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Sea·level rise is'a real issue which we all- citizens and policy makers - must address 
head on, but we believe it can be done in a way that enhances our economy and growth patterns. 
BCDC has done an admirable job raising awareness of impending sea level rise; however, the 
recent Bay Plan Amendments that BCDC staffhas released will dramatically affect smart 
growth, urban infill housing, and above all, the qruuity of life in the Bay Area. Much of the 
foreseeable effects are adverse, and many (if not most) of these are unnecessary. 

The Amendments imply (without directly stating) that there is only one viable, one-size­
fits-all response to sea level rise, which must, therefore, be regional in scope, leaving little room 
for local adaptation. This will unavoidably - and needlessly - infringe on the ability oflocal 
governments and the business community to pursue objectives which BCDC itself embraces; for 
example, infill housing and preservation of facilities that provide public access to the Bay and its 
environs. 

The person for whom I am speaking is a likely casualty of the misguided approach 
embodied in the current proposed Amendments. She owns and operates a marina in the 100 year 
inundation zone, and owns adjacent property which is admirably suited for infill housing. Yet 
the basic policies embodied in the proposed Amendments would presumptively eliminate her 
marina and preclude any use 'ofher adjacent property for infill housing. All without any 
exploration of potential solutions that would reconcile the overall objectives of the Amendments 
with those of public access and infill housing. 

Please add my voice and concern to the multitude of entities that have already sent letters 
or voiced their concern at the recent BCDC commission hearing over the proposed Bay Plan 
Amendments, including: the Bay Area Council; the East Bay Economic Development Alliance. 
and San Mateo County Economic Development Association (SAMCEDA); housing and 
development companies such as TMG Partners; large regional employers such as Oracle; 
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governments like the City of San Jose; the City of San Francisco Mayor's Office; plus, the u.s. 
Anny Corps of Engineers; labor groups such as the California Alliance for Jobs; and many other 
local governments, agencies, and districts. . 

Jolm H. Blake 
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October 21,2010 

To: Will Travis and BCDC Commissioners: 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Re: Proposed BCDC Bay Plan Amendments 

Dear Will and Commissioners: 

S.4 ... "'i FRJ;J-lCISCU l.\,i:,Y CONSERVATlON 
& DEVELOPMENT CDMMISSION 

Sea level rise is a ver-o/ real issue we must face as a region and that we must address head on, but 
we believe it can be done in a way that. enhances our economy and growth patterns. BCDC has 
done a good job of raising awareness of impending sea level rise; however, the recent Bay Plan 
Amendments that BCDC staff has released will dramatically affect smart growth, urban infill 
housing, and above all, the quality oflife in the Bay Area. 

Please add my voice and concern to the multitude of entities that have already sent letters or 
voiced their concern at the recent BCDC commission hearing over the proposed Bay Plan 
Amendments, including: the Bay Area Council; the East Bay Economic Development Alliance 
and San Mateo County Economic Development Association (SAMCEDA); housing and 
development companies such as TMG Partners, large regional employers such as Oracle; 
governments like the City of San Jose; the City of San Francisco Mayor's Office; plus, the US 
Army Corps of Engineer; labor groups such as the California Alliance for Jobs; and many other 

. local governments, agencies, and districts. 

The proposed amendments potentially impact $62 billion in existing shoreline development, 
270,000 people and 213,000 acres. By implementing such strict development restrictions, 
BCDC's plan could seriously affect the ability of developers to supply sustainable, transit­
oriented housing, prevent business expansion and threaten the Bay Area economy. The proposal 
could push employees further away from their jobs, increase commutes, and in turn, increase 
greenhouse gas emissions and contribute to sea level rise - the very thing BCDC wishes to 
combat. 

Sincerely, 

lsi R. H. Robinson 

Russ Robinson 
Staff Commodore 
South Bay Yacht Club 
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To: Will Travis and BCDC Commissioners: 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Re: Proposed BCDC Bay Pian Amendments 

Dear Will and Cortnnissi6hers: 

r." AN FRANClSCl; l.IhY!;()NSE~VM1()N 
,;) & DEVELOPMENT COMtvU..,SION 

Sea level rise is a very real issue we mustface as a region anq that we must address head on, hut we 
believe it can be done in a way that enhances our economy and growth patterns. BCDC has done a good 
job of raising awareness of impending sea level rise; however, the recent Bay Plan Amendments that 
BCDC staffhas released wiil dramatically 'affect smart growth; urban infill housing, and above all, the 
quality of life in the Bay Area, 

Please add my voice and concern to the multitude of entitles that have already sent letters or voiced their 
concern at the recent BCDC commission hearing over the proposed Bay Plan Arhendments, including: the 
Bay Area Council; the East Bay Economic Development Alliance and San Mateo Comity Economic 

. Development Association (SAMCEDA); housing and development companies such as TMG Partners, 
large regional employers such as Oracle; govenunents like the City of San Jose; the City of San Francisco 
Mayor's Office; plus, the US Army Corps ofEllgineer; labor groups such as the California Alliance for 
Jobs; and many other local governments, agencies, and districts. 

The proposed amendments potentially impact $62 billion in existing shoreline development, 270,000 
people and 213,000 acres. By implementing such strict development restrictions, BCDC's plan could 
seriously affect the ability of developers to supply sustainable, transit-oriented housing, prevent business 
expansion and threaten the Bay Area economy. The proposal could push employees fu.rther away from 
their jobs, increase commutes, and in turn, increase greenhouse gas emissions and contribute to sea level 
rise - the very thing BCDC wishes to combat. 

Sincerely, 

C;;;w 
Guy Bjerke 
Manager, Bay Area Region & State Safety Issues 

1200 Oak Knoll Drive Concord, CA 94521 
(925) 681-8206. FAX: (925) 887-6674 • gbjerke@wspa.org • www.wspa.org 
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Will Travis 
San Francisco B, ay Conservation and Development Commissi,p.n,> j ,,..,-' ,""'r;,('nr , i"I':'"'" ('(}w5EKV/,:nfJH 
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50 California Street, Suite 2600 ""- &'DE'ifE~J)?MEm (YJMM1SS10N 
San Francisco, California 94111 

RE: Bay Plan Amendment No. 1-08, request for extension of the public comment period 

Dear Mr. Travis, 

On behalf of Silicon Valley Leadership Group,I am writing to request that the Commission allow 
more time for key stakeholders to provide feedback on Amendment No. 1-08. 

The Silicon Valley Leadership Group, founded in 1978 by David Packard of Hewlett-Packard, 
represents more than 325 of Silicon Valley's most respected employers on issues, programs and 
campaigns that affect the economic health and quality of life in Silicon Valley, including energy, 
transportation, education, housing, health care, tax policies, economic vitality and the 
environment. Leadership Group members collectively provide nearly one of every three private 
sector jobs in Silicon Valley. 

Climate change and rising sea levels are critical issues and we deeply appreciate the Bay 
Conservation and Development Commission's work to address' these serious challenges. 
However, we are concerned about the potential impact this amendment could have on our ability 
to meet the region's projected growth. For that reason, we respectfully request that the 
Commission hold off on making any decisions, allow time for impacted stakeholders to assess the 
proposal more thoroughly and provide constructive direction to the Commission. 

Accommodating the region's growth in an environmentally preferable manner is of utmost 
importance to the Leadership Group. Although our organization has not yet taken a specific 
position on the proposed amendment, we are concerned that the proposal may result in additional 
delays in an already cumbersome entitlement process. It ~s our hope that any proposal by the 
Commission would address the real issue of sea level rise while ensuring that we ease the process 
for building in the appropriate locations. 

We look forward to working with the Commission on this proposal and thank you for your 
consideration of our comments. 

Sincerely, 

(Y~L9 
Carl Guardino 
President and CEO 

cc: BCDC Commissioners 



Bel lllarin Keys 

October 21,2010 

Will Travis and BCDC Commissioners: 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 9411 ] 

Re: Proposed BCDC Bay Plan Amendments 

Dear Will and Commissioners: 

Connn-runty Se:nriees District 

SAN FRANCI~c() jJh l C( iNSERVATIUN 
& DEVELOP1,1ENT COMMISSION 

Sea level rise is a very real issue we must face as a region and that we must address head on, but 
we believe it can be done in a way that enhances our economy and growthpatterns. BCDC has 
done a good job of raising awareness of impendIng sea level rise; however, the recent Bay Plan 
Amendments that BCDC staffhas released will dramatically affect smart growth, urban infill 
housing, and above all, the quality of life in the Bay Area. 

Please add my voice and concern to the multitude of entities that have already sent letters or 
voiced their concern at the recent BCDC commission hearing over the proposed Bay Plan 
Amendments, including: the Bay Area Council; the East Bay Economic Development Alliance 
and San Mateo County Economic Development Association (SAMCEDA); housing and 
development companies such as TMG Partners, large regional employers such as Oracle; 
governments like the City of San Jose; the City of San Francisco Mayor's Office; plus, the US 
Army Corps of Engineer; labor groups such as the California Alliance for Jobs; and many other 
local governments, agencies, and districts. 

The proposed amendments potentially impact $62 billion in existing shoreline development, 
270,000 people and 213,000 acres. By implementing such strict development restrictions, 
BCDC's plan could seriously affect the ability of developers to supply sustainable, transit­
oriented housing, prevent business expansion and threaten the Bay Area economy. The proposal 
could push employees further away from their jobs, increase commutes, and in tum, increase 
greenhouse gas emissions and contribute to sea level rise - the very thing BCDC wishes to 
combat. 

Sincerely, 
Bel Marin Keys Community Services District\ 

~~~~ "rrn;;tP. s. Ganas, President 
Darrick Chase, Vice President 
Vincent Lattanzio Director 
Susan Leidy Director 
Mark Montobbio Director 

4 Montego Key • Novato, CA 94949 • Tel: (415) 883-4222 • Fax (415) 883-3683 .' E-mail: bmkcsd-om@sbcglobal.net 

www.bmkcsd.us 



SAN MATEO COUNTY 
BUILDING &. CONSTRUCTION TRADES COUNCIL 
1153 Chess Drive #206 • Foster City. CA 94404 • Tel. (650) 358-9977 • Fax (650) 358·9979 

October 20, 2010 

R. Sean Randolph 
Chairman 
BA Y CONSERVATION AND 
DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 
c/o Bay Area Council 
201 California. Street, Suite 1450 
San Francisco, CA 94111 

SAl\! ,Fl\J\..NClSCU :sA'!.' CONSERVP .. :I1.oN 
& DFvELOPMENT COM1..1ISSlON 

Will Travis 
Executive Director 
BAY CONSERVATION AND 
DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Re: Proposed Bay Plan Amendment 1-08 concerning climate change 

Chairman Randolph and Executive Director Travis: 

I am writing to express our continuing objections to the proposed land-use policies and 
guidelines contained in your agency's proposed amendment to the San Francisco Bay Plan on 
climate change and sea level rise. I also want to express our disappointment at the response to 
concerns raised in testimony and in letters by local governments, business, labor, housing and 
community stakeholders to the matter. 

Many who are just learning of Amendment 1-08 are raising concerns about its impact on 
local control, development, job creation, the region's ability to build more affordable housing, its 
capacity for paying for new levees and flood-control systems to protecting low-lying 
neighborhoods and business near the shoreline, as well as on other climate protection objectives, 
such as ii1fill residential groVlrth intended to get cars off the road and curb greenhouse gas 
emISSIons. 

We applaud BCDC leadership on raising awareness and the need for regional plarming 
and coordination in response to climate change and the implications of predicted sea level rise on 
the approximately 213,000 acres and tens of billions of dollars worth of property and public 
infrastructure and other assets within areas susceptible to flooding and inundation. 

Where we fault the agency is in its process that-whatever the reason-failed to engage 
residents, property owners, employers, local governments, nonprofit organizations and other 
interested parties in the writing of a land-use plan for confronting the challenges of sea level rise. 

®~73 



R. Sean Randolph and Will Travis 
October 20,2010 
Page Two of Two 

We respectfully request that you provide more time for education, input, dialogue, and an 
opportunity for stakeholders and interested parties to offer suggested improvements to the 
document before you. 

Thank you for your consideration of this request. If the San Mateo County Building and 
Construction Trades Council can be of assistance to you on any matter, please do not hesitate to 
call. 

Sincerely, 

!v4rcIi:Y 
William A. Nack 
Business Manager 



Bel Marin Keys 

October 21,2010 

R. Sean Randolph 
Chairman 
BAY CONSERVATION AND 
DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 
c/o Bay Area Council 
201 California Street, Suite 1450 
San Francisco, CA 94111 

Co:unnunity Se~1.ces District 

Will Travis SAN FRANCI:,CU bf,;'. CONSERVAJ'iUN 
Executive Director & DEVEU lPMENT COMMISSION 

BAY CONSERVATION AND 
DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Re: Proposed Bay Plan Amendment 1-08 concerning climate change 

Chairman Randolph and Executive Director Travis: 

I am writing to express our continuing objections to the proposed land-use 
policies and guidelines contained in your agency's proposed amendment to the San 
Francisco Bay Plan on climate change and sea level rise. I also want to express our 
disappointment at the response to concerns raised in testimony and in letters by local 
governments, business, labor, housing and community stakeholders to the matter. 

In the main, we applaud BCDC leadership on raising awareness and the need for 
regional plmming and coordination in response to climate change and the implications of 
predicted sea level rise on the approximately 213,000 acres and tens of billions of dollars 
worth of property and public infrastructure and other assets within areas susceptible to 
flooding and inundation. 

Where we fault the agency is in its process that-whatever the reason-failed to 
engage residents, property owners, employers, local governments, nonprofit 
organizations and other interested patiies in the writing of a land-use plan for confronting 
the challenges of sea level rise. 

Many who are just learning of Amendment 1-08 are raising concerns about its 
impact on local control, development, job creation, the region's ability to build more 
affordable housing, its capacity for paying for new levees and flood-control systems to 
protecting low-Iytng neighborhoods and business near the shoreline, as well as on other 
climate protection objectives, such as infill residential growth intended to get cars off the 
road and curb greenhouse gas emissions. 

Rather than substantive engagement and discussion of these issues and concerns, 
the initial response, we respectfully submit, was one of defensiveness and dismissive 

4 Montego Key • Novato, CA 94949 • Tel: (415) 883-4222 • Fax (415) 883-3683 • E-mail: bmkcsd-om@sbcglobal.net 
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finger-pointing, with BCDC leadership saying objectors have been duped, misled and 
misinformed. 

Our suggestion-rather, our request---is that you provide more time for education, 
input, dialogue, and an opportunity for stakeholders and interested parties to offer 
suggested improvements to the document before you. 

In closing, we applaud your leadership, but request that it be channeled to lead a 
comprehensive, solution-oriented approach that respects the interests of all stakeholders . 

. ~ /4 
~ AK ti--7't10 . SlfiCeT-e1y, 

Bel Marin Keys CSD 

Ernest P. S.Ganas President 

Darrick Chase Vice PresIdent 

Vincent Lattanzio Director 

Susan Leidy , Director 
0 

Mark Montobbio Director 

File 



October 21,2010 

BAY CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT COMMISSIONERS 
cia Will Travis 
Executive Director, BCDC 
50 Califomia Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Re: Proposed Bay Plan Amendment 1-08 

Dear Bay Conservation and Development Commissioners: 

We write to ask you to postpone your scheduled December 2d vote on the Bay Plan Amendment 
regarding the rising sea level to allow reasonable and full input into this critical action from East Bay 
EDA and the cities, counties and other regional agencies within the Bay Area. East Bay EDA is a public 
private partnership betweenpublic agencies, businesses and nonprofit organizations throughout Alameda 
and Contra Costa County. The mission of East Bay EDA is to estabhsh the East Bay as a world­
recognized location to grow businesses, attract capital and create quality jobs. We are committed to 
creating sustainable communities and ensuring the environmental as well as the economic. health of the 
East Bay. 

We support and applaud the effOlis of the Commission to address the issues of Climate Change 
and the potential impacts of a rising sea level and w~ appreciate that the Commission has been working 
on this issue for the past two years. At the same time, we are very concerned that your process has not 
included sufficient outreach to local governments and other regional agencies which are assigned 
primary responsibility for implementing the requirements of AB32 and SB375. 

While we do have vel)' serious concerns about the impacts of specific language in the 
Amendment on proposed and potential projects throughout the East Bay, we are more concerned that the 
actions ofBCDC are being conducted independently from the cities, counties and other regional agencies 
which are in the process of preparing Sustainable Action Plans (and Climate Change Strategies) in order 
to comply with the requirements of SB375. The failure ofBCDC to openly and fully coordinate with 
these agencies 'lihicb have direct responsibility for implementing SB375 threatens the ability of all of 
these agencies to effectively accomplish the purposes ofthe state legislation while carrying out 
productive, lawful and important economic development and public projects. Indeed, the actions of 
BCDC acting independently and without careful coordination with the other jurisdictions that are 
responsible for land use decisions may have unintended consequences that will further endanger 
the environment in the Bay Area and increase rather than decrease green house gas emissions. One 
clear example is the cloud that this Amendment would create over a number of pending and planned 

010072.000 1 \1678733.1 
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urban infill and transit oriented projects. We do not believe this is your intent - but it will be the result of 
your proposed action. 

We are also very concerned that the Commission has failed to comply with the 
. requirements of the,California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA). The Amendment of the Plan, 
with its direct affects on the existing 100 foot jurisdiction of the Commission and the proposed new area 
potentially covered by a 55 inch rise in the sea level and guidelines which will impact CEQA evaluations 
by every jurisdiction affected by this new estimated high tide line, is clearly a project which requires 
compliance with CEQA. lfthe Commission adopts this proposed Amendment without complying with 
CEQA it is very likely that there will be litigation which may affect the Amendment and every project 
potentially affected by the Amendment. This is not a result that will benefit the Commission, the people 
ofthe East Bay, or the purposes of SB375. 

We share your concern that the potential increase in sea level needs to be included in the CEQA 
evaluations and Sustainable Action Plans that will be done by the public agencies throughout the Bay 
Area. However, without careful coordination with the General Plans of the cities and counties within the 
Bay Area and the current state-required plans of other regional agencies, including the Bay Area Air 
Quality Management District and the Metropolitan Transportation Commission, the actions ofBCDC 
could frustrate rather than further the important goals of SB375. They also could dilute the efficacy ofthe 
Sustainable Action Plans that many of our members and the other affected jurisdictions are in the process 
of adopting. 

BCDC has a very important role to play in this complex set of plans and projects - but it is not 
appropriate for BCDC to act independently of the cities, counties and other agencies that are preparing 
plans that are required by state law and that are in active process now. We ask that you proceed only with 
full coordination with the affected public agencies in the Bay Area and in compliance with CEQA. 

Copies to: 

Sean Randolph, President & CEO, Bay Area Council Economic Institute; Chair, BCDC 
Keith Carson, Alameda County Supervisor District 5, Chair, East Bay Economic Development Alliance 
Alameda County Supervisors 
Susan Muranishi, County Administrator, Alameda County 
David Twa, County AdministJ:ator, Contra Costa County 
Mary Piepho, Conb:a Costa Supervisor, District III; 2nd Vice Chair, East Bay Economic Development Alliance 
East Bay City Managers and Economic Development Directors 

010072.000]\1678733.1 



October 21,2010 

R. Sean Randolph-Chainnan 
BAY CONSERVATION AND 
DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 
c/o Bay Area Council 
201 California Street, Suite 1450 
San Francisco, CA 94111 

JHS' 
Properties 

2165 Francisco Boulevard Easr • Suire A 
San Rafael, CA 94901 

(415) 453-0212 

Will T
" " • E ut' D' ect fax (415) 453-0421 raVIS- xec IVe :rr or 

BAY CONSERVATION AND 
DEVELOPMENT CO:MMISSION 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Re: Proposed Bay Plan Amendment 1-08 concerning clim,ate change 

Chairman Randolph and Executive Director Travis: 

I am writing to express our continuing objections to the proposed land-uSe 
policies and guidelines contained in your agency's proposed amendment to the San 
Francisco Bay Plan on climate change and sea level rise. I also want to express our 
disappointment at the response to concerns raised in testimony and in letters by local 
governments, business, labor, housing and community stakeholders to the matter. 

We own several developed and undeveloped commercial properties that will be 
negatively impacted by the proposed policies related to sea level rise. Our properties 
have been included, in some cases e"oneously, in the inundation maps proposed to be 
included in the Bay Plan Amendment. We have both filled and levee protected properties 
that will not be inundated in 16 or 55 inch sea level rise scenarios, yet they are shown 
underwater on your inundation maps. This amendment process needs to be slowed do\Vll 
considerably so that mapping errors can be corrected and the many affected stakeholders 
can weigh in. We have informed BCnC staff of these errors but have yet to receive a 
response. Clearly a process needs to be created to accept, analyze, and incorporate valid 
map changes. This will take time. 

Many stakeholders are just learning of Amendment 1-08, and like us have 
concerns about its impact on local control, development, job creation, the region's ability 
to build more affordable housing, its capacity for paying for new levees and flood-control 
systems to protecting low-lying neighborhoods and business near the shoreline, as well as 
on other climate protection objectives, such as infill residential growth intended to get 
cars off the road and curb greenhouse gas emissions. 

We request that you take more time to correct your maps, and also for education, 
input, dialogue, and an opportunity for stakeholders and interested parties to offer 
suggested improvements to the document before you. 

In closing, we applaud your leadership, but request that it be channeled to lead a 
comprehensive, solution-oriented approach that respects the interests of all stakeholders. 

Sincerely, 

Robert Herbst 
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OCTOBER 18, 2010 

TO: WILL TRAVIS AND BCDC COMMISSIONERS: 

50 CALIFORNIA STREET, SUITE 2600 

SAN FRANCISCO, CALIFORNIA 94111 

RE: PROPOSED BCDC BAY PLAN AMENDMENTS 

DEAR WILL AND COMMISSIONERS: 

[FJ [E rc ~ ~ \If ~ [QJ 
OCT 21 2010 

SAN .F1.{ANC1,')CiJ Jjf~'i CUNSERVATION 
l(~ DEVELOPMENT COMMlSS10N 

SEA LEVEL RISE IS A VERY REAL ISSUE WE MUST FACE AS A REGION AND THAT WE MUST ADDRESS HEAD ON, BUT 

WE BELIEVE IT CAN BE DONE IN A WAY THAT ENHANCES OUR ECONOMY AND GROWTH PATIERNS. BCDC HAS 

DONE A GOOD JOB OF RAISING AWARENESS OF IMPENDING SEA LEVEL RISE; HOWEVER, THE RECENT BAY PLAN 

AMENDMENTS THAT BCDC STAFF HAS RELEASED WILL DRAMATICALLY AFFECT SMART GROWTH, URBAN IN FILL 

HOUSING, AND ABOVE ALL, THE QUALITY OF LIFE IN THE BAY AREA. 

Please add my voice and concern to the multitude of entities that have already sent letters or voiced their concern 

at the recent BCDC commission hearing over the proposed Bay Plan Amendments, including: the Bay Area Councll; 

the East Bay Economic Development Alliance and San Mateo County Economic Development Association 

(SAMCEDA); housing and development companies such as TMG Partners, large regional employers such as Oracle; 

governments like the City of San Jose; the City of San Francisco Mayor's Office; plus, the US Army Corps of 

Engineer; labor groups such as the California Alliance for Jobs; and many other local governments, agencies, and 

districts. 

The proposed amendments potentially impact $62 billion in existing shoreline development, 270,000 people and 

213,000 acres. By implementing such strict deveiopment restrictions, BCDC's plan could seriously affect the ability 

of developers to supply sustainable, transit-oriented housing, prevent business expansion and threaten the S,lY 

Area economy. The proposal could push employees further away from their jobs, increase commutes, and in turn, 

increase greenhouse gas emissions and contribute to sea level rise - the very thing BCDC wishes to combat. 

~diaIlY, ;). . _ 

~~-t;~ 
Duncan L. Matteson 

Executive Committee 

Bay Area Coudl 

.) 

Oil ,'-.' .'_ 

One Lagoon Drive, Suite 200 I Redwood City, California 94065 I 650.802.1800 PHONE I 650.802.1811 FAX 
W'ww.mattesoncompanies.com 

Matteson Realty Services, Inc. DRE Lic. 01193115 I Matteson Real Estate Equities, Inc. DRE Lie. 01787731 
Matteson Management Services, Inc. DRE Lic. 01204246 I JE Matteson, Inc. DRE Lic. 01830301 



21 October 2011 

Sean Randolph, Chair 
Bay Conservation and Development Commission 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, CA 94111 

ATT: JOE LE CLAIR 

~EJCHARDSON 
7\.:-: . BAY 'l\.uduDon 

CENTER 

SAN FP,hNCbCU li/,j' cur,S,EHVATJ.0N 
~'. I>EY1.:I.'{)l~tv1Eh·T C(J,~~1M1SSJ.()r~ 

RE: PROPOSED BAY PLAN AMENDMENT FOR CLIMATE CHANGE 

Dear Chairman Randolph: 

Thank you for considering Audubon California's comments on proposed Bay Plan 
Amendment 1-08 concerning Policies and Findings on Climate Change. Sea level rise has 
the potential to cause devastating losses not only to public safety, shoreline protection, 
public access and other development, but to the Estuary's ecosystem and species that 
depend on it. The potential loss of tidal marshes and related habitats will have global 
impacts including diminished fish populations, reduced Pacific Flyway bird populations, 
and extinction. We urge revisions to Bay Plan Findings and Policies as discussed below 
in order to more effectively address anticipated ecosystem impacts of climate change: 

1. Fish, Wildlife and Plants 
Language should be added that more comprehensively addresses fish and wildlife that 
depend on the Estuary. Current Policies and Findings contain a few references to 
ecosystem benefits (Finding k, Policy 2.b., and Policy 4) but do not even mention the 
importance of tidal marshes to endangered plants, mammals and birds, and migratory 
birds. The new section should provide Findings on the importance of tidal marshes for 
plants, fish, migratory and resident birds, and particularly endangered species, including 
the California clapper rail, salt marsh harvest mouse, Chinook salmon, steelhead and 
other native fish. 

One of the most critical changes resulting from sea level rise will be the loss of high and 
mid marshes and of adj acent uplands. All of the tidal marsh dependent species, 
California clapper rail, salt marsh harvest mouse and plants, addressed by the recently­
released "Draft Tidal Marsh Ecosystem Recovery Plan for Central and North Coast 
California" depend on high marshes. Uplands adjacent to tidal marsh provide essential 
refugia for rails and harvest mice during high tide event from avian and other predators. 

In addition to ensuring high and mid marshes can move landward, the Climate Change 
Findings and Policies should recognize the distinction between high tide refugia habitat, 
which is an essential part of the tidal marsh habitat for endangered rails and mice, and 
buffers, which are needed to protect both marsh and refugia habitat and should be 
landward of the refugia habitat. 
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We agree with Policy #4 and suggest that it be expanded to clarifY that 1ll1developed 
lands suitable for refugia and buffer habitats be protected from development and also be 
acquired to facilitate ecosystem protection and restoration. 

2. California Climate Adaption Stra,tegy. 
Sections of the Adaptation Strategies and Actions (Executive Order S 13-08) should be 
included as policies. We find the following specific strategies important to include: 

Strategy 1: A void Future Hazards and Protect Critical Habitat 
a. Hazard Avoidance Policy: ... prohibit development of undeveloped, vulnerable 
shorelines containing critical habitat or opportunities for habitat creation" 
c. Habitat Protection: "The state should identify priority conservation areas and 
recommend lands that should be cons~dered for acquisition and preservation. The state 
should consider prohibit(ing) projects that would place development in undeveloped 
areas already containing critical habitat and those containing opportunities for tidal 
wetland restoration, habitat migration or buffer zones. The strategy should likewise 
encourage projects that protect critical habitats, fish wildlife and other aquatic organisms 
and connections between coastal habitats. The state should pursue activities that can 
increase natural resilience, such as restoring tidal wetlands ... and related habitats; ... and, 
maintain upland buffer areas around tidal wetlands. 

These strategies prohibit ~evelopment anq: support acquisition of 1ll1developed s~~relines 
that provide opportunities for habitat creation. We emphasize that is not sufficient to 
protect existing habitat. Protecting lands that "provide opportunities for restoration" are 
critical to allow marshes to migrate landward. We encourage BCDC to consider 
expanding jurisdiction for the purpose of protecting suitable shoreline areas for 
ecosystem protection and restoration. 

3. Public Access 
We are concerned that the requirement in Policy 6 that "Any public access provided as a 
condition of development remain viable in the event of future sea level rise." This 
requirement could mean that permitees would ultimately have little choice but to relocate 
trails, as sea level rises, actually through tidal marshes. This requirement should be 
deleted in order to avoid the potential for adverse impacts to marsh habitats in the. future. 

Thank you for considering our recommendations. 

Sincerely, 

Brook!; Langston 
Director 
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R. Sean Randolph 
Chairman 
BAY CONSERVATION AND 
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clo Bay Area Council 
201 California Street, Suite 1450 
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Will Travis OCT '2 12010 
Executive Director 
BAY CONSERVATION",~rfBlANCJ~CU hAi CUNSERVATiON 
DEVELOPMENT COMMl'SSiON,OPlv1El'i"1' COMMISSION 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

. Re: Proposed Bay Plan Amendment 1-08 concerning climate change 

Chairman Randolph and Executive Director Travis: 

I am writing to express our objections to the proposed land-use policies and guidelines contained 
in your agency's proposed amendment to the San Francisco Bay Plan on climate change and sea 
level rise. I also want to express our disappointment at the response to concerns raised in 
testimony and in letters by local governments, business, labor, housing and community 
stakeholders to the matter. 

In the main, we applaud BCDC leadership on raising awareness and the need for regional 
planning and coordination in response to climate change and the implications of predicted sea 
level rise on the approximately 213,000 acres and tens of billions of dollars worth of property and 
public infrastructure and other assets within areas sU$ceptible to flooding and inundation. 

Where we fault the agency is in its process that-whatever the reason-failed to engage 
residents, property owners, employers, local governments, nonprofit organizations and other 
interested parties in the writing of a land-use plan for confronting the challenges of sea level rise. 

Many who are just learning of Amendment 1-08 are raising concerns about its impact on local 
control, development, job creation, the region's ability to build more affordable housing, its 
capacity for paying for new levees and flood-control systems to protecting lOW-lying 
neighborhoods and business near the shoreline, as well as on other climate protection objectives, 
such as infill residential growth intended to get cars off the road and curb greenhouse gas 
emissions. 

Our suggestion~rather, our request---is that you provide more time for education, input, 
dialogue, and an opportunityfor stakeholders and interested parties to offer suggested 
impiOvements to the document before you. 

We applaud your leadership, but request that it be channeled to lead a comprehensive, solution­
oriented approach that respects the interests of all stakeholders. 

?fiereKV~ 
'~Iar-V. 

E-Mail: yard@kkmi.com • www.kkmi.com 
Phone: (510) 235-5564 • Fax: (510) 235-4664 
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October 20,2010 

San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

RE: Proposed Amendments to the Bay Plan 

Dear Commissioners: 
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OCT 2 1 2010 --

SAN FRA.NCISC:O HAY CONSERVATION 
& DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 

The City of Suisun City is one of many local communities affected by the Bay Plan and eeOC's involvement in the review of local 
projects. We understand that a process is underway to adopt certain amendments to this Plan. While we recognize that climate 
change and sea level rise may have a major impact in our community at some time in the future, it is critical that stakeholders and 
all levels of government collectively address this issue. Further policies should not foreclose protection or development without 
consideration for innovation and engineering that may address concerns. 

The impact and scope of what is proposed is truly incredible. As I understand from information provided by BCOC's staff, $62 
BILLON in existing development along with 270,000 people and 213,000 acres are involved. Much of this area is well outside the 
Commission's existing geographic and policy jurisdiction. 

The real question is the hurried nature of this process. Climate change and sea level rise are not imminent. No people or 
properties are threatened with immediate or irreparable harm. The implications of the proposed amendments are gargantuan. 
Consequently, the only appropriate response to the concerns being raised by a broad group of local governments, agencies, 
districts, regulatory authorities, labor, economic development groups, housing advocates and development companies is to SLOW 
this process down and provide for a comprehensive and transparent process, with a full vetting of the implications for public 
scrutiny. 

Sincerely, 

SU~9d~ 

DEPARTMENTS: AREA CODE (707) 
ADMINISTRATION 421-7300. PLANNING 421-7335. BUILDING 421-7310. FINANCE 421-7320 
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Buildf6~.fi,ades Santa Clara & San Benito Counties 
The outstanaj,~g;::;~(,kforce Building & Construction Trades Council 

,--

Neil M. Struthers 
Chief Executive Officer 

J OSUt Garcia 
Deputy Executive Officer 

Robert Baldini 
President 

Asbestos Workers J 6 
Boilermakers 549 

Brick & Tile 3 
Northern California 

Carpenters Regional Council 
Carpenters 405 

Carpet & Linoleum 12 
Cement Masons 400 

Drywall Lathers 9144 
Electricians 332 

Elevator Constructors 8 
Glaziers 1621 

Iron Workers 377 
Laborers 270 

Laborers 67 
Millmen 262 

Millwrights 102 
Operating Engineers 3 

Painters District Council 16 
Painters 507 

Plasterers 300 
Plumbers & Steamfitters 393 
Roofers & Waterproofers 95 

Sheet Metal Workers 104 
Sign, Display 510 

Sprinkler Fitters 483 
Teamsters 287 

Affiliated with: 
State Building and 

Construction Trades 
Council of California 

California Labor 
Federation, AFL-CIO 

California Labor C.O.P.E. 
South Bay AFL-CIO 

Labor Council 

2102 Almaden Road Suite 101, San Jose, CA 95125-2190· Phone 408.265.7643· Fax 408.265.2080 

October 19, 2010 

R. Sean Randolph 
Chairman 
BAY CONSERVATION AND 
DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 
c/o Bay Area Council 
201 California Street, Suite 1450 
San Francisco,. CA 94111 
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Will Travis 
Executive Director 
BAY CONSERVATION AND 
DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Re: . Proposed Bay Plan Amendment 1-08 concerning climate change 

Chairman Randolph and Executive Director Travis: 

I am writing to express our continuing objections to the proposed land-use 
policies and guidelines contained in your agency's proposed amendment to the 
San Francisco Bay Plan on climate change and sea level rise. I also want to 
express our disappointment at the response to concerns raised in testimony and in 
letters by local governments, business, labor, housing and community stakeholders 
to the matter. 

Many who are just learning of Amendment 1-08 are raising concerns about 
its impact on local control, development, job creation, the region's ability to build 
more affordable housing, its capacity for paying for new levees and flood-control 
systems to protecting low:-Iying neighborhoods and business near the shoreline, as 
well as on other climate protection objectives, such as infill residential growth 
intended to get cars off the road and curb greenhouse gas emissions. 

In the main, we applaud BCDC leadership on raising awareness and the 
need for regional planning and coordination in response to climate change and the 
implications of predicted sea level rise on the approximately 213,000 acres and 
tens of billions of dollars worth of property and public infrastructure and. other 
assets within areas susceptible to flooding and inundation. 

Where we fault the agency is in its process that-whatever the reason­
failed to engage residents, property owners, employers, local governments, 
nonprofit organizations and other interested parties in the writing of a land-use plan 
for confronting the challenges of sea level rise. 

www.scbtc_ol·g 
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Ulll0lllABEl 

R. Sean Randolph and Will Travis 
October 19, 2010 
Page Two· 

Our suggestion-rather, our request---is that you provide more time for 
education, input, dialogue, and an opportunity for stakeholders and interested parties to 
offer suggested improvements to the document before you. 

In closing, we applaud your leadership, but request that it be channeled to lead a 
comprehensive, solution-oriented approach that respects the .interests of all 

. stakeholders. 

Neil Struthers 
CEO 

" " : 
~. "-·i~t110J/ ,"" 

Sui I d'f6':g;Yt;ad e s 
The Qutstaniiling'WGtkforce 

0-fc~ "';:~:~";t, .~o 
r 0 , t. ; ,'\' 



5112)7487871 OE3 DISTRICT 28 PAGE B2,/82 

OPERATING ENGINEERS LOCAL IJNION No.3 
1620 South Loop Road, Alameda, CA 94502 • (510) 748-7400 a FAX (510) 748,7401 
Jurisdiction: Northern California, Northern Nevada, Utah, Hawaii, and the Mid-Pacific Islands 

, , Business Manag~r Russ Bu~ns, ", :, , 

October 21 , 201 0 

Will Travis and BCDC Commissioners 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, CaJifomia 9411 J 

Re: Proposed BCDC Bay Plan Amcnd111ents 

Deal' Will and Commissioners: 

SAN ,FJ,{ANCISLU ox; CUNS)~KVAn(jN 
&: DEVEl.OPN!ENT CUMMJSSJON 

Sea level rise is a very real issue we mllst face as a region and that we 111USt: address hea.d on, but we 
believe it can be done in a way that enhances our economy and growth patterns, BCDC has done a good 
job ofraising awa,reness of impending sea, level rise; however, the recent Bay Plan Amendments I:ha1 
BCDC s1:a:ffhas released will dramatically aftect sma!'t growth, urban infill housing, and above all, the 
quality of life in the Bay Area. 

Plea.se add my voice and concern to the multitude of entities that have a.lready sent letters or voiced their 
CQtlC0m at the recent BCDC COm111issjon hearing over the proposed Bay Plan A111011dmel1ts, including: the 
Bay Area Council; the East Bay Economic Development Alliance and San Mateo COllnty Economic 
Development Association (SAMCBDA); housing and development. companies such as TMG Partners, 
large regional employers sllch as Oracle; governments like the City of San .lose; the City of San Francisco 
Mayor's Office; plus, the US Army Corps of E11gineel'; Ia.bor groups slIch as the California Allia.nce for 
Jobs; and many other local governments, agencies, and districts, 

The proposed amendments potentially impact $62 billion in existing shoreline development, 270,000 
people and 213,000 acres. By il11plemer1ting such strict development restrictions, BeDC's plan could 
seriously aPrect the a.bility or developers to supply sustainable, tra.nsit-oriented housing, prevent business 
expa.nsion and threaten the Bay Al'ea economy. The proposal could push employees further avvay from 
their jobs, increase commutes, and in turn, increase grecllhou.se ga.s emissions and oontribute1:0 sea level 
rise ,- the very thing BCDC wishes to combat. 

Business M;),nager 
IUOE General Vice President 

REB :srnccl ;iuoe3/afJ-cio 

------------------------- --------
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Michael R, Walker 
President, Northern California 
One California Street, Sliite 2100 
San Francisco, CA 94111 
415 273-4524 direct 
415273-4549 fax 

wrH TravIs and BCDC Commissioners 
50 California Street) suite 2.600 
Sail Francisco) California 94111 

Re; Proposed eeoc Bay plan Amendments 

Dear Will and Commissioners: 

October 18) 2010 

lo~ ~ (C; ~ ~W~\QJ 
Ji OCT 21 2010 . 

SAN FRANC1SC() bhY CONSER~XnON 
&. DEVELOPMEl:,1'"[ COMMISSlON 

Sea level rise Is a very real issue we must face as a region and that we must address head all, but We believe It 
can be done in a way that enhances our economy and growth patterns, eCDC has done a good job of raisiiig 
awareness of impendIng sea level rIse, however, the recent Bay Plan Amendments that BCDt staff has 
released will dramatically affect smart growth, urban Infrll hOUSIng, and above all) the quality of life In the Bay 
Area, 

Please add my voice ami concern to the multitude of el1tltle5 that have already sent fetters pr voiced their 
concern at tile recent Elcne commlsslotl hearIng over the proposed Bay Plan Amendments, Including: the Bay 
Area Councili the East Bay Economic Development Alliance and San Mateo County Economic Development 
Association {SAMCEDA}; housing ahd development companIes suth as TMG Partners} large regIonal employers 
such as OracJej governments like the CIty of San Jose; the City of San Francisco Mayor's Office; plus, the u.s, 
Army COI"PS of Englnee,"; labor groups such as the California Alliance for Jobs; and many other loca! 
governments, agencies, and districts, 

The IJroposed amendments potentially impact $62 billion In existIng shoreline development} 270}000 people 
and 213,000 acres. By implementing such.strlct development restrictions, BeDes plan could serIously affect 
the ability of developers to supply sustaInable, transit-oriented housing} preveht busIness expansion and 
threaten the Bay Area economy. The proposal could push etnjJloyees further away from their jabs, increase 
commutes, and in turn, increase greenhouse gas emissIons and contribute to sea level rise - the very thIng 
BCDC wishes to combat. 

Sincerely, 

~ 
Michael R, Walker 
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October 18, 2010 

Will Travis and BCDC Commissioners 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 941.11 

Fax: 
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SAN FRANCISC(J DAY CONSEkv.ATION 
& DEVELUF'MENT COMMISSION 

Re: Proposed BCDC Bay Plan Amendments 

Dear Mr. Travis and Commissioners: 

Oct 18 2010 04:09pm POOi/00i 
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Sea level rise is a very real issue we must face as a. reglon and that we I'll ust address head all, but we 
believe it can be done in a way that enhances aur economy and growth patterns. BCDC has done a 

good job of raising awareness of impending sea level rise; however, the recent Bay Plan Amendments 
that BCDC staff has released will dratnatically affect smart growth, urban.infill housing, and above alll 

the quality of life in the Bay Area. 

Please add our voice and concern to the multitude of entities that have a Iready sent letters or voiced 
their concern at the recent BCDC commission hearing over the proposed Bay Plan Amendments, 
including: the Bay Area Council; the East Bay Economic Development Alliance and San Mateo County 
Economic Development Association (SAMCEDA); housing and development companies such as TMG 
Partners; large regional employers such as Oracle; government entities like the City of San Jose; the 
City of San Francisco Mayor's Office; plus, the US Army Corps of Engineer; labor groups such as the 
California Alliance for Jobs; and many other local governments, agencies, <:lnd districts. 

The proposed amendments potentially impact $62 billion in existing shoreline development, 270,000 
people and 213,000 acres. By implementing such strict development restrictions, BCDC's plan could 
seriously affect the ability of developers to supply sustainable, transit·oriented housing, prevent 
business expansion and threaten the Bay Area economy. The proposal could push employees further 
away from their jobs, increase commutes, and in turn, increase greenhouse gas emissions and 
contriblM to sea level rise - the very thing BCDC wishes to combat 

Sincerely, 

/'i 
I I' n ~----------, 

Cnthia ParkY 

!7Sidem & CEO . 
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October 18, 2010 

To! Will Travis and BCOC Commissioners: 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Re: Proposed BCDC Bay Plan Ame'ndments 

WEBCORBUILDERS 
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S/.N FRANCISC(; bAY CONSERVATION 
& DEVELOPMENT COlvtMlSSION 

Dear Will and Commissioners: , ' 

PAGE 01/01 

Sea level rise is a very real issue we must face as a region and that we must address head on, 
but we believe it can be done in a way that enhances our economy and growth patterns. BeDC 
has done a good job of raising awareness of impending sea level risej however, the recent Bay 
Plan Amendments that BeDC Staff has released will dramatically affect smart growth, urban 
infill housing,'and above all, the quality of life iii the Bay Area. 

Please add my voice and concerntd the multitude of entities that have already sent letters or 
voiced their concern at the recent BCDC commission hearing over the proposed Bay Plan 
Amendments, j'ncluding: the Bay Area Council; the East Bay Economic Development Alliance 
and San Mateo County Economic Development Association (SAMCEDA); housing and 
development companies such as TMG Partners, large regional employers such ,as Oraclei 
governments ,like the City of San Jose; the City of San Francisco Mayor's Office; plus, the us 

, Army Corps of Engineer; labor groups such as the California Alliance for Jobs; and many other 
local governments, agencies, and districts. 

The.proposed amendments potentially impact $62 billion in existing shoreline development} 
270}000 peopl'e and 213,000 acres. By implementing such strict development restrictions, 
BCDC's plan could seriously affectthe ability of developers to supply sustainable, transit~ 
oriented housing, prevent bUsiness expansion and threaten the Bay Area economy. The 
proposal coul'd push employees further away from their jobs, increase commutes, and in turn} 
increase greenhouse gas emissions and contribute to sea level rise -the very thing BCDC wishes 

, . 
to combat. 

Sincerely, 

BAC Member 

Andrew J. Ball 
PreSident/CEO 

Webcor Builders 
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Sea level rise is a very real isslle we must face as a region and that we must address head on, but we 
believe it can be done in a way that enhanceR OUl' economy and growLh patterns. BCDC has done a good 
job of raising awareness of impending sea level rise; however, the recent Bay Plan Amendments th<'it 
BeDC staff has released will dramatically affect smart growth, urban infill hOllsing; and above all, the 
qu<~Jity oflife in the Bay Area. 

Please add my voice and cOncern to the multitude of entities that have already sent letters or voiced their 
concern at the recent BCDCcommission hearing over the proposed Bay 'Plan Amendnlems, including: 
the Bay Area Council; the East Bay Economic.; Development Alliance and Sail Mateo Coumy Economic 
Development Association (SAMCEDA)~ housing and development compitnies such as TMG Partners, 
large regiomtl employers such as Oracle; governments like the City of San Jose; the City of San 
Francisco Mayor's Office; p1us, the US Army Corps of Engineel'; labor groups such as the California 
Al.1iance for Jobs; and many other local governments, agencies, and dislTicts. 

P. 01 

The proposed amendments potentially impact $62 billion in existing shoreline development, 270,000 
people and 213,000 aCres. By implementing such strict development restrictions, BCDC's plan could 
seriously afFec~ ~he ability of developers to supply susLain<'ible, transit-oriented hOLlsing, prevent business 
expansion and threaten the Bay Area ceonomy. The proposal could push employees further away from 
their jobs, increase commutes, and in turn, increase greenhouse gas emissions and contribllte to sea level 
rise - the vcry thing BCDC wishes to co,mbat. 

Sincerely, 

BACMember 
Mo.l'ic Geisreiter 
Exec,ltive Vice Presidenl, Regional Manaf,ring Director 
Grubb & Eills Comp,my 
One .Bush Street, 8th Floor 
S,111 Fr4!)ciI)CCl, CA 94104 
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October 20, 2010 

Will Travis and BCDC Commissioners 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Rs: Proposed BCDC Bay Plan Amendments 

Dear Wlll and Commissioners: 

Sea level rise is a very real issue we must face as a region and that we must address head on, but 
we believe it can be donE! in a way that enhances our econbmy and growth patterns, BCDC has 
done a good job of raisine awareness of impending sea level risei however, the recent Bay Plan 
Amendmentsthat eeDC staff has released will dramatically affect smart growth, urban infill 
housing, and above all, the quality of life in the Bay Area. 

Please add myvoice and concern to the multitude of entities that haVe already sent letters or 
voiced theirconcerilat the 'recent 'BCDC Commission hearing over the proposed Bay Plan 
Amendments, including: the Bay Area Council: the East Bay Economic Development Alliance and 
San Mateo County Economic Development Association (SAMCEDA)i hOl:lsing and development 
companies such as TMG Partners, large regional employers such as. Oraclei governments like the 
City of San Jose; the City of Sari Francisco Mayor's Office; plus, the US Army Corps of Engineer; 
labor groups such as the California Alliance for Jobs; and many other local governments, 
agencies, and districts. 

The proposed amendments potentially impact $62 billion in existing shoreline development, 
270,000 people and 213,000 acres. By implementing such strictdevel,Opment restrictions, 
BCDC's plan could seriously affect the ability of developers to supply $ustain~ble, transit­
oriented housing, prevent business expanSion and threaten the Bay Area economy. The 
proposal could push employees further away from their jobs, increase commutes, and in turn, 
increase greenhouse gas emissions and contribute to sea level rise - the very thing BeDC wishes 
to combat. 

Sincerely, 

Paul Wltkay 
Founder & eEl) 

SAC Member 

100 Prillgle AvtHlu~ 

Suite 233 
Walnut Creek, GA 94596 

925·942·2400 
925·9~2·2~06 ttiX 

www.AllianceufCEOo.LuIII 
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BAY CONSERVATION AND 
DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 c/o Bay A.rea Council 

201 California Street, Suite 1450 
San Francisco, CA 94 J 11 

San Francisco, California 94111 

Re: Proposed Bay Plan Amendment 7 -08 concerning climate change 

Chairman Randolph and Executive Director Travis: 

I am writing to express our continuing objections to the proposed 
land-use policies and guidelines contained in your agency's proposed 
amendment to the San Francisco Bay Plan on climate change and sea 
level rise. I also want to express our disappointment at the response 
to concerns raised in testimony and in letters by local governments, 
business, labor, housing and community stakeholders to the matter. 

We applaud BCDC leadership on raising awareness and the need for 
regional planning and coordination in response to climate change and 
the implications of predicted sea level rise on the. approximately 
213,000 acres and tens of billions of dollars worth of property and 
public infrastructure and other assets within areas sus.ceptfble to 
flooding and inundation. 

Where we fault the agency is in its process that-whatever the 
reason-failed to engage residents, property owners, employers, local 
governments, nonprofit organizations and other interested parties in 
the writing of a land-use plan for confronting the challenges of sea 
level rise. 

Many who are just learning of Amendment 1-08 are ralsmg concerns 
about its impact on local control, development, job creation, the 
region's ability to build more affordable housing, its capacity for 
paying for new levees and flood-control systems to protecting low­
lying neighborhoods and business near the shoreline, as well as on 
other climate protection objectives, such as infill residential growth 
intended to get cars off the road and curb greenhouse gas emissions. 

1301 ShDreway Road, Suite 150 I Belmont. Callfomla 94002 I P 650.413.5600. I F 650.413.5909 I 'Iffl'r't'.samcedll.org 

------- ----------~------------.---------.----- _._-_. - _._._ .. _ .. _. 
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Rather than substantive engagement and discussion of these 
issues and concerns, the initial response, we respectfully submIt, 
was one of defensiveness and dismissive flnger"polnting, with 
BCDC leadership saying objectors have been duped, misled and 
misinformed. 

Our suggestion~rather, our request···js that you· provide more 
time for education. input, dialogue, and an opportunity for 
stakeholders and interested parties to offer suggested 
improvements to the document before you. 

In dOSing, we appreciate you taking the lead on this issue, but 
request that it be channeled to lead a comprehensive, solution" 
oriented approach that respects the interests of all stakeholders. 

~reIY_.~ ..-...... 

Rosanne Foust 
PreSident & CEO 

:1.301 ShorewAy Road, SUI\B 150 1 Belmoot, California 94002 I P 6S0.413.5Wb I F 650.413,5909 I www.samcedB,org 
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Gensler 

Hills Plaza 
2 Harrison Street. Suite 400 
San Fr~ncisco CA 94105 
USA 

October 18, 2010 

Tel 415.433.3700 
Fax 415.836,4590 

To: Will Travis and BCDC Commissioners: 
50 Callfornia street, Sulte '2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Re: Proposed BCDC Bay Plan Amendments 

Dear Will and Commissioners: 

Sea level rise is a very real issue we must fOlce as a region and that we must address head a ,but we 
believe it can be done in a way that enhances our economy and growth patterns. BCDC ha done a 
good job of raising awareness of impending sea level rise; however, the recent Bay Plan Alendments 
that eeDC staff has released will dramatically affect smart growth, urban inflll housing, an, above all, 
the quality of Ilfe in the Bay Area. ; 

Please add my voice and concern to the multitude of entities ,that have already sent letterslor Yoiced, 
their concern at the recent BCDC commission hearing over the proposed Bay Plan AmendTents, 
including: the Bay Area Council; the East Bay Economic Development Alliance and San Mateo County 
Economic Development Association (SAMCEDA); housing and development companies su~h as TMG 
Partners, large regional employers such as Oracle; governments like the City of San Jose; t~e City of 
San Francisco Mayor's Office; plus, the US Army Corps of Engineer; labor groups such as tie 
California Alliance for Jobs; and many other local governments, agencies, and districts. 

The proposed amendments potentially impact $62 billion in existing shoreline developme t,270,OOO 
people and 213,000 acres. By implementing such strict development restrictions, BCDC's Ian could 
seriously affect the ability of ?evelopers to supply sustainable, transit-oriented housing, prrvent 
business expansion and threaten the Bay Area economy. The proposal could push emploYyes further 
away from their jobs, increase commutes, and in turn, increase greenhouse gas emissions nd 
contribute to sea level rise - the very thing BCDC Wishes to comba.t. 

MAG:bp 
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Sent Via Fax 415.98l.6408 
October 18,2010 

To: Will Travis Clnd BCDC Commissioners: 
50 California Street, Suite 2600· 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Re: Proposed BCDC Bay Plall Amendments 

Dear Will and Commissioners: 

SClbra-co D~v!?lopr.lt::tH Com?~n~. LLC $c)b:ato r'i;lmily Hr.j\d'ng~, LL( 
Snuratc 5llilcie.,:., In;:tJ(por~\~ci 5(')br~~c; Fc/;niJ..,. F::"JnrbUt-lf 

50br;:lt-=-' C;)l"lst:uc:tion Cc)rpo(a'tior" 

Sea level rise is a vcry real issue we must face as a region and that we must address head on, but we believe 
it can be done in a way that enhallCes our economy and growth patterns. BCDC has done a good job of 
raising a"vareness of impendlng sea level risc; 110WCYCr, the recent Bay Plan Amendments that BCDC staff 
has released will dramatically affect smart grow!h, llrban infill hOllsing, and above all, the quality of life ill 
the Bay Area. 

Please add my voice and concern to the multitude of entities that have already sent ldters or voiced their 
concern at the recent BeDe commission hearing over the proposed Bay Plan Amendments, including: lhe 
Bay Area Cound.1; !he East Bay Bconomic DevelopmcmAlliallce and San Mateo COllnty Economic 
DeveJopnlem Associ<liion (SA MCEDA); housjng and development cODlpanies such as TMG Partners, large 
regional employers such a.<; Oracle; governments like ilie City of San Jose; the City of San FraIlciseo 
Mayor's Office; plus, the US Army Corps of Engineer; Jabal' groups such as the California Alliance for 
.Tobs; and many other local governments, agencies, and districts. 

The proposed amendmenIs potentially impact $62 billion in existing shorcllne development, 270,000 
people and 213,000 acres. By implementing such strict devclopmenlrestrietions. BCDC's pl~Ul could 
seriously affect the ability of developers 10 supply sustainable, lIansh-oriented housing, prevent business 
expansion and threaten the:: Bay Area economy. The proposal could push employees further away from 
"[\leir jobs, increase commutes, and in tum. increase greenhouse gas emissions and contribute to sea level 
rise - the very thing BCDC wishes to combat. 

Sincerely, 

--_. __ .. --_._-- ._-_._--.. ----.. ~--.---.... --.. ---.--.---
& 10600 N. De Anza Boulevard, Ste, 200, Cupertino, CA 95014-2075 P (408) 446-0700 F (408) 446·0583 vvww.sobrBto.com 
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October 18,2010 
To: Will Travis and BCDC Commissioners: 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

R T I E S 

RE: PROPOSED BCDC BAY PLAN AMENDMENTS 

Dear Will and Commissioners: 

Sea level rise is a very real issue we must face as a region and that we must address head 
on, but we believe it can be done in a way that enhances our economy and growth 
patterns. BCDC has done a good job of raising awareness of impending sea level rise; 
however, the recent Bay Plan Amendments that BCDC staff has released will 
dramatically affect smart growth, urban infill housing, and above all, the quality of life in 
the Bay Area. 

Please add my voice and concern to the multitude of entities that have already sent letters 
or voiced their concern at the recent Bcnc commission hearing over the proposed Bay 
Plan Amendments, including: the Bay Area Council; the East Bay Economic 
Development Alliance and San Mateo County Economic Development Association 
(SAMCEDA);hollsing and development companies such as TMG Partners, large 
regional employers such as Oracle; governments like the City of San Jose; the City of 
San Francisco Mayor's Office; plus, the US Anny Corps of Engineer; labor groups such 
as the California Alliance for Jobs; and many other local governments, agencies, and 
districts. 

The proposed amendments potentially impact $62 billion in existing shoreline 
development, 270,000 people and 213,000 acres. By implementing such strict 
development restrictions, BCDC's plan could seriously affect the ability of developers to 
supply sustainable, transit-oriented housing, prevent business expansion and threaten the 
Bay Area economy. The proposal could push employees further away from their jobs, 
increase commutes, and in turn, increase greenhouse gas emissions and contribute to sea 
level rise - the vei"y thing BCDC wishes to combat. 

Sincerely, 

BACMember 

88 Perry Street 
San Francisco, CA 94107 

Phone: (415) 247-7373 
Fax (415) 247-7376 
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Will Travis and BCDC Commissioners 
BCDC 
50 California St., Suite 2600 . 
San Francisco, CA 94111 

Dear Mr. Travis and Commissioners: 
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Sea level rise is a very real issue we must face as a region and that we must address head 
on, but we believe it can be done in a way that enhances our economy and growth 
patterns. BCDC has done a good job of raising awareness of impending sea level rise; 
however, the recent Bay Plan Amendments that BCDC staff has released will 
dramatically affect smart growth, urban infill housing, and above all, the quality oflife in 
the Bay Area .. 

Please add my voice and concern to the multitude of entities that have already sent letters .. 
or voiced their concern at the recent BCDC commission hearing over the proposed Bay 
Plan Amendments, including: the Bay Area Council; the East Bay Economic 
Development Alliance and San Mateo County Economic Development Association 
(SAMCEDA); housing and development companies such as TMG Partners, large 
regional employers such as Oracle; governments like the City of San Jose; the City of 
San Francisco Mayor's Office; plus, the US Army Corps of Engineer; labor groups such 
as the California Alliance for Jobs; and many other local governments, agencies, and 
districts. 

The proposed amendments potentially irhpact $62 billion in existing shoreline 
development, 270,000 people and 213,000 acres. By implementing such strict 
development restrictions, BCDC's plan could seriously affect the ability of developers to 
supply sustainable, transit-oriented housing, prevent business expansion and threaten the 
Bay Area economy. The proposal could push employees further away fro'm their jobs, 
increase commutes, and in turn, increase greenhouse gas emissions and contribute to sea 
level rise - the very thing BCDC wishes to corribat. 

Sincerely, 

i;&2!:~ 
Owner 
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October 18,2010 

To: Will Travis and BCDC Commissioners: 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Re: Proposed BCDC Bay Plan Amendments 

Dear Will and Commissioners: 

9253618913 p.1 

TECHNOLOGIES 

SA.N B{ANCISO; iJAY CONSERVATION 
& DEVELUPMENT COMMISSION 

Sea level rise is a very real issue we must face as a region and that we must address head on, but we believe it can be 
done in a way that enhances our economy and growth patterns. BCDC has done a good job of raising awareness of 
impending sea level rise; however, the recent Bay Plan Amendments that BCDC staff has released will dramatically afiect 
smart growth, urban infill hOUSing, and above all, the quality of life in the Bay Area. 

Please add my voice and concem to the multitude of entities that have already sent letters or voiced their 
concern at the recent BCDC commission hearing over the proposed Bay Plan Amendments, including: the Bay. 
Area Council; the East Bay Economic Development Alliance and San Mateo County Economic Development 
Association (SAMCEDA); housing and development companies such as TMG Partners, large regional 
employers such as Oracle; governments like the City of San Jose; the City of San Francisco Mayor's Offi ce; 
plus, the US Army Corps of Engineer; labor groups such as the California AHiance for Jobs; and many other 
local governments, agencies, and districts. 

The proposed amendments potentially impact $62 billion in existing shoreline development, 270,000 people 
and 213,000 acres. By implementing such strict development restrictions, BCDC's plan could seliously affect 
the abiUty of developers to supply sustainable, transit-oriented housing, prevent business exp,ll1sjol1 and threaten 
the Bay Area economy. The proposal could push employees further away from their jobs, increase commutes. 
and in turn, increase greenhouse gas emissions and contribute to sea level rise - the very thing BCDC wishes lO 

combat. 

Sincerely, 

~~. 
Ted Heiman 
VP of Sales 

J 918 Junction Avenue San Jose, Caljfornia 95] 31 
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David 
Daniel 
4379 BrIar Clift fload 
OBklamI. ell. 94005 

october 18, 2010 

Phone: 510,868.06BO 
ndauJddanlol@hDlm8i1,{Jom 

will Travis and BCDC Commissioners: 
50 California Street, 'Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Re: Proposed BcDC Bay Plan Amendments 

Dear Will and Commissioners, 

Se~ level rise is a very real Issue we must face as a region and that we must address head on, b.ut we 
believe it can be done in a way that enhances our economy and growth patterns, acpc has done a good job 
of raising awareness of impending sea level rise; however, the recent Bay Plan Amendments that BCDC staff 
has released will dramatically affect smart growth, urban infill housing, and above all, the quality of life .in the 
Bay Area . 

Please add my voice and concel'll to the multitude of entities that have already sent letters or voiced their 
coricern at the recent BCDC commission hearing over the propose9 Bay Plan Amendments, including: the 
Bay Area Council; me East Bay Economic Developlnen( Alliance and San Mateo County Economic 
Development Association (SAMCEDA); hOllsing and development companies sLich as TMG Partners, large 
regional employers such as Oracle; governments like the City of San Jose; the City of San Fr~fncisGo Mayor's 
Office; plus, the US Army Corps of Engineer; labor groups such as the California Alliance for Jobs; and many 
ott1er local governments, agencies, and districts. 

The proposed ~mendlllents potentially impact $62 billion in existing sf10rellne development, 270,000 people 
and 213,000 acres. By implementing such strict development restrictions, BCOC's plan could seriously affect 
the abillty of developers to supply sustainable, transit-oriented housing, prevent business expansion and 
threaten the Bay Area economy. The proposal could push employees further away from their jobs, increase 
commutes, and in turn, increase greenhouse gas emissions and contribute to sea level rise - the very thing 
BCDC wishes to combat. 

Sincerely, ~.; /} ~ 

.~~. 
David Daniel 
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October 18, 2010 

Mr. Will Travis and BCDC Commissioners: 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Re:; Proposed BCDC Bay Plan Amendments 

Dear Will and Commissioners: 

FAX NO, 

Sea level rise is a very real issue we must face as a region and that we must address head on; but we 
believe it can be done in a way that enhances our economy and growth patterns. BCPChas done a good 
job of raising awareness of impending sea level rise; however, the recent Bay Plan Amendments that 
BCDC staff has released will dramatically affect smart growth, urban infill housing, and above all, the 
quality of life in the Bay Area. 

please add my YO ice and concern to the multitude of entities that have already sent letters or voiced 
their concern at the recent BCDC commission hearing over the proposed Bay Plan Amendments, 
including: the Bay Area Council; the East Bay Economic Development Alliance and San Mateo County 
Economic Development Association (SAMCEDA); housing and development companies such as TMG 
Partners, large regional employers such as Oracle; governments like the City of San Josei the City of San 
Francisco Mayor's Office; plus, the US Army Corps of Engineer; labor groups such as the California 
Alliance for Jobs; and many other local governments, agencies, and districts. . 

The proposed amendments potentially impact $62 billion in existing shoreline development, 270,000 
people and 213,000 acres. By implementing such strict development restrictions, BeDC's plan could 
seriously affect the ability of developers to supply sustainable, transit-oriented housing, prevent 
business expansion and threaten the Bay Area economy. The proposal could push employees further· 
away from their jobs, increase commutes, and in turn, increase greenhouse gas emissions and 
contrib. sea level rise - the very thing BCDC Wishes to combat, 

SicelV, _ 
...... , .' 
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Will Travis and BCDC Commissioners: 
50 Califol1na Street; Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 941 H 

Re: Proposed BCDC Bay Plan Amendm.ents 

Dear Will and COlIu:l.1isSloners: 

SAN FkANClSC(j ]JAY CONSERVATION 
& DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 

Sea level rise is a very real issue we must face as a region a:nd that we nmst address head 
on, but we believe it can be done in a way that enhances our econ.omy and growth 
patterns. BCDC has done a goodjob of raising awareness ofimpending sea level rise; 
however, the recent Bay Plan Amendments that BCDC staffhas released will . 
dramatically affect smart groWth, urban infill honsing, and above all, the quality.of life in 
the Bay Area. 

Please add my voice and concern to the multitude of entities that have already sent letters 
or voiced their concern. at the recent BCDe commission hearing over the proposed Bay 
Plan Al.nendments, including: the Bay Area Council; the East Bay Economic 
Development Alliance and San Mateo County Economic Development Association . 
(SAMCEDA); housing and development compal1ies such as TMG Partners, large 
regional employers such as Oracle; goverrunents like the C:i.ty of San Jose; the City of 
San FraJ.lcispo Mayor's Offlce; plus, the US Anny Corps of Engineer; labor groups such 
as the Califomia Alliance for Jobs; and many other local governments, agencies, and 
districts. 

The proposed amendments potentially impact $62 billion in existing shoreline 
development, 270,000 people and 213,000 acres, By implementing such S111.ct 
development restrictions, BCDC's plan could seriously affect the ability of developers to 
supply sustainable, transit-oriented. houSing, prevelit business expansion and threaten the 
Bay Area economy. The proposal could push employees further away front their jobs, 
increase commutes, and in tum, increase greenhouse gas emissions and contribute to sea 
level rise - the very thing BCDC ·wishes to combat. . 

Sincerely, 

Skip Berg 
BACMember 

2330 Marinship Way, Suite 301 
Sausalito, CaJijfornia 94965 

41~.289.4$20 
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Will Travis and BCDC Commissioners. 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 
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October 18, 2010 

Office of Supervisor Bill Dodd 
District 4 

1195 Third St. 
Suite 310 

Napa, CA 94559 
biILdodd@countyofnapa.org 

(707) 253-4386 
(707) 287-7249 

Fax; (707) 253>4176 

Re: Proposed BCDC Bay Plan Amendments 

Dear Will and Commissioners: 

Sea level rise is a very real issue we must face as a region and that we must address head on, but we 
believe it can be done in a way that enhances our economy and growth patteITls. EeDC has done a 
good job of raisin.g .awareness of impending sea level rise; however, the recent Bay Plan Amendments 
that BCDC staff has released v:rill dramatically affect smart growth; urban infil1 housmg, and above all, 
the quality of life in the Bay Area. 

Please add my voice and conce1.1'l to the multitude of entities that have already sent letters or voiced 
their concern at the recent BCDC commission hearing over the proposed Bay Plan Amendments, 
including: the Bay Area Council; the East Bay Economic Development Alliance and San Mateo County 
Economic Development Association (SAMCEDA); housing and development companies such as Th1G 

Partners, large regional employers such as Oracle; governments like the City of San Jose; the City of 
San Francisco Mayor's Officei plus, the US Army Corps of Engineer; la,bor groups such as the California 
Alliance for Jobsiand many other local governments, agencies, and districts. 

The proposed amendments potentially impact $62 billion in existing shoreline development! 270,000 
people and. 213,000 acres. By implementing such strict "development restrictions, BCDC's plan could 
seriously affect the abHity of developers to supply sustainable, transit-oriented housing, prevent 
business expansion and threaten the Bay Area economy. The proposal could push employees further 
away from their jobs, increase commutes! and in turn! increase greenhouse gas emisslons and 
contribute to sea level rise - the very thing BCDC wishes to combat. 

----------"-.---~--' ._------- ~---~---

smme~~ //*.1 
BillDo'dc.~ ~-z; 
Napa County Board of Supervisors 
District 4 
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VIA FACSIMILE: 415-981-6408 

Will Travis and BCDC Commissioners 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Re: Proposed BCOC Bay Plan Amendments 

Dear Will and Commissioners: 

p.1 
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SA1~ ~U~ClSC() BAY CONSERVATlON 
£~ D.EVELOPMENT 0 )MMISSION 

Sea level rise is a very real issue we must face as a region and that we must address head on, but we' 
believe it can be done in a way that enhances our economy and growth patterns. BCOC has done a good 
job of raising awareness of impending sea level rise; however, the recent Bay plan Amendments that 
BCOC staff has released will dramatically affeot smart growth, urban infill housing, and above all, the 
quality of life in the Bay Area. . " 

Please add my voice and concernto the multitude of entities that have already sent letters or voi~~d their 
concern at the recent BCDC commission hearing over the proposed Bay PI.an Amendme'nts, Inciudlng: 
the Bay Area Council; the East Bay Economic Development Alliance and San Mateo County Economic 
Development Association (SAMCEDA); housing and development companies such as TMG Partners, 
large regional employers such as Oracle; governments like the City of San Jose; the City of San 
Francisco Mayor's Office; plus, the us Army Corps of Engineer; labor groups such as the California 
Alliance for Jobs; and many other local governments, agencies, and districts. . 

The proposed amendments potentially jmpact $62 bitlion in eXisting shoreline development, 270,000 
people Clnd 213,000 acres. By implementing such strict development restrictions, BCDC's plan could 
seriously affect theability of developers to supply sustainable, transit-oriented housing, prevent business 
expansion and threaten the Bay Area economy. The proposal could push employees further away from 
their jobs, increase commUtes, and In turn, increase greenhouse gas emissions and contribute to sea 
level rise - the very thing BCDC wishes to combat. 

Sincerely, 

A~ Co-CE9 
(Btl"a Council Member) 

100 Pine Street, Suite 2260 San Francisco, CA 94111 T 415.992.4200 F 415.983,0577 
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Executive Director 
BAY CONSERVATION AND 
DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San FrfU1c1sco, California 94111 

Re: Proposed Bov Plan Amendmem 1~08 concerl1ing climate change 

Chairman Randolph and Execotive Director Travis: 

I am writing to express the objections of Matson Navi.gation Company, Inc. to the proposed 
land-use policies and guidelines contained in your agency's proposed amendment to the San 
Francisco Bay Plan on climate change and sea. level rise. T also want to express our disappointment 
at the response to concerns raised in testimony and in letters by local governments, business, labor, 
hOllsing and community stakeholders to the matter. 

Matson is aU,S, :f1ag carrier headg\lartered in Oakland. We have been based 111 the Bay 
.Area for over 125 years. While we a.ppreciate the need for regional planning and coordination in 
response to climate change and the necessity to make prudent plans for public infrastructu.re and 
other asset.,<; within areas susceptible to flooding and inondation, we believe that Bene has fa:iled in 
its consideration. of Amendment 1-08 to engage residents, property owners, employers, local 
governments, nonprofit organizations and other interested palties in the writing of a land-use plan for 
confronting the challenges of sea level rise. 

We have just learned of Amendm.ent 1-08 and have concerns about its impact on the Port 
areas as well as the communities that we serve. Our requcst is for more time to be put in the process 
for educationo input, dialogue, and an opportunity for stakeholders and interested parties to offer 
sllggested improvements to the document before you proceed with this action . 

.please feel free to contact me or Meredith Endsley at 5] 0-628-4592, if you desire furtheJf 
information about Matson's concerns. 

s~ ~ __________ _ 

Ronald J. Forest 

------------------,.---._--------- --.-~.-.--... __ ._-.. _._--
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Will Travis and BCDC Commissioners: 
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SAN FRANCISC() llAY CONSERVATION 
& D;EVELOPMENT COMMISSION 

BAY CONSERVATION & DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, Cal.ifomia 94111 

Re: Proposed BCnC Bay Plan Ainendments 

Dear Will and COllllllissioners: 

Sea level lise is a very real Issue we must face as a region and that we must address head 
on, but we believe it call be done in. a way that enhances our economy and growth 
patterns. BCDC has done a good job of raising awareness of impel1ding sea level rise; 
however, 1he recent Bay Plan Amel1dnrents that BCDC staff has released will 
dramatically affect smart growth, urban 1nfil1 housing, and above all, the quality of life in 
the Bay Mea. 

Please add my voice and concem to the multitude of entities that have sent letters or 
voiced their concem at the recent BCDC con:unissioll heaiing over the proposed Bay Plan 
Amendments, including: the Bay Area COLl11cil; the East Bay Economic Development 
Alliance and San Mateo County Economic Development Association (SAMCEDA); 
hOllsing and development companies such as TMG Partners, large regional employers 
such as Oracle; governments like the City of San Jose; the City of Sall Francisco Mayor's 
Office; plus, the US Amly Corps of Engineer; labor groups such as theCalifomia 
Alliance for Jobs; and many other local governments, agencies,aud distlicis. 

The proposed amendments potentinJ.1y impact $62 billion in existing shoreline 
development, 270,000 people 8J.1d 213,000 acres. By implementing such snict 
development restrictions, BCDC's plan could seriously affect the ability of developers to 
supply sustainable, transit-oriented housing, prevent business expansion and threaten the 
Bay Area econOl;t1Y. The propos?l could push employees flllther away fi·om their jobs, 
increase commutes, and in tum, in.crease greenhouse gas emissions and contribute to sea 
level rise - the very thing BCDC wishes to combat. 

Sincerely, 

BAC Member POI1:0SA HOMES Il, INC. 

f1:k2s~~~ 
Senior Vice President, Land Acquisition & Planning 

Main Office: 6671 Owens Drive' Pleosoni'on. CA 94588-3398 • T~I: (925) 460-8900· Facsimile: (925) 73(.J-9141 

Bronch Office: 77-806 Flora Road, Suite E' Palm Desert, CA 92211 • Tel: (760) 360-2109 • Facsimile: (760) 360·6546 
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Will Travis and BCDC Commissioners 
50 California Sueer, Suire 2600 
San Francisco, Califomia 94111 
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Rc: Proposed BCDC Bav Plan Amendmcms 

Deal' Will and Commissioners: 

T-425 P.002/003 F-336 

r;:.'\ . 
: : qox, Castle & Nicholson llP 
i: 55j C:ilifol'nia Streec, 10" Hoor 
l.:sk Fr:mdsco, California 94104-1513 

P 415_392.4200 F 415,392-4250 

Fil~ No, 99999 

Sea level rise is a very real issue we must face as a region and mar we [Ilust address 
head on, bur we believe it can be done in a way that cnhances our economy and groWTh panerns, 
BCDC has done a good job of raising awan:ness of impending Sea level rise; however, rhe recenr Bay 
Plan Amendmems chat BCDC staff has released will dramatically affeer smart growrh, urban inRll 
housing, and abovc all, the quality of life in [he Bay Arca, 

Please add my voice and concern [0 [he mulriwde of enrities rhat have alrea.dy Scnt 
lcrters or voiced their concern ar [he recenr BCDC commission hearing over 1:hc proposed Bay Plan 
Amendments, including: the Bay Area Council; the Easr Bay Economic Developmenr Alliance and 
San Mateo County Economic Deve!oprnem Association (SAMCEDA); housing and developmenc 
companies such as TMG Partners, large regional employers such as Oracle; governmcntS like the 
City of Sari Jose; the City of San Francisco Mayor's Officcj plus, the US Army Corps of Enginccr; 
labor groups such as rhe CallforniaAlliance for Jobs; and many oIher local governmems, agencies, 
and districts. 

The proposed amendments potentially irnpacr $62 billion in existing shoreline 
development, 170,000 people and 213,000 acres. By implementing such sulCI developmem 
restrictions, BeDe's plan could seriously affec[ rhe abillry of developers to supplysusrainable, 

_ www.cDxcasde.com Los Angeles I Ol'ange Counry I San, Francisco 

---.------~-~- ---------- -------
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transir·oriented housing, prevent business expansion and thrcaren rhe Bay Area economy. The 
proposal could push employees further away from their jobs, increase commutes, and in rum, 
increase greenhouse gas emissions and contribute ro sea level rise - the very rhing BCDC wishes ro 
combat. 

S7!LJ-
R Clark Morrison 

RCM/CHC/mlh 



October 21 , 2010 

R. Sean Randolph 
Chairman 
BAY CONSERVATJON AND 
DEVELOPMENT COMMJSS!ON 
c/o Bay Area Council 
201 California Street, Suite 1450 
San Fr~ncisco, CA 94111 

VORTEX 
W 
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& DEVELOPS,1.El'n C()MMISSION 

Will Travis 
Executive Director 
BAY CONSERVATION AND 
DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Re: Proposed 8ay Plan Amendment 1-08 concerning Climate Change 

Chairman Randolph and Executive Director Travis: 

J am writing to express our company's continuing objections to the proposed land-use policies 
and guidelines contained in your agency's proposed amendment to the San Francisco Bay Plan 
on climate change and sea level rise. I also want to express our disappointment at the response 
by BCOC to concerns raised in testimony and in letters by local governments, business, labor, 
housing and community stakeholders to the matter. 

Genera:lly, we applaud BCDC initiative on raising awareness and the need for regional planning 
and coordination in response to climate change and the implications of predicted sealevel rise on 
the approximately 213,000 acres and tens of billions of dollars worth of property and public 
infrastructure aDd other assets within areas susceptible to flooding and inundation. 

More Significantly, however, we fault the agency in its failed attempt to engage residents, property 
owners, employers, local governments, nonprofit organizations and other interested parties in the 
writing of aland-use plan for confronting the challenges of sea level rise. 

Rather than substantive engagement and discussion of these issues and concerns, BCOC's initial 
response, as it appears, has been one of defensiveness and dismissive finger-pointing, with 
BCDC leadership claiming that stakeholders had been duped, misled and misinformed. 

Our request at this point is that Beoc provide a sincere and legitimate forum for 
education, input, dialogue, and stakeholder consensus building around this important 
issue. 

In closing, we applaud your intent, but request that it be channeled towards a comprehensive, 
solution-oriented approach that respects the interests of all stakeholders. 

Sincerely, 

Blaise Fettig 
President 
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October 21,2010 

To: Will Travis and BCDC Commissioners: 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Re: Proposed BCDC Bay Plan Amendments 

Dear Will and Commissioners: 

Sea level rise is a very real issue we must face as a region and that we must address head on, but 
we believe it can be done in a way that enhances our economy and growth patterns. BCDC has 
done a goodjob of raising awareness of impending sea level rise; however, the recent Bay Plan 
Amendments that BCDC staffhas released will dramatically affect smart growth, urban infil1 
housing, and above all, the quality of life in the Bay Area. 

Please add my voice and concern to the multitude of entities that have already sent letters or 
voiced their concern at the recent BCDC commission hearing over the proposed Bay Plan 
Amendments, including: the Bay Area Council; the East Bay Economic Development Alliance 
and San Mateo County Economic Development Association (SAMCEDA); hou~ing and 
development companies such as TMG Partners, large regional employers such as Oracle; . 
governments like the City of San Jose; the City of San Francisco Mayor's Office; plus, the US 
Army Corps of Engineer; labor groups such as the California Alliance for Jobs; and many other 
local governments, agencies, and districts. . 

The proposed amendments potentially impact $62 billion in existing shoreline development, 
270,000 people and 213,000 acres. By implementing such strict development restrictions, 
Bcnc's plan could seriously affect the ability of developers to supply sustainable, transit­
oriented housing, prevent business expansion and threaten the Bay Area economy. The proposal 
could push employees further away from their jobs, increase commutes, and in turn, increase 
greenhouse gas emissions and contribute to sea level rise - the very thing BCDC wishes to 
combat. 

Charles L. Gibson 
Vice President and Area Manager for Northern California 
MANSON CONSTRUCTION CO. 

SAN PEDRO OFFICE 
772 Tuna Street 
Long Beach, California 90731 
Phone (310) 521-1302 
Fax (310) 833·5657 
California License # A·220319 

SEATTLE OFFICE 
5209 East Marginal Way S. 
Seattle, WA 98134 
Phone (206) 762-0850 

. Fax (206) 764-8595 
WA License # MANSOCC032M1 

JACKSONVILLE OFFICE 
4309 Pablo Oaks Court, Suite 1 
Jacksonville, Florida 32224 
Phone (904) 821-0211 



Our sugg~stion-" rather, our request---is that you provide more time for education, 
input, dialogue, and an opportunity for stakeholders and interested parties to offer 
suggested improvements to the docrunent before you. 

In closing, we applaud your leadership, but request that it be channeled to lead a 
comprehensive, solution-oriented approach that respects the interests of all stakeholders. 

Charles L. Gibson 
Vice President and Area Manager for Northern California 
MANSON CONSTRUCTION CO. 
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Kotrinko Ruk, Execullve Director 

tel: 510-215-9325 fax: 510-215-9029 
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Sea level rise is a very re 1 iss e we must face as a region and that we must address head on, but 
we believe it can be done' nay that enhances our economy and growtb patterns. BCDC has 
done a good job of raisin aw' ess of impending sea level rise; however, the recent Bay Plan 
Amendments that BCDC taff released will dramatically affect smart grovvtb, urban infill 
housing, and above all, th qu i '" of life in the Bay Area. 

Please add the Counell 0 lndu tries voice and concern. to the multitude of entities that have 
already sent letters or voi d t eir concern at the recent BenC commission hearing over the 
proposed Bay Plan Amen e ts, including: the Bay Area Council; the East Bay Economic 
Development Alliance an S Mateo County Economic Development Association 
(S.AJ\1CEDA); housing d de elopment companies such as TMG Partners, large regional 
employers such as Oracle gOY rnments like the City of San Jose; the City of San Francisco 
Mayor's Office; plus) the S y Corps of Engineer; labor groups such as the California 
Al1iance for Jobs; and m y a her local governments, agencies, and districts. 

The proposed amendmen s po ntially impact $62 billion in existing shoreline development, 
270.000 people and 213, 00 a res. By implementing such strict development restrictions, 
BCDC's plan could serio sly ffect the ability of developers to supply sustainable, transit­
oriented housing, prevent busi ess expansion and threaten the Bay Area economy. The proposal 
could push employees . er way from their jobs, increase commutes, and in turn, increase 
greenhouse gas emission and ontribute to sea level rise - the very thing Bene wishes to 
combat. 

:K~~~ 
Katrinka Ruk 
Executive Director 

-, I '., 
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CONTRA COSTA 

transportation 
authority 

October 21, 2010 

Sean Randolph 

Chairman 

BAY CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT 

COMMISSION 

c/o Bay Area Council 

201 California Street, Suite 14.50 

San Francisco, CA 94111 

Will Travis 

Executive Director 

BAY CONSERVATION AND DEVELOPMENT 

COMMISSION 

50 California Street, Suite 2600 

San Francisco, California 94111 

Subject: Proposed Bay Plan Amendment 1-08 concerning climate change 

Dear Chairman Randolph and Executive Director Travis: 

1 am writing on behalf of the Contra Costa Transportation Authority to express our 

concerns about the proposed land-use policies and guidelines contained in BCDC's 

proposed Amendment 1-08 to the San Francisco Bay Plan addressing climate change 

and sea level rise. The Authority shares BCDC's concerns about the negative impacts of 

climate change and the forecast rise in sea level on the ecological systems and billions of 

dollars in public and private investments along the Bay. Those impacts have the 

potential to severely affect the health of the Bay, the livability of local communities, and 
the vitality of the region's economy. 

We are concerned, however, that the policies and guidelines that Amendment 1.-08 

would impose could harm efforts within Contra Costa and the region to support 

development that would help achieve reductions in greenhouse gas emissions and could 

hinder our ability to provide affordable housing and an effective transportation system. 

Amendment 1-08 could severely limit our ability to develop within the Priority 

Development Areas (PDAs), several.of which are located near the Bay, that local 

agencies have established in Contra Costa. Directing development to those PDAs and 

other locations served by transit are one of the key strategies in slowing and reversing 

the emission of the greenhouse gases that a major contributing factor in climate change. 

Similarly, the amendment could also affect our ability to deliver the transportation 

improvements that our voters approved through Measure J, many of which are 

specifically designed to support development in PDAs and along transit corridors. 

The Authority asks that the Commission give local agencies and stakeholders, including 

the Authority, time to review the proposed changes to the Bay Plan's policies and 

guidelines before it adopts Amendment 1-08, It would be ideal if the Commission would 

use this time to work with the local agencies responsible for development around the 

Bay. W.orking together, we can surely refine those proposed policies 'and guidelines in a 
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way that achieves our mutual goals, including both maintaining a healthy Bay and 

creating a land use and infrastructure pattern that limits future greenhouse gas 
•• r 

emissions. 

The Authority agrees that the Commission needs to respond to climate change and 

predicted rises in sea level and their effects on the Bay. We hope, however, that 

together the Commission and the agencies can craft ali approach that furthers bur 

mutual goals and objectives. 

We look forward to working with the Commission and its staff to craft policies that 

benefit the region's environment, economy and quality of life. 

Sincerely, 

. RobertTaylor, 
Chair 
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October 21, 2010 

R. Sean Randolph, Chairman 
Will Travis, Executive Director 
San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, CA 94111 

Re: Proposed Bay Plan Amendments 

Dear Chairman Randolph and Director Travis: 

SAN FIZANCi~CCj liAY CONSEH.VAT10.N 
& DEVELOPMElfT Cm1MlSSlON 

Gilead Sciences, Inc. is a biopharmaceutical company headquartered in Foster City that discovers, develops and 
commercializes innovative therapeutics in areas of unmet medical need. Gilead's mission is to advance the care 
of patients suffering from life-threatening diseases worldwide. We own approximately 800,000 sq ft of office and' 
laboratory buildings on our campus of approximately 70 acres. ·AII of this property lies within the area to which 
the proposed Bay Plan Amendments would apply. We hope to add additional buildings on our land to 
accommodate the growth of our research and development and corporate operations by up to 3,000 employees 
over the next 15-20 years. 

We share your concern and the concern of many Bay Area businesses and residents over the potential of a 
global-warming-induced sea level rise and we are quite aware of the potential impacts to our employees, our 
business and our investments here. . 
At this time, however, we have not yet had the opportunity to carefully study the recently proposed Bay Plan 
Amendments and provide input on them. There are many complex issues relating to the proposal that we are 
just starting to study, including how this may impact future CEQA review and land use decision making authority 
over our projects. Importantly, we would appreciate the opportunity to consider this proposal within the context 
of the company's operations, current employees and the future jobs we plan to create in Foster City. We believe 
this is simply too important of an initiative to be rushed and respectfully request that you keep the public hearings 
open at least through December, so that we and the entire Bay Area Community can take part in much more 
informed dialogue, and offer well-considered views. . 

Please put us on your mailing list as a concerned stakeholder. 

We look forward to hearing from you soon. 

Sincerely, 
Gilead Sciences, Inc. 

G7YJ1'~r /~~ 
Peter H. Durfee 
Senior Director Corporate Engineering & Facilities Operations 

cc: Joe LaClair (via Facsimile 415-352-3606) . 

Gilead Sciences, Inc. 333 Lakeside Drive Foster City, CA 94404 USA www.gilead.com 
phol1e6.5.0574 300D_JacsjmiLe. 6.5.0578326L ___________ ~ __ . __ _ 
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To: Will Travis and BeDC Commissioners: 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Re: Proposed BCOC Bay Plan Amendments 

Dear Will and Commissioners: 

CH2M HILL 

155 Grand Ave STE 800 . 

Oakland. CA 94612 

Tel 510.251.2426 

Fax 510.622.9000 . 

[pJ [E t: rE ~ \HE rg 
(lCT 26 2010 

Si-ll'>l FRAJ-.lCl:'UJ hAY c.:UNSEkVATIor-; 
& DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 

Sea level rise is a very real issue we must face as a region and that we must address head on, but we 
believe it can be dene in a way that enhances our economy and growth patterns. BCDC has done a 
good job of raising awareness of impending sea level rise; however, the recent Bay Plan Amendments 
that BCDC staff has released will dramatically affect smart growth, urban infill housing, and above all, 

/the quality of life in the Bay Area. 

Please add myvoiqe and concern to the multitude ,of entiti~~ thClt have already sent letters or voiced 
their concern at the recent BCDC commission hearing over the proposed Bay Plan Amendments, . 
including: the Bay Area Council; the East Bay Economic Development Alliance and San Mateo County 
Economic Development Association (SAMCEDA); housing and development companies such as TMG 
Partners, large regional employers such as Oracle; governments like the City of San Jose; the City of 
San Francisco Mayor's Office; plus, the US Army Corps of Engineer; labor groups such as the 
California Alliance for Jobs; and many other local governments, agencies, and districts. 

The proposed amendments potentially impact $62 billion in existing shoreline development, 270,000 people and 
213,000 acres. By implementing such strict development restrictions, BCOC's plan could seriously affect the 
ability of developers to supply sustainable, transit-oriented housing, prevent business expansion and threaten the 
Bay Area economy. The proposal could push employees further away from their jobs, increase commutes, and 
in tum, increase greenhouse gas emissions and contribute to sea level rise - the very thing BCDC wishes to 
combat. 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Terry W. Curl, PhD., P.E. 
Vice President, West Coast Ports and Marine Lead 
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Fremont 
Office ofl.he Ma:vor ! Bob Wassermall, MaJ'or 

3300 Capitol Avenue, P.O. Box 5006, Fremont, CA 94537-5006 
510 284-4011 ph !510284-4001jax! 'vvvlw.frernont.gov 

R. Sean Randolph, Chairman 
Will Travis, Executive Director 
San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco., CA 941 J 1 

Re: Bay Plan Climate Change Amendments 

Chairman Randolph, COl11m issioners and Director Travis: 

October 26, 20 I 0 

SAN FRAJ'-lClSC() bA. Y CONSERVAT10N 
&: DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 

1 8111 writing to you on behalf of the City of Fremont regarding the proposed amendments to the Bay Plan. We 
recommend tabling the Plan amendments at 111is time. 

The many articulate responses already submitted to the Commission raise serious concerns about the impact of 
. the proposed amendments. We agree with many of comments from other public agencies, in pmiicular that (1) the 

amendments are designed to influence land use decisions well beyond the Commission's jurisdiction; (2) the 
amendments could create a de facto moratorium; (3) the amendment process has not provided for the integration 
of expertise in flood protection and appropriate land use decision making; and (4) the Amendment process has 
failed to study and make transparent the amendment's potential environmental impacts. 

Many comments have noted the proposed amendment's ambiguities. The more ambiguous the language, the more 
likely even desirable development will be slowed or halted. Investors and lenders are already "gun shy". While 
we are sure it is not the Commission's goal to ovelTide other agency planning authority, the current draft will 
likely have that impact. 

The Commission and Staff should be credited with raising a clarion call We must plan for the potential impacts 
of global warming. I-lowever, having raised everyone's awareness, BCDC's proposed Plan amendment should be 
tabled. Rather, a summit of all interested parties should be called to develop a consensus strategy for dealing with 
Bay rise and potential tlooding. 

We believe that 13CDC should recognize its limited authority and work with (as opposed to impose its views on) 
the agencies actually holding authority and responsibility for determining where development should be located' 
within their jurisdictions. Likewise BCDC should not presume to oversee the work of those agencies charged with 
flood plan planning and construction of protections against flood water rise and sea water intrusion. The summit 
should include cities, counties, flood contTol districts, water providers; propel1y owners and developers potentially 
aflCetcd; environmental and resource agencies (Federal and State); and environmental and economic development 
advocacy groups. 

Given the diverse interests involved strong facilitative leadership will be required. On behalf of the City of 
Fremont, thank you for an 0ppOJiunity to express our views on this matter. 

Very truly yours, 

~i0~ 
ROBERT \VASSERMAN 
Mayor 



October 21,2010 

THE COUNCIL OF INDUSTRIES 
P.O. BOX 70088 Pt. Richmond, CA 94807 

(510)215-9325 office (510)215-9029 fax 
www.councilofindustries.org 

To: Will Travis and BCDC Commissioners: 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Re: Proposed BCDC Bay Plan Amendments 

Dear Will and Commissioners: 

SAl\) FRANClSClJ l.lAl' C()f~SERVAT1UJ'~ 
& DEVELOPMENT c( )MM lSSJON 

Sea level rise is a very real issue we must face as a region and that we must address head on, but 
we believe it can be done in a way that enhances our economy and growth patterns. BCDC has 
done a good job of raiSing aWareness of impending sea level rise; however, the recent Bay Plan 
Amendments that BCDC staff has released will'drarriatidtlly affect smart growth, titbal1 infill 
housing, and above all, the quality of life in the Bay Area." 

Please add the Council of Industries' voice and concern to the multitude of entities that have 
already sent letters or voiced their concern at the recent BCDC commission hearing over the 
proposed Bay Plan Amendments, including: the Bay Area Council; the East Bay Economic 
Development Alliance and San Mateo County Economic Development Association 
(SAMCEDA); housing and development companies such as TMG Patiners, large regional 
employers such as Oracle; governments like the City of San Jose; the City of San Francisco 
Mayor's Office; plus, the US Anny Corps of Engineer; labor groups such as the California 
Alliance for Jobs; and many other local governments, agencies, and districts. 

The proposed amendments potentially impact $62 billion in existing shoreline development, 
270,000 people and 213,000 acres. By implementing such strict development restrictions, 
BCDC's plan could seriously affect the ability of developers to supply sustainable, transit­
oriented housing, prevent business expansion and threaten the Bay Area economy .. The proposal 
could push employees further away fron1 their jobs, increase commutes, and in tum, increase 
greenhouse gas emissions and contribute to sea level rise - the very thing BCDC wishes to 
combat. 

Sincerely, 

Katrinka Ruk 
Executive Director 



I o~ z.s-- I () 
Dote 

'7:r'415/397.2293 fax: 415/986.0694 
BPCslaff@bayplanningcoalilion.org 
ellen@bayplonningcoalilion.org 
www.bayplanningcoalilion.org 
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October 21,2010 

Mr. Will Travis and BCDC Commissioners: 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Re: Proposed BCDC Bay Plan Amendments 

Dear Will and Commissioners: 

SAN FRf .. NCJ,sU-, bhY (JlN-SEl<VAT10.N 
& DEVELOPMENT (:UMM1SSION 

Sea level rise is a very real issue we must face as a region and that we must address 
head on, but we believe it can be done in a way that enhances our economy and 
growth patterns. BCDC has done a good job of raising awareness of impending sea 
level rise; however, the recent Bay Plan Amendments that BCDC staff has released 
will dramatically affect smart growth, urban infill housing, and above all, the quality 
of life in the Bay Area. 

The Contra Costa Council has previously indicated its concern and testified at your 
recent BCDe commission hearing over the proposed Bay Plan Amendments. Many 
other organizations, businesses and governmental entities expressed similar 
concerns. 

The proposed amendments potentially impact $62 billion in existing shoreline 
development, 270,000 people and 213,000 acres. By implementing such strict 
development restrictions, BCDC's plan could seriously affect the ability oflocal 
communities to develop sustainable, transit-oriented housing, prevent business 
expansion and threaten the Bay Area economy. The proposal could push employees 
further away from their jobs, increase commutes, and in turn, increase greenhouse 
gas emissions and contribute to sea level rise - the very thing BCDC wishes to 
combat. 

Please withdraw your proposed plan and instead convene a stakeholder group to help 
strike a balance between the competing important interests that will be affected. 

S~relY, 

~~ 
Linda Best, President & CEO 
Contra Costa Council 

1355 Willow Way, Ste. 253, Concord, CA 94520-5755 925.246.1880 voice, 925.674.1654 fax info@contracostacounciLcom 
www.contracostacouncil.com 

-* ~ please consider the environment before printing this e-mail. 
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R. Sean Randolph, Chair 
San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission 
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Subject: Comments on Proposed Bay Plan Amendment 1-08 Regarding Climate Change 

Dear Chair Randolph, 

The East Bay Regional Park District ("District") is providing additional comments on the 
proposed amendments to the San Francisco Bay Plan regarding climate change. We are pleased 
to see that our comments in our letter of October 7, 20 I 0, were carefully considered in 
making changes to the proposed findings and policies. The October 14, 20 10, proposed 
findings and policies reflect a good understanding of the low risk associated with public parks 
and trails in comparison to other high risk developments along San Francisco Bay shoreline. 

BCDC Staff has proposed several additional findings and policy statements that we support. Of 
particular note are the following proposals. 

• Tidal Marsh~s and Tidal Flats Finding "n" and Policy "6(h)" regarding the need for 
shoreline buffers between Bay habitats and urban development 

• Climate Change Finding "n" regarding the need for assistance to low income families, 
and elderly and disabled individuals (Le. Environmental Justice) 

• Climate Change Policy "Sa" regarding the need for protection of regionally significant 
parks, recreation areas and trails 

• Climate Change Policy "6f' regarding the need for park, restoration and enhancement 
projects to proceed while a regional sea level rise strategy is being developed 

We support the alternative Climate Change Findings suggested by Save the Bay regarding the 
California Climate Adaptation Strategy. We also support proposals for infill development 
within existing urbanized areas. However, utilization of the Priority Development Areas 
identified by ABAG may not necessarily represent the best approach to determining where 
shoreline development should occur in the face of anticipated sea level rise. 

Board of Directors 
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There are a few statements and specific words within the proposed findings and policies that 
we believe require some amendment or clarification. We offer the following suggestions: 

• Proposed Climate Change Policy "Sh" should acknowledge that soil and groundwater 
contaminants are widespread along the San Francisco Bay shoreline and that it may not 
be possible to address "any" contaminated location. We suggest deleting this word. 

• Proposed Safety of Fills Policy "4" concludes that no fill for levee widening should be 
placed in the Bay. This policy should acknowledge that in some cases Bay fill may be 
necessary to protect levees between the Bay and diked marshlands. For example, 
eroding shoreline levees separate several freshwater marshes and a significant Least 
Tern breeding colony at Hayward Regional Shoreline. Should these levees fail, these 
habitats will be lost. Bay fill may be necessary to widen and raise these levees. 

• Proposed Public Access Policy "6" should clarify what is meant by the term "condition 
of development". For example, when the District develops or repairs park and trail 
facilities within the Commissions jurisdiction there are often conditions of approval in 
our permit. Would the proposed policy apply to these "conditioris of approval"? Our 
concern is with the requirementthat access should be "permanently guaranteed". As 
noted in our earlier comment letter our shoreline projects have an intended serviee life 
of 25 years and are not considered "permanent" nor can we assure a perm.anen~ funding 
mechanism for future facility replacement. How would the proposed policLes apply 
under these circumstances? 

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on these important proposed policies. We 
appreciate that the Commission has conducted several public hearings and has been responsive 
to the concerns and interests of agencies and organizations affected by the proposed policies. 
We urge the Commission to adopt the proposed policies so that we can all begin the important 
work of protecting the communities and natural resources that abut San Francisco Bay. 

Please call me at (510) 544-2622 should you have any questions regarding our letter. 

s;eIY, /J/y?// 

}~~ 
Brad Olson 
Environmental Programs Manager 

cc. Board of Directors 
Pat O'Brien, General Manager 
Robert E.. Doyle, Assistant General Manager 
David Lewis, Save the Bay 
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October 21,2010 

To: Will Travis and BCDC Commissioners: 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Re: Proposed BCDC Bay Plan Amendments 

Dear Will and Commissioners: 

The VOICE of the Construction Industry 

SAN FRANClSCC BAY CONSERVATION 
& DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 

Sea level rise is a very real issue we must face as a region and that we must address 
head on, but we believe it can be done in a way that enhances our economy and 
growth pattems. BCDC has done a goodjob of raising awareness of impending sea 
level rise; however, the recent Bay Plan Amendments that BCDC staff has released 
will dramatically affect smart growth, urban infill housing, and above all, the 
quality of life in the Bay Area. 

Please add my voice and concern to the multitude of entities that have already sent 
letters or voiced their concern at the recent BCDC commission hearing over the 
proposed Bay Plan Amendments, including: the Bay Area Council; the East Bay 
Economic Development Alliance and San Mateo Comrty Economic Development 
Association (SAMCEDA); housing and development companies such as TMG 
Partners, large regional employers such as Oracle; governments like the City of San 
Jose; the City of San Francisco Mayor's Office; plus, the US Army Corps of 
Engineer; labor groups such as the California Alliance for Jobs; and many other 
local governments, agencies, and districts. 

The proposed amendments potentially impact $62 billion in existing shoreline 
development, 270,000 people and 213,000 acres. By implementing such strict 
development restrictions, BCDC's plan could seriously affect the ability of 
developers to supply sustainable, transit-oriented housing, prevent business 
expansion and threaten the Bay Area economy. The proposal could push 
employees further away from their jobs, increase commutes, and in turn, increase 
greenhouse gas emissions and contribute to sea level rise - the very thing BCDC 
wishes to combat. 

Sincerely, ~ L D k 
AGC of California 

THE ASSOCIATED GENERAL CONTRACTORS OF CALIFORNIA,INC, 
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R. Sean Randolph 
Chainnan 
BAY CONSERVATION AND 
DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 
c/o Bay Area Council 
201 California Street, Suite 1450 
San Francisco, CA 94111 

Will Travis SAl'l fRANCISCO BAY CUNSERVATiON 
Executive Direcft}PEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 

BAY CONSERVATION AND 
DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Re.; Proposed Bay Plan Amendment 1-08 concerning clima{e change 

Chairman Randolph and Executive Director Travis: 

I am writing to express our continuing objections to the proposed land-use policies 
arid guidelines contained in your agency's proposed amendment to the San 
Francisco Bay Plan on climate change and sea level rise. I also want to express our 
disappointment at the response to concerns raised in testimony and in letters by 
local governments, business, labor, housing and community stakeholders to the 
matter. 

In the main, we applaud BCDC leadership on raising awareness and the need for 
regional planning and coordination in response to climate change and the 
implications of predicted sea level rise on the approximately 213,000 acres and tens 
of billions of dollars worth of property and public infrastructUre and other assets 
within areas susceptible to flooding and inundation. 

Where we fault the agency is in its process that-whatever the reason-failed to 
engage residents, property owners, employers, local governments, nonprofit 
organizations and other interested parties in the writing of a land-use plan for 
confronting the challenges of sea level rise. 

Many who are just learning of Amendment 1-08 are raising concerns about its 
impact on local control, development,job creation, the region's ability to build 
more affordable housing, its capacity for paying for new levees and flood-control 
systems to protecting low-lying neighborhoods and business near the shoreline, as 
well as on other climate protection objectives, such as infill residential growth 
intended to ,get cars off the road and curb greenhouse gas emissi~ms_ 

THE ASSOCIATED GENERAL CONTRACTORS OF CALIFORNIA,INC. 



Rather than substantive engagement and discussion of these issues and concerns, 
the initial response, we respectfully submit, was one of defensiveness and 
dismissivefmger-pointing, with BCDC leadership saying objectors have been 
duped, misled and misinformed. 

Our suggestion---rather, our request---is that you provide more time for education, 
input, dialogue, and an opportunity for stakeholders and interested parties to offer 
suggested improvements to the document before you. 

In closing, we applaud your leadership, but request that it be channeled to lead a 
comprehensive, solution-oriented approach that respects the interests of all 
stakeholders. 

AGC of California 

-------- -------------- -- ------------------- ----
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October 21,2010 

To: Will Travis and BCDC Commissioners: 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Re: Proposed BCOC Bay Plan Amendments 

Dear Will and Commissioners: 

Telephone: 510-412-5300 
FSC$imile: 510·412.5421 
infol1llsfmsmm.com 
www .• lmsmm.com 

SANFRANC!SCO J3AY CONSERVATION 
& DEVELOPMENT COMMlSSlON 

Sea level rise is a very real issue we must face as a region and that we must 
address head on, but we believe it can be done in a way that enhances our 
economy and growth patterns. BCDC has done a good job of raising awareness of 
impending sea level rise; however, the recent Bay Plan Amendments that BCDC 
staff has released will dramatically affect smart growth, urban infill housing, and 
above all, the quality of life in the Bay Are'a. 

Please add my voice and concern to the multitude of entities that have already sent 
letters or voiced their concern at the recent BCDC commission hearing over the 
proposed Bay Plan Amendments, including: the Bay Area Council; the East Bay 
Economic Development Alliance and San Mateo County Economic Development 
Association (SAMCEDA); housing and development companies such as TMG 
Partners, large regional employers such as Oracle; governments like the City of San 
Jose; the City of San Francisco Mayor's Office; plus, the US Army Corps of 
Engineer; labor groups such as the California Alliance for Jobs; and many other 
local governments, agencies, and districts. 

The proposed amendments potentially impact $62 billion in existing shoreline 
development, 270,000 people and 213,000 acres. By implementing such strict 
development restrictions, BeDC's plan could seriously affect the ability of 
developers to supply sustainable, transit-oriented housing, prevent business 
expansion and threaten the Bay Area economy. The proposal could push 
employees further away from their jobs, increase commutes, and in tum, increase 
greenhouse gas emissions and contribute to sea level rise - the very thing BCDC 
wishes to combat. 

teve Shinn 
PreSident, West Region 
Sims Metal Management 

Sims Metal Management 
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To: Will Travis and BCDC Commissioners: 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Re: Proposed BCDC Bay Plan Amendments 

Dear Will and Commissioners: 

AMPORTS 
APS West Coast, Inc. 
P.O. Box 315 
1997 Elm Road 
Benicia, CA 94510 
707 -7 45-2394 
[1::::1
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SAN F'RANClSCU DAY CONSERVA.TION 
& DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 

Sea level rise is a very real issue we must face as a region and that we must address head 
on, but we believe it can be done in a way that enhances our economy and growth 
patterns. BCDC has done a good job of raising awareness of impending sea level rise; 
however, the recent Bay Plan Amendments that BCDC staffhas released will 
dramatically affect smart growth, urban infill housing, and above all, the quality oflife in 
the Bay Area. 

Please add my voice and concern to the multitude of entities that have already sent letters 
or voiced their concern at the recent BCDC commission hearing over the proposed Bay 
Plan Amendments, including: the Bay Area Council; the East Bay Economic 
Development Alliance and San Mateo County Economic Development Association 
(SAMCEDA); housing and development companies such as TMG Partners, large 
regional employers such as Oracle; governments like the City of San Jose; the City of 
San Francisco Mayor's Office; plus, the US Army Corps of Engineer; labor groups such 
as the California Alliance for Jobs; and many other local governments, agencies, and 
districts. 

The proposed amendments potentially impact $62 billion in existing shoreline 
development, 270,000 people and 213,000 acres. By implementing such strict 
development restrictions, BCDC's plan could seriously affect the ability of developers to 
supply sustainable, transit-oriented housing, prevent business expansion and threaten the 
Bay Area economy. The proposal could push employees further away from their jobs, 
increase commutes, and in turn, increase greenhouse gas emissions and contribute to sea 
level rise - the very thing BCDC wishes to combat. . 

Sincere~/ ~ 
:'==p~ 
~~~nager 
AMPORTS - Port of Benicia 
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Will Travis 
SAN F1~A.NClSCC.1 nAY CONSERVATION 

& DEVELOPMllN1' C()MMISSION 
Executive Director 
BAY CONSERVATION AND 
DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 941 11 

Re: Proposed Bay Plan Amendment 1-08 concerning climate change 

Chairman Randolph and Executive Director Travis: 

I am writing to express our continuing objections to the proposed land-use 
policies and guidelines contained in your agency's proposed amendment to the San 
Francisco Bay Plan on climate change and sea level rise. I also want to express out 
disappointment at the response to concerns raised in testimony and in letters by local 
governments, business, labor, housing and community stakeholders to the matter. 

In the main, we applaud BCDC leadership on raising awareness and the need fat 
regional planning and coordination in response to climate change and the implications of 
predicted sea level rise on the approximately 213,000 acres and tens of billions of dollars 
worth of property and public infrastructure and other assets within areas susceptible to 
flooding and inundation. 

Where we fault the agency is in its process that-whatever the reason-failed to 
engage residents, property owners, employers, local governments, nonprofit 
organizations and other interested parties in the writing of a land-use plan for confronting 
the challenges of sea level rise. 

Many who are just learning of Amendment 1-08 are raising concerns about its 
5Il1pact on local control, development, job creation, the region's ability to build more 
affordable housing, its capacity for paying for new levees and flood-control systems to 
protecting low-lying ·neighborhoods and business near the shoreline, as well as on other 
climate protection objectives, such as infill residential growth intended to get cars.offthe 
road and curb greenhouse gas emissions. 

Rather than substantive engagement and discussion of these issues and concerns, 
the initial response, we respectfully submit, was one of defensiveness and dismissive 
finger-pointing, with BCDC leadership saying objectors have been duped, misled and 
misinformed. 
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Our suggestion-rather, our request---is that you provide more time for education, 
input, dialogue, and an opportunity for stakeholders and interested parties to offer 
suggested improvements to the document before you. 

In closing, we applaud your leadership, but request that it be channeled to lead a 
comprehensive, solution-oriented approach that respects the interests of all stakeholders. 

Charles L. Gibson 
Vice President and Area Manager for Northem Califomia 
MANSON CONSTRUCTION CO. 
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R. Sean Randolph 
Chairman 
BAY CONSERVATION AND 
DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 
c/o Bay Area Council 
201 California Street, Suite 1450 
San Francisco, CA 94111 

Will Travis 

:U('T 2' 7 7010 - •. ' u, _v. 

SAN FPJ"NClSCU W;,'{ CUNSERVATiON 
& DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 

Executive Director 
BAY CONSERVATION AND 
DEVELOPMENT COMMISSION 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Re: Proposed Bay Plan Amendment 1-08 concerning climate change 

Chairman Randolph and Executive Director Travis: 

I am vvriting to express our continuing objections to the proposed land-use 
policies and guidelines contained in your agency's proposed amendment to the San 
Francisco Bay Plan on climate change and sea level rise. I also want to express our 
disappointment at the response to concerns raised in testimony and :in letters by local 
governments, business, labor, housing and community stakeholders to the matter. 

In the main, we applaud BCDC leadership on raising awareness and the need for 
regional planning and coordination in response to climate change and the implications of 
predicted sea level rise on the approximately 213,000 acres and tens of billions of dollars 
worth of property and public infrastructure and other assets 'Within areas susceptible to 
flooding and inundation. 

Where we fault the agency is in its process that-whatever the reason-failed to 
engage residents, property owners, employers, local governments, nonprofit 
organizations and other interested parties in the 'Writing of a land-use plan for confronting 
the challenges of sea level rise. 

Many who are just learning of Amendment 1-08are raising concerns about its 
impact on local control, development, job creation, the region's ability to build more 
affordable housing, its capacity for paying for new levees and flood-control systems to 
protecting low-lying neighborhoods and business near the shoreline, as well as on other 
climate protection objectives, such as infill residential growth intended to get cars off the 
road and curb greenhouse gas emissions. 



Rather than substantive engagement and discussion of these issues and concerns, 
the initial response, we respectfully submit, was one of defensiveness and dismissive 
finger-pointing, with BCDC leadership saying objectors have been duped, misled and 
misinformed. 

Our suggestion-rather, our request---is that you provide more time for education, 
input, dialogue, and an opportunity for stakeholders and interested parties to offer 
suggested improvements to the document beforeyou. 

In closing, we applaud your leadership, but request that it be channeled to lead a 
comprehensive, solution-oriented approach that respects the interests of all stakeholders. 

Presi nt 
Allied Propane Service 



~ 
VALERO 

Benicia Refinery 

Mr. Will Travis 
Executive Director 
Bay Conservation and 
Development Commission 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, CA 94111 . 
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Re: Proposed Bay Plan Amendment 1-08 concerning climate change 

Dear Mr. Travis: 

I am writing to request that the Commission allow more time for businesses, area agencies, 
property owners, and other interested parties to review the proposed land-use policies and 
guidelines contained in your agency's proposed amendment to the San Francisco Bay Plan on 
climate change and sea level rise. 

According to BCDC staff reports, the proposed amendments potentially involve $62 billion in 
existing shoreline development, 270,000 people and 213,000 acres. I am concerned that 
BCDC's proposed amendments could seriously affect the ability for existing businesses, like the 
Valero Refining Company, to update or expand facilities along the shoreline, including 
improvements that are required by regulating agencies such as the Marine Facilities Division of 
the California State Lands Commission, the San Francisco Bay Regional Water Quality Control 
Board, and the Bay Area Air Quality Management District. 

By providing additional time for all stakeholders and interested parties to join in a 
comprehensive discussion of these proposed changes in a collaborative manner, you will foster 
a better understanding of the issues at hand. 

Thank you for your leadership on raising awareness of the need for regional planning and 
coordination in response to predicted sea level rise, and thank you for your consideration of my 
request to slow down the decision-making process on the proposed amendments. 

If you have questions, please contact me at 707-745-7534. 

CWH:ap 

Sincerely, 

~~ 
Chris Howe 
Director - Health, Safety, Environment 
& Government Affairs 

c - R. Sean Randolph, Chairman, Bay Conservation and Development Commission 

Valero Refining Company-California. 3400 East Second Street· Benicia, California 94510·1097 
Telephone 707.745.7011 • Facsimile 707.745.7514 
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October 25, 2010 

To: Will Travis and BCDC Commissioners: 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Re: Proposed BCDC Bay Plan Amendments 

Dear Will and Commissioners: 

Sea level rise is a very real issue we must face as a region and that we must address head on, but 
we believe it can be done in a way that enhances our economy and growth patterns. BCDC has 
done a good job of raising awatenessofimpending sea level rise; however, the recent Bay Plan 
Amendments that BCDC staff has released will dramatically affect smart growth, urban infiH 

. housing, and above all, the quality of life in the Bay Area. . 

Please add my voice and concern to the multitude of entities that have already sent letters or 
voiced their concern at the recent BCDC commission hearing over the proposed Bay Plan 
Amendments, including: the Bay Area Council; the East Bay Economic Development Alliance 
and San Mateo County Economic Development Association (SAMCEDA); housing and 
development companies such as TMG Partners, large regional employers such as Oracle; 
governments like the City of San Jose; the City of San Francisco Mayor's Office; plus, the US 
Army Corps of Engineer; labor groups such as the California Alliance for Jobs; and many other 
local governments, agencies, and districts. 

The proposed amendments potentially impact $62 billion in existing shoreline development, 
270,000 people and 213,000 acres. By implementing such strict development restrictions, 
BCDC's plan could seriously affect the ability of developers to supply sustainable, transit­
oriented housing, prevent business expansion and threaten the Bay Area economy. The proposal 
could push employees further away from their jobs, increase commutes, and in turn, increase 
greenhouse gas emissions and contribute to sea level rise - the very thing BCDC wishes to 
combat. 



LAW OFFICE 
PETER :MACDONALD 

400 :MAIN STREET, SUITE 210 SAN P}{.iU")(;,l:;oC0 r.V\j l:\!NSEkt.YA:HUN 
PLEASANTON, CALIFORNIA 94566-7371 &. DEVE~(i?!A}J.NT (:!JMMl88lQN 

Board of Commissioners 

(925) 462-0191 
FAX (925) 462-0404 

pmacdonald@macdonaldlaw.net 

October 26,20.10 

San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

Subject: Proposed Bay Plan Amendment 1-08 Concerning Climate Change 

Dear Members of the Board, 

I am commenting on behalf of Trumark Commercial, of Danville, California, who have 
been working with the City of Newark anq a group of landowners to develop the 
Dumbarton TOO Specific Plan. Our management team believes intelligent planning is 
the key to building a successful future for the next generation of Californians. 

Major Points: 
We have two major points to make about the proposed Bay Plan Amendments: 

First, the core assumption underlying the Bay Plan Amendments completely 
contradicts the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change. BCDC Staff says we 
should plan for a sea level rise of approximately 55 inches by the year 2100. That 
assumed rise in sea level is gigantically larger than the worst case scenario of about 24 
inches of sea level rise set forth by the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change 
(Fourth Assessment Report) 2007. 

Second, the draft Bay Plan Amendments propose the discredited adversarial 
approach to addressing sea level change, rather than a consensus approach. If 
adopted, the Bay Plan Amendments will prolong the project by project uncertainty, 
delay, and government gouging that have increased the Bay Area's cost of housing and 
lowered our living standards over the past twenty years. 

Misrepresentation of Sea Level Rise 

Staff materials presented to the Board and public have been almost deceptive, by citing 
the Intergovernmental Panel on Climate Change and then in the following paragraph 
stating: "Global warming is expected to result in sea level rise in San Francisco Bay of 
16 inches (40 cm) by mid-century and 55 inches by the end of the century." (Staff 
Report October 2009). The Staff Report implies that the 55 inch projected rise in sea 
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level came from the IPee 2007. But, the actual table included in the IPee 2007: 
Summary for Policymakers, at p. 13 shows much smaller ranges of sea level rise under 
a number of different scenarios (attached). Under the most extreme IPCC scenario, 
assuming rapid economic expansion based on fossil fuels for the rest of the century, the 
highest end of the range of possible sea level change is projected to be less than 24 
inches. Mid-range sea level rise under the IPCC scenarios is projected at 11 to 17 
inches by the end of this century, i.e. by 2100 C.E .. 

The contrast between the IPce scenarios, and the Be De single number projection of 
55 inches of sea level rise is startling, which means the Bebe Staff projection ignores 
the best scientific consensus. That BeDe projection has been splashed across the 
BeDe website with a contour map showing massive areas of now dry land under water 
- apparently using an added assumption that massive storm forces will push that higher 
sea level to contours that now rest eight to ten feet (96 to 120 inches) or more above 
current mean sea levels. 

There are extreme laissez faire partisans and a few well meaning scientists who simply 
deny that there will be any sea level rise. There are also extreme environmental 
partisans and"a few well meaning sCientists who belieVe that sea level rise will ble p5 
inches or greater 6ver the next century. But, for poliCy making, the Bay Area should use 
the best scientific consensus now available, and that is the Intergovernmental Panel on 
Climate Change. . 

Smart Regulation 

A key component of smart growth is the concept of smart regulation .. Numerous 
ecohomic studies demonstrate that increased costs from government regulation migrate 
directly into the cost of housing. An important strategy of the smart growth movement is 
to develop regulatory schemes which reward environmentally sensitive design with near 
ministerial approval processes. The developer meets generally applicable criteria rather 
than getting mired in multi-year approval processes in which the land use jurisdiction 
figures out its requirements in an adversary process on a case by case basis depending 
on demands from nearby special interest groups and various single issue government 

. agencies. 

The proposed Bay Plan Amendments fall into that adversary planning approach. The 
single issue agency (in this case BeDC) throws a blanket of uncertainty over a project 
or area by adopting a plan or policy that has' no relation to reality (55 inch sea level 
rise). Then, project by project, that agency claims jurisdiction by law under eEQA 
Guidelines Section 15366, states that the proposed project conflicts with the BCDe Bay 
Plan, and negotiates for as much mitigation as it can extract. The resulting mitigation 
differs erratically based upon the jurisdiction, the desperation of the project developer, 
the sophistication of project opponents, threatened litigation, and other vagaries of the 
local political process. 
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The better alternative is for BCDC to really engage with the Bay jurisdictions and 
landowners to develop consensus regarding an approach to sea level rise and wetlands 
restoration based on generally applicable principles. A key principle of smart growth is 
that the land use pattern which minimizes C02 generation is compact urban 
development at locations within existing cities, so environmental tradeoffs must be 
made to encourage that intil!. Ideally, the resulting consensus establishes a clear 
dividing line and agreed mitigation approaches that make all future development near 
the Bay more ministerial. For example, imagine a consensus that the Bay protection 
line will be at the 6 foot contour line above mean sea level. Beyond that contour line 
urban planning and projects could proceed smoothly, subject only to ministerial fees for 
wetlands restoration, dikes, and an attractive border treatment at the agreed dividing 
line. That is the kind of consensus BCDC should be working to broker, rather than 
attempting to impose the Bay Plan Amendments in their current form. 

Very Truly Yours 

'PWJ\ Yn av<.,DlfhcvU 
Peter MacDonald 

Cc: . City of Newark 
Ron Winter, Trumark Commercial 

Attachment: IPCC 2007: Summary for Policymakers Table SPM.3 
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CITY OF SUISUN CITY 
701 Civic Center Blvd. 

Suisun City, California 94585 

Incorporated October 9, 1868 

San Francisco Bay Conservation and Development Commission 
50 California Street, Suite 2600 
San Francisco, California 94111 

RE: Bay Plan Amendment No. 1-08 

Dear Mr. Randolph: 

CITY COUNCIL MEETING 

First and TI1ird Tuesday 
Every Month 

I am writing to thank you for the sentiment expressed at the Commission's last meeting of October 21, 
2010, on the issue of extending the timeframe to consider the propose~ Bay Plan Amendment. As I 
indicated during the Public Hearing, the City of Suisun City hasn't been able to completely review and 
digest changes contained in the proposed Bay Plan Amendment. Your inclination to provide more time to 
allow for public entities and stakeholders to review and comment 011 the proposed Amendment is 
appreciated. We have engaged with other impactedjurisdictions and stakeholders, and intend to provide 
your statI and commissioners with input that we hope will result in an outcome we all will consider 
favorably. Given our location immediately adjacent to the Suisun Marsh, our community has a unique 
sensitivity to issues related to the Marsh, but we also could be significantly impacted by the proposed 
Amendment. . 

We look forward to a process that does not require a rushed approach during the holiday season, and 
allows for a complete and thorough analysis by all those impacted. 1'd like to reiterate the need for more 
time to allow all stakeholders to completely understand the issues associated with the proposed 
Amendment, and I look forward to working with BCDC staff on this issue. 

Regards, 

suz~r~ 
City Manager 
City of Suisun City 

CC: Mr. Will Travis, Executive Director, BCDC 
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