQA obligations to mitigate impacts. That
the City of Concord may not exact such fair share contributions
from the University does not minimize its CEQA obligations to
mitigate impacts.

If such infrastructure contribution mitigation measures are not
fully discussed in the EIR and implemented through this project,
the University's application of CEQA in -considering -and
" approving this project is fundamentally flawed.

Similarly and in particular, if the cumulative impacts of
development in the area on traffic and circulation are not
considered in the Final Environmental Impact Report and/or
measures to mitigate such cumulative impacts are not implemented
as part of this project approval by the Board of Trustees, then
the Final EIR certification and project approval would be
inconsistent-with CEQA.

Thank you for allowing us to comment on the Draft EIR. We look
forward to having our concerns addressed and resolved prior to
consideration of the Final EIR and the Master Plan Ffor the
Contra Costa Off-Campus Center by the Board of Trustees at its
regularly schedulaed meeting on November 1Sth and 16th, 1988.

Very tryly yours,

C

'Mark L. Armstrong

—

MLA/dk

15-19487

Enclosures

cc: Braddock & Logan Associates
Attn: Rich Jensen

cc: A.D. Seeno Construction Company
Attn: Marshall J. Tore
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BRADDOCK & LOGAN ASSOCIATES
BUILDERS - DEVELOPERS
14793 WASHINGTON AVENUE
P.O. BOX 3137
SAN LEANDRO, CA M578:0137
TELEPHONE (415) 351-082

April 28, 1988

Dr. Ann Reynolds, Chancellor
California State University
400 Golden Shore Drive

Long Beach, CA 90807

Reference: Newhall Ranch - Southern Study Area =~ Concord
(Crystyl Ranch Project)

Dear Dr. Reynolds:

I would like to thank your staff pembers, Sheila M. Chaffin, Bill Chatham,
David Leveille and Michael Teruya of the PHysical Planning and Developaent
Departaent for meeting with Robert J. Rossi, Jay Torres-Muga, Yarshall J.

Torre and me on behalf of A. D. Seeno Construction Company and Braddock &

Logan Associatas, the developers of the Crystyl Ranch project, at the Los

Alamitos offices. .

At that time ve reviewed and discussed the prelirzinary land use plans for our
512 acre MNewhall Ranch Southern Study Area project (Crystyl Ranch). The
Newhall Ranch Scuthern Study Area represents one of the last and largest un-
developed parcels surroundiag the City of Concsrd. Although still under
County jurisdiction, the land is a logical extension of the residential growth

pattern of the edge of the City. The future Stxute College site is contiguous
to our far north boundary.

As we see it, the primary issues guiding our planning process have been the
following: }

1) Analyzing City Genera: Plan policies, Newhall Ranch Specific Plan policies
and other lo;al land use policies and ordinances (including the City's
‘housing, trails, noise, land use, open space and conservation elements,
park and recreation plans and recently adopted Hillside Ordinance) in re-
lation to our proposed project. Evaluate the compatibility of the pro-
posed project and adjoining properties with these policies.

Our consultants have studied the surrounding land uses and site conditions
which affact the project now and in the future. Included is the identifi-
cation of relevant cumulative projects identified with the assistance and
concurrence of City staff, leading to a systems nap of future land use

within the vicinity. The State College site and adjacent open space and
residential lands would be considered, as would potential park or trail

Plans from State Parks or the E3RPD. The systems naap would bde hased on 59
the zost up-to-date planning and engineering data available. E;Z




Dr. Ann Reynolds Page 2 April 28, 1938

3) Our engineers have reviewed existing and planned site utilities and public
services in and around the Newhall Planning Area. The study identifies
existing information including plans resulting from adjacent development
projects and the policies and plans of agencies and jurisdictions such as
the Contra Costa Water District, Contra Costa Central Sanitary District,
City of Concord, PGandE aad others.

Relevant roadway extensions and utility line extensions have been plotted
on a working map for use in site planning. Wastewater treatment, water
service and power agencies have been contacted regarding available system
capacities to accommodate the propcsed project. Potential hazards of
existing or planned power lines or water lines have been identified and
site design mitigations to reduce potential effects on c*eeks or umstable
soils discussed.

4) Traffic is a-major concern to the public as indicated in Contra Costa
County Board Order dated March 8, 1938, referred to in the "Report on
%eeting Regarding Transportation Impacts of the Proposed California State
University Campus in Concord". Traffic is clearly a regional problem.
Many of your staff zembers were in attendance at the Joint County/C1ty
meeting held on February 29, 19388.

The traffic and circulatiod analysis aust address the requirements of the
City of Concord as well as the concerns of ¥alnut Creek, Pleasant Hill,
and Contra Costa County.

- 5) Our consultants have reviewed existing information regarding hydrology and
drainage, including the slope and topographic analysis for the Newhall
Planning Area. Our engineers will be required to anal yze drainage issues
and disclose additional mitigation measures which may be appropriate as
part of the site design. .

In the issue of infrastructure we have noted that traffic circulation, major
utilities and drainage are major planning considerations. Since the Crystyl
Ranch project and the California State University site share these similar ]
probleus, we felt that conversations with your staff were of the ut=ost izpor-
tance. Oucr consultants have coanducted many studies regarding these issues,
and ve would like to share these findings:

A) VATER

Properties within the Newhall South Study Area lis within the jurisdiction
of the Contra Costa Water District. Based upon the information gathered,
Service Zones IV, V, VI and VII are affacted. The Crystyl Ranch projzct
would establish and construct two (2) new reservoir tanks, one in Zone V
and one in Zone VI. These tanks would each contain a capacity of 1.5
nillion gallons of water. The portion of the Californiz State Universi‘y
site lying within Zcawe V presently has no water service available for
donastic or fire purpcses. This portion encompasses approximately 50% of
the site. The proposed 1.5 nmillion gallon water tank and mains to be con-
structed at a cost of approximately two million dollars will provide water
service for the college. The facilitics can only be completed if and when
Q the Crystyl Ranch project is built, since Contra Costa Water District is

67
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C)

Ann Reynolds . Page 3 April 28, 1988

not mandated to provide major facilities at their cost. You must under-
stand that these majo. sost items will be advanced by Braddock & Logan
Associates and A. D. Seeno Construction Company. The tank location is

is shown on the enclosed Systems Map dated February 1988. Upon installa-
tion of these main line services, sufficient water service cculd be
stubbed to the University boundary serving your domestic and fire flow
needs. (See Zone Regions and Reservoir Locates on attached Systems Xap
dated February 1988).

SEWER

Sewer service to the Master Plan area is administered through a Joint
Powers Agreement with the City of Concord and Central Contra Costa Sani-
tary District.. Presently, the sewer main is located at Academy Drive and
Alberta Vay, approximately 2,300 feet downstream from the intersection of
Alberta Way and Pine Hollow Road. The Major Sewer Trunk Line ¥aster Plan
was prepared for the City by Govers Enginears and Carollo Engineers. If
Crystyl Ranch development proceeds, i is the intention of Braddock &
Logan Associates and A. D. Seeno Construction Company to install the main
trunk line from its present terminus, easterly to Alberta Way, southerly
along Alberta Way, extending to substation road and its southerly prolong-
ation through the University site and continue through the Crystyl Ranch
planning area a total distance of approximately 5,300 feet, saving the
California State University approximately $500,000. In reviewing both the

Feasibility Report for Newhall Ranch Sewers prepared by Govers Engineers

and the Sanitary Sewer Master Plan prapared by Carollo Engineers, the siz-
ing of our proposed pipe will carry sufficient capacity to serve popula-
tion derands of our mutual properties.

In order to achieve these service goals, we will peed your authority and
that of the Board of Trustees in granting a sewer easement to the City of
Concord. We will require your concurrsnce to this proposal (See Master
Trunk Line Location marked in yellow on the attached Systems Xap dated
February 1988), and attached Sewer Easement diagram prepared by Ferguson &
Wollzan, Civil Engineers.

TRAFFIC

The circulation element of the Concord General Plan and the Nevhall South
Study Area delineates a system of roads and parkways that provide adequate
ingress and egress serving the Newhall and Pine Hollow planning areas.
Rolling Woods Way will be constructed this summer to our northeastern
boundary. This major arterial is pianned for extesnsion through the
Crystyl Ranch project site and stubbed to the University-Crystyl Ranch
conmon boundary line for the future extension to Ygnacio Valley Road. The
City of Concord sponsored and adoptad the Newhall South Study Area plans
in 1976. The Concord General Plan and the study area plans delineats an
arterial connection street from the Crystyl Ranch project through the
University site to Ygnacio Valley Road.

In following these city guidelines, Braddock & Logan Associates and A. D.
Seeno Construction Company, at our cost, will design and install the firse
two (2) lanes of this proposed four (4) lane street in conjunction with
our Crystyl Ranch project. 63
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Ann Reynolds ) Page 4§ April 28, 1988

The attached Systems Map dated February 1988, and attached Crystyl Par¥way
diagram prepared by Ferguson & Wollman, Civil Engineers, schematically
indicates a proposed location for the offtract extension. A larger, 2ore
defined, topographic map and profile was left with Sheila Chaffin on dpril
1, 1988, for her and her staff to review, Additional copies can be fcr-
wvarded upon request.:- ¢ <<t tUnitt TS o

The location.of the ‘parkway:was:chosen to~follow the topographic contcurs .
as close to the western boundary as possible without encroaching into the

City of Concord open space areas. The location can be modified to col-
lectively benefit both properties. :

We understand the sensitivities of allowing through traffic on campus;
however, we feel proper mitigation measures can be implemented to provide
adequate protection. We, therefore, request your consideration and con-
currence in dedicating the proper roadway area to the Ccity ~f Concord to
achieve these traffic circulaticn requirements. :

are confident that these issues can be addressed within the time frace

agreeable to all of us, and. we look forward to working with you and your staff

on

this major planning area. If you. have. any questions or comments at

anytime, please do not.hesitate to give any of us a call.

Qe

would appreciate hearirg from you at your earliest convenience.

Very truly yours,

F

Dgvelopment Manager
rwvard Planning

RVJ/bCﬂ
Eacls.
cc:

Jack Smart, Vice Chancellor

Sheila ¥. Chaffin, Assistant Vice Chancellor

~avid E. Leveille, Director, Institutional Relations

Robert J. Rossi, Sr. Vice President, A.D. Seeno Construction Co.
Jay Torres-Huga, A.D. Seeno Construction Co.

Marshall J. Torre, A.D. Seeno Comstruction Co.

John Wollman, Ferguson & Wollmzan Engineers
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Delos M. Mace
302 Patterson Bivd.
Pleasant Hill, CA 84523
(415) 937-8130
October 9, 71988

Ben L. Prewitt

Chief, Design and Construction

California State University

Physical Planning and Devefopment

P.O. Box 92229

Long Beach, CA 90800-2229

Dear Mr. Prewitt:

I would respectfully like to present the following testimony on the Draft Environmental Impact
Report prepared for the proposed location of a California State University, Hayward Off-Campus
Center:

Section 8, the ‘No Project Altenative’ section in the E.I.R., e«cludes the following important
information conceming the CSUH extension on the Pleasart Hill High School site:

1. In 1985, an E.I.R. was completed on the former Pleasant Hill High School site and adjacent
public-owned properties. This study cited excellent ac:ess to the properties from Interstate 680
and the Pleasant Fill BAR.T. station.

2.

3.

8.

The Pleasant Hiil High School site has 30+ acres.

The Qak Park Elementary School site, adjacent to the P.H.H.S. property, has 7-10 acres.

The P.H.H.S. Full-Time-Equivalent student capacity would be 2267.

The Qak Park Elementary School site FTE is approximately 500+ students.

The PHHS site currently has 133,771 sq. ft. of developed educational space.

The Oak Park Elementary School site currently has 41,475 sq. ft. of existing facilities.
Combining these adjacent properties would give CSUH 37 to 40 acres of grounds,
175,246 sq. ft. of classrooms and facilities aiready in place-25,010++ more square feet
than the proposed development at the Ygnacio Valley site, and weuid allow for over 5400
students in Pleasant Hill, given the present ratio of 1 FTE stucent to 2 registered students.

The Central branch of the Contra Casta Library is adjacent to both properties. The library's

collection of over 650,000 books and 850 periodical titles represents a major community
resource for the State University system. If CSUH remains on the PHHS site, the cost of the
University library will be significantly reduced.
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9. The existing transit system: to the CSUH extension site in Pleasant Hill effectively serves
residents of Contra Costa. With both I-680 and BART only 1/4 of a mile away, the PHHS site is
centrally located and very accessable to the residents of this county.

10. The main access (o the CSUH extension site in Pleasant Hill, 1-680, is currently being
Sxpanded to 14 primary and auxiliary lanes: a further enhancement of access to the current
Pleasant Hill site. This will avoid the expensive problems and mitigation measures attached to the
Concord, Ygnacio Valley Road site.

11. The City of Pleasant Hill recently conducted a Community Survey for General Plan revision
purposes. Attached, you will find an official summary copy of this survey, indicating
overwhelming resident and business support for continuance of the Hayward State Extention at
the Pleasant Hill High School site. .

Pieasant Hill is a community dedicated to education. Residents, businesses and public officials -
ALL agree that we would welcome a permanent University Campus and provide community
support. We do not feel that recently enacted state legisiation restricting campus development to
state-owned property is in the best interests of the University system, the taxpayers, or the state
govemment. The cost of developing a new site, when an existing site is substantially superior in
all respects, is unjustifiable.

Sincerefy, -

Delos M. Mace

encl: Pleasant Hill General Plan Survey summary.
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1987 COMMUNITY SURVEY RESULTS execurive summany

A Summary of the Resulls of the Survey of Pleasant Hill Residents and Businessgs Conducted During the
Months ot November and December 1987, As Part of the Cily of Pleasant Hill General Plan Revislon
Process

Prepared hy

MOORE IACOFANO GOLTSMAN
1824-A Fourth Street
Berkeley, CA 94710

(415) 845-7549

December 1987

=3

-~
¢ !/




Summary of Question 11 (Oak Park Bivd./W. Hookston Rd. Area)

How desirable are the following uses and éctivities?
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o e ChotaTs MOUNT DIABLO

Draft Envircnmental Impact Report
Califernia State University, Hayward ‘
Off-Canmipus Center

To whom it may concem: Cctober7,1988

While Save Mount Diabio supports the concept of an educational facility such as the one

and can see the benetits of an environmentally sensitive, well-designed campus in
close proximity to the area's major natural classroom, Mt. Diablo, we have sericus problems
with the draft EIR as presented and with the manner in which public involvement has bean
handled.

Save Mount Diablois a Concord-based Land Trust, active in and around Mt. Diablo State Park
for the past 17 years. We emphasize both acquisition of land for putlic open space, as well as
sensitive planning to mnimize the impacts of development around Mt Diablo. We'd like to
thank the Trustees of the California State University for the opportunity to make comments
on the adequacy of the drait EIR. SMD made cursory remarks at the public hearing held on
October 6; comments below should be considered in addition to our earlier ones.

SMD only received the EIR recently, after much effort. Though Save Mount Diablo is widely
recognized to be important in any development planning arcund Mt Diablo, we were not
infcrmed- of the Notice of Preparation. Presumably, other environmental and neighborhocd
groups were similarly neglected. It took five calls over a period of more than a month to get
any information about the draft EIR from University officials, and it was still very difficuit to
get a copy of the docwnent. We only heard about the public hearing through the local press,
and requiring submission of written comments two working days atter the public hearmg has
very likely discouraged other public comment. The comment period should be extended and
re-advertised. and the drait should be sent to neighborhood representatives in the ai 2a, and
envircninental groups located or active in Contra Costa county.

The dratt EIR is wholly inadequate in describing the impacts of the project and in
reccomending policy choices for decision-making agencies involved. Considering the
number of times the California Envircnmental Quality Act is quoted, the draft EIR includes
major gaps in compliance with CEQA requinements. Some of the most obvious are
suggestions that there are no impacts which can not be mitigated, and further, the faiture of
the drast to consider long-term, cumulative, and unavoidable significant mmpacts in a credibie
fashion. Loss of wildlife habitat, further traffic congestion, additional noise are just a few
examples of impacts that can be partly but not fully mitigated

Envicvamental Impact Reports are prepared to inform decision makers of the consequences
of various alternative projects, in order minimize impacts on the area. The draft EIR
indicates that alternatives were discarded long before the public process even began, and that
the environmental impact process is bemg undertaken merely to satisfy legal requirements.
The October 6 public hearing confirms this interpretation

“MOUNT DIABLO IS A NATIONAL NATURAL LANDMAR# rn
TELEPHONE (415) 885.5315 o POST OFFICE BOX 25 o CONCORD. CALIFORNIA 34522
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Some of the ways in which the dratt fails to meet CEQA requirements include the failure to
include construction impacts throughout the document-there will be impacts beyond the
naise and air-quality ones inciuded; one example is the effect I7rge, slow-mowng
censtructicn equipment will have on traffic circulation in the area.

Long-term, cumuiative, and unavoidable significant impacts are treated in page-long chapters
so deficient as to discourage specific comment. These sections are more notabie for what they
do not inciude than for what they do discuss. It is not acceptable to conclude that since
nnpac:softmsprojectmdwarfed( if, in fact, they are) by impacts related to eartier cr

development, then the project’s impacts are insignificant. In fact, the development
of the college site will have important impacts which must be mitigated if the project isto

proceed.

The proposed State Coilege is one of several proposed developments in the area. Each will
have great impact, and cumulatively they could greatly affect the nature of the reggon. What
attempts are bemg made, for example, to ccordinate activities at the ccllege site, the proposed
Crystyl Ranch development, the Kaiser Sand & Gravel quarries and the vanous City and State
Open Spaces? Just one suggestion might be that the Crystyl Ranch site might be better swited
for student housing if a college is to be built nearby. .

Finally, and most importantly, the Notice of Preparation, and other doccuments have
suggested an eventual enrofiment of 5000 to 15000 students. The Final EIR must address the
impacts of these long-term enrollments in addition to the 1,000 to 1,500 short-term
enrollments actually discussed.

Specifically:

Project Description
The project description fails to include a straightforward conceptual development plan or
schedule, any sort of grading or construction plans, and eventual project scope.

Pg 3-2-The drait EIR app=ars not to recognize the college site's location adjacent to Lime
Ridge Open Space, and in close proximity to Mt. Diablo State Par; the public open spaces and

the college siteare all Ioated onthe slon&s of Mt Dlablo G_gn_ﬂugngmng_@h_e

Pg 3-3-The drait IR indicates that the proposed Crystyl Ranch project adjacent to the college
site is shown in figure 3-2, but does not actually show it. Further, the proposed project is for
885, not 901 units, and is in draft EIR stages itself, not approved

Pg 3-3-Section 32—-Given placement on differing sites why was the amount of deve velopm

the same? Surely different physical situations would require differing amounts of g:admg,
et

Pg 3-3, Sec 3.2~If this is a draf why does it indicate that an alternative has aire
shosen? OQur understanding of an EIR's importance is in identifying diifering alternatives




that may 2ccomplish some or all of the goals of the project, with perhaps a preferred .
alternative. Are the authors of the EIR suggesting that decisions have aiready been made?

Pg 3-3. Sec 33-The drait states that the intent of Cal State is to provide facilities for 1,500 FTE
students; eartier the Natice of Preparaticn indicated that the ultimate. enrollment will be 5000
Fuil Time Enroliment students or more. It is improper under CEQA to stidy cnly the
impacts of 1,500 studsats given plans of a much higher vitimate enroliment. All traffic and

correct O hich is correct?

WLIST HI1dCeD STICUIC

Pg 3-8-Cf the draft EIR's design objectives:

-From the surrounding ridges, the impression of the campus is still a 'sea of cars’. Since -
some of the largest numbers of peopie viewing the campus will include the more than half-
mullicn Mt. Diablo State Park visitors, most of whom drive to the summit for the view, why -

t

-We emphasize and commend okjectives of pedestrian connection to Lime Ridge, and
considering views both toward and from Mt. Diablo, as well as preserving Galindo Creek
through to Ygnacio Vailey Road.

-We supgort use of mass transit, and agree that the campus should not be bisected by aroad,
or provice icr through tratfic

Land Use & Relationship to Plans

In preparation of the draft EIR, the consultants seem to disregard the site's location cn Mt.
Diablo and acjacent to Lime Ridge Open Space. The college could have serious impacts on
the public’s investm.cnt in area parklands. If the open space characteristics of the site are

>

meant to he preserved, wh pursued in that vein? What open space
agendies; have keen contacted, what trail alignments are being considered, where will scer
the sjte?
Pg +1-cormect to 835-unit.
Pg 4-3-what criteria were used to conclude that existing land use in the study ares will act
3 fy i ve ¢ lege site? Lime Ridge Open Space’s recreational

use migfit easily be affected by any number of facets of any development. Indications by
planning decumnents that the site shall be uséd fer a college site do not affect whether the
development will have impacts. What criteria were used tc determme that there are no
mitigadons required, since none establish the absence of immacts?

Population and Housing
The draft greatly uncerestimates population and housing changes created by an expanded
coilege faciiity, and must address impacts of long-term expansion.
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Pg 4-4—Your population figures are incorrect. ABAG indicates that in1985 706,300 residents
lived in all of Cortra Costa county, not 3,121,000 in just the North Central Regicn, and that
popuiation growth to the year 2005 will increase that figure to 901,000. Please clarify what

ion. ized Authors of the draft appear to use data from the
North Central Bay area, rather than the North Central Contra Costa regicn, as they indicate.
Based cn this data, population conclusions are suspect. *

Pg4-6 to 4-9-Is there any plan in the future to inctude full four-year programs? What

Pg 4-9—The draft indicates that there will be no housing needs in the are; will there be
) m the specifi ‘the ¢3 n Wainut k and corxd?

Surveys of the much smaller Pleasant Hill campus cannot be representative, and should be
conducted of comparable program types at the Hayward campus. Even shifts in housing
demand in the area adjacent to the campus will have related impacts on traffic, as one
example. These should be investigated. :

Traffic and Transportation -

- Pg4-13-Why does the indicate that the peak periods f vojume will be during
late aftemoon? At nearby Diablo Valley College, especially in summer, there are very early
classes, presumably based an heat and work schedules, that have an effect on
traffic What scheduling constraints are these assumptions built ypon? The draft repeatedly
makes canciusic.as based on project operation not alluded to, or revealed later. Please cross-
reference these assumptions. Further, impacts at one time of the dav, wee, or year are
significant and should be locked at even if other periods have greater impact. Traffic impacts
shculd aiso be calculated throughout the day, incrementally as well as cumulatively.

Pg 4-18—To the contrary, trips to and from the center are net to the region if ycu assume a
greater population for the Concord site vs. the existing Pleasant Hill campus.

Pg 27— Assuming low mass-transit usage doesn't follow based an the incidence of such use
on the Pleasant Hill campus. The college might want to encourage or operate such transit,
especially in light of larger numbers of students.

Visual Quality

Much is made of the design characteristics of the propesed campus. Since architechural
studies appear to have been completed, why werent they included? Without knowiedge of
the design of the campus, many of us might conclude that we'd rather not be forced to view
an unattractive design. In order to provide mitigation “or visual impacts, alternatives should
inctuce site designs that arenct visually prominent

Pg 4-41-What criteria are used to conclude that the coilege center would not have significant
adverse impacts on viewsheds? Does design of the campus to be visually prominent ignore
L views ¢ cio Valley and the ding area? Visual impacts include
those sutfered by visitors to Lime Ridge and Mt. Diablo State Park_and photo representaticns
ot the site from prominent poinis within the two open spaces shouid be incorporated into the
EIR. Given the visual prommence of Mt. Diablo behind the site, perhaps the mountain
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should be made the focus of any design, rather than attempts to set the campus apart from the
surrounding area.

Pg 4-42--Mitigation measures are completely inadequate, and do not meet CEQA °
requirements for mitigating environmental impacts asscciated with the project's visual
impact cn the surrounding area.

Community Services
Pg 4-49t0 4-51-The draft ignores changes in emergency response time based on assoc'sted
traffic from the project and related n developments. What will be the changes in these
response times during ing hours, during peak traffic hours both the
ding area and llege sit w will emergency services be provided durin

mts on-site? If the site si ide of e time for locaj fire

departments, will additional fire-fighting failities be constructed nearty?

Pg 450~The dirait ignores related hazards of fires started on the campus that could then
spread to neighBoring open space areas—probably a greater hazard than the spread of wildfire
to the campus. What are the impacts of such hazards to open space areas, and to associated
neightorhoods neardy?

Pg 4-85--What vements' lated for the channels?

Vegetation and Wildlife
This section repeatedly indicates the species commonly found in similar habitats,. Were

survevs of species ach d ? Whe in what manner? What species were
found? What rare and endangered species, if any, were actualily found?

Pg4-90~When and with what frequency does cattle grazing actually take place?
Pg 4-90--What cak species are actually found on-site? In what numbers?

Pg 4-93-What aiteration of Gafindo Creek, and its tributaries, is contemplared? What are the
impacts of propesed alterations?

Pg 4-93-Do the wetlands on-site actually fall within Corps 404 permit areas?
Pg 4-94—-While a long agricuitural history has certainly impacted native flora, what basis do

the authors have for suggestin g that the native flora-has been eliminated? A field survey

done on a single day (June 24, according to the dratt) at the height of the drv season ina
drought year cannot be representative of species found on-site year round. What plans are
there for additicnal, more-representative, surveys? How will these additional surveys be
concucted?

Pg 4-95-What basis is there for assuming development of the sight will have no impact on
significant vegetation? The draft indicates far from representative survey techniques,
espedally in light of the high number of significant species found in the area.

~X
<)

73 -



Pg 4-95--The draft indicates no significant species were found in field survevs, where eartier it
mentxcned only a smgie survey. Mm_ge_mmg&mmm_tesjmm

ethedol data /) ble? Wh ts included in
Lhiappgﬂn_ga?. :

Growth-Inducing Impacts, Camulative Impacts, Significant
Unavoaidable Adverse Impacts
Listing possible significant impacts is not descriptive; each ofthese sections ignores CEQA

requirements.

Alternatives to the Proposed Project
Pg 3-1—All Potential Adverse Impacts have not been fully described, orshown tobe
mmgatable.

Pg 8-2--What studies have demonstrated the need fcr an expanded fadility? Under what

assumprions? Why do the authors of the drait assume a Concord fadiity is the only way icz
the College to-achieve i ' ownershi jlities?
P° 8-5- at alternative ggg: were lmkﬂ at? Whg did tngx fail t Q create the c_ar_n_gs-like
the St jniv i late

wm&mmmmim;mmmm

' ave vi A in_the ? Busmsspaﬁ:sam,mgeneml,campus
like in their set-up, and would seem to satisty mary cfthe goals of the pmject Why isn't
n an exd ness Park le altern

These are many of cur comments about the project as sketched out in the draft EIR;
cons;dermg SMD's favorable attitude about the project concept, the inadequacy of the drart
EIR goes a iong wayv toward making the community very uncertain about how the State
college will handle community concems in the future. If appears as though EIP Associates
should be instructed to use comments on the dradt EIR as the basis of a revised draft, since the
document is a long way from meeting CEQA requiremnents. If you have questions about any
of qur comments, | can be reached at (41::) 549-2821.

cc: Senator Boatwright
Sincerely, David Golick, Senior Planner-Concord
Kevin Roberts, Director
- ~Cormmm. Dev. Dept, Walnut Creek
«—7‘—, Q ﬂa Joan Morris, Contra Costa Times
x Jim Cutler, County Comm. Dev.
Ker: Little, Little & Saputo; Kaiser S & G
Szttlers, Treen, Doyle, Valle-Riestra
Seth Adams, Program Director
Save Mount Diablo
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KAY PETERSEN

TEO RAOKE

11500 SKYLINE BOULEVARD. OAKLAND, CA 94619-2443 TELEPHONE (415) 531-9300 :
. DAV E. PESONEN

October 6, 1988

Mr. Herbert Zuidema

Trustee of the California State University
Office of the Chancellor ' )
Division ef Physical Planning and Development
P.0. Box 3502

Seal Beach, CA 90740

Subject: DEIR for the CSU Hayward Qff-Campus Center (SCH#87121514

4

Dear Mr. Zuidema:

The EBRPD offers the following comments on the subject document. The
discussion of Traffic and Transportation (pp 4-l1 to 4=35) should te
augmented to note that a portion 9f the State Hiking and Riding Trail
crosses the extreme northeasterly portion of the project site. This trail
provides a connection to the Contra Costa Canal Trail and other EBRPD
trails which provide access to central Concord, Walnut Creek, Pleasant Hill
and Lafayette (literally dozens of miles of regional trail comnections).
These trails are all operated by the EBRPD and are commonly used by pedes-
trians, equestrians and bicyclists. A feeder trail connection to this
trail from the proposed campus area of the project site would accomplish
the third mitigation measure given on page 4~30. The EBRPD strongly urges
CSU Hayward to include such a measure as part of the project.

The EBRPD appreciates the opportunity to review and coument on the subject
EIR.

Vexry truly yours,

T.H. Lindenmeyer
Environmental Specialist

ce: J. Kent
T. Mikkelson
M. Terner
K. Shea
R. Doyle
Board

TL:ib
10-06-02TL
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Memorandum

Te  * pr. Gordon P. Snow, owe « OCT 04 1988
Assista ecr esou
sistant Secretary for Resources subiect:  praft Environmgntal
Impact Report, CSU
Hayward Off-Campus
Center.
SCH# 87121514

Mr. Herbert Zuidema

Trustees of Calif. State University
4665 Lampson Avenue

Los Alamitos, CA 90720

from : Depcrtmant of Conservation—0ffice of the Director

The Department of Conservation‘’s Division of Mines and Geology
(DMG) has reviewed the Draft Environmental Impact Report (EIR)
fcr California State University, Hayward Off-Campus Center in
Concord. We have the following comments. :

Our primary concerns at the site are related to seismic and
slope-stability hazards. The Draft EIR's assessment of seismic
sources and associated peak ground accelerations, presented in
Table 4-13, appears generally appropriate. However, more recent
information indicates that the Maximum Credible Earthquake (MCE)
magnitudes for the Greenville and Concord £aults would be 7.2%
and 6.5 respectively (revision of DMG Map Sheet 23, in
progress) . Ground acceleration values should be adjusted
accordingly. Maximum Probable Earthquake (MPE) magnitudes and
associated accelerations should be provided for the Greenvilile
and Concord faults listed in Table 4-13. Although available
data for these two faults may not be sufficient for more than an
estimate of the MPE, the magnitude of the historic events on

, each fault can be used as a minimum value -- 5.8 on the

» Greenville, and S.4 on the Concord. (DMG Special Publica-
s~ . tlion 62, 1982, page 326; U.S. Geological Survey Basic Data
%+ Contribution 55, 1973).

"’_.j"‘ i o~ s _«q

’_laﬁgm!ho.b:att 2IR {ndicates the presence of several geologic hazards -
e coon the site, inc}u@inq ;ecently—active landslides, a fault of :
- undetermined activity, expansive soil, and potentially-

liquefiable alluvial deposits. As noted in the D

upmigigated impact from any of these hazards couléa;:aﬁlR' £he
significant damage to the proposed project. The identification
of the @azards was apparently based primarily on surface
reconnaissance of the site, while proposed mitigations rely upon
subsgrface information to be obtained by future geotechnical
studies. References to future geotechnical studies do not
comply with the intent of the California Environmen ]
Act (CEQA). The mitigative solutions for faults,

treatment. It is not possible to accurately asp
of the hazards on the site or the appropriate m3
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measures without additional geotechnical information. It is
recommended that a comprehensive geotechnical study be completed
before the Final EIR is prepared, with results incorporated 1in
the EIR.

The hazards and mitigative measures discussed in the Draft EIR
should be addressed in the geotechnical study, particularly:

- the potential for rupture on the fault near the southwest
corner of the proposed building complex;

- the potential for seismic and aseismic ground failure
(i.e., liquefaction and settlement);

- the latzral and vertical extent of existing and potential
landslides which may affect the project;

- the suitability of on-site materials for use as project fill;

- the potential for erosion/sedimentation in areas where
preposed roads and parking lots will be constructed
along/near stream banks; specific measures to be used to
prevent project-generated sediment from entering stream
channels.

We also suggest that the characteristics of seismic ground
motion potentially affecting the site be evaluated in relation
to building design. The University may wish to consider
izmplementing project construction and design measures beyond the
_ @inimum standards set forth in the Uniform Building Code.

VSinjéuciivioany questions tegarding these comments
i, bl N A : s, please
< OONtaAct 306.¥Czea, Division of Mines and Geol 12 UL R Y

RN .
.o : . . '3

Denpis J. O'Bryant
Environmental Program Coordinator

DJO:it
03169/0008q

cc: Zoe McCrea, Division of Mines and Geol
’ - 3 - ogY
John Schlosser, Division of Mines and Geology
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Martinez, California 94553-0095 STATE UMIVERSITY

Phone:  g46-2035

PHYSICA

) AND DE
October 6, 1988

Trustees of the California
State University

0ffice of the Chancellor
0ivision of Physical
Planning and Development
P.0. Box 3502

Seal Beach, CA °0740-7502

Regarding: California State University, Hayward
O0ft-Campus Centar - SCKR #87121514

Gentlemen:

Thank you for the opportunity to review the aforementioned document. The
document handles most of our concerns. There are, however, a few areas which
require further discussion.

The EIR states that the project will oaly utilize 40 acres of a 384 acre site.
The EIR does not make clear the State's intent on the remaining 344 acres.
Presumable the land will remain as natural open space or be held in reserve for
future college purposes. Will the construction of this facility eliminate tne
reversionary clause in the original acquisition agreement with th. Newhall
Company? The EIR needs to clarify the State's intent to keep the site in
perpetuity.

The Off-Campus Center design objectives (page 3-8 and 9) reference the desire
to provide connections to the adjacsnt ¢o the Lime Ridge Regional Recreation
Area. The site plan shows no such connectiuns. “he Final EIR should specify
where trial connections should bte placed incluuing connections toward the
development being considered to the south. It should also outline a process to
ensure that use of the area will fit into the uses of the Lime Ridge Regional
Recreation area; that should include dialogue with Walnut Creek, Concord, the
East Bay Regional Park District, the Ccunty, and the State.

Given the educational nature of the facility, *the proximity and views to Mt.
0iablo State Park, and the potential to serve as a major cultural resource for
the area; consideration should be given to including an environmental classroom
or environmental displays relating to the history and natural resources of the

A mountain to the State and area. The EIR shouid discuss this as a potential
mitigation measure.

Qo
‘v,:< "’
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. The EIR correctly poiﬁts out the regional nature of the traffic proolem. The

EIR does make specific references to mitigations for improving the
intersections along Ygnacio Valley Read. The EIR does not make clear whether
widening of Ygnacio Valley Road is proposed as part of the normal frontage
improvements for this project. This should be clarified. On page 4-29 the EIR
1ists as a proposed mitigation that the CCCTA route be modifieu to use the loop
roadway system. An alterrative might be for turnouts to be buiit along Ygnacio
Valley Road; these would be better placed for the adjacent residential acrass

to the north.

The site plan currently has the project built on a highly visible knoll to make
a design statement. VYgnacio Valley Road has a fair amount of noise generated
along it, especially due to truck traffic on high siopes. While the location
may nct exceed noise standards, it may effect the quality of the educational
experiences. Further alternative analysis should be g.ven to moving the campus
to a4 more hidden location -on the site. Such an alternative cculd Tead to a
quieter environment, much less visual impact, and fit more with site
topography. Minimizing the visual impacts would make the project fit more into
the suburban character of our area.

Sincerely,

t. G T4

Jim W. Cutler
Chief of Comprehensive Planning

JWC:cg

cc: Dave Golich, Concord Planning
Seth Adams, Save Mt. Diablo
cdl2/csutrust.ltr
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e WATER DISTRICT -
C— 0CT 11988
- — 1331 Concord Avenue
: PO.Box H20 PhYs
Concord.CA 94524 . ICAL PLANNING
(415) 674-8000 FAX (415) 674-8122 Ca W AND DEVELOPMENT
(415) 439-9169 Toli Free from ws L
Eastern Contra Costa County -7
October 5, 1988
Directors . . . .
Donald PFreilas Trustees of the California State University
. President 0Office of the Chancellor
5 Befte Boatmun Division of Physical pPlanning & Development
: "’“”"’:‘:’" P. O. Box 3502
< Ronald Lie Q - 3
Ouneitpalegrini  Scal Beach, CA 90740-7502
Paul F Hughey
&d Seegmilier .
Ceneral Manager Dear Trustees:
John E. Devito

Executve Director We have reviewed the Draft EIR on the California State University,
Hayward Off-Campus Center and £find it to provide adequate
information pertinent to providing water services to the site. We .
also concur with the DEIR recommendation for water conservation. .
both 1in the installation of water saving facilities and in
landscape planning.

The majority portion of the site appears to be intended to remain
in open space and will not require water service other tnan.‘
possible fire suppression. The Trustees should consider preparing
an open space management plan to address maintaining the open space
with the advent of a significant human population and the demands
for recreational trail development and connections to the Lime
Ridge Regional Recreation Area. Several of the objectives provided
for the Off-Campus Center Plan (p.3-8) address this open space.
However, an open space management plan would provide policy
beginning with a transition fror present cattle grazing (1 .4-1)
through full development and occupancy integrated with the ultimate
development of the surrounding community. .

Potential adverse effects arising from the introduction of people
to a non-management open envirorment, of course, includes fire risk
(note that water services are not projected above 420' elevation),
litter and refuse proliferation and erosion potential on
undeveloped trails, particularly if trail bikes or cther motorized
recreational vehicles are not prohlblted. The EIR preparers may
wish to further address this issue. An appropriate mitigation
measure for this moment, may be requiring an open space management
Plan to be prepared, approved and implemented by the Trustees
coincident with campus development.

Qo
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On page 4-55, WATER, Setting, first line, please delete "County".
The Board of Directors elected several years ago- to shorten thé -
District's name. Also, on page 4-59, footnote S5 reference should
be to "Lee Anne Cisterman”. The referenced telephone conversation
was on June 24 and no letter was provided au indicated.

If you have any questions regarding these comments, please contact :
me. Thank you for the opportunity to review and comment on this .
Draft EIR.

Yours truly, ~-

Dennis Pisila
Utility Planner

DP:ps
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Trustees of the California State University
Office of the Chancellor
Division of Physical Planning and Development
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Los Alamitos, California 90720

Sirs/Ms.

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the Draft
Environmental Impact Report for the California State University,
Hayward Off~-Campus Center (State Clearinghouse No. 87121514).

The City of Clayton acknowledges the fairly thorough treatment
of the project campus in the Draft Environmental Impact Report.
One area of concern that eludes the discussion of benefits and
impacts in the referenced document is that of comprehensive land
use planning for the region. There should be some discussion that
the campus represents a land use element that balances the housing
develcpment with an employment center such as the campus . Clearly
a sea of unbroken housing projects in this region is not the
highest and best use of regional land use. It may be appropriate
to identify the campus as a priority land use in light of the
demand for road capacity that other housing projects may demand and
preempt.

I.. zddition to the above, the City of Clayton's main areas of
concerns are the cumulative impacts from traffic and the effect on
regional traffic and Clayton Road/Kirker Pass Road intersection;
the creek treatment and maintaining the natural). creek drainage and
restoring the riparian system; oak tree maintenance; erosion:
transportatlon alternatives including a shuttle service from BART
stations in Walnut Creek and Concord:; alternative class hours as
mitigation measures.

On page 4-28 in parcgraph Student Commute there is discussio~r
of the possible increase of student trips generating from east.
county. The following discussion does not provide any traffic
projections for this scenario. The relevant aspect of this traffic

o spee
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projection is the intersection of Clayton Road/Kirker Pass. The
possibility exists that there would be a better distribution of
traffic if the student population was divided between east and
west. This possibility should be explored.

We suggest that as an additional mitigation measure for the
traffic impacts that an active shuttle service shall be established
for the BART stations. This shuttle service would serve both the
train comnmuter and the possible park and ride commuter. In light
of the fact that the BART parking lots are lightly used during the
5:30 to 10:00 p.m. student use period, this may be a compatible way
to provide an alternative to the single vehicle occupancy commute.

We. also suggest that alternative class times may serve the
projected student pcpulation better as well as reduce the number
of vehicle trips during peak p.m. commute hours. Morning classes
may serve parents and re—-entry workers better than evening classes.
These alternate times will reduce the evening commute and provide
more flexible hours for parents with children in school, workers
and professionals whose positions ray require afternoon and evening
obligations.

The EIR does not discuss how the remaining open space will be
maintained and managad. Within this open space is a degraded
riparian corridor. As a mitigation measure the project should
restore the riparian system zone area. This could be accomplished
in conjunction with academic programs. The Trustees should have
a land management plan developed that address the 1long term
maintenance of the open space including restricting off the road
motor and non motor vehicles, a fire prevention program, and
passive recreational amenities such as trails.

Additional measures should be taken to protect the oak trees
on site during construction. These measures should include 2
penalty fine and replacement policy to be incorporated into the
construction contract (grading). In addition the trees should be
.inventoried, marked and fencad.

A construction site soil and sediment erosion control plan
de51gned to ABAG standards should be ‘developed and submitted for
review to the Contra Costa Resource Conservation District. The
plan should be approved by September 15th of tae construction year.

cal state off-campus EIR.ep
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~

Thank you for this opportunity to comment on the DEIR. We
would appreciate A copy of the Final Environmental Impact Report.

_ Sincerely,

s . N

L _,.L/’{ﬁ-},;v <1 S
Elizabeth Patterso
Planning Director

cc: City Manager
Planning Commission
City Council

42;624255-<>4<;
e
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Trustoes of the Calz.fomia Stats University

Office of the Chancellor

Division of Physical Planning and Development:
. PO, Box 3502

Seal Beach, CA 90740-7502

Dear Sirs:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the DEIR for the proposed
California State University, Bayward Off-Campus Center on Ygnacio Valley
Road. The City of Walnut Creek has the following comments:

1. The Notice of Preparation distributed by the University stated
that the ultimste eazrollment of the center was 5,000 FIE
students. The DEIR states that the maximum cn:cllmcnt would
be about 1,500 FIE students. If there is uncertainty about
the ultimate en:ollment, the maximum potential encollment
should be analyzed in the EIR.

2. The DEIR fails to address any intersections in Walnut Craek.
A list of intersections of concern was provided in the City's
response to the Wotice of Preparation. The EIR should be
revized to address those intersections. At a minimm, the EIR
should provide information on xmpacts at the intersection of
Ygnacio Valley and. Cak Grove since it is the closest Walnut
Creek intersection. Based on Figure 4~4 and Table 4=~5, about
54% of the 580 p.m. peak hour trips would go through this
intersection. Adling 313 p.m. peak hour trips to that
intersection would be significant.

3. The mitigazicn measure to set aside a "small unutilized area”
as a park ard ride lot (page 4-29) should be expanded upon.
CSUH should provide land for a park and ride facility serving
Ygnacio Valley Road. Even though the campus may not attract
many transit or carpool users, it may be possible to
. compensate for the traffic increases caused by the University
¢ : by providing a park and ride lot for other commuters.

The ¢orner of Ygnacio 7alley Road and Alberta Way/Pine Bollow
Road cculd be au appropriate location for this facility which

87
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Trustees of the California State University
October 7, 1988 page 2

4.

5.

6.

7.

8.

would not impact the campus design. Alternatively, the canpus
parking lot could be made available for park and ride use by
the public.

The DEIR mentions that by starting classes later than 6 PM
vehicle trip demand could be reduced by a small amount (page
4-29), Starting classes later would also achieve significant
reductionsinpeekrm:tripsmducingomoftmmjor
sradfic impacts of the proposed campus.

The EIR should include a cumlative project list, not just
refes to discussions with CTity staffs (page 4-23, Year 1992

Analysis). Also, the assumptions for a veduced growth rate

(2% post 1992, page 4-24) should be clarified.

Discrepencies in the number- of parking spaces proposed \'should
be clarified. On pege 4-27 1350 parking spaces are planned:
on page 4-28 1400 are planned.

The Visual Quality section states that, *The focus of the
proposed plan is to develop a center that responds to the
natural features of the site whilé at ths same time providing
visually prominence and significant contribution to the
architecture of the area.” (page 4-39, first paragraph). The
proposed plan would chop 60 feet off the top of the hill
ereating what appears to be a. large £lat pad where the
buildings would be loccated. The DEIR does not ackiress the
visual impacts of this "table topping " of the hill, One
possible mitigaticn measure would te a grading plan which more
closely follows the natural contours as the focus of the plan

 originally intended.

The Visua® wality section should make clear that about 1200
to 1250 ot the 1350-1400 parking stalls on the campus will be
adjacent to, and clearly visible from Ygnacio Valley Road.
Mitigation measures should more thoroughly address the visual
impacts of this 1200 car parking lot cn nearby residences and
Ygnacio Valley Road, especial’ly the impacts of night security
lighting which are not addressed at all,

On page 3-8, one of the design cbjectives was to "Provide
pedestrian connection to adjacent Lime Ridge Regicnal
Recreation Area.” This is not discussed in the project
proposal. Another design cbjective was to "Provide for clear
and efficient site circulation for automcbiles, servics
vehicles, bicycles and pedestrians with reasonable
separation.” No mention is made of bicycles in the DEIR other
than storage and a possible "oedestrian/bicycle trail .
connecting the center to residential aceas and General Plan
routes in the area. The EIR should more thoroughly discuss

bicycles as a means of transportation to the campus.

32
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9., The EIR should analyze alternative sites other than on Bighway
680, East Contra Costa could be a possible location.

10, ©On page 3-3, the sand quarry is to the west not east. The 301
unit subdivision has not been approved. On pages 4-1 and
4=36, the Kaiser Quarry is southeast of the site, the Cowell
Sand Quarry is at the northwest corner of the site,

11. On page 9=2, Vic Ramhi is the Transportaticn Administrator,
not Traffic Pnginesr.

Again, thank you for the opportunity to comment cn the DEIR. If you
have Guesticns regarding these responses please contact Vic Kamhi,
Transportation Administrator, or David Wallace, Associate Flanner.

Sincerely,

St

Comunity Development Director

cc: CGity Qouneil
Planning Commission
Transportation Cocmmission
City Mcnager

64 {10}
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CONTRA COSTA OFF-CAMPUS CENTER )
Public Hearing - Environmental ) No Number

Impact Report. )

)
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Diablo Valley Coliege
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REPORTED BY: MANDIE J. BEAUCHAMP

Certified Shorthand Reporter

CSR #6946
91
~-000--
Cenified Shorthand Reporters
Zandonella 2321 Stanwell Drive ® Concord, CA 945204808
REPORTING Smmca INC. G 4 P.O. Box 4107 » Concord, CA 545244107, -

(415) 6856222

<




10

11

12

13

14

15

16

17

18

19

20

21

23

24

25

26

OCTOBER 6, 1988 7:40 P.M.

PROCEEDINGS

MR. LEVEILLE: I believe, Ladigs and Gentlemen,
we will begin, if you will take your seats.

Good evening. My name is David Leveille. I am the
Director of Institutional Relations for the California
State University Chancellor's Office, which is located in
Long Beach. .

And if you will bear with me for a few moments --

this has to be on public record -- these are new glasses,

and I cannot see very well at all. Aﬁd I have never worn
glasses before in my life, so bear with me.

In accordance with Section 150202 of the California:
Environmental Quality Act, otherwise known as CEQA,
California State University is conducting this public
hearing this evening to receive comments on the Draft
Environmental Impact Report for the California State
University, Hayward Off-Campus Center, to be located in l
Concord.

The 45-day public review period started on August
26th, 1988, and will conclude on October 10th, 1988. I l
would also like to take a moment to indicate that there
are several state officials and elected representatives
who could not be here this evening. I understand that l

members of their staff are or will be.

Certified Shorthand Reporters
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And we have indicated to everyore that we notified,
anyway, that comments -- written comments will be received
in the Chancellor's Office of the California State
University system by no later than Octoper 10tk.

As we begin this public hearing this evening, I
would like to introduce some people who are with us that
will be assisting in tonight's activities.

To my left at the table is Mr. Tim Ccppola, who is
Project Manager from The Architects Collaborative in San
Francisco. And The Architects Collaborative has served as
consultanﬁs to the California State University for this

project.

-To his right is Susan McKay, who is also with Taz | °

Architects Collaborative. And she is the Project
Landscape Architect Manager for the project:

To my left -- to Susan's right -- is another Susan,
Susan Aldrich, who is University Facilities Planner from
the Chancellor's Office in Long Beach for the California
State Univer-~ity.

In addition to the people that are at this table,
we have some resource people from the Chancellor's Oftice,
and also from various consulting firms that have joined

with us.

And I'm not sure that I can see everybody right

now, but let me try. Sheila Chaffin, who is the Assistant| .

‘Vice Chancellor in the Chancellor's Office for Physical 93

Certitied Shorthand Reporters ¢
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Planning and Development.

" Behind her is Randy Porter. Dr. Porter is
Assistant'Viée President for Facilities Pianging and
Operations ;F California State Universipy, Hayward.

We also have Mr. William Knight, who is Assistant
General Counsel for the California State University
system.

We have, down here, Mr. Stu During, a principal
with EIP Associates, who is in EIP Associates of Sén
Francisco, which is an environmen;al consulting firm.

To his left is -- let me get this right --
Katherine Mortimar-Garcia, who is also a Project Manager
with EIP Associates.

N And to his right is Carolyn Gonot -- I hope I'mﬂ

pronouncing that right -- who is with DKS of San

Francisco, the consulting firm used for the transportation

Where is Herb? Way back up there is Dr. Herb Graw,

who is an Assistant Vice Pre-ident -- or Associate Vice

President, excuse me, and Director of the California State‘A

University,rHayward. Off-Campus Center located right here
in this community.

And to‘his right is Joan Bigham, the Cqudinator
for the Off-Campus Center. And I think -- ié Herb Zuidema

here? Herb is another gentleman from the Chancellor's

Office who is invdlved in this project and one of the key |-
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5
players and is over at the céfeteria or someplace between‘
here and the cafeteria directing anybody that may have
gone over' there. . —

Again, I would indiéate that if you do have any .
.comments or questions that you wish to pose this evening,
we would ask that you would f£ill out one of the -- I'll
call it yellow -- off-yellow slips that Rz2ndy Porter hasf

If you would £ill it out and bring it up to the
desk here, we will ma&e.every effort to include yoﬁ this
evening. -

I think it would be important that we discuss very

briefly the format for tonight's meeting. We will attempt | .

to provide a brief overview of the project and the Draft
EIR. Then we will open up the meeting for public
comments.

So, again, if you wish to comment, please fill out

‘one of these forms, get it to us, and we will move forward

this evening.

I would also add that if the size of the group

remains about this size, we will ask that your comments be.

relatively brief. You can go on to discuss and present

| vour views with regard to the Draft EIR. Again, the focus

of this evening's public hearing is on the Draft EIR. Aand

we would welcome your comments.

If, at some point, you continue to repeat yourself,

v like I am doing right now, we will prcbably give vou a 95
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time limit of three to five minutes and invite you to

|university in compliance with CEQA. The EIR constitutes a

7complete description of the project that is proposed. We

complete your remarks. And if you still are not done, by
all means; put them in writing to us and we will be more
than happy to consider them.

" You also will note that to my left is a Court
Reporter recording everf wora and pause in this evening's
activities so that we will ha&e a complete record of this

evening-.

The Draft Environmental Impact Report has been

prepared bx the trustees of‘the California State

project EIR pursuant to Section 15151<9f the CEQA
guidelines.

) Gur intent, at this point, is to give a brief
overview of the project and the edu;ational purpose tﬁat

is intended by the project.

We will then move from that and have a more

then will move into a situation where we identify not ohly;j
the cémmentary made in the EIR, but. any mitigations that
are identified ,for our consideration. r

And, at that pcint, we then will open it up for
comments. And I'l1l agéin repeat myself, we do have a
microphone over here. We would ask that you would, when ’

we cue you up, if you w.._.l, we will. ask that you come over |}

to the microphone and present your remarks to all of us.
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1 As hos; o§ you know, the project under review

2 involves the relocation and expansion of the existing

3 _Off~Campus Center in Pleasant Hill to a new location in
4 | Concord on Ygnacio Valley Road.

5 The cenfer is opégated by the California state
6‘ University, Hayward. 1Its prima;y purpose 1s, and would
7 { continue to be, the provision of upper divisionhand

8 | graduate level education programs.

S fhe_leased space in Pleasant Hill would be vacated -
10 | by development of the new center; Plans for the pe{manentA
11 | Off-Campus Center are to accommodate, when fully

12 7developed, no moré than a 1,500 full-time equivalent

13 | enrollment, with an initial complement of facilities and
;? 14 plans to accommodate a little more than 1,000 fﬁll-time

151 equivalent enréllment or students. ‘ I
16 As for some background on the actual site, the
17 | California State University currently owns a vacant |
18 | 384~-acre site located in Contra Costa County and within

13 | the boundaries of the City of Concord.

20 It was purchased in 1967 from the Newhall Land
21| Company. The deed restricts -- or the deed restriction
22| specifies that the property must be utilized as -- or for |-

23 | higher education and not for any other purpose.
24 That is one of the reasons why the legislature ig

25| interested in that particular piece of property. The site

- 26 | was subjected to an Opportunities and Constraint Analysis

~ Y Certified Shorthand Reporters
,E-“ Zanaonenaﬂj 109 2521 Sanwell Drive + Concord, CA 45204808
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1 vby The Planning Centéri a planning ;onsultant fifm.
2 -Thq report, which was dated November, 1984,
-3 |indicated ‘the site and surrounding region is generally
4 |compatible with the development 6f a university facility. :
5 | I might also add that prior toAthe beginning of the 5
6 |Pleasant Hill Off-Campus location, the California Stute
7 7University, Hayward, did, in fact, engage in a Needs
8 |Analysis. And there was considerable interest in the
o 9 |[making available an upper division and graduate 1e§el
10 |program here in the geographic area that would serve the
11 ‘needs, primarily, of adult and part-time students. And
12 |the project that we have under discussion is in én effort |
13 td’make—a more permaneﬁt site and location for such an
i 14 .activity.‘
15 Early in 1985, Senate Bill 785 was intro&ﬁced
16 |requiring the trustees to estab}ish a permanent
17 |state-supported Off-Campus Center on gtate owned property
18 |[in Contra Costa County and to continue to offer education
19 ‘programs at the upper division and graduate levels.
20 Additional aﬁendments were made to the bill in
21 |recognition of the California Post-Secondary Education
" 22 |Commission’'s role -- and it is referred to as CPEC --
23 |anyway, their role and responsibilities under Educatiqn

-

24 |Code Section 66903 and 66904.

25 And those sections basically say that the

26 |California Post-Secondary Education Commission is to

zam nﬂnﬂ Certified Shorthand Reponcry
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1 |proposal for a permanent Off-Campus Cehter in Ccontra Costa
2 Countf. They supported the releasé Ef thé budget
3 Aallocatioﬁ contained in the 1987-88 governor's budget for
4 |planning purposes. -
5 | They indicated planning approval for an initial
6 |enrollment of 1,069 full-time equivalent students. They
~7 also indicated that until such time as the enrollment of .
8 |CSU Hayward equals or exceeds its current physical
9 |capacity, the Contra éosta Center not be converteq'to a
10 [four-year campus.
11 I miéht also add that they indicated that if at any‘;.
12 |point in time that occurs and there is a desire to move in’
13 jthat direction, that a request needs to be submitted to
14 |CPEC no less than two years before that particular action
15 |could even be taken or considered.
16 | And, finally, they requested submission to CPEC of
17 |a supplemental report dealing with tr&ﬁsportation access

-18 |and hdw the center will serve disadvantaged students, bothi -

19 |problematically and Qith regard to transportation access.
20 7 The EIR, which is the focus of this ﬁublic h‘eari-ng,l ?
21 |includes a transportation component and will be filed with

22 |CPEC after the CSU Board of Trustees consideration of the

23 |physical master plan at its November 1988 meeting.

24 This evening's Draft EIR public hearing comes as a

25 |result of the report which has .been prepared and which

_ ) ]
26 [evaluates impacts anticipated as a result of the project. |
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| Budget Act specified that the appropriated funds could not]:

P ———

review the need for and location of new campuses and
off-campus centers. Thelamended version of Senate Bill
7a5 was signed by the governor on September 17, 1985. \j

Following passage of the bill, the State University
contracted for a study of the neéed for the scope of and
timing of additional ‘staie University higher education
programs in Contra Costa County, primarily at the upper
division and graduate level,

Following publacation’of the consultant's report in?%
March 1986, the State University proceeded with its ‘
planning for development of the permanent center and

financial support for the initial facilities and planning.

-Subsequently. supplemental language‘to the 1987

bé used until tne,california Post-Secondary Education
Commission approved the academic master planning.
Another restriction placed on the use of the
appropriated funds is the requirement to prepare a
transportation plan and obtain CPEC's consideration of it.-
The trustees adopted an academic master pian and
forwarded it to the california Post-Secondary Education
Commission. At its December i4, 1987, meeting, the
California Post-Secondary Education COmmissionrtook
several actions specifically related to the Contra Costa

site.

They adopted a resolution approving the CSU's
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1 Again, the EIR review period ends on October 10th,

R ) S
'

2]1988. It is in conformity with Section 150202 of the

3 | california Environmental Quality Act guidelinpes.

4 The California State University is conducting this
5 hearing to receive comments from the public on the Draft
6 | Environmental Impact Report.

71 Before receiving such comments, I will introduce

8 | Mr. Tim Coppola and Susan McKay from The Afchitects

9 | Collaborative, once again. And they will describe-the

\}0 project for your consideration.

<11 Mr. Coppola?
12. MR. COPPOLA: .. Thank you, David.
13 -Susan and I would like to present a brief slide

14 | show -- hopefully it's brief, right, Susan -- dealing with|
15 | what we've worked on for what seems to be about a year andlf
16 | a half.
17 As David had¢mentiohed to vou earlier, The Planning;,x
18 | Center, in 1984, prepared an original Opportunities and -
19: Constraints evaluation of the property.

20 Since then, our charge has been to take a hard look
21 | at what these property opportunities are in terms of

22 todéy's dynamics and to try and to resolve what is a

23 | state-approved program for a cont;nuing education

24; Off-Campus Center.

25 I teach at U.C. Berkeley extension, and I know what

26 | these sort of centers have to be in order to be viable.

i ¢ o | Centified Shorthand Reporters -
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; 1 And hopefully in this 384-acre site, the important part is
| ( 2 |that it has to be compact in order to be placed on the

3 |property accordingly.

4 So we'd like to take you on a slide show journey,

5 |so to speak, to try to descrile our analyses, our

6 |resolutions. And it really follows Section 3-4, which is.

7 |the map in the EIR feport; 3-5, which shows the site plan:
8 |and, of course, 3-6, which deals with the building

9 |affinities and gdjacenqies, which are quite important for

10 jthe viability of the project.

11 I miéht‘mention that the civil engineering -- David

12 |did not know of them being with us =-- by Nolte Engineeré. 3
13 .|And we -do hayve Lee Saga from there with us tonight, as

t 14  well, in case any questions regarding those issues should
15 [come up. '
16 So not té leave you in the dark, can we bring the
17 {lights down?,  i
18 ' If you were at Clayton valley --
19 MS. MCKAY: This is Clayton over here. This is

- 20 |the substation on the corner. This is Ygnacio Valley Roédl‘

21 |along the edge of the site.

22 MR. COPPOLA: And we're looking south, right?
23 MS. McKAY: We're looking west =-- north.. This is

24 |Ayers Road right here. And the site's boundaries are

25 —aboqt here, comes up about herea and across. This is

|
26 |Alberta Way up this way. . A

Zam nana Certified Shorthand Reporters
0 2321 SanwellDrve » Concord, CA sescnsoe |
« o P.O. Box 4107 ¢ Concord, :
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MR. COPPOLA: Looking now --

MS. McKAY: I think this is looking north,

toward -- this is the Cowell Smoke Stack, you can see.
This is the Pine Hollow subdivision in here.

MR. COPPOLA: North is to our right.

MS. McKAY: And Ygnacio Valley Road is along the

top.

MR. COPPOLA: It's important because the maps

-

will £lip back 4nd forth just to be sure.

A view of Mt., Diablo. Obviously, “he kinds of

development that tends to be occurring on the perimeter of

the property.
Sitz visii. Impor=-ant hHecazuss recpls Who vou've i
| séen o ne rcoom zave managed T2 wals chis many cimes =as

eackh des;gn issue has cocme up.

Obviously, there are some opporTunicies Big
discussion being the valley, say., Zor play £fields, et
cstera, oL <fetera. And th2 nigher grounsd acpefully fa-

The edges, and what that characceristic is, those
views, either along Alberta Way &ané the Present rasidance
of the property

IaTernali.y, tners 3 3 Zerziin grtad of 3czr2 2an

- T -~ &8 < o phm = - ‘e . -
abso.ut2 clfifszrancse from what 70L see 2

see what happens when you come insida.

For example, an aerial view with Ayers at the

| REPORTING SERVICE. m'c.J‘ . 106
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1 lbottom of this slide, being one of the entrances for free
2 |[flowing right in and out of the property.

3 Shows that those normal kind of charagteristics

4 |here with the property, showing its split into two

5 |watersheds. And that we'll talk about in a minute.

6 So from that intersection, you would be looking at
. 7 |what would be an arrival sequence tc where the .campus

8 |buildings would be, would be absolutely on the lowest bit,

.

9 |on the :iIar left.
10 MS, McKAY: So from the Ayers Road, you'll sée

11 |into the property, but you really wouldn't see the campus.

¢ ' i2 MR. COPPOLA: There would be no campus.
12
| 13 | The campus utilities are quice important, wners i
| | r
- ;::ey irz ind cw they ZIuncTion. wnd s ove vaan through 2:f
- ’ - . . 0
: i3 | &néliysils, &s we 3212, thers zre Two wvatsrshsds.,
- i
16 Now Ygnacio Valley Road is at the top. There zre I
5 1
) 17 jtwo blue areas which respond to those two differan: !
. i
18 |watersheds, essantially split in the middles going Ffrom 1
; i
. . . . . . . - t
19 |ieZt to right. And each one would be responsive 2izher 2
20 |with retention, deteation, 2r some ways Lo -etzrd runsfs
21 |prior to leaving the properzy. v
22 This gives us the opportunity o keep those
23 Tuiliinge inmoz LW trzfils and qinimiza any Sizvemeion
i
24 MS. McKAY: SO you c&n see that The TWO nsturzl '
25 |drainageways are up in this arsz here To a retention pond, !
i
[}
“ 26 |which partially exists now. ;
s ; . Centified Shorthand Reportars
Q J Zandoneﬂal.: 2321 Stanwell Drive ¢ Corcord. CA 45204308
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19
20

21

22

24

25

26

And the other drainageway which exists is right
here. So these two natural drainageways would be
preserved. )

MR. COPPOLA: The one on the right is Galindo
Creek. Also, the City of Concord determined how we would
build this is that everything in yellow is below the
elevation 400. The top of theose knolls are 600 and above.

. So 400, in terms of water supply and water service,
gave us what constraiSt there is 'regarding locatiné a
facility below the elevation of 400.

Continuing on, power lines and tcheir impact would
*

also be evaluated, naturally. Aand a cut and field

O
n

designation ¢ how whers Wwe ara disturbing., whizh is

residence. That is the characteristic. And =he roliling
t5, wWhlich you see ara predeminznt. |
I think there are -- I don't know, we counted then

once, Susan, anéd an astronomical amount.

e

MR. COPPOLA: Ané some of the oaks are di

n
1]
fu
(/]
‘)p

And every attempt has oSesn done to make sura the draf?ag

l_

f ) Centified Sherthand Recorters
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-absolutely internally beautiful.

is away from the oaks so that we don't get into problems

with it.

But lots of opportunities internally which are

So the landscape evaluation includes trying to

identify those kinds of plants that would be consistent

important, and to tell you where you are, knowing on this

campus how occasionally that is an issue.

Circulation; how you get to this, what that

sequence 1is, is it a Kinetic movement. What happens as

you walk through?

- la - -~ - —-— - -~ o - o oy - .
Alcng the sdges. Aand tThen the saguencs whers you

= ~ Smm A et . Vi 4 - :
maks z cholzz =g '=mhe narking, walkiag Tarosugn the pariing
175 wm im - - - - - - -~ - - 3 - - - - -
wnat 13 "hat zczla’? Makiag certain tThiT nctaing cevend

five percent grav occur so that the parking 1s & generous,
well-received situaticn. Graded in such a way

decision simiiar to Pomona wnere tnat grading is done in

ct
oy
v
cr
& 4
o
v i
ct

Such & way Thél ycu arrive at & kind of reascnanlis,
rational Trobke

ME. McXAv. The camgus -—- or the centar i3 pasad \
]
H
- - . ]
around a central guadraagle courtyvard and off of this ma;nl
i

Certified Shorthand R'portc'e
232} Stanwell Drive » Concord. CA 345204308

| Zandorela .

with the characteristics. Lighting graphics at night are

- L . -

T2 evening Tnzre's sm3ll r£atios associzctsd with &3ch
buildiang and in pectween the bpuiidings.
First of ail, ¢roup gatherings. There's alzc = i'
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L 1| central circulation access straight through .ae Centeér o
- 2 | connécting the parking lot straight through to the arrivalj
. 3 | at the frent door. i
: - 4 So this would show some -- a kind of a character
: 5] ketch of what that central access would be. These are
: 6 | some feelings of the patios and smaller courtyard spaces. <
3 7 MR. COPPOLA:  Finally, on the diagram on 3-6, it |
- "~ 8| gives you a brief invitation of the program affirities and
9 | their relationships,
10 The library, the classroom labs, the classroom
" 11 itself, and the administration. Totaling somewhere
P 12 | bétween 100 and 120,000 square feet,
i i3 -A visitor pa.ixkling ané nandicagped access ug ac Thisc
L : i
14 ) upper lavel., 1Ind =the varking, 23 vou kmow, 212nf -ke )
: 13! lower lsvel. And chen Irving I sstzblizn ozcmz scdst i
16 | courtvard compact, kind of indigenous, kiné of
‘ 17 | architectural, that's low profilie. The buildings
: . 18 | chemselves can grow inward and compactly among :tnemselives |
- 19 rather than TC 3prawli.
é .
. 20 And, lastly, what that coverall visual imrpact of 354
2i | ecres. 3Zuilding location there. The si:e saowiag cThac..
. 22 | Closer. What the model shots thas ycu saw in the =ZIR
;
- T 22} zhewed inag 2nd the £inal =7an.
IA
24 And chen a view from Lime xidge, igcking down, zhis
25| X2nd of impression, which is not guite i1ike the characcar
i - 26 | inside with the courtyards. .
/ e = Centified Shorthand Revorters
~ Zandba?ssllala 1i¢ 2321 Stanweil Drive * Goncord. CA $4520-4308
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1 And with that, Susan and I are going to stop. And
2 |I think that's a good ending.
3 ‘MR.. LEVEILLE:  Thank you very much. - V f

4 Next, we will have Susan Aldrich, from the

5 |Chancellor's Office, provide a SUmmary'of the EIR and .

6 ‘mitigation measures.

7 MS. ALDRICH: I'm going to-be reallky brief,

8 |because I think Tim and Susan talked about a lot of these

9 |issues, and I know you are all getting anxious to do vour

11 I, once again, want to remind you that the purpose

R Y

12 (cf this hearing is tc hezr your comments on the EIR, but

. - . V. s o a E T - PP PR
i3 jchey won'T de reszonded I hnerse, Thay Wwill e razsponded ;
<4 i P = —_—— = P 2 - 2 - - - - -
142 ItTc in the format c©i the £inal Invironmental Iampact Fencr:t :

! =
=. - - - < - Y -~ - :
13 It's ceen repeatad aiready tcday that the ZIR

.
S T SU .

’..l
~}
{u
8]
<
th
[
1
[+
8]
w
fa}

evelopment beyond 1500 is not ant:icipated

-~ % s o= - Al v - - - M - - .- . -~
13, The site, whiich is, again, 33+ zcr2s, ws ' rs of

]
— —

. niy
19 |looking at developing 40 acres of that site. That's
i3
20 |approximateély 10 percent.
21 The master plén, as you've just se=2n, the campus
22 |would sit on a small knoll and it weuld give veou th
23 iimprassion as you lookaZd atT ths siIs ¢I zescling oD
24 lagainst the nilils I
25 It would obvious:y change the existing view, buc
. 26 |the resulting view would still maintain a rural character.]5
: Q , T, - ¥ . ' Certified Shorthand Reportess.
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It is our intention to maintain as

| appropriate.

¥
\

Road with the' intersection of Ayers
Alberta Wayt
I know that traffic is a maj

you.
:buildout.

existing traffic on that street,

Cff-Campus Center will 2nlv cenarzt

N Y ——

The cne

Selieve we will be able to Keep an

as poséible and to reintroduce native vegetat;on as .

Acceséfﬁo'the campus is planned off Yghacio Valley

Our traffic .consultants estimate that the campus

will generate approximateliy 3,750 trips a day at £ull
TO give you an idea of how that measures against

th

+- - =
...... e 12 £o 13 parcenz ¢f

< - - Y - P o r~
interssectica zhat ths Csan

2lreadv plannad, nacst cf is Zppreoved, 1s the intarsection
of Ayers Road. .

CSU is planning that we will hzve only right turns
in and ocut at that intersection. and with that, we

many of the oak trees

Road and also off of

or concern to a lot of

e campus -—- or the

-

2r wculd

(4

acceptaple level of
sarsuze.
IZ any of you ars familiar with trz==:ia terms, Iz
will be to maintain a lesvel 0f Service 3. 2nd if you -
_think about that as a grading system, that's a pretty
- Zardorellal ' 2521 Stanwell Dnve s Comenn b SRS
; ;REP_Om?!G SERVICE. ’E,: e 1 1 2 P 0. Box 4107 * Concord, CA 945244107

[ . o - -
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facceptable level.

a little yellow sheet, raise your hand and someone will

jindicate once again, I'll try to do this this way: I will

lAnd folicwin

Based on our present analysis, as presented in the 3
Draft Environmental Impact Report, we do not believe that
there are any nonmitigatable significant adverse impacts.

And, at this time, I'm going to turn the meeting

back to Dave Leveille. 'And I think he's going to open it L

to your comments. ’ . . 5k

If any of you wish to spéak and have not turned in ..

come pick it up for you. And I think we'll move it along. ﬁ

MR. LEVEILLE: Well, before I start this, let me

ll;
invite z speaker up nere and indicatz who the following I

0
(o]
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1y
oy
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ct
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Trzffic Operaticns Engineer f£or the City of Walaut Creek.

'
Bt

n
X
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(1]
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Vice Mayor fcr the City ¢f Fleasant Hill.

¥

MR. HALL: I'm Jchn Hall, Traffic Operations !

j=nEineer Ior The TiTy I Welzuz Zresk. We 3vs susaiTeioc )

: §
written comnm s, and I won'tc go over all of cham.

However, I want to dbring cur major comment to : ;

tonight's meeting, anrd that i1s the fact that the Draft =Ix

Certified Shorthand R rte'<
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1| does not address the impact of the traffic on the streets
- 2| in Walnut Creek. .
3 It indicates that o;er Sorpercent of the traffic
4| will use Ygnacio Valley Road to the west. However, there |
5 4is no’anaIYSis in tRhe EIR which states what the‘impaqt.of :
6 | that traffic is.
7: » MR. LEVEILLE:. Thank you very much. Those
8‘ comments will be taken into consideration.

9 Terri Williamson, who is here. And the next

10| speaker will be Gerald White, from the Turtle Creek

11| Homeowner's Association.

12 But first, Miss Williamson.

i3 -MS., WILLIAMSON: Thank you. My name is Terri
iéi Willzzmscn, I'a Ine Jlce Hsycr of Slzasant oLl

- - ; - -

i3 There nas S=en 2 _etter sent rom che Filanniag

16! Depariment c¢f Plesasant Hill, as well as frem the Mzvor of

17§ Pleasant Hill, and I =am speaking, as well, for the veorle

i9 I see scme very serious problems wWith this ZIR. T

20| think the first question is how big wiill the campus be

2¥ | ultimately.

22 t've heard ycu say tonight, and I've read is in cThe
-2y 2IT rspeazedly, nat LI s Inly o be 1363 Icll-iize .
{
24| equivalsnt studenzs. However, vour inizial stéy sgaid
25| 5.960 fuil-time equiwvalent students.
26 ) Tonight, ZIn your slicde presentation, vou showed nowl
= —— Certified-Shorthand Reporters-
,r_-a Zandoneﬂa = . 1 1 7 232] Stanwell Drive ® Concora, Ca $4520130§
| -REPORTING SERYICE. ING. | ’ ‘a P.O, Box 4107 » Concora. CA 345244107
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1 | the campus can be expanded. You talked about h&w‘tﬁe
27 campus can be expanded once Cal State Hayward is at its
3 capacity.- So, obviously, you are looking at ‘expansion. ,5f
4| D.v.C. is 21,000 students, 8;000 full-time

5 | equivalent students right now, and 210,060 square jeet of‘i
6 | building. - Y
7 ‘ This ETR is projectiﬁé a fécility of 120T060 squé;et
8 | feet of building, slightly more than half the size of

9 |D.V.C., but oniy 3,006 students, one-seventh tﬁe séudents.
10 | T wonder about that.

11 Most Contra Costans would agree we need a full

12 | campus. A ull campus. I think it's also clear that the

i3 | ulctimacte size of that campus will be Zar over 3,060

14 | students. And we mav nct ke locking zz 189S. Zut iet's !

- N 1 -
15 | just look a2t the year 20090 a the yvear 201S. I
15 Your initial study with the specifi=d 35,009

171 feil-Time equivaient students, as I have said. or about
131 10,000 étuden:s 1f you say the Zulli-time equiwva_ent is
19 §bout nalf the number of students, seems to be about the
20 | way it runs.

21 Your traffic study deals with an extremel

a1
n
£
o
}e
b

22 | number. 1590 full-time eguiwvalent studernts, - think, is

wdd LaxT b et

-1 =1 e e - < - Sa=" < -
43 lunrealisTil I0r vour ctraiffic study to dsal wizth A

. 24 R B - A e M A - L - R .N..'..., Seymge e s T R SR =
- RO S il WTCmms NLO FERSY - 5 D - 20 - (o § 2er e ot

25 | students -- well, I can only think of one rzzason to ¢o

i 26 | that, and that's to make sure the EIR comes out okay.

.- Q ; ) ’ . nnua:horhanak:poncm'
.ERIC = Zanﬁoxzeﬂa 15 2321 Stanwell Drive » Congord, CA 94520-4808"
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{Road, any of you? 1It's jammed. Your EIR admits it's

£r eeway down an -mp0351b;e road. Therefore, you know, .

|there's two serious problems: One is that the campus will |

lreached its full potential because it's SO inaccessibl

|, REPORTING SERVICE. INC. :

It's a lot easier to say wé aren't going to have

any significant impact if you're using a very small nu’mbei’j1

|of students. Ané I think you should be more. realistic anqt}»

more serious.

The new college site will be seven miles from the

-

be virtually inaccessible to most Contra Costans, and they

will not fight traffic to get to this site. Berkeley is

gasisr-td> get to.

: second s the IactT cnat tne students, even so, scme |
. !
Wiil sT:rll go andéd thev will adcd considerably tTo the

= &

trafilc jams and exacerbate the situation.

I'm commuting right now to Czl State at Hayward

| & l(:n
Ca2XD

(9]

3 -3 ; 1 £ 1 TR
cay.ime classes, Ior my mastcar's, which zre

unfortunately not offered at the Pleasant Hill size.

=t
ct

takes me 45 minutes to travel, and 30 minutas to that

campus in good traffic time. On ie-third of that travel

time is spent just traversing the last four milies thrcugh

1
(b
A
b
n
bR
]
1$]
n

n

ial jammeQ sirzets ¢

[ R
o
1V
=,
>
fl
A
.
veg
(o]
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i
[
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Hayward's a lovely bucolic campus which hes never
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Have you tried to travel anywhere on Ygnacio Valle¥§i~

going to be far worse. : _ s
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1| Please, let's not make the same mistake twice. 1I'm sure
2| you people dida't have anything to do with that previous

§~ 3| campus, but let's not repeat that. Please leave the

'

p 4 | campus where it is. It is in the geographic center of

5| Contra Costa. It's right off the freeway. 1It's next to

: 6| an off ramp. -

- 7 The existing site has 35 acres and is for sale. It}
T 8 | has classrooms, a vacant 1l0-acre elementary school next

-

9| door. The former City Manager of Pleasant Hill has even

- 10 | offered to -- had offered to help assemble more property

- '11 | from the redevelopment agency, if that should become

; '12.;j .necessary. for expansion.

’

i3 I go on record as supporting this concapt. The
¢ 14! peopié of Fleasant ¥ill wans the CEmrus To rame&.n, I

'-l
e

according to our very recent communicy survey. It would

1]
3
[¢ )

- -

be far cheaper to buy theée high schocl site and repalilr the

.—l
~!

existing buildings than it will be to do the construct ilon
18 | on the Ygnacic site with all the problems that are

19 implied. Eventu;lly, the high school site could be

20 | rebuilt and is needed to coastruct an urban campus.

21 What to do about the Ygnacio site? Turn it into an

. 22 } environmental £isld station. VYeou may think I'm being

- 23 | chauvinist and you may be right, but in all sincerwiy,
: 24 1 aven L1f vscu wers teo decide =hat the Tlsasans =101 sitse is

25 | inappropriate, I would still urge you not to build the
26 | campus on Ygnacio Valley Road.

1 EK‘[C | Zandorella!

Certified Shorthand Reporters -
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Jcdounty, even here, if you were to but it all the way down

bodies? ) _ _
-DR. GRAW: The ccmment that our ratio at *=he
jmoment 1s approxXximatsly TwoO perscns per avery FTI 1s
(]
correcs.
MR. LEVEILLZE: ThanX you. And wiile it's nct mv

25.°

It vould be more accessible to most people in the

to Bishop Ranch, 20 miles from here, that's stiil only a
20 or 30-minute drive, even in bad craffic. In contrast,

‘the 12-mile drive to the Ygnacio Valley site can easily

.

take an hour, couple hours to get an education, and please'::
ddn't waste our mdney.
Thank vou.
MR. LEVEILLE: Théhk You very much.

Before ybu get up, Herb, may I ask you a question?

1500 FTE, can you translate that into the number of

intent to try to respond - to ail of the concerns and issues

“hat vou did bring up, I would iadicatse that

th
('
w
(]
p
(D

-
-

s
et

ever goes beyond the 1500 FTE, 1f there is an intent to do
so, it will require a whole new documentation in terms of

ZIR, as well as a justification. Just a statement of

Homecwner's Association.

'
. e e e

Ané waiting in the wings -- = nope I'm going to

‘e=san“f

pronounce this right -- Mac Mace, who is with the

Certified Shonhand ‘Zcpone's
2321 Stanwell Drive ® Concord, CA 945204808
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H1ll citizens for Responsible Growth.
- Mr. White?
MR: WHITE: My name is- White. I'm the president |

.0of the Homeowner's Association of Turtle Creek. We're notj:

.adjacent to the site, but we are a neighbor.

-

}We represent some 592 homes. And I'm speaking for
_the Lime Ridge Association. They've asked me to speak fo%;
them tonigﬁt;raléb, and that's some 200, 300 homes.

I guéss our biégest~complaint is that we,onfy
receiyed this document five working days agol. We haven't 1
really had a‘chagce to study it. We don't feel that we

can respond to it completely in the way it should be

responded to.
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We nave come Jdp Wilii & faw gcohncarn
ravclve around trazfic. wé share that intersection of
Aye?s and'Tﬁrtle Creek with the college. We don't feel
that this EIR has properly treated that intersecdticn.

The dintersection at the moment isn't even
completed. And how the numbers could be projected is
beydnd us. Right now we see an increase every single
morning of that intérsection, aﬂd the increases are
getting intolerable. And you folks haven't even startéed
7ec.

The Ayers Road bypass being done by the City of

th

‘Concord, like I say, isn't even completed vet, and I don'czl.

. see how DAS can have the percentage of the peorle p¢ann*“gf
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qjdrainage courses, we receive the brunt of two of those

{developer. ;
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on using that..

The other traffic concern we have is that the

.commuters-rendezvoué point or parking‘ﬁlace that's talked;‘-*

brobably coincide with the class starting time, which,
coincidentally, is right at our worst traffic on Ygnacig
Valley Road. - .
So I just don't understand how wé can have that in
addition to the schooi traffic, especially considering on. -

'thé traffic numbers. They don't reflect the real thing.

"The other &onceérn we have is that the off-site

‘about in the EIR, ‘that commuter drop off and pick up»will'ﬁ-:
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courses. One course you're showing a detent:ion pond. The
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I don't know if that's a response, put I have
walked the course and we are getting the water.

currently getting the silt from <ha

ot

samne wacter course.

ct

i
And we'rai
{
:
!

And, at the momentc, the Turtle Creek Hcmeowner's
Association is involved in some one-million-doliar lawsuic

with the City of Concord, Contra Coscta Councy, and a

jo
'

r
D

4 e . - - Y - 2 o
Ancé we nave =tracs -a2 WNaT=sr Z.LowW. AnC e wWaizr

flow is coming from the provosed sitéd. So we caution vou,

while the
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2 | Responsible Growth will be the next speaker,

:throuéh ;uf park's dgéor;tivékponds that are now at
capacity and have been destroyed in recent storms. And I _
| don't know how we could take more water. And w2 certainly
don't want any more silt.

Another item I don't ﬁnderstand’in the traffic
report-is you say you're only :going to allow right-hand

turns into or from the college on Ygnacio Valley Road, Yet>v

the charts show left-hand turn movements coming out of the

college and going intd the college, both westbound.
And I have a hard time understanding how you can
say one thing but the chart shcws something else. But '’

maybe with further stﬁdy I will understand that. But the
ciart definitely shews a bHresak in the

left-hand turn movemenc.

I guess I'd like ;o*conclude

not against the campus, in fac:T, we welcome
But we just want it to be gocd thing, and we
the ZIR's treated it now, they haven't treatsd
concerns. )

MR. LEVEILLE:  Thank you.

Mac Mace, from the Pleasant Hill

followed zy Sabrina Ruehdi.

Mr. Mace?

-

MR. MACE: Thank you. My name is Mac Mace, and

I'm represent ing the Pleasanu Hi lL Clt*zens Fox

z an n 7 Certified <hortha:xd Re::on.e's -
oneua 1 2 i 2321 Stanwell Drive « Concord, g A 945304808
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jthe present site at Pleasant Hill High Schocl.

‘|max student capacity -- of the high school side alone --

Responsible G:éwth.

Tﬁq comments I would like to make concern -
especiall? Section 8 in your docuhent. It's-8.1, where
you have, "No éroject," and, "Reason Psr Rejection, " on

page 8-2, specifying that there's no room for exXpansion at

excluding the park, just owned by the high school itself, ,

.

is approximately 30 to 31 acres.

door, you have a site thaﬁ's between 7 and 10 acdres,
depending upon whethef you talk tec the‘county or the Mt.
Diablo Board of Educ;ticn Or you talX to your office iﬁ
Pleasant Hill..

Now, the total building at Pleasant Hill Eigh
.School now is 133,771 square fget. Total development at.
‘the Oak Park school site right next door is
approximately -- not appreoximately, éut is 41,475 squara
feet.” And that gives you a total building right now on
{the two sites adjacené cf 175,246, which would seem to te
mcre than sufficient and adequates for the campus that you
plan for right now..

Now, the total student populacion in the EIR

O
ct
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The total campus site at Pleasant Hill High School,.

Combine that with the closed elementary schodl .next |~

of 2,2§7 stpdents.

| Zandonruila
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1 Now, I attempted to get the information on the Oak

HIS

T Tre ey

2 | Park school site, but the figures were too far buried.

3 | The estimate would be approximately between 500 and 600.

-

4 | so the two campusés together could approximately take. a . &

'S5 | minimum of about 2,700 students.
) 6| - I feel that maybe this idea has not been pursued. :ﬁ;
: ‘ 7 | But you do have something that is available, and the . .

8 | expense of the taxpayers and the state could be greatly

-

F 9 | reduced if this project were pursued.
10 You do havé a community where you ére=right now
11 whlch is exceptlonally receptive to having the college

12 there,,would like it to be there, 1nclud1ng the residents ;3

13| in the nelghoorhood. As a pc¢sitive factor, that should »el
14| introduced into this EIR. ) X
15 The other aspect, as far as transportation is

16 | concerned, transportation to the present campus is, I

e

. 17 | think, excellent. Immediate accesé:off the freeway, aiso,,f
. . i
18 you got public transit in_the form of 3ART lsss than %1 =
- 19 | quarter of a mile aéay, and'you have an ekcellent bus
-~ 20 [ service that goes not only through . he town, but connects
" 21| that particular site with the BART station.
22 THis is something that is already in placs and you
A ’ 23| wouldn't have to put in place. That would save the

24! expense of s2tting Up a new collsge on Ygnacio.

25. Another fact that I think has been overlooked and

26 Vshould be stated in this document is that you would be

zana oneua Cemfied Shonhand Reporte's
2321 Stanwell Drive ® Concord, CA 94520-4808~
Rf_pom'mc sr,;mcg INC. J 12 3 P.O. Box 4107 » Concord, CA 945244107
: : . 415)685%222.

IR 2t e ek o = h - . - - (S - - —




7o
(9%}

129

Joo
Hn

-

{-of your periodicals and all of your réquired things there

‘community greétly[ and it could benefit you greatly by

1about 50 percent more so than the other document I'va had -

Teaving the county resource, which has a library, has all. |

T

for a county library.

- :-

By combining that resource with your own library

could be a fantastic addition. It could benefit the

g5
reducing your expense q; a new library. ) ;ﬁ
SO considering the faét that'you have a community g
‘that wants you, there-is,some space there, theé buiidings |
‘lare adequate, and there's trénsporxation aiready thers, ff
that this should be in this EIR for consideracion, not ?
. >
just the simple response which you have in there in :
Seczion 8.1. . f
Alsc. che IR nust He 2rararsd Zor ci;s,s;:e. TH f;
Pleasant Eill Zlch Schocl 31ze. veu zave 2 trz=mencous :l

foundaticn alrszady done less than abcut three ¢ér fcur

= =% - -3 - >
years ago, that much of the work has besn dohne. _
1 ~ - -~ - o o m - - . - - - - em
Al Qne Qiing "4 iixe To SCinitT cuc S L3&T J¢CtTn i
i
- i
- TV ep e d e - = ~ - 3 - :
tle transportation 2nmalysis in zhis dodumenz, and alsc ot

| REPORTING SERVICE INC |
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Center, and she is also a representative of the AssociatédLé
Students at the Center, the Student Council. But Qou,arég’r

| here s,~aking on behalf of yourself at this point?

-dwarf me.

Opposad The mcovement of this. to zhe Cal Ranrch

only a day to glance at. . o T

It would also be quite a2 savings if you have to ks

prepare ;his for thé Pleasant Hill site.
Thank ‘you..
MR. LEVEILLE: Ehank you very much, Mr. Mace.
Next will be Sabrina Ruehl, who is representing

hérself, but she is also a student at the Pleasant Hill

MS. RUEHL: " A little bit of both.

‘MR. LEVEILLE: A little bit of both. We're glad

v : " T mm e -
223 t—— 22 LlBTLeS Trzmen, r. N
I'
.
i
s —~rriyew - - T sy B [ RS - . .
e, mURZL: SsSens 1o la&rpren oIrTaEn, .._._-..u--oncs -

My name is Sabrina Ruehl, I'd like to give a

-t -~ - - - - - ~ - ¢ - - ~3 3
tie Chair of tiie Contra LostTa Cencer Ccocrnmiztse andé pfsic

The students of Cail Stace fayward nave aéama“:iy

sige in 4.

Concors. l?

J-

We circuiated petiticas arnd appearsc 22fsrs the 2
‘Academic Senaca. We iniiiated a8 rescliution tefors che

‘Academic Senate S8f Cal Scate avwa*d which was tassed

3] ' ’ Centified Shorthand Reportets -
ﬁ' 2321 Stanweil Drive ¢ Concord. CA $4520-808
)
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of CPEC. - The president -of the Academic Senape:aﬁd the

{CPEC meeting. ‘ p

ispeciﬁically required CSU regarding this traffic study to

isuprplemental report is going to include those mitigaticn

|chance to repliy.

unanimously in opposition to the site. The then AS

student body president spoke at the December 14th meeting

past president of the Academic Senate both spoke at the

That's how we've been involved. I am now the

acting ;tudent‘body president of Cal State Hayward. And I B

come to you to speak about the EIR.

PO

Something that you didn't mention, Mr. Leveilie,’in:

=

your summary of what's been going on, CPEC has K

consult with students, faculty and staff on the traffic |

mitigaticn measures. T

-t acs 2 g = = tagy —-— 32— -t ——d
< S8Ve & Zoupis £ gusscions IT2g_arzlig IO&aT. P P
| 4
- . !
Y. . §
- - - - ~ - - - - - e - -t % . - —
AELeLLIg QCes ACT aeef that rsguirsment. - &ssumes Co&étT Tas

measures. I would like to know when that repcrt will be
torwarded td AS, when that repcrt wili be forwarded to the

Aceacdemic Center at Cal State Hayward so we may have a

Since the trustees are going to look at this at

their November meeting, my question about that has to co ;
Wil LI the trustees accart thiz ZZX, 2ces that aszsn coar

they zre’ accepting all the mitigation measures ané thar

they will £foilow them, or are they gcing to say, "Well, we

accept-the report as it is, but, yocu kncw, we're not goiag

| REPORTING SERVICE. ING. |

N
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|meeting, in terms of the'trafﬁic. let's go on.

N -~

‘requireménts that are not being met by this specific

-the student survey" ~- done by DXS -- "conducted at the

Administrative Office at the Pleasant Hill fac:ility afte® |

e PR .-

%,

to do these things"? 1I'd like to know the procedures

‘those ways.

So-understanding that there are certain

Thé;e are. three specific intersections which you

fclké have~outlined.that were outlined for study. Page

4-13, "Existing Trgffic: Three intersections witﬂin»the.

immediate vicinity of the project site were selected for

- . -

detailed analysis.";

The No. 1 there, if you look to the footnote, it
says after conversations with CSU pecple. My question is,?i

does CSU direct the peopie at EI? to look at oniy c<heése.

L}
3

- - - - - - ehm e - Fad . ~ . - - - - %y - =
CiT2e _nT2IrseCTicns inc wWnv? CChnsSICerznlg TIlET Tlers L3 ng
- 2 Yallay 3 - Eae scuthbcind 380 “tayralas =i a=ae
1SRaClo S.223¥ 2XIT ITom sculhocuna 388, has=rs's 2o 83V

way to get tO Ygnacio Valley Road coming,fzom that way.
You'd have to go through dbwntowh>Walnut Creek or use ) 1%
Treq: Boulevard. My qﬁestion is, why is that not even
méntigned in ;hé 2IR?

Page 4-28: "A report summarizing the ressults of

Pleasant Hill facility, including student commuting

< e - b4 % o 3 hd - - - - - « -
Zmpacts, will e zwallabls <2 studentz throsugh che camoiis
£ s 9 s =y 3 =3 e - . - .
facliiity ?2lanning O0ffice at the Hayward campus and in the

August 26tnh."
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This hds not been made available to students. I
éailed Carolyn Gonot and got myself a copy. But that is
hot'available. Would you please address that concern?

- PageA4-Bd,‘we'ge touch-~d on this. The facilities,
to begin with, are planned for a 1,000’?TE within, say.
1992 is when ié‘s supposed to be opéned.

By the ygaf 2000, I believe, they expect an

additional 500 FTE. Are plans in the works for the ext

500 FTE students? Ars you guys going to wait until we're_i
packed to the rafters and then'begin to plan, since ybu‘rels
looking at that many FTE in that short a period of time?

Page 4-52, we're talking about the Acme Landfili.

1er2's 2 huge problam wich landfill oing on witzh the

Martinez site
expire in mi )39, 2 rmi £or Acme
‘ére going to expirs bDefore wWe are actually going to be
the new site.
So my .question is,
mitigation measure.
oing To ze
cculd we have some
lthings going on

The EIR does not -- and I don't know whether ic'sg

Centified Shorthand Resorters |
zandonena - 1 2 ) 2321 Stanwell Drive ¢ Concord, CA 545204808 :
POMTNG SER‘HC.“ INC. | . o P.0. Box 4107 » Concord, CA 945244107
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"of the students, the faculty and the staff, inAterms of

on the roads. Ygnacio Valley Road is: near gridlock at

EIR because they talk about Ygnacio Valley Rozd as it is.

‘
) 4
b

=

supposed to or not -- but it ddes not address the concerns |

the impacﬁ*of the roads on the students, not theé students

this time.

Let me give you some figures. At the intersection
of Oak;and Boulevard, the vol&me‘of cars per day is
44,000; CiVic.Drive is 45,000{7H6méstead Avenue is 67,000;

wimbledon Road is 49,000; and Oak Grove Road is 40,000.

These numbers, I feel, should be included in the

You guvs have managed to gloss over the fact that Ygnacio
valley Rcad is5 & mess.
AT The Hcmestszal Avenue intersecticn alcne bétwés

the times ¢f 4:00 and 7:00, the voliume tThrough Those

intersections are as foliows: 4:0C p.m., thers are 43,000} |

11 BN

cars through that intersection: 5:00 p.m., 55,000 cars;

23 2T 7:00 p.m., 432,

-
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o
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cars.

I would suggest that the EIR is inadequate in terms| §

of the traffic reports, in terms of how many cars ars

actually using the intersections now. 2aAnd I weould siggest

t~ac vou guys lcok at that.

Thanx 7o
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: Thank vecu for veour comments and

thorcughness. Let me attempt To resvond Tc a ccocuple of

s -

the questions, recognizing that thdt's not the intent

P.0. Box 4!07  Concord, CA 94524-4107
. (415)685-622.
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And I'm going tc‘pasé éﬁe<buck to Herb on a céuple
of things, if you would just bear with me, some I cannot
éhswér directly. 1I'm not sure that aﬁybbdy can, at this
point.

l In terms of this particular hearing, it wasn't
intended to be the substitute for the consulting p;ocess

with the students and faculty. And that process is

‘limminent to begin, is my understanding. It didn't'start

s

this afternoon -- did it start this afterhoon?

DR. GRAW: This afternoon the subject was

introduced té6 the appropriate faculty committee. We are,

hewever, waiting forrthe data to be reworked in terms of
its impact on students and faculcy.
Okay. And taere will bpe
consultation in terms of the students at the center,
|particular, before it ever comes to the trustees.
Shiela, I'm wondering if -- another issue that was
raised was the process by which the EIR is handled with
the trustees. Could you just address that in terms of
from a policy's standpoint?

. MS. CEAFFIN: It's a correct statement that the

Board ¢f Trust=2es MUST cercis

And we will tzake the testim

T If any new issues arise that we have not yet

Centified Shorthand choru:rs )
monena 1 3 2321 Stanwell Drive  Concord, CA 945204308
i| REPORTING SERVICE. INC. P.O. Box 4107 » Concord, CA 94524-4107-

- — 127 . @9 sas-ezzz

- . “




-

10

11

12

19
20

21

22

[ 3]
(8

24.

25

26.

N

- - . ‘ 38 ..

[ E P TS

go back through gnd make any changes, if we feel

|testimony of the,people,,;hé letters we've received, and

| the appropriate ones to take as'migigations on this

‘those are nothing more, nothing less than recommendations:

considéred, we will, of course, give it due care. We will

appropriate.

"EIRs, by nature, are intended to deyelqp ail

|creative ideas that are possible to mitigate what are A

thought to be problems or issues about the site.

So they sometimes are more inclusive. than an. actuali’

action that occurs to adopt all of those. So we will havelj

-
* -

to go through‘every single mitigation as proposed,'the

2

so forth, and compile what,kqﬁ that batch of ideas, are

‘propertyv. .
MR, LIVEILLE: ¢ I weculd alsc :iiadicats that in
terms oI the recommended mitigations that ara -- am I

using the right words "mitigations" -- bhab are .in here,
at this point, ié terms of what aré écceptable and what
are not acceptable to the trustees that still havé to go
through the process that has ﬁust been described.

Thehquestion, also, about planning, I think it
would be fair to say that in terms of the type of

infrastructure that is reguired, some o

ru
cr
@
'O
t
fl
o
o]
} 4
,
-
n
L
(o]
L3

the full buildout, if you will, the 1500 FTE that was

reflected in the slides and so forth that you saw, in

S A st e e L,y

terms of the ~- what I interpret to be some of the

~ o
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1 'séecifics of éhat additional 500 FTE, in terms. of “?3
2;‘programming, in terms of actual facilitie§ and so forth,” i
.3 this wholé process hasn't gone that far yet.. But, again, |
4 wha; we are.taiking about here tonight is the 1500 FTE, \
5 —@ith an initial complement of a little over 1,006 FTE. »ﬁ?
6° The next speaker will be Charles Treen, ‘who is’ from :
7 |the Save Mt. Diablo, Inc., and to be followed by Marg ;
8 |Armstrong. , :
9 'As far as I knsw, unless we héve received aﬁy other
10 (ones, Mark Armstrong will be the last speaker. 1If there ;
II‘ are other people'that wish to speak and you haven't
12 |provided us -- or indicated through this kind of a sheet
13 lthat you wish to spea k. 12t us know. 4 -
4 Mr, Trsen? ‘ !
i3 MR. TREZEN: Thank you. I wouid ;;ke t0 thank ths éi
16 |State College Chancellor's 0ffice for noiding this public i
.17 ithearing. T ) #
18 My name is Chuck Treen. 1I'm a member of Save Mz ( %?
19 |Dieblo. I iive in Walnut Creek. Save Mt. Diablo is a "ié
20 —Concord-based‘lana trust begun in 1971 to preserve Mt. ;
21 |biablo and expend to fix it up. * ;
22 Whiié Save Mt. Diablo supports tae concept of an 'é
;-
23 jecduczticnal Zaciliztv and can see e senefilcs 5 a camrus g‘
24 lin close proximity tTo the arsa's majer natﬁra; classrcon, iv
25 QMc. Diabio, we have serious problems with the Draf:s |
26 Engirqnmentél Impact Repo?t as presented We only 1i:
[Zandonellal j Cenified Shorthand Revoriars
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1l | received the Draft EIR rgcentl§ and have;uncoveréd major
2 4gaps in coméliénéé with CEQA requirements.
3 " some of the most obvious dhes suggest that there
~4 are no impact; which cannot be mitigated in furéher .
5 | failure of the Draft EIR to consider a long-term and
@«"éumulativé impacts in a credible fashion.
7 In preparation of the Draft EIR, the consultants
8 | seem to be.unaware. of the site's location on Mt. Diablo
'9" and its being adjacen£ to the Lime Ridge Open Space. Tﬁe
10 cpllege~shoﬁld»have serious impacts on the public's
11 investment in the area's parklands. @:
12 Planning for the coilege site should consider not
13 on-y these open spaces, but also proposed developmentcs :
14 ! nearkyv. <Cxruvgstzal Ranck, ;:r axampla. Wwhizh the 3rxzis
2 | iacdicizses 2s Deing zan approved subdivizion of 301 subun-oa
16 | is actu 1ly in the Drzaft ZIR preparation stage icself andé
17 proposes 3853 ﬁn;ts. ’
18 Save Mt. Diablc wirll nave extensive commen : sn
19 | chat adequacy of che Draft ZIR in the near Zutuzse.  and
2¢ questicns can te addressed To cur program direcior, Sedh
2%l | Adams. 34%5-2821, that's 4:.3.
22 And a per;onal note irom nyself, I agree with che
23 !t wvice maydr's suggestion of making mhis sics =n FQ
24 | envircnmental rasearcn staticn. That sounds grsat T2 Re. §§
\ :
25 Thank vou very muca. _%
26 MR LEVEILLE: Thank you. I

, Q T -INC
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10

11

12

13

immediately south of the university project site.

And before you leave, make sure we have the
telephohe number and-cdrrect épelliﬁg.

VThevnth speakeér will be Mark Armstrong, who is ;
from Braddock & Logan Associates. And he will be followed
by dohn Leskoske. Am I pronouncing that right? )
MR. ARMSTRONG: Mark Armstrong with Thiessen,
Gagen & McCoy representing Braddock & Logan, who are the
developers of the Crystal Ranch‘project, 512 acres
.I have some comments on the EIR, as follows:

With respect to the land use section on page 4-3,

there's reference in "Impacts" to usability of adjoining

sites not being impacted by the proposed project.

{2
5

TaT statament iLs corre

({1}

v

1y
ct
M

e

(e

We Zon'c:

-

(9

£

' -—oa

(¢
i

large measurs Cecauss ci

-

cuiation, as far as sigsas
potentially impac:ed by what is being proposed here, no
access to the university property has been considered. o
analyzed as part of the Environmental Impact éeport at
this point in time.

The campus prcjeét, as such, is not being included

as part of the comprehensive local circulation plan in -the

area suggested strongly in the specific plan for that

[{}]

drza.

Arguably, no zoning or local planning obligations

are present for the university to do so -- to, in face,

comply: with the local zoning ordinance. However, CEQA

[ a—

AN
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1 | obligations do compel that competent local circulation

2- | pattern be analyzed and mitigation'meésures proposed for

m
. e ”

3 | the campus that would provide for an effective circulation|

4 | pattern the:re.

5 Traffic analysis, beginning on page 4-30, in the

6 |mitigation section, it suggests in the EIR -- and correct

- 7 |me if I'm wrong -- that the university will contribute --

A
<

>3

% 8 | mitigation measures at the university contribute to

9 | area-wide improvement; and also construct local

10, | intersection improvements,.

‘11 ' In our view, unless it does so and such a feasible
12 imitigation measure to mitigate traffic impacts would not B
13 | be required as part of the project by the truztees. And

14 'un

cer thesa clircumsiances, t;at'would be inconsistent withv’
153 | the CEQA ra2guirements o utilize fsasible mitizacien ‘
; \167 measures. A
. 17 The EIR, on page 4-38, acknowledges the schedule-QfA.

18 | the potentcial development of the Crystal Ranch project in
19 | the immediate south. And, &gain, circulation in
20 [ conjunction with Crystal Ranch as a result must be

21 [ analyzed. Aand the EIR failing to do so at th

5 polntT In

22 jtime is inadequatz, both in its analysis of impacts and in |

N

2 mizigaticn measu

es that it prcposes. .

24 Visual quality, page 4-39. Builiding archicscturs

.25 | as identified in the EIR at this point in time is not

2€ | being termed as such, it has not been analyzed. Same. )
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thing with building height, footprint and other aspects of

design.

Such consideration, we believe, is fundamental in
determlnlng whether or not a élgnlflcant visual impact
exists as a result of constructing the project.

I think we can all think of some examples of state
bulldlngs that maybe have not met that requirement to
avoid substantial additicnal impact based on the design
architecture that's b;en utilized.

In our view, the EIR, at this point in time, needs

to address architectural design building; in order to

thoroughly analyze visual impacts and to ensure that

adequate mitigation measures in that iight are
2 L 31 : R8T I3 act

view, makes

Community se¥rvices. again, on page 4-45. Th
impacts on several community servicCes are
_|[che ZIR. I maXxe che -o’low-;g ccmme
We would expect the police has stated
determined at this point in time wheﬁher Qr nct
Concord Police erartmenc will be relied upon to provice
the pclilize Zapar
impact on such services would
ation measures toc of

demand must be addre

' i Centified Shorthand choru't
~ Zandorella . 45 2321 Stanwell Drive » Corcord, CA 45204806
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1 walnut Créek Consolidated FirevDistriCt.

1 contribute its fair Share to funding additlional service

‘points out that the fire district will be impacted by

providing services here.

‘levels in the area as an additicnal mitigation measure.

With respect to fire 'service, the EIR concludes  -|:
that substandard services will be available from the

And I think alsoci|:

Under the circumstances, the wniversity should e

.

With respect to water and sewer services, the
mitigation measure proposed is to, quote, "negotiate™ wit;if
local jurisdictions to contribute infrastructure

improvements.

That's referenced on pages 4-535 and 4-5§.
Thac's not an adeguacte aitigation measurs, in gur visw.
i
As part oI the proiect approval by ths srusctees, -t
'
tnere must e 2 demonstratad sbligaticsn to fund fair share

improvementcs
improvements in
the

trustees impac:s. R

Cumulative impacts, on page 6-2. Again, flere's. noj.

consideration for coordinated locali circulation pactterns.,

Wi=h

-~ b

especially ia ceniunction
immediatelv behind.
Prcpesas:s and a2nalysis ragard

. : \ s
przjectlons, .i:

N
[11]
cr
4]
(1)

[ ]

loca

City of Concord, in particular, and perhaps also the City

| Zandorella!
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1 |of Walnut Creek on Ygnacio Valley Road. Otherwise, the
"; 2 |analysis by DKS would not be meaningful and complete. ‘
| 3- [Both those cities have done a substantial traffic analysis { -
4 [in that regard. “
gi i 5 | I.think It's already been confirmed that if the

6 |number of students is expanded beyond 1500 FTE, then

' , 7 Vadditional environﬁental review will be'required.

ii 8 Thank you.

i  § MR. EEVEILLEi‘- Thank you, Mr. Armstrdhg:
S 10 The:néxt speaker will be John Léskoske, who is

: 11 |representing himself. And he will be followed by Guy
12 |Bjerke.

13 . MR. LESKOSKE: Thank you. I have more questions

e
[T
(l

than anything else, because I haven't aad Tiie opporcunity
1 L 7

TO rev_ew tChe EI:

.»4
wn
a3

» Which is one of my questions. How do I-

16 |go aktout securing a copy of that EIR?
17 I reaiize I'll pe =--
13 MR. LEVEILLE: I can respond to that one. We

19 |have one right here, and we'll give it to you as soon as
20 |you want, |
21 MR. LESKOSKE: Great, thank you. I would also

{ 22 |like an exrlavation or somewhat of a time line regardlng
23 jthe process from chis point forward.

é 24 | - I live in Clayton, and I've been anxiously watching

25 |[the paper. 1I've seen the headlines ~- when was it -- last

26 |year when there was some noise about this campus. And I

| Zarda nena | Certified Shorthand Reporters
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11

12

Zhaven't seen a whole lot.

Imeeting was announced in the paper.

public will be adviséd, by newspaperé Oor whatever.

business.

Wwill be studied, analyzed, addressed. An effcrt will be

And I missed the fact that the EIR was even

published. I noticed.that early last week when this

So I would like to have a rough idea of what the

procéss would be from this point forward and how the

And I would just give you an editorial comment that.“
from the signs, traffic is going to be a problem and Qe
all know it's gone on. I've only been here about three

years and it's phenomenal, the growth ih Contra Costa

County. And I don't envy anybody that's in the plénning

Thank vou.

L
“xn snmmove

Thank vou very nuch. N

=

IR. LEVEILL

Fl

To partially respond to some 0of your concerns -—-
did we get the EIR to him -- a copy of it? That we can
take czare of right away.

Procedurally, after the comment period is

completed, which will be on October 10th, the comments

made to address them in a final EIR, which is scheduled col

Ho

be finalized on Novemper 10t AnLd pecple W~ill Se ablae
view that.

What is the normal procedure to noti

Ho

ic

[ 2

£y the pub

on that? 1Is it to put something in the newspaper? What

—~.
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25

25

W

procedurally?
MS. CHAFFIN: The final EIR would go -- doesn't
if, Susan- -- through the State Cléaringhouse_again on

lrecord?

MS. ALDRICH: No.

MS. CHAFFIN: I beg your pardon. I should refer

this fo Stu.
MR. DURING: It's my understanding -- if Yyou can
all hear me -- that tﬁe final EIR is actually asseﬁbled}
and it has to be certified by the Board of Trustees. And
documents will be available for whomever reqguests éopies.

which I assume will be done through -= or could be done.

thrcugh Dr. Graw's cffice.

~ LT TN T Y. - - - - =
MS. ALDRICE -28rz2 L3S g ZIzZrnmai coomenzt pot=Papithled .

H

¢ . .

[PAPUG == - - - -y — - < s T .

G Lae I lizL ~4ad o2 CTusTses neeTlnyg, W~hich i3 &I LI :
H

.
+ 3, - e - =4 - - a ~ .
Beach, 1is schedul=d Zor November i3tk and iggh. ang thacg

LR —

aewspaper #Wouid prcobably indicacts a STAatTus raportT on tha

stactus of the prciect and the various -- excuse me -- whet

respense comments will ne nade? t

1]
T

MS. CHEAFFIN: Novemker 1C. The firal commenc
period ends Ccrtocber 10. It started August 256. It's a

; A R Cestified Shorthand Reporters
~ banrdonella'. 14 2321 Stanwell Drive » Concerd, CA 34530-4803

| REPORTING SERVICE. INC, .o P.O. Box 4107 » Concord, CA 345243107
— rr— - 137  @I19esse2

*.

V5 memmnpmens  wrn et sewienes e

&

b

PO



PR TR

- 4= . N . - - P [ — S N > e

438

45-day review, pursuant to CEQA: And then the final EIR,

FullToxt Provided

ERIC.

10

11

P | I
e )

. mersmues

b
(91}

Lied
(4]

N [N}
> )

N
[§}}

which would indorporate—énswgrs to comments, et cetera, is
available ‘November 10.

MR. ARﬁSTRgNG: Where will it be? -
MS. ALDRICH: I suspect we'll leave it at the

library, as much as we did with the Draft, and in the f

-0ff-Campus--Center,—in-their_library..

MR.”ARMSTRONG: Copies will be availablie there?

MS'. ALDRICH: . Yes..

MR. ARﬁ§TR9NG: Copies to take will be available»*%
thére?

MS. AabRECH: No.

MR. ARMSTRONG: Is there some iocal availability
cf copiss? ZIzn cthat e arrzagsd? ;

MS. ALDRICH: i you want TL Sav copving charges.!

MS. RUZEL: WhztT .are the CEQA rzqguirzments? 1

MS. ALDRICH: The requirements are to make them i
avaiiable Ior rsview, which ig nermally through ;

I mean, thev're large documents. And the one the
gentleman up here held up, wWhich is a final, is
considerably larger than the Draft. ) 1

And we are nct cbligatad to rrecvide every privarts

CifizZen Wiihr & Zopv., Thar Nlew D€ & ZunmZer I zgaenclss
1
'
. .
that will receive copies through the znormal tracsss of Ths

And they will be available

Cenified Shorthand Reporters, °
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;: , ) 1 |will -- if someone is very anxious tg have a copy, we can
; i 2 |charge you our cost to reproduce them. :
. 3 MR. ARMSTRONG: How do we get them, then? 3
4 MsS. ALDRiCH: To get -a copy?
5 1 MR. ARMSTRONG: Yes.
& MS. ALDRICH: If someone is interested, if you

i o 7M_would just leave your name and address, we'll méke sure

8 |that you get & copy and determine how much it's costing

9 Jus. ) R )
. 10 MR. ARMSTRONG: Thank vou.
| MR. LEVEILLE:  Again, the final hearing will be | ;
’ 12° |in Long Beach.
--20 .
- 13 . .MR. TREEN: Not here?
id MR. LIVEILLE: I'm scrrv, g ZScard o Truscases

(I
(9]

meeting is in Long BSeach, where They normelly meer. And
16.|that's where the final EIR will be presented to them £fcr
17 |certification on November 15 and 1i6.

18_ - MS. CHAFFIN: i5th and 1s6th, uh-huh.

i9 MR. TREEN: And there's not a public hearing in
20 jconnection with that, it's a public meeting?

21 MR. LEVEILLE: It is a public meeting, it isn't a :

22. |public hearing. There's a technical and legal difference.

*y
YIS

: 23 MR, WHITE May I zsk cona guesticna?
24 MR. LEVEILLE: Yes.
. 25 MR. WHITE: The Board of Trustees does not have .

26 [another public nearing prior to this ruling. Is.that a

:, Centified Shorthand Reporters, -
~ anrdorella . - 2321 Stanwell Drive * Concord, CA 4520408
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18

19

29

21

22

14]: KC

Full Tt Provided by ERIC.

) MR.

MS.

CHAFFIN: That's correct.

MR. LEVEILLE: That is correct. -

-

MR. WHITE: So this is the last public hearing?

-

MR. LEVEILLE: Yes.

MS The Board of Trustees,

. WILLIAMSON: then,

EEill,‘in fact, ‘not have a public hearing on the

establishment of this campus?

KNIGHT: If I may, Dave? o -k

MR. LEVEILLE: Yes?

MS. CHAFFIN: This is our attorney.

-

MR. XNIGHT: People that warnt to address the

board on the issue can provide notice to the bcard that

they would like to. And then it's up to tae board to

‘decide.

First of all, CEQA does not require that there be

any public hearing, but because of the antici rated public

intérest in the subject, the board, £, has|:

Fh

Tthrough its st

1)

provided for this hearing.

Then the final EIR will be submitted to the board.

And the board, in its regular publiz meeting, will

consider the

port and either adopt it or modify it or do.

whatever it wants to with the rsport

If the report is to be apprcved, the board would

€4

then review it and approve it and file the document with

the State Clearlnghouse, providing notlce that it has ‘ﬁz
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1 |reviewed it and approved it as required by CEQA.

H‘; 7 2 . MS. QILLIAMSON: You're s ating the action to Be
| 3 ';aken next is whether to approve this EIR. But there is
4 |still an action to be taken by the trugpees, and that's toj:
5 decide‘whether Or not to establish the campus there, and
6 |that's a different --

7 MR. KNIGHT: Well, actually, it's doné fairly
8 |simultaneously, perhaps. But they cannot take action on
S |the decision to develép this Center in Contra Costé unci
10 |they have taken action on' the EIR.

11 ‘ MS. WILLIAMSON: Yes. But there will be no

12 |hearing in Contra Costa cn that decision atout the campus -

i3 |itself, che oniy hearing we get is ijust ar E=IR nearing? .
,z " .
i ta ; R, INIZET The zrocedurss F : zcatawide jefeterls '
{ 1
) i3 jzre zcmewhat IiiZsrant than che srcesqQuras ¢ loc=i -ﬁ
i
16 |[bcdies k
'
i
17 MS. WILLIAMSON: Yean,. : -
i
is MR. LEVEILLZ: If I may, our >ast speaker is Guy |

i3 (3j=rke.
20 MR. BJZRXE: very gocd. My name is Guy 3jierke.

‘.
P ——— o p———

B
oy

And I am the Cirector orf gconomic and Government

S—y
[SL AR

- 22 |Activities for the Concoré Chamber of Ccmmerce. i
E
23 i AnC 2 Thamber 285 ZTeen 2on racors .- IugeersT o= ;
. 24 |full campus at tha state col_ege sits on Ygnac:io Vailev i
25 lRoad since as far back as I can fing, which is roughly
26 19 69. E f
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The members of the Chamber have reviewed the EIR,

|land while a number of them have pointed out errors, just

like =-- and places where the Draft could be improved, as

other members of the audience have tonight, none of them,
in our review of it, have found any fatal flaws»
We feel that this modest proposal for upper

‘division and graduate éampus at the site will be an

eXcéilent addition to the Ci;y of Concoxrd and to the
fbusineés community in’ggnerai.

Oon a:personal\note,AI graduated a number of yéars‘
|ago from the California State University atVSaCramento.

And I sort Of represent a generation that's stiii waiting

-LOr a promise : cuiiiilad, T ; ing to nave i

~hazT

having dought thi

generxal p
on in zThis arsa,
generail plian, wihich they're acw ravisiag,

i97%.

werse dones with the knowledge|

» X .-'— ) Y . - Certifie! Shorthand Reportérs ©
banrdorella L - 2321 Stanwell Drive » Concord, CA 345204303 -
| REPORTING SERWVICE. INC. | 1 P.0. Box 4107 » Concord, CA 45244107 .
| ———— H15) 6855222,

= -




10
11
12

13

19
20
21
22

23

24

25

and understanding that this parcel would be used as a
'state college, a full state college.

So'I think that unl=2ss there are ggolggical or
naturally occurring reasons why this project cannot mo§e

forward with unmitigatable circumstances, I really can't

owners and the cities cannot find ways to mitigate things

they've supposedly been planning for since 1967.

-

Thank you very much.

MR. LEVEILLE: Thank you.

MS. RUEHL: “ Mr. Leveille, may I make one more
lcomment? .

MR. LEVEILLE: Yes.

MS. RUEEL: Qe’re talking abcut an Off-Campu;

Center. The whole idea behind all ff-Caméus Centers are-
to provide,upper division education to pecple who would
{not normally attend the University. They're normally
located in a different area.

N wWhat we're proposing tonight is an Off-Campus
Center. It is not a full-fledged university. And the
access problem that we went up agairnst are ones that nhave
Lo be dealt with. Because the whole idea behind an
OZZ-Campus Csnter is %o be accessibls to students. This
plan is not accessible. No matter how many mitigation

measures vou make, this particular site is not accessible,

see why there shouldn't be any reason why private property |7

e —— -
N TR T TS

So let's keep that in mind.

P
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MR. LEVEILLE: Let me clarify one point. An

Off-Campus Center is not devoted exclurcive to upper

-

division education. It is also upper division and

graduate level.

That is what we have on the table. That is what"
we're‘discus;ing this evening in the EIR. That is what
-:the planning efforts ére. That is what CPEC has approved.
That is what legislation has asked us to pursue at the )
site off of Ygnacio V;lley Road. And that's specifically
4whap we're proposing here.

It is not my intention at this point to review all~
of the comments‘tha; have been made. What I will attémpt‘h'
to do is indicate that if you have written comments that
you wish to leave with us, by all mearns, &2 sc.

We do have the -- or will have the tTranscript cf

-

the comments that have peen nmade. We recognize that there“
are some concerns in the community and in the local E
agencies with regard to the traffic and the congestion on
Ygnacio Valley Road.

And while, if it wasn't so serious, I'd try
little light about this. I'm not sure that I want
be.able to get out of here. I'd just indicate, in
resgcnse Lo some cf your concerans, =i T - us frcno
L.A. -- or naving driven this area, I've been up here an

awful lot, and several of us have, and I'm -- while,

granted, I don't have to drive in it every day, I do have
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1 |to drive in éraffic that I would be more than happy to
2 |change with yow at any date, down south.

3 Anyway, in addition, I think there are some
4 |concerns that have been e:pressed with regard t§ the use
5 |of the land, how it is used, how it is seen, how the

6 |facilities will impact the visual quality of the

7 enviroqmeng here. There also is some concern that has
8 |peen éxpressed with regard to the short time period to

9 . |review- the EIR. We r;cognize that,

10 It~was-not intentiﬁnal. It has not been

11 jintentional. We have attempted to not only coﬁmunicate

12 jwith a wide variety of people through personal contacct.

13 +but aisc we have put things in -- 2ublic notics in <he

‘e

14 jnewspaprers., as well as sent information abcur This ;
‘ :

[
fu
[} 1

arcticu

[
w
'

hearing to 2 wide variety <£ individuals,
15 lgroups ané so forth,
17 And while I'm not gecing to blame the .S. mail eor

1l I can =2

[{7]

2Ve Y

§0

1 you i
19 jeiZort was made to get as wide a dissemination about the
20 |2IR and this meeting 2s vossible.

21 There has also been ccncern expressed with raga:; ‘

22 ltc the actual locaticn of the Zaciligy being left-ar 5

iy . . p ... .

23 |Plzasantc H5:i1! as cbrosec o e Ygnacizs Yaellsy sica ;
“ . . oz " Pd e e s !

24 |Thara has =Zeen 2an 2XPr2ssicn oI concarn with rzgardi o =ha

25 iwater tacle and whera it runs off. And at ieast one

26 |homeowner's group concerned with the overflow and sils- noc

~

Phemm—— o~ —— % ¢ nn

P —
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19

20

21

|wasn't significant effort made to have a more

‘recommendations -- the mitigation recommendations that are

\ N . . .« -
of those problem areas. We will do our best to adérass

"but nave also made comments znd presentations, wWe woul

end up:in their area.

.

Anyway, to me, there was also a concern that there

broadly-based environmental impact study undertaken.

And we will attempt to address these concerns in
the responses that we prepare; Again, I would remind
people -- and I'm repeating myself -- that the
included in cnere wili be studied. And in the f£inal EIR,
we wiil attempt to identify those that we fihd that we can
address. ‘

I would also indicate -- and I've said this in

severzl meetings that I have been in up here over the lzast

anyway. We recognize ctaat tThere are scme Large Iraiiic

protlems in this wHole geographic araa.

particular site znd this particular state and.

-3

ni

1]

this particular CSU is not in 2 pesition to mitigate all

those issues that we can have influence on with regard tc
the site for the 0ff-Campus Cerniter. Again, 150¢ =T:=

our target population.

Ne

hanX you ail for <oming and gEarTLIizaTing Lo

(¢

this meerin

\Q
3
o
("
h
(o]
et
(7
i g
O
0
[{)]
(o]
th

vOou WnO not cn.v have cons

certainly express specific appreciation for your

(o

; ) Centified Shorthand Reporters, .
~ bardorella i | 2321 Stanwell Drive » Cancord, CA 45204308,
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(415) 635-6222




10
11
12

13

16
17

18

23

24

25

26

4‘ ‘ 57
’coﬁtributiog to this important‘undertaking;
Rest assured that your vier will be considered as
jthe report and mitigation measures to be undertaken are
finalized and presented to our board and then to CPEC.
Once again, for those of you who.wish to of:er
written comments regarding the EIR -- or Draft EIR, please
be advised, once again, thaﬁ they will be accepted until
|October 10th, which is at the end of the 45-day comment
period. -
If you wish to send your comments to us, I would
suggest that you address it to the Division of Physical

Pianning and Development, the Office of the Chancellor,

the California Scate University, 4060 Golden Shore --

MS. ALDRICH: Pcst Cffice Box 31302, Seal Reach.

f .

And the Zip cocde is 2074C-7S32.
MR. LEVEILLE: If you didn't get that, vou can

come down here and get it as soon as we close.

MS. CHAFFIN: We'll put it on the biackboard.

MR. LEVEILLE: okay, great. A final U
Envircnmental Impact Report -- there's some things I have
€O get on the record -- a final Environmentai Inpact

Report will be prepared and will be available for review
by November :i6th, 13988, 25 we have stated. The document
will be presented to the CSU 30ard of Trustees for review

and certification, coacurrent with the proposed master

plan on November 15, 16, 1988.

:' . Certified Shonha;zd Reporu;:s
~ Lanrdorella 2321 Stanwell Drive * Concord, CA 94530-4808
| REPORTING SERVICE. ITNC. 1 5 . P.O. Box 4107 ¢ Concord, CA 945244107
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17

18

19

20

21

22

23

24

|more people,

Now, before

--orr
something.
brief as possible.

Let me start

moment.

MR. KNIGHT:

connection with the

:hefo:e the. board.
 who would request €

1 anyone who is inter

University and we C
relating To Ta&
MR . _EVEILLE
MR. ARMSTRON
MR. KNIGHT:
But, basicaily, &%t
MR, LEVEILLE
MR, XNIGHT
pecause I ~aink it
arddress.
tR. LEVEILLE
MR. TREEN
10th, or actual iy D

Qctober 10th.

I would ask

MR. LEVEILLE:

I close, I think there are a‘couplé'

epeat people -~ that would like to say

that you Keep Yyour comments as
with our legal counsel for just a

Dave, just as an afterthought in

question about the public hearing

.

I believe the board has. rules oﬁ people

o address the board. And if there is ’j{

ested in doing so, they can contact thel:

an send them 2 copy o£f the rules |

okav °
G: who in the University? ‘é
Weil, it can be sent %O Sheila. C
the Chanczllor's Qffice.
vou can send it to an¥y one of us

But we'll give you the one address,; |

1ittle easier to refer to one

T saw a hand over here.

Tg that to Zte postmarked on Qctober

nysically in vour office? !

-

A technical question, received By

Jiandonella

ﬂ}? ORI ING SERVICE: H*C

Certified Shorthand Repon
2321 Stanwell Drive ® Concord, CA 94520-48

P.0. Box 4107 ¢ Concord, CA 945244

. (415) 685-6
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county some day..

|State,

MR. TREEN: So it should have been sert

&esterday.

MR. LEVEILLE: Yes?

MS. WILLIAMSON: I would like to urge you to do

lone thing very seriously, and that is the fact that, as

has been talked about here and has been talked about here

Once you .commit yourself to that site, there's ne

retreating from it. Please <do a supplement traffic study

that looks at a campus the size of, liet's say, Hayward

out there on Ygnacio Valley Rcad, and look at wha:o

€ mm——— tatm e m—

the 2£fZscts are of thaz, and lock a2t whether or not tha
sTudents wWill e &bls Iz j8T back and fsyzh to class

Y& want 2z zaw Iull zmpus, we :rs 1gisg I3 Tegd =
new Zull campus. And once you commi® yocgrsell to that
site, vou -- we may be gcing to drown'in our own biood.
SIG I IRLIK IRET WOULld se rsgraczTzihliz.

MR, LIYIILLZ: Ars <There zny cZthar <£ommenti3 -hz-
rvecpls would iize s makse:

Jou nave vour zand ur Weull vav ifsntiiv
yourselZ, pilaase:

MS. 2AYTS I am June Davis and I crzduazsd
Irom Zeyward 3Tats, and I tave ssen gtizndiny ac Flszsarct
21 sincs I gzradtataa ARC, 2:s50, scme oI o sulsacTs

that are given nere, I

for years, we are looking forward to a full campus in this |:

ewd

i-
.

| Zanrdonellal_

r‘

| REPORTING SERVICE. INC.
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1 Byron and Antioch, and all over the area here. This

say that not everyone that's going to go to the Concorad

‘college -- as a man from Concord just now spoke, last one, |

The last time I came home from Hayward, I thought’I;i

was going to be killed on the road. And I would like to

site is going to be coming from the direction of Ygnacio
Valley Road.

People will be coming from Pittsburg, Brentwood,

I think it was -- said that this plan has been made ever

since 1969 or '67.
They bought the property. They tore down the town
of Cowell and got ready to have th~2 ccllege. Now it's

peen stancing there ever since. And there's Seen a iot of

Iomment LI Tis zapars That sven thZz Zovarncr Tf the sn=EtTsa 3
£ave sesrm Iropped Lo CThe giznning I ozzEving = el -:;;sﬁe:
nera In Ccncord.

Now, I am older, but I was abie to go tTo EHayward

énd get my 2.A. degree. Trafiic wasz't a5 tad zhen as iz
is now, Of course. ancé traiiic is imporctantT. 3us we do
noT Save TC conceatratse on cne rocad. We can Suild mors A;
roads. We can build Cowslli Avsnue. Cowell Streer goes j‘
dirsctly td Cowell.

Thers’: o rsascn on sartih whv Ihav shoulintc o
ianead and puxid this coile as plannad. Thers 2rs young
’people ners, grandsons, sons, and 2 lot of pecpls, young i,

people, Who have graduated ners. ﬁ
Zanﬁoneﬂa 2321 Stanwell oni"i‘féﬁfi‘&“’é‘i‘%ﬁ% :
REPORTING SERVICE. mc 153 P.O. Box 4107 * Concord, CA 345244167

(415) 6856222




s | : . ‘ | 61 -
; ‘ . 1 | Now, this is just, I feel -- and i felt even befo:e:QE
2 |I came here tonight -- I have been folléwing this for

3 |vears. I saw them tear Cowell down, I've seen all of it
4 land followed it in the papers. o B ¥
-5 And as far as this being a public hearing, thi§ is
6 [not a public hearing. I saw -- and I have it here -- ;

5' ) 7. little'piece this big in the Martinez papef today. I live

8 |in Martinez now. I used to live in Concord. That was all

9 |the publicity I had.
: - 10 - It was supposed to be in the trophy room, wherever
11 |that is. I met a lady who conducted me over here, so that |-

v 12 I got he

e

2 tonight. How many people are here that are

14 These pecpie ares -- nearly ail of chem have heen :
T 15 |invicted. They're all officers and cfficials. I'm reaily

16 |very put out for this. And I'm acdverci ing the fact that

U)

17 {I'm put out with it. And m planning on writing to the
18 Chanc ilor.
19 MR. LEVEILLE: We welcome your comments. Thank

20 |you very much.

21 MR. WHEHITE: Is it true that we're too late to

22 write?

P e O T

23 |I didn't cuite get that. Somecns salé ic has oo Se .
-

24 |postmarkeé or it has to be received? i
25 MR. LEVEILLE: It needs to be received v October §:
26 |i0tnh. :

2 zandonella \ 154 2321 Stanwell nﬁﬂ‘&i?ﬁ‘fﬁ?ﬁiﬁ%‘fﬁ
C PORTI’NG SERVICE. INC Loz P.O. Box 4107 * Concord, %Al ?;282’5‘4-6;.9.;
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62. o

MS. ALDRICH: You could also send your comments

|to EIP. And their address is in the Draft. And they're

in San Francisco.

MR. WHITE:' So comments can be received in San
fFrancisco, also?
MS. ALDRICH: - If that would make you more
‘comfortable. ‘
It's in the back where it listé wiio prepared ... o i
. . i

Y

MR. LEVEILLE:  I'm going to call this to a close. ]

And I think.I'm supposed to declare it closed. And the

time ©f the closing of this meeting is 20 minutés past

9:00.

Thanx you all very much.

- . - [ - 5 -
D8Erling Was sLIcurnsg 22

) (= = Centified Shorthand Reporters -
~ bandonella 2321 Stanwell Drive ¢ Concord, CA 945204808
| REPORTING SERYICE, TG, =, P-O. Box 4107 Concord, CA 45244107,
B i€ (415) 6856222
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1 [STATE OF CALIFORNIA )

s ' ’ ) SS. .

s,_( 2 [COUNTY OF CONTRA COSTA) ) : .

4 I, MANDIE J. BEAUCHAMP, CSR, License No. C-6946,

<5 ¥ HE b oy

- ¢

5 land a Notary Public in and for the County of Contra Costa,

6 [State of California, do certify:

7 Ed
8 That said public hearing was rs=ported at the time
: 9 Jland place therein stated by me, a Certified Shorthand j
) 10 Reporter, and thereafter transcribed into typewritiag; I
11 .
S 12 I further certify that I am not interested in ths G
: 13 joutccme cf zaid action, ner conmectad with, nor rslated i
: -4
i 14 iCC, any oL he jariies of sald aczion or -o shsir ‘
!
12 rzspectivvs zounsel ’
H
H i-
18 H
. - N ! g
i e
17 ! IN WITNESS WHERZOF, I have hersunto set my b
i nand ané afifixad my official geal =his k
T i3 | / A~ . :
! [0, zay o2 U ilFiao , 1333 ,
- frd i —= c\dzy,aj 10 o f
25 MANDIZ . FEAUCHAMP, CSR. Zizensz Nc. --3345. :
and Notary Public in and for the County of b
21 onTra 22sta, 3%tzTes 2F Czlifsrais.
22 .
= CFSiCIAL SgaL :
- 1 €750 MANCIE J. 3EAUCR: P | :
23 S~ Notarv Cumie~Zamgsta
| - ;'_; CONTAA COSTA CCUNTY & .
24 | ‘ Ny camen, 2. w0, 29, 257 ‘
: 28

!

(2 Certified Shorthand Reporters .

’ Jza‘ndom . 2321 Stanwell Drive ® Concord, CA 945204805 -
o | REPORTING SERVICE. TNC 15¢ P.0. Box 4107 » Concord, CA 345244107,
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Appendix C

-

Zip Code

Residences of Surveyed Students Attending
the Pleasant Hill Centér, Spring 1988

City

County

‘Number
of Students

Access!

94501
94505 _
Subtotal

-94705:
-94704
94709
94707
94702
94703
Subtotal

94536-
94539
94538

© Subtoral

94542

943545

54541

94544

94546
Subtotal

94550
94552
Subtotal

94519

94610
94611

94618

94612

94605
"94602 |
94606

94601

Subrotal

94566
94568
Subtotal

94578
94577
Subtotal

94580
Subtotal

95689
Subtotal

Alameda
Alameda

Berkeley
Berkeley
Berkeley
Berkeley
Berkeley

Berkeley -

Fremont
Fremont
Fremont

Hayward

Fayward.

rlayward
Hayward
Hayward

Livermore
Livermore

Oakland
Qakland
Oakiaad
Qakland
Oakland
Qakland
Oakland
Qakland
Oakland

Pleasanton
Pleasanton

San Leandro
San Leandro

San Loreazo

Volcano

Alameda
Alameda

Alameda

Alameda.

Alameda
Alameda
Alameda
Alameda

" Alameda
Alameda
Alameda

Alameda
Alameda
Alameda
Alameda
Alameda

Alameda
Alameda

Alameda
Alameda
Alameda
Alameda
Alameda
Alameda
Alameda
Alameda
Alameda

Alameda
Alameda

Alameda
Alameda

Aiameda

Amador
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- 94507
Subtotal

94509

Subto_tal

94513

Subtotal

94514
Subtotal

94517
Subtotal

94518
94521
94519
94523
94520
© Subtotal

. 94525

Subtotal

94526
Subtotal

94530
Subtotal

94548
Subtotal

94549
Subtotal

94533
Subtoral

" 94575

94556
Subtotal

94561
Subtotal

94563
Subtotal

94564
Subtotal

94565
Subtotal

94569
Subtotal

194806

94805
94303
Subtotal

94572
94547
Subtotal

94583
Subtotal

94598

94596

94595
Subtotal

95423

Alamo

Antioch

Brentwood
Byron
Clayton

Concord
Concord
Concord
Concord
Concord

Crockett
Daaville
El Cerrito
Kpigh;sen
Lafayette

Martinez

Moraga
Moraga

Oakley
Orinda
Pinole
Pittsburg
Port Costa

Richmond
Richmond:
Richmond

Rodeo
Rodeo

San Ramon

Walnut Creek
Walnut Creek
Walnut Creek

Clearlake Oaks

Contra Costa

Contra Costa

Contra Costa.

Contra Costa
Contra Costa

Contra Costa
Contra Costa
Contra Costa
Contra Costa
Contra Costa

Contra Costa
Contra Costa
.Contra Costa
Contra Costa
Contra Costa
Contra Casta

Coatra gosta
Contra Costa

Contra Costa
Contra Costa
Contra Costa
Contra Costa
Contra Costa

Contra Costa
Contra Costa
Contra Costa

Contra Costa
Contra Costa

Contra Costa

Contra Costa
Contra.Costa
Contra Costa

Lake - o

ntn

37
37
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F Subtotal 1
94109 San Francisco San Francisco 2 - H
Subtotal - 2 L
95336 = Manteca San Joaquin 1 H p
: ~ Subtotal ' 1 L
95376 Tracy San Joaquin 2 . H =
; Subtotal ' 2 :
v 94404 San Maieo San Mateo 1 H . ;
: ) Subtotal 1
¢ 95148 San Jose Santa Clara 2 H ;
3 95123 San Jose Santa Clara 1 H :
o Subtotal 3 g
94510 Benecia Solano 13 H
Subtotal . 13
. 94533 Fairfield Solano 3 H
N B Subtotal . 3
: - 94585 Suisun City Solano 2 H
w7 : ~ Subtotal - 2 -
B 94591 Vallejo -Solano 14 H
- ’ . 94590 Vallejo Solano -7 H .
, 94589 Vallejo Solano 5 H - F
- 94592 Vallejo Solano 5 H 2
Subtotal 31 .
06544 Unknown Unknown 1 U
97510 Unknown Laknown i ¥ N
Subrotui 2
Grand Totai 613 ‘ :
PROBABLE EASE OF ACCESS
. Easier to get to Cowell Ranch 43 23.30%
: Harder to get to Cowell Ranch 409 . 66.70%
- Unknown or no differeace 61 10.00%
, - \ Total 013 T I0000%
é 1. E = Easier to reach the Cowell Ranch site than the Pleasant Hill Ceater.
H= ‘-Iarde- to reach the Cowell Ranch site than the Pleasant Hiil Center.
U = Cannot detérmine greater or iesser gifficuity of access.

o 159
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; | *' Appendix D

- TRANSPORTATION PLANNING

The California Postsecondary Education Commission (CPEC) on
December 14, 1987, requested that the California State Univer-
sity submit to the California Postsecondary Education Commis-

sion a supplemental report including:

A plan that demonstrates that transportation access to
the Cowell Ranch site, as of the time the permanent

Contra Costa Center opens for classes, will satisZy the

tn

.
ied &

- ad

requirements of reasonabls &ccess speci

(21}

Critericn 3 2f the Commizsion’s "Guidelines znd Procsz-

W

dures for the Review of New Campuses and Off-Campus
Centers."” An environmental impact report should be
included with this plan that assesses the transpcrta-
tion impacts associzted with the establishment and
phased growth of éhe Contra Costa Center to include

mitigation measures as appropriate.

Officials of the Office of the Chancellor of the
California State University will confer with those of
the California State Department of Transportation,
appropriate community officials and groups, students,

. faculty and staff to agree on the essential components

of the plan.

. E ‘ | 16G 159




The.appfopriate sections in the Environmental Impact Report
speak to the impact of additional traffic to and from the
Center upon conditions in the general area of the Center's

location. 1In general, it is recognized that Ygnacio ﬁalley

7Road; the major traffic artery to the site, is heavily travel-

led during peak evening commute hours. This is an important

- consideration as approximately two-thirds of the Center's

classes are scheduléd in the evening. Most student and faculty

‘travei to the Center will coincide with the heéﬁiest eastbound

travel along Ygnacio Valley Road.

The Environmenfal Impact Report shows that the level of
se:vicé‘;p key intersections in 1992 during peak commute hours
wiIlnbe at maximum at the time fhat students and facuity who
teach only evening classes will be travelling to the Center.
But, extrapolating data gained from a study of students cur-
rently enrolled at the Pleasant Hili location of the Cencar,
the impact of additional traffic to the Center by students in
1992 (1000 FTE or approximately 2000 students, 2/3 of whom will
attend classes during thexevening~hours) is estimated to |
increase the ratio of voiume to capacity by no mor; then six
per cent (6%) at each important intersection on Ygnacio Valley
Road. This relatively small incremen£ is said to be nonsignif-
icant in its effect on total traffic in the area.

The CPEC directive was motivated by a concern for the
effect on student and faculty access to the location. A
séparate document prepared by DKS Asspciates was prepared to
meet this requirement. The data gathered from a survey of

students at the existing Contra Costa Center in Pleasant Hill

was extrapolated to the proposed Cowell Ranch location on

Lei




F3

anacio Valiey Road. .Thé dafa shows that the mean increase in
commute time for students during the peak evening traffic
S period to Cowell Ranch is slightly more than four minutes com- .
pared to the present Pleasant Hill location. )
The Final(Environmental Impact Report and Master Plan
approved by the Trustees of the CSU at their .meéting of
November 16, }988 idencifies several potential difficulties
regarding traffic and access to the site. They are listed
below along with mitigation measures which are a part qf the

proposed project as presently defined or will be considered in

“the future.

7
’

1. Degradation of Ayers Road/¥Ygnacio Valley Road intersection

: from Level of Service (L0S) A to LOS F.

Mit:iganion: aliow only signe wmurn ia and

LA

!
[Te]
*
4
[}
<
[
H
.
O

C3U Resvonsz: Inciuded i35 cart 37 Master

"
—
1)
vy

= FAQ T e & -
Zrom LOS £ o LOS .

Mitigation: <Contribute to upgrade of intersection to
accommodate new volumes of traffic.

CSU Resconse: Support widening cf Alberta Way, ¥Ygnacio

[()

Valley Road, and signaiization upgrade.

3. Parking éemand for 1400 spaces.




Mitigation:
. CSU Response:

4,

Supply 1400 parking spaces of parking on-site.

Included as part of Master Plan.

Provide access for deliveries, public transportation, and

handicap parking close to building.
Provide loop vehicle drop -off loadlng zone and

itigation:
handlcap parking spaces adjacent to bu11d1ng

CSU Response: Included as part of Master Plan.

Additionally, other suggestions have been made to facilitate.
The suggestions and the CSU

accessibility to the site.
response 1is provided bvelow.

~ - -
~ontrs

-

i

or 3 Cantr

RET

Provids

(CCCTA) bus stop on the site.
Modifica-

(9]

CSU Resvonse: 1Inciuded as part of Master Plan.
tion of bus routes will be negotiatad with CCCTA.
las &5 minimize conilicis with

cless schedu

dify evening c
for

Mo
rush hour traffic.

[¢)}

implemented

nis suggestion

CSU Response
Four unit aveni:
r

the Cencer's

Set aside 2 small un

7.

and Ride lot.,

r

i



10.

1T,

12,

CSU Response: This is a potential point for negotia:ion,
e.g., CSU might be able to provide the land, ccoperating
agencies could provide asphalt, security, insurancg, and
assist with road modifications as needed.

Provide secure bicycle p cking.

CSU Response: Included in Master Plan.

Provide a car pool matching service.

CSJ Response:CSU, Hayward will consider ways to facilitate

car pooling.
Sell transit passes at the Center,

CSU Response: CSU, Hayward will coordinate with CCCTA to

sell such passes.

Provide a fee/permit parking system with no free parking

‘(to encourage use of public transportatiocn).

CSU Response: 1Included in project pianning according to

CSU policy.
Provide parking for handicappred persons.

CSU Response: Included in Master Plan.

164
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13. Identify truck loading and trash pickup areas.
CSU Response: Included in project planning.

14. Provide pedestrian circulation system from parking lot to

Center facilities.

CSU Response: Included in Master Plan.
15. The Environmental Impact Report suggests that the addition
of oné traffic lane in either directidn to Ygnacio Valley

Road could significantly improve traffic flow.

CSU Response: The determination of which agency or
agencies hiil contribute to traffic improvements tha: bene-
£it all usé:s cannot ve resolved prior to data being col-
lected and exrerience being gained és to the impact of the
_Center on traffic. The CSU does recognize, however, that
it may be called upon to assist in such a mitigation
measure, at the location of the Center, if traffic flow to
and from the Center is. significant. (It should be noted
that widening Ygnacio Valley Road immediately in the
vicinity of the Center site without extending that effort
over some distance would only seem to create a traffiq

bottleneck. A comprehensive plan is necessary which is

beyond the control or resources of th Csu.)

o 1(;5




?he.primary measure‘by which the success of the Center is |
judged will be its ability to provide university level class- J
f room instruction and support services to as broad a range of
students within Contra\Costa and Solano Countieé as passible.

Each measure listed above that provides for better accessi-

ORI ——

bility, and any others that can be added, will be implemented
if it is seen as being of assistance in the accomplishment of

the Center‘'s mission.

i
P
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Appendix E

SERVICE TO DISADVANTAGED STUDENTS

CPEC REQUIREMENT 5.2 A COMPLETE DESCRIPTION OF HOW THE CENTER
WILL SERVE DISADVANTAGED STUDENTS BOTH PROGRAMMATICALLY AND WITH
REGARD TO TRANSPORTATION.

The CSU, Hayward Coﬁtra Costa Center was established in 1981
to meet the needs of individuals in Contra Costa County for
agademic coursework at the upper division and graduate levels
leading to degrees and credentials. The development of the
Center was pradicated on the existence of a siqnificant adulit
popﬁlation in the County that was aot teing served bv =xisciag

educational institutions. The limitaticn on community colleges

to offer no more than lower division education meant that a
great many-students could pursue their education througn the
sophomore level but then had o lock forwarld =2 travelling at

least Sixty miles, round trip, to attend a public four year -~

university, whether at rdayward, San Francisco, Davis,
Sacramento, or Berkeley. Moresover, the services and schedules
of these universities were more attuned to the traditional
college age student than to either the re-entry student or the
werking adult. By providing an off-campus centar that couid vay

4 - e e P - I () . & B - - S - -
eclal zttenticn %0 =xhe nesds € such non-trz@itional scudents

L

n
e

--the adult with =mployment, family and financial obligations--

the California University would be bringing its educational
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progzam and services to a sizeable group that would probably
otherivrise not be able to attend a university and earn a degree.

‘Population Ethnic Distribution

Since its inception, the Contra Costa Center has met this
. - primary intent well and will continue to do so through the
expansion of its curriculum and its services. In addition to

bringing education to re-entry students and those holding full

time jobs, the Center also will be able to provide undergraduate

and graduate educaticn for students who are members of minority

St groups in Contra Costa County and nearby Solano County.
The distribution of the population of Contra Costa County by

racial grouping is presented in tabular form below.

- . City Population Per Cent

3 . White Black Asian Hispanic
Alamo 12,000 97 0 1 4
Antioch 51,800 : 89 1 3 14
-Brentwood 6,100 76 1 2 40
Clayton 4,839 95 1 3 5
Concord 108,000 91 2 4 7
Crockett* 3,990 94 9 0 13
Danville 28,150 96 1 2 3
El Cerrito © 23,400 71 10 16 5
El Sobrante* 22,000 90 3 3 8
Hercules 11,690 46 12 37 il
Kensington 5,350 89 3 6 3
Layfayette 22.590 95 0 3 3
Martinez 28,800 92 2 3 3
Moraga 15,500 93 1 5 2
Orinda 17,250 95 1 3 2
Pinole 15,000 87 4 5 8
Pittsburg 41,500 61 20 7 i9
Pleasant Hill 28,950 93 1 3 6
Richmond 78,700 40 43 5 10
Rodeo 3,500 74 9 12 11
San Pablo 21,350 68 16 5 17
San Ramon 27,450 92 2 5 5
Walnut Creek 62,100 94 1 4 3

Countrysidex*x* 734,500 81

1168 %

[Ve)
(8]
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Population data source: California Department of Finance

}f Populatibn Research Unit, 1987. *(Crockett and El Sobrante data
were gathered at the respective city offices.)

Ethnic makeup data source:

1980 Census. Hispanics are also

counted as white so totals will exceed 100 per cent.

** Countywide total includes unincorporated areas that are not .

included within city boundaries.

Data compiled by ‘the Association of Bay Area Governments in 1387 -
shows the average annual family income of Contra Costa residents °
to correlate highly with the orovortion of non-white residents

in each city. The listing below shows the average household

e

ncome for the cities with significant minority populations in

- - =

rank order from the poorsst Lo the mors wealithy.

City Average Household Per Cent
income Minority Populztion
San fabio $26,452 33
Richmend 32,2158 33
Pittsburg 32,888 45
Crockett 37,141 i3
Rodeo 37,141 32 )
Brentwood 37,372 43
Antioch 38,524 i3
Concord 40,830 13
Pleasant Hiil 42,234 10
Martinez 42,528 13
. Pinole 14,581 17
£l Cerrito 45,3530 3L
Herculss 34,72 20
San Ramon 58,143 12
£l Sobrancz= asa 4

O
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populations in the county is of utmost importance in the

-

development of the Center. The location of the Center, midway

between the north-central and eastern sections of Contra Costa
County will put it in close proximity to the cities of Antioch,
Bientwood, and Pittsburg, all of which are shown in the above
tables as having a significant minority population. Also, those
cities in the western section of the County that are shown in
the above tables -- Richmond, San. Pablo, Rodeo, Hercules, and El
Cerrito are all close to State Highway 4, which provides better
access between tﬁe western and eastern sections of the County

than does any other major highway.

Current Students

sopuiacion
with all students, they come to a university with
perSonal g&cwth and acguisition of professicnal xnowiedge
skills. 1In the case of the re-entry student, generally a
female, there is the significant additional factor that many of
them want to sxplcre cr make a career nge -- £rom one
employment form tc znother, or as is mores cften the cas2, from
raising a family to a paid position in the private or public
sector.

The Contra Costa Center, which over seven years of experience
in serving z predcminacely aon-tradi=icnal popuiaticn atc lts
location in Plesasant Hill, has astzblished icias and
procedures to serve the needs of the identified populations. 1In

some cases, the policies and procedures are a replication of

services that are available at the main University campus in

. Vit




Hayward. In others, they were established or modified to serve
'thq‘students enrolled at the Center who take the majority of

their classwork there.

Transfer Education .

Essential to serving such non-traditional students is the
development of“outreach activities and programs that are
designed to encourage them to attemét further postsecondary
educa@idn. To facilitate the transfer f community college
students: to further higher education, continuing artiﬁu}gtion
and'cdmmunication takes placé between Center staff and
counselors and approprlate administrative personnel at the
commun1+y colleges within the Center's informal service area:
Contra Costa Col’ege, Diablo Valley College, Los Medanos College
and‘Solano Communlty Coll

Each of these colleges‘has an established transfer center.
In concept, transfer centers were established (1) to facilitate
1artiqu1ation between two and four year colleges for those
students who had alreddy made plans to move toward further

~ education beyond the community college and (2) to provide
F . information and stimulation to community college students who
previously had not thought about carning a baccalaureate degree

to consider doing so.

The Contra Costa Center is represented at each transfer

center on a regular basis by one of its staff members. Students

interested in

oursuing their education at the upper division

level are served by introductory materials explaining the

mission and function of the Center and its programs. In

addition to the normal articulation agreements that facilitate

R N !




'the'transfer process between two and four year colleges,
speciaily designed "educational ladder" sheets have been
qesigned to show potential upper division program track; as well
as lower division requirements. Moreove;, informal academic
advising takes place on the spot, so that prospective students
are 'provided information regarding general education
requirements and certification, lower division requirements in
the‘méjor field of their interest, aﬁd the upper division
program that they can expect to undertake after transfer. All
'of‘this is done on an individual basis, so that each student can
develop a personal plan that will take into account his/her
responsibilities outside of college attendance.

Communication between the Contra Costa Center and the
community colleges is facilitated through contact with the
Center's academic advisor. 1In addition to advising students st
the Center, the advisor regqularly holds office hours at each of
the community colleges to inform prospective students of the
programs available at the Center (and the main Hayward campus as
well) and to assist them in transferring to the CSU, regardless
of campus.

Through special asrrangement with the Directors of Admissions
of the cooperating campuses, students at each of the community
colleges who meet certain criteria may enroll in courses at the'
Center at no charge under a unique cross-registration program.
Aqreemenbs with these colleges also recognize and accept lower
division courses as meeting lower division requirements for the
various programs offered at the Center.

An associated behefit accruing to the University and the

cooperating community colleges from the réqular contact between
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the Center staff and each community collége counseling staff is

the interchange of information that occurs between the Qersonnél

at each location. On a continuing,~ihformal basis the persohnel

who must deal with chénging policies aind requiréments afe able
to discuss matters of common concern including admission and
transfer policies, general education and major requirements, and
any new developments that effect the transfer process. The
skill of éhe Center Sfaff in advising students and-the
confidence‘éhat cbmmuqity college codnselofs have in the
thoroughness and strength of the Center's COmmitmept to student

Sefvice,_haS—resulted in an extraordinarily strong relationship
) . .

between the Center and each of the community colleges that it

works with closely.

Séudent_gervices

Student Services that are currently provided at the Center
include academic advisinag and registration for classes,
financial zid advising and distribution of financial aid awards,
counseling, piacement office tapes and materials, testing for

riting skills, delivery of prescriptions from the Universicy

[

th Center, and provision of an on-site bookstore. Hence,

e

Hea
students <o not need to ktravel to the Hayward campus :o complets
most administrative functions. Morecver, many of the student

services that are available in specialized facilities at the

3
3
3
o

main campus are brought in modified form :to the Cente
intent aas teen, and-will zontinue 0 %e, ko make the
ovportunities and services available o0 Canter scudents closely
comparable to that for students who reqularly attend the Hayward

campus.

o= 173 e
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' Class Schedule

‘To meet the needs of the nontfaditional adult students who
atténd the Center, the majority of classes are offered in the
evening. The accommodation to the work schedules of this -
population is essential if the Center is to be seen as adjdéting

its educational program to the life styles of its clientele.

Courses in éach program are offered in either an evening or

daytime block so that students are able to complete their
p?ogram of student without having to alter their schedule from
quarter to the next. For example, students majoring in Criminal
Justice Administration who énroll in a major course in an
evening timeblock will be able to eventually complete their
program of study by taking all subsequent courses in the same

timebiock until they complete their program. Hence, students

are not reguired to modify and iater re-modify their work

schedules to attend the Center once a pattern has been

established.

Curriculum

The selection of curriculum and deveiopment ¢f schedules ars
raspensive” to the needs of stucdents and prospective studencs.
Recently, baccalaureate degree programs in Psychology and
Computer Sciences were added to the Centar's curriculum. The
addition of these programs followed an analysis by staff at the
Cehter of the present and continuing demand for :hem,

negotiaticn with the sponsoring departments szt the main Haywazd

§=d

campus, and approval by the University facultv. The Canter will
continue to respond to proven student needs. This may involve

adding further degree programs as the requests for them
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accelerate or portions of programs to meet specific, identified
neéds. The academlc master plan for the Center, a copy of which
is attached, 1ncludes the major in Biological 801eéces for which
specialized laboratory facilities are planned.

With the recent recognition of the needs of many foreign born
students for training in English as a Second Language, the
University's Certificate in ESL is now offered at the Center.
The inclusion of tHis curriculum will meet the needé of teachers
in the elémentary and secondary schools who must teach to an

inéreasingly héterogeneous Kindergarten through 12th grade

student population.

Outreach

. It is recognized that the student population of the present
Center 1s predominately Caucasian. Xeeping in mind the mission
of the CSU and any off-campus center to make its services
available to other students, CSU Hayward maintains programs
aimed at encouraging minority students to attend college. Based
at the Hayward campus; but serving the entire service area of
the campus and the Center, such programs are coordinated through
the office of Student Affirmative Action (SAA). SAA has
established good relations with the community colleges of the
Contra Costa Community College District and Solano College.
Through involvement in College Information Days, admissions
workshops, and eérly outreach efforts the University's
commitment to recruitment of minority students is well known and
document. The close proximity of the new Center to Los Medanos
College, located in Pittsburg, assures an even better fit

between the two 1nst1tut10ns and provision of greater
o l"”' 175




bpportunity for the population of eastern Contra Costa County

and its. significant minority population.

The University is involved in special recruitment efforts in

the high schools of the eastern portion of the County. At

Liberﬁy Union High School, Brentwood, which enrolls a
significant migrant population, a special Parents' Night program
is conducted in Spanish. There parents are made aware of the
opportunities for their children that come with college
attendance. SAA also sponsors a Black Youth Leadership
Conference and a Chicano/Latino Youth Leadership Conference to
inspire minority youth to further their educational '
aspirations. While efforts at the high school,level may not
immediately impact the Center, the long-range effects of high
school outreach efforts will be beneficial to students in the
area. The presence ¢f the Center In the arsa, cne promotion

that will be given to University att=ndance By a continuatidn of

the cooperative relationship between the Center and the

community colleges, and the “modeling" that occurs for many when.

a few minority youth succeed at :the University level, shouid se

" persuasive evidence that the Center will play a role in

s;imulating access to postsecondary education among minority
youth.

At its present location the Center has been responsive to the
needs of students with temporary or permanent physical
disabilities. Access o and within the new Center for the
physically disabled has been incorporated intc planning for the
physical structure. The transportation pian aito addresses tne

need for handicapred access, with sections reserved for parking

‘176 4 17‘5
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for the disabled and a close-in drop off point being designated

for those using public transportation.

Summary

The Contra Costa Center has been in existence for more than

seven years. All of the services enumerated above
its continuing operations -- to re-entry students,
students who‘are employeé on a full time basis, to
the nearbf community collegeé who wiéh to continue
education but cannot or will not leave their place

to the physically handicapped, and to persons from

are a part of
to part-time
students in
their

of -residence,

minority

groups who are otherwise not able to seek 'a baccalaureate or

master's degree or educational credential at a nearby location.

The building of a permanent center, with a larger permanent

staff than at present, will make it possibie for the same or

expanded services and for outreach efforts to prospective

students %o ke enhanced.




CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY, HAYWARD

PROJECTED .ENROLLMENT BY DEGREE PROGRAM
CONTRA COSTA CENTER - 1991-92

(FIVE-YEAR MASTER PLAN)
Actual Projected
Fall Quarter F.T.E. Annuval F.T.E.
Degree Program_ _(HEGIS) 1982 1983 1984 1985 1986 1991-92

"Baccalaureate Degrees

Business Admin (05011) 105 113 132 179 157 200
Liberal Studies (49012) 61 56 101 1i4 127 170
Criminal Justice (21051) 4 5 3 4 7 15
English "(15011) - - - 26 42 70
Human Pevelopmnt (20993) - - - 7 4 20
History (22951 - - - - - 30
Siology (04012 - - - - - 23
Psychology (20011) - - - - - E0
computer Seisnce (0701l - - - - - 30
dfiaster's Segrees

Business Admin (05011) - 8 10 15 14 30
Education (c801i) 9 10 7 13 190 35
Counseling (08261) 7 21 34 31 44 50
Public Admin (21021) 8 7 12 10 15 25

Credential Proarams

Credential Programs 4 41 58 837 125 200

-Total Center 7.T.E. 128 261 2635 486 3545 1000

Note: 1In Fall 1985 and 1986, most Human Development students at
the Contra Costa Canter were also enrolled in ccurses at thne
Hayward campus. Some cf the growth in this program will result
from the appropriate scheduling of these courses at the Center.




CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY, HAYWARD

ACTUAL AND PROJECTED
ACADEMIC YEAR ANNUAL F.T.E. BY LOCATION

o 19£0-81 THROUGH 1991-92

e . Year Contra Costa Center Hayward Campus Total CSUH
g : Actual:

é 198081 - 7628 7628
? o 1981-82 112 8027 8139
© ) ©1982-83. 187 8280 8332
g, ) 1983=84 278 8332 8610
: 1984--85 382 8267 8649
4 1985-86 488 8192 : 8680
© Estimateé:

io 1986-87 545 8159 8704

Projécted:

L 1987-88 630 © 3250 3300
; 1988-89 725 8250 8975
o 1989-90 300 315y 3950
) 199¢-21 900 8050 8950

1991-92 1000 7950 8950

Note: F.T.E. for 1386-87 is an estimate rzased upon Fall 1986.
Preliminary fiqures for Winter 1987 indicate that the
actual annual F.T.E. is likely to be somewhat higher.




Attachment B
: Ed. Pol - Item 1
5 March 10-11, 1987

ACADEMIC PLAN
1987-88 through 1967-98
California State University, Hayward
Contra Costa Off-Campus Center

Existing Programs

Projected
Degree Programs
1987-88

- Biology

v Business Administration

D . Computer Science

;- Counseling

Criminal Justice Admin-
istration

Education

Znglish

History

Human Ceéve<lopment

Liberal Studies

Psyc ology

Public Administration

CREDENTIALS

Multiple Subject

Singie Subject

¢ Administrative Services
X Learning Handicapped

L Specialist
¢ - Reading Instruction
: Pupil Personnel Services

30y

T g Them AT T e

B2-BS
BS-MBA
BS

BA

BA-BS

NN NN X

A e,




Appendix F

- 8. ALTERNATIVES TO THE PROPOSED PROJECT

This chapter describes and evaluates alternatives to the proposed project. It also

discusses how each aiternative would meet project objectives. Each alternative is aiso

e g

discussed in relationship to its requirements, impacts and the reasons for rejection 5y ‘ne

- University.

The foilowing four aiternatives are considered: No Project, Alternative Site Uses,

i Alternative Site Designs A and 3, and Cther Site Location.

- 8.1 NC ?2RCJZCT
DESCRIPTION

The No Project alternative would eliminate construction of the proposed center
aitogether. [t would mean the z2cntinued ise of ‘he Pleasant Hiil .eased space and :
retention of the facility at its current size. In the event that the lease at its current f
: ‘oeation 2ould 1ot Se -2newed. *he Yo Project aiternative assumes “nat the O{7-CZampus

Centar wouid te locatad in leased space similar t5 its Dresent .ocation.

- IMPACTS

The No Project alternative world eliminate potentiai snvironmental ‘mpacts associated

with the project. However, all potential adverse impacts associated witn tne propesed
project have been identified as less than significant or can be mitigated o 2 aor

significant level. The beneficial impacts associated with the proposed zroject in

extending venicuiar access Jor {irefigntiig =quioment .y e zrassy iopes Jf ne iite irsa

WO N Sy R s

: Nogé: This material is reproduced from Chapter 8 of The California State Unwersity. Hayward. Off-
Campus Center Draft Environmental Impact Report. Long Beach. Office of the Chancellor. The Caii- .
fornia-State University, August 1988. )
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8. Alternatives to the Proposed Project

REASONS FOR REJECTION

The need for expanded facility capacity has been shown in several studies. The No
'Project alternative would not allow for this expansion. Additionally, the University's goa!
of -owning rather than leasing the facility building would not be achieved with this

glternative.

8.2 ALTERNATIVE SITE USES
DESCRIPTION

The-greatest impact of the pi‘oposed project comes in the area of traific and transporta-
tion impacts. An alternative use of the land, which would reduce these impacts and that
‘would also be in line with-the surrounding land uses, would be the development of low= and
‘medium-density residential development on the site. The project would develop -approxi- ,_,1
mately 40 acres of the site. Assuming that 15 acres were developed as single-family
residences with an average of six units per acres and five acres were developed as

multiple-family residences at 18 units Der acre, there wouid pe 30 units of singte-famiiy

"~y

residences and 30 units of multiple-family residences developed an ‘his sams sortion 3

*hé Caiifornia State University croperty.

IMPACTS

Residential development on :he site would be more consistert with surrounding
development which is also, {or the most part, residential. Visual Quality and public heaith
mpacts would likely be less than for the aroposed project. Severai «11as > impacts woutg
likely be the same including geology, hydrclogy, vegetation and wildlife, cultural
resourées, utilities, traffic and traffic associated impacts including noise and air quality.
However, the impact sn jopulaticn is likeiy to be muen higher. Incresses in nousing and
population also have residual effects on public services such as police, fire protection.

ete.

REASONS FOR REJECTION

The development of residential uses on the oroject site wouic not satisfy anv of the
University's goals for relocating and expanding their =xisting Pleesant Hill facility.

Additionaily, there are Several large residential deveibpments in the immediate victnity of




8. Alternatives to the Proposed Project

the project site. The need for more residential units on the project site may not be

"substantial given the recent developments. .

The amount of trips generated from this alternative would .ve less than that projected for
the proposed alternative. However, most .of the existing traffic is generated by commute
patterns of residents traveling back and forth to work. Development of more housing
would likely add to the existing traffic in the same direction and at the same time. The
proposed center would also generate some traffic at the same time, primarily in the PM

commute, however, the AM commute would likely be impacted to a lesser degree.

" . %3 ALTERNATIVE SITE DESIGNS

Three initial site designs were analyzed for the proposed devélopment. The -proposed
configuration was chosen from the three. The other two configurations are discussed

below.

SITE'DESIGN A

Deseriotion.
: ———7 -
{ This scheme is aiso cailed the saddle seheme and wouid locate the buiidings to the south
: of the lower knolls fronting on Ygnacio Valley Road. The building would be placed on the

slopes of the hills below the steep slopes of the central ridgeland in a linear configuration.
This- scheme would'prese\rve the knoll tops as well as the centrai ridgeline, but would still
be highly visible rom Ygnacio Valley Road corridor and Concord to the north. Because
the knoll tops are preserved and the saddle is_narrow, this scheme is the most confined by

its setting. The majority of the parking would be located at the southern end of the site.

[mpacts-

This désign alternative would bring the building development cioser to Ygnacio Valley
Road creating greater visual impact to motorists on that road and to the residential
-developments to the north of the project. Additionally, in general the. tops of hills are the
most stable portion. Development on the side of a slope is more likely to encounter siope s

instability. However, development of the buildings in this location would shorten the

.0 ¥04e | 83 183 ' o183 ¢
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8. Alternatives to the Proposed Project

8.4 ALTERNATIVE SITE LOCATION
DESCRIPTION

This alternative explores the variance in impacts if the proposed project were developed
on a different site. The greatest impact which would result from development of the
proposed project on the proposed site would be in relationship to traffic and transporta-

iiQn. The severity of these impacts comes from the fact that the existing traffic patterns-

are already congested. In order to alleviate these impacts with the relocation of the
proposed project to another site, that site would have to be located in an area where the
existing traffic patterns would not add to the project traffic impacts. Such a location
might -be either -expansion -of the current facilities in Pleasant Hill or relocation to an
office park. along Higaway 680 ‘with easy aceess to that highway. Several recently
developed office Pgrks‘ in that area of Hig}hway 680 have not gained full ocecupaney to
-date.

IMPACTS

The traffic impacts {rom development of the project either on the current Pleasant Hill
site or another recently develrped office Ipark with good nighway access couid reduce
‘rarfie and transportation ‘mpacts. However, “raffic .mgacts, at some l2vel, wyouid axist
at any location with a center of this size. The degree of their severity would have to be
analyzed on a site by site basis. Additionally, any site close to the developed area along
the freeway corridor is more likely to be within the three mile radius recommended for

fire response time.

The area adjacent to the highway corridor is generaily built-up and flatter than the
proposed site. Geologie, hydrologic and biologic impacts would be expected to be less
significant as a result. Other impacts identified for the proposed project would likely be
the same.

REASONS FOR REJECTION

Although. traffic impacts wouid be reduced, they would not be eliminated aitogether.
Additionally, location of the center either on the enrrent Pleasant Hill site or another site

with good nighway access is not .ikeiy to provide a "eampus-iike” setting that wouid

provide the optimum educational environment that the California State University intends.

to eeate with the development of this center.

- . mr
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January 11,

Mr. William L. ‘Storey

California Postsecondary Education Commission
1020 12th Street, Third Floor

Sacramento; California 95814

Dear Bill:

In response to your request made earlier today for a listing
of meetings or consultations made regarding the- Contra Costa
project, I am pleased to provide vou with excernts of mate-
rial previously provided on the topic¢ as well as adding
K;nfqrmat;on on,subsequenteand ongoing consultations.

From our létter to Dr. O'Brien of September 1,
a status report on the prciect, we indicated the
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] chtacts to date 1ncluce the
Assistant Planner £for the .City of Conccrd,
“Senior Transportation Planner of Contra Costa
County, ;ra::zc Engineer for the City of Wal-
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meetings nave cccurrad to

1388 Gsneral Meeting with
iocal city managers
their reprssentatives
Contra Costa County;
County Community Develiop-
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visors Schro and
AcPhesk;
£rom
CCCTA
tion,
Farming,
velopers
Planning,
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Mr. William L. Storey
January 11, 1989
Page Two

Contra Costa County;
County Community Develop-
ment Department; Senior
Transportation Planner.

Walnut Creek; Community
Development  Department;
Transportation Adminis-
trator; Traffic Opera-
tions Engineer.

Concord; Planning Depart-
partment, Assistant Plan-
Planner, Senior Planner,
Zoning Administrator,
Deputy Planning Director.

June 22, 1988  Clayton; Planning Office.

set up an
additionai round Of informational meetings with -ocal city and
countj officiais an 1d staff and the leadership of an adjoining

nomecwners' association. The letter =o Dr. O'Brien, which nzd.

beeh arepareg 2ricr o September L i i 2 i1nclude :zhe
cnsultaticon chat 3ccurz=2d 1 August 2 L with cizvy and
uouqcy Oofficiais.

cr
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° Aug. County »2f
Cities of wWalinut
Concord, Clayton;
ners,Transpvortation
cials, »ommun;ty oeve
ment Stzff, Traf zn
neers.
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Subsequent to the round o¢f ccnsultations and informaczicnal
meetings held on August 31, a special meeting was held to
change information with homeowners in close proximity co
off-campus site.

e Sept. 13, 1983 domenwners Association
of Tfurtle Cresek Execu-
tive Zommictee.

As ynu may c¢zczll, =he Oraf: IIR Sublicatisn Date was lugusk
26, 1988 with a Draft EIR Comment Period Ffrom August 26, 1938
to October 10, 1988. On October 6, 1988, a Drart EIR Puklic
Hearing was held at Diablo Valley College. \




Mr., William L. Storey
. January 11, 1989
: Page Three

* Oct. 6, 1988 Draft EIR Public - Hear-
ing; 10 People Provided
Comments, 11 People Pro-
vided Comments. in Writ-
ing.

Later in the month, another round of meetings was held in the
area of the Off-Campus ‘Center.

.- Oct. 26, 1988 County of Contra Costa;
Cities of Concord and
Walnut Creek; Planners,
Transportation Engi-
neers;, Deévelopers, City
Managers, Other S:taff.

In our December 1, 1988 transmittal of materials on ‘this sub-
ject to Dr. O'Brien, we indicated ‘under the Environmental
Impact Report Process section of the letter (page 4) that the
consultative process also included students, staff, and fac-
ulty associated with the off-campus center througch student
survey and interaction among off-campus center administrators
with cent2r cersonnel 2nd :students. In zddition, as we indi-
cated in the December 1, 1988 letter, “student. nerceptions
were reflectad in presentations 2t zhe DEIR nublic nearing,
the Board of Trustees®' meeting, and through written communica-
tion".

The December 1, 1988 material sent to CPEC also included a
communication from the Department of Transportation, dated
October 5, 1988, indicating that the Department had received
the public notice for a public hearing scheduled for Octobér
6, 1988 concerning the DEIR for the Off-Campus Center, and
that the Department had "no comments regarding this project".

In response to your communication to us of November 16, 1988,
we résponded on December 1 with an indication that many of
your inquiries were addressed in the December 1, 1988 trans-
mittal to Dr. O'Brien. To my knowledge, all of the items you
" requested, which were supplemental materials used by consul-
tants in the preparation of the CPEC requested reports, have
been received by you with the exception of one, the PRC Study.

Included as a part of the Transportation Plan was a Chronology
of Consultation on the Transportation Plan, a copy of which is
enclosed with this letter. (A more recent Chronology is also
enclosad. ) . ’

: With reference to the Report on Service To Disadvantaged Stu-
: dents, several letteérs were included in the matérial repre-
: senting the results of consultation with potentially interested

187
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Mr. William L. Storey
January 11, 1989
‘Page Four

constituencies, including those at 1local community -colleges
who work primarily with disadvantaged students. Letters
submitted were from Los Medanos College, Contra Costa College,
the Contra Costa Chapter of the Mexican-American Political
Association, and a representative of the Veterans
Administration in Martinez. Additional consultation has been
held with the City of Pittsburgh City Council and the United -
Council of Spanish Speaking Organizations.an individual.

Of course, there has been additional information exchanges and

.consultation with CPEC staff, legislators, CSU TrusStees, and

others through telephone conversations or personal exchanges.
Whether one considers formal or informal consultation, we
believe that the interaction .between CSU and interested
parties has been extensive, reflecting the spirit and intent
of the consultative process.

Please contact me if the above information is not adequately
responsive to your request.

- Sincerely,

/%W“U

David E. Leaveil
Director
institutioral Relations

J~e

a
-

DEL:jlw:415

. Enclosures

cc: Dr. Renneth O'Brien
Dr. W. Ann Reynolds
Dr. John M. Smart
Ms. Sheila Chaffin
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Appendix H

Letters and Memoranda Regm“ding.gr
the Contra Costa Off-Campus Center

Herb Graw, Associate'Vice President, Off-Campus Programs,
California State University, Hayward

‘Subcommittee on Contra Costa Traffic Factors, Academic Senate,

California State University, Hayward

L. Felipe Torres, Jr., Director of Financial Aid/EOP&S, Los Medanos College

RichardJ. Martinzz, Chairperson. Contra Costa Chaoter. Mexican-American

Political Association
Herbert Graw and Rudy Rodriquez

Leroy Mims, Dean of Academic and Student Support Services, Contra
Costa Coilege

Clarence K. Yee, Chief, Project Development, Contra Costa County,
California State Department of Transportation

-Sabrina'W. Ruehl, Chair, Interim Student Council, Associate Students,

Celifornia State University, Hayward,

“Terri Williamson, Mayor, City of Pleasant Hill

Jeanne C., Pavao, Thiessen, Gagen & McCov

15;
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December i, 1983

To: Ellis E. McCune, President

From: Herd Graw, Assoclate Vice President
Off-Campus Programs

Subject: Fdhulty Censaultation Regarding Reasonable Access

" to the Cowell Re. ch Contra Coste Center Location
Attached is the report of the subcommittee of the standing
Committee on Academie Planning and Resources that considered
the {nformation regarding access tg the proposed permanent
location of the Contra Costa Center,

"I Rdve also .attached a copy of their preliminary rFeport
dated November 10, 1988 and the resolution passed by the
Academic Semate on November 17, 1987, You will notice that
in their preliminary report the subcommittee statwed the.r
intent to survevy membarg of the faculty presently tsaching
at the Fleasant Kill site r2qgarding the Ygnacio Vallay
lécation., However, a preliminary survey indicated that
there wanz almcst ananinous oSresra abouk the Limpanding
accoce preblor.  Bocsuss bide was af o cremium and L
resilis 28 3 acrz sosorshensive survay wera pragiatsclae, <ne
commltitee decided to direc” its comments to approaches ang
mitigations that had been proposed in the varicus decurments
and by CS8U and Center stais administrator e, '

cc?! Jim Nichole, Chair
CAFR

Attuchments

192
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fhe Cali%drniqﬁPostsecoﬁdary‘Equcaiion Commission on
December 14, 1987 required that the California State
University submit to the California Postsetondary Education

Cammi ssion a supplemental report_ including: g

A pran that demonstrates that transportation access to the
Cowell Ranch site, as of the time the peraanent Lontre Costa
Center opens for classes, will satisfy the requirements of
reasongble access specified in-Criterion 8 of the
Commission’s “6uidelines and Procedures for the Review of
New Campuses and O0r7-Campus Centers.” An environmental
impact report -should be included with this plan that
assesses - the dransportation impacts assaclated mith the
estoblishment and phased growth of the Contra Costa Center
~t0 Include mitigatidn Beasures as &ppropriate, .
8fficials of the Office of the Chancellor of the California
State University will confer nith: those of the falifornia
State Departm»ent of Transporiation, appropriate comdunity
officiels and groups, students, faculty and staff to agree
on the essential components of the plan.”

We have examined the Draft Environmental Impact Report on
the CSU, Hayward Off-Campus Canter in Con%ra iCosta Couniy
ind‘g.special traffic study prepared by DKS,A:sociates,on
the . btentlalaeffectsvgf the relocation of the Center near .
Ygnacio Valley Read. -Cur conclusion, simply stated, is that
at present there iv o “reasonable access" to the Lowel!
Ranch site of the Cénter. . We'are not sanguine,. furthermcre,
that there will be "reasgnable access” by the time tha
Center opens for classes, g

Although the DKS study suggests that the mean incraase in
commute time to the Cowell Ranch site for the approximately
75% of the Center’s students who will travel there in peak
evening commute hours is slightly mare than 4 minutes, other

data: and- travel maps in the same re ort make this cenclusion.
P P

suspect. Consider, for example, the estimate that travel
time to or from the Cowell Ranci: from most of Contia Costa
County is 3¢-45 minutes in non-peak time; in the peak hcurs
from 5:00 - 7:00 PM.the travel time would be two to three
times that frocm 31! but +he most nearby points, BDKS> 27
October 1988 test ride from CSU, Hayward to the Cowell site
during the peak of the evening commute, furtherdore, took 7S
minutes. Other dats indicate that the CSUH-Cowell Rantch
commute, which is the most likely one for CSUH faculty at
the Center, could last 90 minutés or more. None of these
travel times ceems to us to be equivalent to "reasonable

- 59, "® - -
acce 193

We are pleased that the seriousnezs of the traffic problem
is recognized in the Finasl Environmental Impact Report and
the Mester Plan for the O0ff-Campus Center which were

[}
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Among the major traffic difficulties identified - and
measuwros proposed to mitigate them — are the following:

-1 - Degraddtxon of Ayers Road/Ygnacio Valley Road
1ntersectxon from Level of Service (LO8) A to LOS F.

ﬂL&iqatxon. Allow only right turn in and rzght turn
out.

€SU Response: Included as part of Master Plan.

2 - Degradatzon of Alberta Way/Ygnacio Valley Road
intersection from LOS € to LOS F.

ﬂig_gatzon, Contrxbute to upgrade of intersection to
accommodate new volumes of traffic,

£suy_ Resggnse' Support widening of Alberta Way, Ygnacio
Valley Road, and signalization upgrade..

" 3= ‘Parking demand for 1400 spaces.

Mitjgatign; Supply 1400 parking spaces of parking
-on—-site.

Q_Q_RQ’QQQEQL Incleded as part of Mastor Plan,
"4 ~ Provide access fYor deliveries, puc ic transpeortetion,
and handicap parking ciase to nuxld;ng.

Mitigation: Provide Tcop vehicle drop-off loading zone
and handicap parking spaces adjacent to building.
CSY_Respanse;. Included as part of Masler Plan.

Additional suggestioné for enhancing acgessibility tc the
site include: : -

=

S - Provide for a Central Contra Costa Transit Authority
(CCCTAY bus stop om the zite.

sy Response: Included as part of Master Plan.
Mcodification of bus routes will be negotiasted with CCCTA.

& ~ Modify evening class schedules to minimize conflicts
-with rush hour traffic.

€Sy, Hayward Response: This pruposal is infeasible.
Seventy-seven percent of the Center’s students attend
evening classes on a one night a wedk basis. The four unit
classes for whicn they enroll must meet for 200 minutes. A
post—?PH class starting time would mean dismissal after

10:30 PM, whieh is too late for our populatiaon of workxng
students,

| 184
7 - Bet aside a small unutilized area of property for a
:Park and Ridc Iot.

-
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C8U_Respongse: This is a potential point for
negotiation, e.g9., CSU might be able to provide the land,
cooperatinq agencies could provide asphalt, security,
Insurance, and assist with road modifications as needed,

8 -~ Provide secure bicycle parking,

CSU Response: Included in Master Plan.

-

? - Provide a car pool matching service.

CSU Response: C8U, Hayward will consider mays. to
f$acilitate car pooling.

10 - Sell traﬂsit passes at the Center.

‘€8U Response: CSU; Hayward will caordinate with: CCCTA
to sell sueh passes.

11 - Prov1de a fee/permit oarking system with.no fraq-
park1nq {to eficourage use aof public transpcr*at‘cn).

C“” anp noe’ ?nc!qdéd 1t prDiés

I planning acsording

12 - Provide parking for handicapped persans.

€Sy Pesuonse; included in Hasrer Plan,

e

13 - Identify truck locading and trash pickup areas.

CSU Resganse: Included i{n project nlanning.. .

14 - Provide pedestrian siriulation sysiam ¥rom parking lot
to Center facilities: :

Qgg_ﬂequn$e; Included {n Master rian.

[
7]

and 1*ems 1 - 14 make plain, there are and cont:nue “o Se
major difficulties asscciatzsd with travel to5 the Cowsl

In sum, as the Environmental !mpact Reocr;, he DKS studv,

Ranch zita af the Contra Costa Canter., YWe =eiiave <n. ﬁ tne
mitigation measures above, a.though well intended, will not
assure students, faculkty and staf+, cf "reasc naqxe * access
to the Jantsr when it ocpens £i3sces.
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10 Novenber: 1988 -
MEMORANDUIM
“TO:. President Ellis E, "McCune -

FROM: Subcommittes on Contra Costa Traffie Factors
Marilyn Nye, Teacher Education
Mare Ratner, English né '
“Judith Stanley, History M
John V{llarréal, ‘Managéfient and Finance

SURJECT: Preliminary Report on Transportat [oh Access to the
Cowell Ranch Off-Campus:- Center

Our subcommittee was charged with providing faculty
consultacion in the mstter of "reasonable" transportation access
to the proposed CSUR Off-Campus Center at Cowell Ranch on Yenaclo
- Valléy Road in Contra Costs County. Our wark thus far has

consisted of a review of the Draf: Eavizonmental Impact Report .on
the OfS-Zampus Cancer ang the DKS asscciaces Ieport on che
potenttal effects of the relccation near Ygnacic Yalley Read.
(Che larzer rencrs was the nora r2levant one sinde ic deait
directly with the problew of reasonable access. through a summary
of student responses to a questionmalre ‘dealing with
transportation to and from the site and .an evaluation of che
Lmpact of the relocation on travel time to campus for studencs
and faculty.) '

Our review of the reports confirms the conéerns ralsed in
the 17 Novexmber 1987 CSUH Academic Senate Resolution on the
Cowell Ranch gite, viz.,” it is located in an area where traffic
is already heavily congested and -students and ‘faculty will be
traveling there {n peak evening commute hours,

_The DKS report, for example, reveals. that the vast tajority
(77%) of Cohtra Costa students attend night classes; 96.9%
presently drive alone to the Pleasant Hill center and 95.1% would
drive alone to the Cowell Ranch ‘gite. That site, which 18 7 miles
from 1-680 and State Highway-4, both of whicl: arw heavily
traveled freeways, is also on a major Contra Csta artery with
many: stop lights and such heavy traffic congestion {n peak
periods chat delays and long waits are common, DKS' traffic
study :stimatds thal travel ciag t0 or from the Cowell Ranen.
from most of Contra Cost3 County is 30-45 minutes i{n non-peak
time; {n the peak hours from 5:00-7:00 P, when evening students
would be in transie, the travel time would be two to three t{imes
as long from all but the most nearby poincs.

196
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€¢: James L. Nichols, Chair, CAPR

LSV {CR Y B}

M

~ We anticipate even Jlonger travél time to the Cowell Ranch
site for CSUH faculty because virtually all the faculty who teach

- at Contra Costa travel there from CSUH or their homes in Alatieda

County. DKS' 27-October 1988 test ride from CSUH to the Cowell
site. during peak evening eommute hours lasted 75 minutes; other
estimates of faculty travel from CSUH to the proposed campus.
are as high as’ 90 minutes. Even {n non-peak hours, eg., at
10:00° P4 when evéning ¢lasses are dismissed, a faculty member's

-conmute time -- and many students' commite time as well - will

inérease at least 15 minutes because of the distance from the
Cowell Ranch site to the.freeways.

The increased travel time for facilty is especially
disturbing to us because We see it as time taken away fronm
stvdents -- from advising; frow extended office hours, fron
after-class chats -- and time taken away from expected.

professional pursuits: research, writing, Jourhal and- monggraph

reading: We are persuaded that the hour and & half ‘or two hours
that a faculty member may expect to spend commuting to the Cowell
Ranch site is not the best, the most reasonable “use ot his or
her time, -

We are aware that a number of plans: have been proposed. {or

~mitigating some of the transportation problems -we have noted. We

think the mest bromising ene is the sroposzl to ccnstries 2 Park

-~

and Ride lot on a porticn of the state's land at Cowell Ranch.
The lot and a shuttle o 2ART 2ight be gttractive shonsh o draw

-~

-. off Ygnacio Valley Road as much traffic as the proposed campus is.

expected to generate. -

We look forward to receiving addizional informacion about
traffic managenent plans for the Contra Costa Center; we also

plan to survey the faculcy teaching at Pleasant Wjll this quarter

on the subject of transportation access to the new facility, We
éxXpect to present a finai report by che end of the quarter.

ATTACRMENTS:  Academic Senate Resolurion on the Cowell Rarich Site
Student: Questionnaire
Faculty Questionnaire
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Resolution Concerning the Location of the Permanent

Off-Campus Ceater of CSUR in Contra Costa County

LI NN

Whereas tha. California Postsecondary Education Comnission

(CPEC) ‘has expres
pérmanent off-cam

in its November 2, 1987; draf
legislaturxe) and '

Whersas we specifically
alternativas to the state-owa
considerad, such ag the feasi
the'current,fééiligies~é§<thc

- - ability of alternative sgites

, Whereas the Statq Oniver
Associates, has determined th
frgeways serﬁgngAthg'ngell;Ranéh location are already heavily
congested, with Ygnacio Valley Rcad soon gXpected t9 rach gri

lock (defined ‘as "threa
intersection™) and

Wherea

¥
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t response to the governor and:

share CPEC's stated concerns that
ed -Cowel)l Ranch sike are not bein
bility of purchasing and rengvats
- Pleasant Bill site or the suit-~
and :

sity's consultant, Ira Fink and
at many of the major roads and

or mers light changes o cresy 2 given

de traveiing duzia

s wiil
€ hours to reach 2vsning cslasses. and -

$ the taxpayers of

reaschable alternatives for a

congidarad kefzore mora funds azs sxpended and
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Whereas CpEC is presently zes:
D iccepring o
t

22 sit

- =

Therefors be it resclved nate
GaliSOtnia*State'Unibersity, Bayward, encourage C3EC, ia its

—al

California deserve to have al
permanent sff-campyus centsr

e

cted by $3 7835 (19853
jecting che Cowail Zazch
-~

of Trustses,

(™
-~
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Rpeil 12, 1988 -

Herbert Graw.

Assgciate Vice President
.contta*CostQQCentgr
3100 Oak-Park Blvd.

Pleasant Hi1l, Ca 945023 - -

- Dear Mr. -Graw:.

This Tetter is support of a permaneat, of f-campus center .of
AcalifénhiaWStagg‘UnivegsityadﬁayWard at the corner of

Ygnacto Valley Road and Alberta Way fn-Concord. This facility

will enhance residents of £ast Contra Costa County to attain
a bachequﬂs.or,mastﬁr‘sﬂdegreg; o 4

AS an admin{strator 4t LQ§»Medan05'Collgge, T can agsure yoy
that one:group;:hat'haé-histcriqgh?y ?éen(und;g—#éprgséntga I
higher education, the. young Hispanic female, will benefit
from the proposed new. facility. Young LMC graduate Nispanic
females that .are unable to attend i 1

‘home will surely take @dvantage 1o continué‘;hejé education
towards a bachelor's or master's de@reé~atnafvnivérsity within

3 commuting distancs.

Please feel free to contact me for any fyrther information.

_ Sincerely,

rres, Jr, .
of Financial Aid/EOPas

LFT:paa
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- MEXICAN-AMERICAN POLITICAL ASSOCIATION

CONTRA COSTA: CHAPTER

-

April 27, 1988 ' - 'f
Mr. Herbert Graw ) ‘ . . ,A °
Associate Vice President ) :
Califorafa State University, Hayward. A
3100 Oak Park Boulevard A h i
Pleasant Hill, California $4523 :
Dear ﬁr.\Gréw: ) i
‘ ‘Af_its lasi.mEEtjng, the Contra Costa Ghab%er of the . ’ "{

. Mexican-American Political Association (MAPA) voted to -
suppart the building of a permanent off-campus center of T
California State University, Hayward on state owned property &
al the corner of fgnacio Road end Aiberta Way in-Concord, CA,

A neriansnt ceatar would bénsfit the Hispanic Lommunify
or Contra Costa Couaty n zhat it would orovide a centraliy
iocated institution of aigher igarning for Hispanics n -
Contra Costa who are interssted 1n earming 1 Bacnelor or
Masters Qegree. ‘

A permangnt facility in Contra Costa County could also.
result in significant cost savings for the ricpanie student
who would otherwise he forcea 7o travel tu a non-county
focation and possibly incur substantia) iodging costs.

MAPA 10oK¢ forward fo working with you and sther -
representatives of California State university, ayward to
insure that Hispanics w#ill De ddequataly represanted !n the
student body, faculty and administratién of the proposed
permanent center, - .

o

Good luck fn this venture, and plagse feel free %o call
1T we can te of any further assistance.’

Sincarely, )
) ’//?;:224 U] rer—— .
-.-/‘«-«“‘A’b*-—‘/' N/ ’ ;
' Richard J. ﬁgrzinez -

Chairperson

ZOO~ | 207
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CALIFORNIA STATE UNIVERSITY, HAYWARD

HAYWARD, CALINORNIA 55542
5 Toge: .
CONTRA:-COSTA CENTER
3100 Osk- Park #nd.
~-Pleassat Hill, Caifornia 94523
Telephone: (415) 945.3500:
Hours: 3-8 p.m. MonwTlurs.

LR I ,\;-\.

Mr. Rudy Rodriguez
256° S$ierra Drive
Halnut.Cregk, CA 94596

Dear Mr, Rodriguez;

You may°beé aware that the leqistlature i considering the building of a permanesdt

of f-campus center of Californiz Staza University, Hayward on state owned sropesty 2t
the corner of Ygnacio Yalley Rodd and Alberta Way in Concord, The facility is
intended. to- serve many of the prasidents of Contra Costa County who prasantily cannse

earn a tacrelor™s or master's -degree from a:-public university near their -homes.

The University is particularly concerned that groups which have historicaliy besn
under-represented in the numbers of their members that attend a university be serves
by this new facility. 1 will appreciate your writing to. me regarding the potential
benefits that the pianned . facility ¢ould bring to the members of your grganézation
who -are,. or should be, interested in.collegiate Yevel education,

Thank you very much For your ¢ocperation,

Very tryly -vours,

: ‘ %;52; | <=
,/éééé‘sz::;éﬁﬂf4;7“ =
Herbert Graw L
Assoc fate Vice Président

Or. Graw:

Although the location for the proposed new campus is rot ideal in regard
10 access by the minority populations in this county, it will pose no more -
difficuties than other sites. We hope that public transportatinm will expand
to provide adequate service to that campus., The site s in central county;
if it were in west county it would pose a transportation problem for the
minorities in east county and vice-versa, 1.e., 1ts better to have i% in
central county than not at ali. 201
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~June 20, 1988

. Herb Graw, Associaté Vice President
- Contya Costa Center, CSUH

3100 Oak Park Boulevard
Pleasant Hill, CA 94523

Dear Herb:

I em following up on our conversation regarding the liklihood. that
students from West Contra Costa Conty will avail themselves of a stata
University campus in Central Courty, I taiked with various staff at
Contra-Costa College, especia™ly those who work with eur large disad-
vantaged student population, -Consensus is ‘that disadvantaged students
especizally, and few students tverall from West County will driva. &5
Central County no “ake advantage of i srare universicy camus. A
aurher of cur students do attend CSU Havward, either ccncurrently oz
after leaving “ontra Costa Coliage. "hat =avpus Sppoars oo e mers
appealing in location than the prospects of a Central County campus.
As you Xnow, we have not had mich success. getting students o hake
advantage of the Pleasant Hill site to data.

9e particulerly meaningful Zor residonts;students i che Westarn
- corrider of the Cowlty.

So, all in all, our opinicn is that a Gampus in Cent:d) County will not

Sincerely,

T oDr. lanay Mims ¢ -
Dean of Acadamic and
Student Support Services

IM:bm

cc:  C. Rose, President
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,‘ /STATE OF ' CAUFORNIA—BUSINESS, TRANSPORTATION AND HOUSING AGENCY ) GEORGE DEUKMEJIAN, Govemor J‘
4 N

DEPARTMENT 'OF TRANSPORTATION pokn,
© ¥0X 7310 ) ' R %-wt
o SANFRANCISCO, CA 94120 ‘4.,' _V

(415) 9234444

October 5, 1988

Ms, Katherine Mortimer-Garcia
'Proj ect Manager

EIP Associates

150 -Spear Street, Su:.te 1500
San Francisco, CA 94105

-

Dear Ms. :Garcia:

- This /ls to 'acbnowledge receipt of the public notice
® ' . for a public hearing scheduled on October 6, 1988, ;
to present the DEIR concerning the California State -
< University, Hayward Off-Campus Center relocation
from Pleasant Hill to Concord.

We have no comments regardlng this project. Thank
¢ . wou ;.or keeping us Informed.

S mcerely vours,

BURCH C. BACHTOLD
District Director

B 4 ) L : 5
: y%ww K _ , ‘
CLARENCE K. YEE / |

Chief E

- Project Develcpment Contra Costa County

[
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Aruitoxt provided by Eic:

‘Dr. W. Ann Reynelds, Chancellor

California State University
400 Golden’ Shore
Long Beack, CA 890802-427

~bear*Chanceiﬁor Reynolds,

As Four are aware, at the December 1987 -Califoraiz
Fostseconddry Educatizn Commissicn meetizg, recommeridations were
adopted regarding zhe slacement 2f the pernanent logat:on for the
Contra Cogs=a Cantar o yal;fs':;a Statas Uniwversity, Hayward ia
Ceonesrd. .

Racgmaendaticn 3.1 rtaguiras rh Talifsrsnia State Universits

iz :cgsui: <imh 3 number of ixcups. noludizng, students. Iz ska,
issue of’ a traffic plaa (see att ached) As the acting Stucdenz
3ody President of CSUR aad the representative {roam the Contra
Costa Cénter on the Interinm Student Ccuacil, I llave close contact
with =211 the s:iudent ¢roups on campus and there has been nc
consultation con any tra2ffic plan.
’ L recsived on Novagger 3rd 2 documen: Jsoa JES issceiztes
which is purported ¢35 be said plan. There is, however, 2o plaz in
thi document %o aitigate craific ceongesticn Jor  studests,
facul4y or staff travelling to the proposed permanent Center,

. Eavironmental Impact Report (Draft, dated Augus:t 26,
1388) does oifer some <raffic mitigation aeasures oo jpages 4-28
through 4-22. The messures 24céress how the studenls iravelling
%0 the propesed Center will affact <xaffic on adjacen: sadwars
and not sow the traffic willi affect students. The ssudents of
CSUH were not consulted with regarding the mizigatisn aeasures
2oted zlere

University Union, Suite 314
Calitornia State Univarsity. Haywara
Hayward, Calilornia 94542
-(415) 881.3901

204..
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It is ' clear that the EIR and the DKS supplement fail to meet
recommendation 5.1 and it is a disservice to the :students both
present and future to- ignore their concerns. I would be happy to

meet. with you to discuss this issue.

>

Sincerely,
M bpiria T Re bt
Sabrina W. Ruehl :

Chair, Interim Student Counc1l
Contra Costa Center Representatlve

SR/ycy ‘ )
Attachment

cc: Sharon Skoog, Chair, California Postsecondary Education
' ) ) Commission
Eenneth B. O’3rien, Interim Executive Dlrec v, C.2.Z.C.
Jonti Richardson, CS3A Liaison
Dr. Zilis YcCune, Presideant, California State University,
. Hayward

Zeorge Marcus, Chair, Committee on- Campus Zlaaning,
’ - 2uildings and Grounds, ISU 3card of

Trustaes
Mariancthi Lansdaie, Chair, C3U 3ocard of Trustees’
Herb Graw, Extended Education Office, CSUH
i torey; California Postsecon xdary Zducaticn
Commission

an
-
o
[
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. That the CSU submit
anluce the followin

3.1

(3]
.
[V ]

will

-Officials of

OXNS

"RECOMMENDAT
Pertainirng to Traffic Plan for |
the Permanent Off-Campus Center of CSUE

C. P. E. C.

- -

ts. CPEC 2 supplemental report that will
ng items:

A plan t“at demonstrates that tra@spcrtat‘on access to
the Coweéll Ranch Site for students, faculty and staf?f,
as of the time utae permanent Center opens " for classes,
satis;j the requirements of reasonabie access
specified in Criterion eight of the Commission’s
"Guidelizes and.2racedurss for the Review of New
Campuses and Off-caampus Cénters.” _An environmenial
imapct. Report stouyld te .nc-ucgd plaa tkaz
assesses the ‘“ansno tation impacis associated wita. Ixe
establishment anc pha;ed growsh of the Conrtra Costa
Ceater to incluce zitigatisn measures aS-Qparccrza,-.
tie CSU will confer with those of tiae
California State Department of Tramsportation and

-- b“ .b.&-s

approzriate Ccammunisy officials including facully, stafl’s
and students to. 2gree on the essential compozents c¢i e
pian. Tze Office of :ze Chanceller szall sa2psrt tc the
Commission as sgoz 2s possible the rTesults of these

meetiags.. ) i
A comp;ote descripticn of how the Center wi
disadvaatagsd st uden~s, both Programma=icall:
regard to transportation access.

University Union, §uito J14
Californis State University, Hayward
Maywasra, Californis 54542
(415) 881-3901- .
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City of Pleasant Hill

3300 N: MAIN S:I’REET, PLEASANT HILL, CALIFORNIA 94523 PHONE (415)944-3270

- - ~

December 14, 1988

Dr: Kenneth B. O'Brian
Executive Director

'Post Secondary Education Commission >

1020 12th Street, 3rd Floor :
Sacramento, CA 95814-3985 ) oo

Dear Dr. O'Brian: -

AL

The City of Pleasant Hill is committed to see the Cal State
Hayward University campus remain in our City. In. December
of 1987, we conducted a professional community survey which
1nd1cated 74% of our citizenry and 77% of our businesses feel -
that a permanent campus £or Cal State Hayward would be desirable :
or very desirable. This is overwhelming support!

The City -of Pleasant Hill has heretcfore oifered to-.help you in
whatever fasnion possiblé to ensure theé campus remains. The City
stands ready to rsaifirm our ofisr. Some of the aresas ws can be
0f assistance may e To assemtle iand, 2vide proper :1anid Usss,
work with the ne"hbo ing scnooi district ©o btaln chelr Sxcess
iané and generaily zdé SupprorT.

#e remain commitled tThat <Tiae site zn Zoncord Sor the Cal St

S ————

LRS-
. Campus -does not possess the amenities of the Pleasant Hill site.

ize

We can n*av1d° an adecuate flocw of traffic; %the Concord si
cannot. We can previde almost direct freeway access; the

site cannot. The Pleasant ¥ill site is the gecgrzzhic center of
Contra Costz County; the Concord site -.s mot. Stucer nts attendiag
Cal Stats Hayward campus SuPpocs tie 5ite In Flzasant #:ll; nét

P Sy < -~ ~
...e site im CToncoxd.

At

Attached to this ietter is a map ©f <he Plesasant Hill site
’ndlcat-ra the acres that couid be assembled for an urban campus.
Aiso attached are pert;qén: pages of our Sommunity SUrvey DIOViIg

Pleasant Hill's community support.

rn

we may be of any assistance, plszase call us as w2 stand ready
fnelp ia any way.

Tt ki
(o]

'W:1s:259 -
Enclosure

cc: City Council

- -




‘Months of November and Decemter 1987, As Part of the City of Pleasant Hill General Plan Revision
Process- "

221

CITY OF PLEASANT HILL GENERAL PLAN REVISION

1987 COMMUNITY SURVEY RESULTS

'A:Sum‘mary of the Results of the Survey-of Pleasant Hill Residents and Businesses Conducted During the

Prepared by

MOORE IACOFANO GOLTSMAN
1824-A Fourth Street
Berkeley, CA 94710

(415) 845-7549

December 1 987




Survey Slaff

Acknow!edgemenls

December 1987

CITY OF PLEASANT;{ILL' GENERAL PLAN REVISION
1987 COMMUNITY SURVEY Results

e,

MOORE IACOFANO GOLTSMAN Daniel la,cotano' James Oswald
- 1824-A Fourth Street Louis Hexter *~  Dave Driskell ;
" Berkeley, CA94710 - Paulette Schafir ~ LowellKline -
(415) 845-7549 .

CITY OF PLEASANT HILLL

‘Department of Community Planning and Development

Pleasant Hill, CA

(415) 934-6050

The consulting staff wis:: to thank members of the Planning Commission, City staff and con- -
sultants, and residents of Pleasant Hill for their participation in the development of the com-
munity survey, and the 504 residents and businesses who contributed their time and ideas -
to the survey. )
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_Gity ol Ple,asat‘\grlﬁilr R mﬁ.'l ();;l;v;.l|ils\iij)&Sl;lvu’j_i\l‘m;ullrs . i‘n;jo]?“ e re
Question 11F: Expanding.ordeveloping a permanent-campus for CAL Siate Hayward-Univer-
sity. - : ) D S S

55% of residents and 45% of businesses feel that a penmanent campus for Cal State Hayward would ha very ¥
desirable in-this area. . ) -

‘
SN
-8
- ' % of Sample
60 P S —— - ‘ - ‘ - Lo
, . :
50, :
40
30— ——— ‘ }
20 R £ 99 - — :
‘ g% s T - )
10 i o 3 |
153 il -
. 4 ‘ gkf,; o]
ol JMMEEAE - |- - . ' e I : . :
Very Desifeable SomewhatDasireable Not Desireable Don't Know/No Answer
M Total Sample 7 Residans - [ Businesses .

y 3
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; - LAW OFFICES OF

o THIESSEN, GAGEN & McCOY
2 . WL -E GAGEN, Jn. A mosssssor«lfzqqﬁpomnon -

. GREWRY L. McCOY n mcmr STREET

10 “PATRICK J. McCMAHON . P.0. BOX £18

. * M.SUE GREICAR DANVILLE, CALIFORNIA 94526-0218

£ MARKL. ARMSTRONG —

: _UINN K. COOMBS . TELEPHONE (415) 837.0585 )

; STEPHEN W.THOMAS FAX (415) 8385985

" OF COUNSEL

) WILUAM W. BASSETT
” JoWNB. CLAUSEN:

DIRECT DIAL Ext. #

January 12, 1989

William Storey

MICHAEL W. CARTER
VICTORJ.CONTI .
ROBEAT M. FANUCC-
KENNETH J. FISHBACH
RICHARD A, FRANKEL
BARBARA DUVAL JEWELL
CHARLES A. KOSS.
CAROLEA. AW
MICHAEL J. MARKOWITZ
JEANNE C. PAVAO
RICHARD C. RAINES
DOLORES S. SARGENT
EVELYN SPIROU

SUE GOUGE WILLIAMS

California Postsecondary
bl Education Commission
: 1020 - 12th St., 3rd Floor
g Sacramento, CA 95814 -
g Re: California State University - Hayward
Off-Campus Center, Concord, California
Dear Mr. Storey: i
; T apeclegize for not responding
; documentation concarning zhe lasues
P developers with regard o :he
State Tniversitvy Zavi-cnmenzzl
: déscribed project.
'} -
§ As you tequested, encliosed please find copies of the foilowing
5 documents: )
J 1. Newhall Ranch 2rsa Plan:
2. Declaration of Restrictions rezccrded Aucust 19, 2959;
e Octcober 10, 1988 lerter Zrom our office to cne
Chanceller - Comments to érafs =73;
4. November 9, 1988 letter from Braddock & Logan to the
Chancellor; and .
5. Novemper 11, 1988 lstter from ocur office :5 the A
Chancellor - Comments to final EIR.
As we discussed in our :elephone conference, our clients, the
Crystyl Ranch developers, raised concerns, in their rasponse oo
the University's SIR, that the traffic impac: issues had ancc been
adequately addressed by the Universicy in its 2nvi-ocnmentzl
zaview process &s caguirad Sy CIEQA. Sowever, at che Zoard of
- ‘ v
IC ) 227
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7Will;am Storey
January 12, 1989
Page 2

Trustees' meétings on ‘Novembér 15-16, 1988, ‘the Board instructed
staff to work with the Crystyl Ranch developers in addressing
their concerns as to mltlgatlcn measures which must be undertaken
to address ‘the traffic impact issues. . .

Please be advised that, pursuant to such dlrectlon by the ‘Board,
the Un1vers1ty steff and our clients recently reached a prelim=
inary understanding concerning proposed road access for Crvstyl
Ranch through the University site. .Should this understanding be
finalized, it is, the position of the Crystyl Ranch developers
that the University will have fulfilled its obligations under
CEQA and adequately addressed the traffic impact concerns raised
by the developers and the Clty of Concord.

Please be assured that the Crystyl Ranch developers support and
encourage the development of the Contra Costa campus of the
California State University and are willing to provide whatever
additional documentation or information that is necessary to
facilitate the develoobment of the off-campus center.

ke underzigned cr "ar' L. Armsérong £ =hi

‘ESSEN, GAGEN & McCOY
rofessional Corporation

v, g

3 . o P
";“ L LA . 7 ’

Jeanne C. 2avao

IC3/kp
15-19487
_ ce: Braddock 5 Logan
Attn: Ricn Jensen
Joe Raphel
A.D. Seeno Construction Co.
Acttn: A.D. Seeno, Jr. . -
City cf Concord . ’
Attn: Steve Jepsen
Califcrnia State Iniversity
Acta: Mdaver Chapman
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‘CALIFORNIA POSTSECONDARY EDUCATION COMMISSION

THE California- Postsecondary Education Commis-
sionisa citizen board established in 1974 by the Leg-
islature and Governor to coordinate. the efforts of
California’s colleges and universities and to provide
independent, non-partisan policy analysis andrecom-
‘mendations to the Governor and Leg:slature

. ‘Meml;ers of the Commission

The Commission consists of 15 members. Nine rep-
resent the general public, with three each appointed
for six-year terms by the Governor, the'Senate Rules

~ Committee, and the Speaker of the Assembly. The

othersixrepresent the major segments of postsecond-
ary education in California.

As of April 1989, the- Commissioners representing
the general public are:

Mim Andelson, Los Angeles;

C. Thomas Dean, Long. Beach;

Henry Der, San Francxsco,

Seymour M, Farber, M.D,, San Francisco;
HelenZ. Hansen, Long Beach; )
LowellJ. Paige, El Macero; Vice Chair;
Cruz Reynoso, 1.oS Angeles;

Sharon N. Skog, Palo Alto; Chair; and
Stephen P. Teale, M.D., Modesto.

=

Representatives of the segments are:

Yori Wada, San Francisco; appointed by the Regents
of the University of California;

«Claucia H. Hampton, Los Angeles; appointed by the
Trustees of the California State University;

‘John F. Parkhurst, Folsom; appointed by the Board
~ of Governors of the California Community Colleges; -

Harry Wugalter, Thousand Oaks; ‘appointed by ‘the
‘Councilfor Private Postsecondary Educational Insti-
tutions; -

Francis Laufenberg, Orange; appointed by the Cali-

fornia State Board of Education; and

James B. Jamieson, San Luis Obispo; appoirted by
the Governor from nominees proposed by Califor-
nia's mdependent colleges and universities.

~ . pr

Functions of the Commission

The Commission is charged by, the Legislature and

Governor to "assure the effective utilization of public-

postsecondary education resources, thereby eliminat-
ing waste and unnecessary duplication, and.t5pro-
mote diversity, innovation, and. responsweness to
student and societal needs.”

To this end, the Commnssxon, conducts independent .

reviews of matters affecting the 2,600 institutions of
postsecondary éducation in Califeriiiayincluding coin-
munity colleges, four-year colleges, universities, and
professional and occupational schools.

As an advisory planning and coordinating body, the
Commission does not administer or govern any insti-
tutions, nor does it approve, authorize,. or. accredxt
any of them. Instead, it cooperates with other State
agencies and non-governmental groups that perform
these functions, while operating as an independent
board with its own staff and its own specific duties of
evaluation, coordination, and planning,

Operation of the Commission

The Commission holds regular meetings t}lrougﬁout

the year at which it debates and takes action on staff”

studies and takes positions on proposed legislation
affecting educationbeyond the high school in Califor-
nia. By law, thé Comniission’s meetings are open to
the public. Requests to speak at a meeting may be
made by writing the Commission in advance or by.
submitting arequest prior to the start of the meeting.

The Commission’s day-to-day work is carried aut by
its staff in Sacramento, under the guidance of its ex-
ecutivedirector, Kenneth B, O'Brien, who is appoint-
ed by the Conimiission.

The Commission publishes and distributes without
charge some 40 to 50 reports each year on major is-
sues confronting California postsecondary education.
Recent reportsare listed on the back cover.

F urthermformatxon about the Commission, its meet-
ings, its staff, and its publications-may be obtained
from the Commission offices at 1020 Twelfth Street,
Third Floor, Sacramento, CA 98514-3985; telephone
(916) 445-7933.
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A FURTHER.REVIEW OF THE CALIFORNIA |
'STATE UNIVERSITY’S CONTRA COSTA CENTER _-

California Rostseégndary Education Commission Report 89-9

-ONE cf a series.of reports published by the Commis-
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California’s Public Universities: A Report to the Leg-
islature in Response to Supplemental Language -in

‘the 1988 State Budget Act (March 1989)

89-13 The State’s Reliance on Non-Governmental
Accreditation: A Report to the Legislature in Re-
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89-14 Analysis of the 1989-90 Governor’s Budget: A
Staff Report to the California Postsecondary Educa-
tion Commission (March 1989)
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