
December 16, 2009

Akoni Danielsen
City of San Jose
Planning Division
City Hall, 3rd Floor
200 East Santa Clara Street
San Jose, CA 95113-1905

Dear Akoni:
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~ O. BOX 90207

SAN JOSE, CA 95109-3207

FAX 408.9Z7.4784

fl!L .!.0~. 97Z
TTY a08 97Z4779

The San Jose Arena Authority appreciates the opportunity to respond to the Draft
Supplemental Environmental Impact Report for the Baseball Stadium in the
Diridon/Arena Area. Please be advised that the items listed below specifically relate to
the potential impacts of the baseball stadium on the continued operations at HP
Pavilion at San Jose. The Arena Authority considers the Draft Supplemental
Environmental Impact Report as a critical foundation document in the evolutionary
process for the design and construction of the baseball stadium project in the
Diridon/Arena area.

The Arena Authority respectfully requests that the following issues be considered at the
forefront of discussions with the City and other critical stakeholders in the development
and implementation of this significant stadium project:

Identification of issues specifically relating to stadium construction and
operation

Significant land development issues contemplated in the Diridon/Arena area

Coordinated analysis of Pavilion and stadium on-site and off-site parking issues

Coordinated analysis of Pavilion and stadium vicinity road and traffic issues

Public transit options currently under consideration in the Diridon/Arena area

Analysis of pedestrian access issues in and around the Diridon/Arena area

Evaluation of Pavilion event coordination issues with stadium construction and
operation

Analysis of residential neighborhood integrity issues during stadium
construction and operation

Integration of stadium operations plans with Pavilion event management plans

Establishment of standing stakeholder committees to oversee stadium
construction and operation
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I appreciate your consideration on the items listed on the previous page and look
forward to continuing to work cooperatively on this important stadium project. Please
feel free to contact me with any comments or questions.I can be reached at
morrisey@sj.aa.com or at 408-977-4783.

Sincerely,

Chris Morrisey
Executive Director

CC; Members of the Arena Authority Board of Directors
Members of the Arena Events Operations Committee
Jim Benshoof, HP Pavilion Management
Jim Goddard, HP Pavilion Management
Kip Harkness, Redevelopment Agency
Dennis Korabiak, Redevelopment Agency
Hans Larsen, Department of Transportation
Abi Maghamfar, Redevelopment Agency
Jim Ortbal, Department of Transportation
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NOTICE OF PREPARATION OF A
DRAFT SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR THE BASEBALL STADIUM IN THE DIRIDON/ARENA ~EA

FILE NO:
PROJECT APPLICANT:

APN:

PP05-2i4
san Jos~ Red0vdopment Agertcy
259-4.8-0!!, :012, -0i3,~052, -053, -057, -060, ~07.t~
-073~ and-074~ 259-28~04L..043, and-044; 259=38-
009, ~Ol.0, zOl I,:02.7, -028, .029, ~085, ~.133, and
-i41i 25~L47-0~9, .068, and -080; 261234,020; mad
261-35r002, .003,-006; ’007, ,0 ~0,-..0i 4,: ~!!d ;02%

As ~he Lead Agency, theCity .of Sat) Jose will prepare a Supplemental Environmental ImpaCt.Report
(SE!R) for tl~e above-referencettprojeet and would like your views regarding the scope and content of the
.env,’otm~ental mformatton~ wh,eh Is germane to your agency s stamtoryresponstbdmes m connectmn
Wifl~ the ~’op0sed project. ~t~s ~E~ may ~e U~ed b~ ~m~?~geney ~lm~ ~sidefing appi’ovais- for tbi~
project, " ........ ’ ....... ’ .... ............... ~

The project desor’pti0n~ location, a~!d. probable enviromnental .effects tMt willbe analyzed in the SEIR for
the pi!oject ate attached

According to State law, the d.eadline ~or your respon.se is 30 days after receipt ofthisnofice~ however, we
would appreciate an earlier response, if possible, ’Please identify a contact person, arid Send yoUr response
¯ to:                                        "            "     " "    ’ ’

city of’San Jo~e
Attm Akoni Daniet~en

Plauning Division
City Hall, 200 East Santa Clara StreeL 3~ Floor

San JO~ :CA:9~ ~:~i~0~ ’
Phon~’, (408) 535’7823

e-maih AkonL~anieisen~sanj oseca;gov

Joseph Horwedel, Director
Planning, Building and Code Enforcement

Deputy
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NOTICE OF PREPARATION
or

SUPPLEMENTAL ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT REPORT
FOR THE

BASEBALL STADIUM !N THE DIRIDON/ARENA AREA

A. INTRODUCTION

The purpo,e of an. Envii’0nmental Impact Report (EIR) is to i.nform.de~isi0n-ma.kers and t!Ie general pub-
lie of the enviromi~ental effects 0fa prO~0s~d pi0jeet tliat an agen6ym~y imptei~ent or appt’o~e. Tile E!R
process Is infended to provide informatibn~suffieient to evaluafe a project and its potential for significant:
impa~ts on.fl~� envkonment~ ~o examine ~uethod~ ~fredu¢ing adverse impacts; and to consldet’ alterna.
ti~es t0 the p~oje~t.

A Supplemental En~iromnental hnpa~t Rep0a (SEt R) is prepm’ed Wh¢ll an E~ !~as previously be�i, ee~i,
fled and changes are proposed*o a project or new in~0rmation becomes available~ which was not known
and Co,rid i!0t have b.~en k!i0~yt~ wt!en i!~e EIR wasoct’tiffed, andflae cMnges to flae:pr0jeet or new infold.

ously ldenttfled slgntf!cant effe ts TI!e SEI~
previous EIK adequate for t!~e project.as.revised. In this.case the ElK being ~iip~!emefited i~ the Ba~eba!l
Siadium iii:the DiridodArena AreaEIR, whtch was cel~ified by lheSan Jose Pla~ingCommission on
Februai’y)28i ~007’~ Tlxe SE]R for file proposedpi’0jeet will: be prepared and processed tn accordance with
tt~eCal~for~iiaEfi~ir0~e"tai Q(~aiitY ~t ((~QA~:Of f~0,. as ~hfii~ad~d~’. ...... , .......

B, PR0 .~CT LOCATION

The prQposed modified project would be located in the Dirt.don station Piannir~g Area alongthe weStern
~dge of dox~!~aown sa~ Jose in San!a Ci~ra coumyt Figure I zhow~ ,l~e project’s regional location. The
stadl, t!~u m~dparking ~tructu!’e c~mp,o.nents of the propo~,ed.li~i0d.i~ed pi-0ject ~vot, dd. be 9on~tructed in t!~e
area generally bounded by A~ttumix Street, Bird Avetitle?aod Loz GarbS.Creek to tile east and south, rail~
roadtraeks to the west, and Julian Street to the north. Figure~ 2 a~xd 3 sh6’~q.the ~tadium alld pat.’k!!lg
structure components of the project in their.local contexls.

Bxisti!igland ttses ................~ " ’~ "m t!~e project V~C!mty mcl~!de a. m!x oi~:8~ng!~~ aUd. muttizfamily ~-gsldential units, com-
metcial~ office, light industt’ia!, ~tl~d tratisit.-.0r:!t:~ti~p0t~fffi:oti,i!elated !and Uses~

C. PROJECTBACKGROUND

!n FelS~uary 2007, the City Certified an EIR for the BaSeball Stadium [n the Dirido~Arena Area.P!’oject
(2006 Stadium Proposal), The 2006 Stadium Proposal consisted of the development of an appi~0ximate!~
1.5 rai!!too square-foot major teague baseball stadium and a parking structure with ground floor commer~
~ial Use~ On appt:oximate!y 23A acres in the CityOfSan JOse, The2006 Stadit!ln Prppo.s~! in~iuded, a
maximum.sedting capacity of 45,000 arid a’tn~xilmUm height oft:65 feet,,Mth Seo~ebo~ds up to appi’oxi-
merely 200 feet atd lights approximately 235 feet above finlshedgrade.
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LSA
2006 STADIUM PROPOSAL
PROJECT sl’rE

NE~/SITES ADDED AS PART
OF THE MODIFIED PROJECT

Baseball Stadium in the
Diridon/Arena Area Supple~.~nta! F!R

Project Site LocatiOn
and Region.al V~c~n~ty

SOURCE: CALIFORN!’ASTATEAUTOMOBILEASSN. 200~; LSAASSOCIATES, 1NC ,2009
IS~00903 Ballpnfk Addendumlfigurcs/Supplemc~lM EIR!FIg_ ,a{ (11/3109)
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SOURCE: CIT~’ oFSAN ~OSE~ REDEVELOI ME~TAGENC~, 2006:.
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HP Pavilion Parking Structure Site



in early 2009, the City began exploring the development eta modified stadium project. Key components
~f the modified project proposal tiiAidi~fei"fi.om ti~.e"~06stadiiii~:"Pl!~p~sai !ncludel a smai!er maximum
seating capacity; relocaiion oftlie pa~qdng structure;i ~n option t6 repositiol! file stadium t~ th~ So~ttti; a~d
the realigiimentof South Autumn Street and South Monigomery Street near tlieir ifiterse~tion Witl~ Pai’k
Avenue~

D. PRO,IECT DESCRIPTION

A major leagu~ haSeball Stadiumwith a ~.eating e~iOaeity of~tp t6 36,000 would be eongtcueted.on the
project site Under the modified pr~jeetpro~osai. A detailed piatl fort!~e m0dified p?oj~ei ha~ n6t yet be~ii
pre~t;~d b~( the !~odified.sta0ium would have a similar configuration and orientation io that proposed.in
20.06, aThe stadium xvooldb~ located On ~e~some site ~.proposed it~20.06 or, as an option, may be.sluiCed
approximately 100 ~eet to the 8oUfla, KepositiOi~ii~g fl~e ~stadium to tlie south ~vould require.that Parg. Ave-
nu.ebe narrowed from four lafies t6 t~o b~vcen Autumn Street and t!~ railroad tracks b~it w0ti!d ?~void.
~the need t0 re¢onfigure a Paoific, Gas.and Electric (PGgE)substation locatedon the noahw~gtC0met 0f
the p~’op0se~ s.tadium site~                                            .

Parking for tt~e modified 9r0je~t Wouldb~ :proqided in either existingparking lots ~t"
¯ downtown San Jose area or ~Vitliln a il6w parking struettire ~o.b~ eoti~tru.eted at One .of ttle.!oeatlbns sliowll
in Eigure t..The area south Of Park Ave~lue that was proposed as ihe Site of a.pal’king struetut’e itttt~ie 2006
StadiUm Pt’0P0sal would l~t be devei0ped under rite m0dified project. This area wotdd remain a Eire
Trai!~ll~g Facii.ity, By not d~¢lopi!g’tl~is. Site als.a po.rking strt~e~!re; its fututed~¥e!opm~nt a~
envisibt~d iiiih~ Midtown Speeifi6 ~lati Would ri6.tbe.predU~t~d. ExiS(ingstcuetures on the Stadtul~ and
parking:structuresites would be demolished or relocated,

Tlie vatqous eomporiet~ts ofth~ modified pt’ojeet are.summarized below, K~y idiffere:nees between the
2006 StadiUm Pi:op0~al and modified project at’~liighlightgd,

1. Baseball Stadium

Ti!~ prOpOsed baseball stadium would i!!�.!~lde basebalbi’elated facilities, as.well as associated restaurant
ai~d retail/commerC!al uses.

a, Baseball Facilities. The Upes of basebatl-reli~ted facilities: ~o be located withitl fli~ prop0gedsta-
dium would be the same for the modified project as for.the 2006 Stadium Proposa!. B~seba!l~i’e!at~d
faci!ifies would include the playil~g fidd,-speCtatot fa~itifles,-food sel~lce and retail~ home and visiting
tea~ faei!ifics, p~,e~s ~aeiiiti~S; ~r~c~at~d oPei~at~bn ~ae~il.~(~St admi~isi~:afi.ve facfiit~e~ 0~-site.pa~kii~g;
loading doe~; ligl~ti.n~eoi’e60ard, s6ufid System, at,d Public access atadplaz~, W!~i!~ squar.e fo.ot~ges
lmve not.been ealeulmed for the modified projeet fl~ey ar~ expected to b~ the.Same as ihoS~ �o!egi!ated.foi~
the 2006 Stadlun~"Proposat or possiblyless because of ihe modified stadium’s smaller seaiing chpacity.
SPeeifiealiy~ {he square footages nS~o~!ated ~ith spectator faci!it,¢s ~nd food services may belower for

b. Basebail Stadium Uses. The pr0posed ballpark eomp!ex wo~.ild be used for !ri~0r league baseball
games and associated.activities, as well as evenis other than baseball, The proposed uses are the .same for
fla~niodifi~d pl:oje~t aS f6r il~e ~006 Sta.diu!iil P!oposa!,      ’

2. Commercial Development South of Park Avenue

The commercial development south of Park Avenue that is :e~wisioned as pa~ Of the 2006 Stadium Pro-
posal would no! be constructed as pat~ of the modified project and !!~e bt!ilding on this area of thesite,
which hous~es a water pump, would not require relocation. Absent a parking st!’ucture, fut~)re development
of the site as apark as ¢nvisionedin the MidtoWn Specific Plan would ~6t be precluded.

M0dificatioi~ of Baseball Stadium in the Dirido~dArenaArea Page6 of 9 Not ce of P~eparatio~ 0fan S~IP,



3. Parking Facilities and Roadways

a, Paridng Facilities P~rk!ng t~or.fh¢ modified projqct would be addressed under one of three options
-a MontgOinery/A~!tunm Stree~ pa~king ~t,’ucture, an HP Pavilio~a pai’kiilg sttticture, or ~ "~0 p~!?king
structure’ option

The Montgome~y/Autumn Street parking sirueture would be located no~h of the proposed Stadium on a
site fl~at is bounded by S~ Mpntgomery s~reet to thee west, S, Autumn Street.to the east, the Valley Trans-
pg~latioa Authority (VTA) light :rail ttmne! t9 the Sot~th a~d a.pa!’king !ot.to the ~o!’th, OS s!~o~r~ iln ~igure
2. The pat~king structure would include approximately 1,200 pai’king~spaces-.ihe same ~!umber a~ the
2006 Stadium Proposal - and would have up to eight levels Ofioa.r~iiig! Veliiele aec~Sa.and egre~s for.tl~e
parking strucfure would be provided fi’om S. M0r~tgomery Street and S: Autumn Street, The groundfloor
of the parking structure would havec, ommerctal uses faci~ig S, Mo!itgome!y street and possibly S.
AUtumn street,

The HP Pavilion parking structure would be located oa the parking lot ~vestofthe HP Pavilion. The
parking structure would increase the number of parking spac~s in this area by approximately.l,300 to a
total capacity of approximately 2,750 s aces Three possibie configui’atio~ls are being considered for file
parking Sh’ucture.on the HP Pavilion site The three ¢oiifigui’ati0nS ii~lude~, 1) a: four= tO six’!eVel parkh~g
structure at the south end of the parking lot on W. Santa Clam S~reet, 2) a fiqe- to slxslevel parking struc-
ture located on the north end of the parking lot on W. JuiianStreet, and 3). the addition eraSecond deck
of parking across Ihe entire p.at~ing 10t. Access and egress f0rthe HP Pa?v[lion parking lo~ may need to be
modified with ratnps within ti~e HP Pavilion parking lot,

The no parkingstructure option would rely upon existing parking in .dowrtiOwia San Jose aiid not Con-
struct a parking structui’e as pan of the modlfiedproject; if no park[ngstructure is constructed as p~rt of
ti~e project, ~ei~icles would be accommodated by’the approximately 21~072 parking splices cut’renfly
!o~ated within ¾ niiles 0fthe stadium site tO fi!e.north a~i.d east,

b. Roadways. The same roadways that would be abandoned or realigned as part of the 2006.Stadiutn
Proposal would be abandoned or realigned as part of the modified project, The proposed realignment and
~etbaek of S,. Aut~!mn Street are fl~e same for t.he modified project as fo~, the 2006 Stadium prgposa!, !n
addition, if the staditun is s!aifled to thesouth, Pai:k Avenue .wot!ld be nan~owed from foui’ lanes to. two
between Autumn Street aiid the raih’oadtracks.

A series oftransp0rtat!o~-reiatgdehanges arc plannedfot, t!~ S, Montgomery Sh.eet/S. Autumn Street
Corridor; either as backgi’ound improvements (s0meth!ng already piaimed without tI!e stadiul~)) or os~ part
of the stadium pfoject. The pr0po~ed transpottafion-re!aied uses are t!~e same for the ingdified.pfoje~t as.
for the 2006 Stadium Proposal, except tl!at the intersection Of S, Autumn St feet and s. Mo)atgom~ry Sffeet
with Park Avenue would be ~nodified. Reallgnment of the streets and modificationofl!he mtei’seeti~n
would require acquisition of three parcel~.(259-47,0.59,.-068, and .~080) o!~ the casts[de of:S,
Montgomery Street, between Park Avenue and W. San Car!oS Street~

4, PG&E Substa~tion

Uiide~’ the modified pr0jectthe PG&E substati0n located adjacei~t to the railroad tracks on the ~ot~hwest
¢0rl~er office prop0sedstadiUm sitewouid be rec0i~figured as prev[0usly described in the 2006 Stadium
Proposal of would remain as it is if the stadium were shifted to’the So~ th.

5. Site Acquisition, DemolitionlRelocation and Preparation

Ti!eRedevelopment Agency i.s~ inthe process ofw0rkingwi~ in~!ividual property owners to purchase
properties withi!~ the project site To date 5 of 16 properties are owl~ed or are in negotiatiOnS wifli the san
Jose Redevelopment Agency.
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The modified project would include the demolition or relocation arrive buildings on the site ofthepro-
posed Montgonaery/AUt~lmn Stree~ pai’ki!ag struetu~’e and two b~i!dings 0n tI~e parcds.-s0uth, ofPar.kAye-
nu~ and ~ast of s, MOntgomery Street tlia~t a~’e needed to.allo~vl’~alignmeilt 0f 8,Au~Um)~..~tre~t, Both the
2006 Stadium Proposal and modified project Would include the de~fiolition orrel0cati0n 0f at least t~vo
known htstorie a’esources, the formerKNTV Broadcast FaeiliU located at 645 Park Avenue and the
Sunlite Baking Company building located at 145 S. Momgomery Street. Both the2006 Stadium Proposal
and modified project wou~d inc!~de: the removal of 12.buildings S0ufi~;ofSat~:.Fem~Mo: Street to P~rk
AvenUe and eastofihe railroad tracks to LOS Gates C~ek, on file [0~atioa Of the pt’0p0sed ~tadium.
Remova! 0fthe Fke Training Center bxfildings South & Park Avenae and West.Of S~ Montgomei’y Wotdd
not be required under the m0dified pr0jeet. Abandonment and demolition ofa portlon of ParkAvem~e
would be requ!red iftl~O pi:0posed stadium.were shifted ~0 fh¢ ~ml~h.~

Grading and exeavati0n activities req~fir~d fo~ ~onstt"Uction oftl~e modified projeetwould ~be ~the s~me
for the 2006 Stadium Proposal. The removal of ordinance.size trees would be requtred~ although an
estimated i 1 fewer trees wmdd be removed under the modified project (hart under the 2006 stadium
Propo~ai.

6. Project C0nsh’uetion and Schedule

If a City.sponsored ballot initlative were to be approved in November 2010, site preparafion~ infi’astruc~
ttu’e deveiopment a~d reeonfiguration:of fi~e PG~E ~ubstaf!on would begin in the spring o~ 201L Open~
ing day c0ti!d bea~ ~riY

7. Employment

Employment for the modified project would be siightly less titan the 2006 Stadium Proposal due to:
redu¢.[ion 1~! sgath~g cap.aci~ of the si~d.ittm, and tl~e poss~biy ~maller.nu~lber: of gnlpl0yees negded!o
operate a~!d !nainta!~ il~e speetatoi~’and £ood service facilities,

E, ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACTS TO BE ANALYZED IN THESEIR

Based on i[s ~reliminary ana!ysis~ tlie City concludes ]hat the modified project does not propose substan-
tial ~hange~ to t!aeBas~ball Slad[un~ in !he Dir[~0n!At’ena Area ProjeOt; result in ~ny new significant.
impacts or substantially inereaSe.tl~e .severity 9f preyiously identifiedimpaets;or de~!ine [9. adopt feasible
m!Iigation measures O~: alter!~afiv~s t!~atl w~tfid i~edt~!~¢ idefit[fied.sign!fic~nt impaots; !n addition, mo~t
existh~g �0ndfti0ns have iaot SUbStantia!ly ~ha~iged :since itl~. Baseball Stadium inth~ Difidon~ArenaArea
EIR was certified,

GiVen Ihese ¢ire~mstanees alone, tile ~odified p~ojeet would !~9t ~?equirepreparati~n of~n SE!R and
would qtialify for an ~tldendum ~n accordance With CEQA Gtfide!in~s.-Section !5!64. H0w~ver, du~ to. an
error’ in’the traffic dala ~hat were used.in the.previous ]raffle study fot~ ~he 2006 Stadiuin l~roposal the City
has determined that it is necessaff to update fhe tr~ffic analysis for tlie modified project using corrected
trifle d~ta to.d!~elos~ ~ news!gnifieant hnpagt to fi:ee~aysi !n additign~, be~use:t!~e eff¢~i8 0!~i!~e~p~0jeef
on globa! climate eiiange Were no! analyzed !n ihe previous!y certified EIR, die CitYhas e!e~ted tO
address Ibis isz:Ue in the SEIR. Tbei:efore, the City Will p~epare an SE!R fo!! t]~epurpose of atialyziiag.and
disclosing the environmental impacts of floe prop~sed.r~vi~i0ns io the project onl)1rafiic and ]) global
climate change.

The results of fl~e City’slprelhninary analySiS Of-the m0difiedpr6ject, i~.(he fom~ Of an Initial Study
~hecklist, wi!l be included aS an appendixto the SEIR. The lfiifiat Study Chic "ldi~t will ¢0mp~ire
ronmental impacts ofihe modified projec~ withthose of the 2006 Stadium iProposal~ providing analysis of
whetlier il!g modified projb~t would result in new.significant environmentalimpaels for topics other than

,l~lodificatio~ of Basebail Stadiu~n i~ the Diridon/Arena Area Page 8 of 9



traffic and global Climate cha~!ge. At.this time the Ci[y has not iden¢ified any new significant impacts or
p~’e~iously ~de~tifi~d imp~so~fs~bs~antia!iy ine!’eased s~v~rjU t!~at would ~ri~el’ the need for fiu~her
analysis:beyond these two issues, H0Wevel’, additional subjects maybeadded at a ia~erdate i~new
information ¢OineS to light.

1. TranSpo~’tation

The SEIR will include a traffic aiiaiysis.foi.I ttie modified project that wit! c0nfocm to the City el’San
JO~’S and th~ Santa Clai’~ C0uii~ congestions/Maiiagem~nt Ageney’~S (CMA) metiiodoiogie~, T!ietrans-
p01~ation aiaalysis prepared for~the SEIi~ wi!l describe tile existing i’6adway eonditi6ns, eircula[ioCt pat-
[eras, parking conditions,, and oihcr,elements (light rail,bus routes, eteO 0fthe transportation system in
a!ld around the site, !neluding tl~e !oe01 streets and i!aer~ections, regignal facilities, a~T!d fi’ee~yays., ,4. tram-
portal!on, m0de!in.g analysis wil! be prepared jn ordei~ ~o evaluate ~the

2, Global Climale Change

T!~e SEIR wi!.!, exani!n~ the potent.a! for the modified project to restdt i!I globa! c!i!nate c!.~uge impacts
and wi!! discuss tl!e mea~ti~’es included lathe modified project to minimiZe impacts and reduce gree~l-
house gas et~isSions, ....................

3, A!ternative8
The SEIR wj!i update the Alternatives analysis lathe ccaified EiR: TIi.~ m0d!fied.project wil! he �om-
pared to the 2006 Stadium Pr.oposa[ ai~d ihe A!ternative~ presetit~d in tlig Certified EIR. Tile SE1R will
identify the dcgt~e~ to which each alternatiye ~iiglit reduce one or inotb of tlie prOjeei’S iinpacts~ Whether
or not the alternative could restilt in other or increased impacts, the viability of the alternative, and the
degre~ to whid~ the al.te!in~tive is Consistent with lhe wojec!,s :goals and objectives. An "E~wironmentally .
Supcri&’ Alternative will ble identified.,

.4. OthcrRequired Sections

The SEIR will also include other information typically required fot~ an EIR. These other sections includ~
th~ following: i)G~’o~,qth !ndt, ei.ngfinpaCtS~ 2) S!g~iificant, ~Ui~avok!able Impagts; 3)sig~aificaiit !rreversi.
ble Enviromi’tei!t~! Changes; 4) ReferenCeS; and5)EiR.Autl~ors.
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MercuryNews,com

A’s stadium foes,
supporters discuss
revised proposal

By Tracy Seipel
tseipel@mercurynews.com

Posted: 12/17/2009 12:00:00 AM PST

Special Report

~ Rn£mh~ll in fh~ Rnlffh Ray
More on the Athletics

¯ A’s Forum: Talk with fellow
fans

° A’s special section: More
~news, stats and video.

Though an A’s ballpark in San Jose is still just an
idea, the project’s impact on residents and
downtown traffic have already come under some
fire.

A special San Jose City Hall meeting Wednesday
night to discuss a revised environmental impact
report brought out dozens of people, including
supp.orters and a handful of critics from a new San
Jose Giants-backed coalition opposed to any
taxpayer money that might fund the ballpark.

San Jose Mayor Chuck Reed on Wednesday said he
found the coalition’s position "odd" considering that
the city - which owns Municipal Stadium, where the
minor league San Jose Giants play -- has forked
over almost $1 million in the past two years to pay
for upgrades and repairs to the stadium. On
Tuesday, the City Council, acting as the
redevelopment agency board, signed off on
$300,000 for electrical improvements at the

3.l.b

stadium.

"They ought to know about the funding of the
stadium because isn’t that who this group is? Did
they not notice the million dollars we spent on Muni
Stadium ? It’s kind of funny," Reed noted. "But I don’t
expect people to be consistent when it gets to these
political issues."

Jim Weyermann, president and chief executive of
the San Jose Giants and a member of the coalition,
said Municipal Stadium is a city asset that has not
had major repairs over the decades. He said the
team has spent more than $2 million of its own
money on repairs.

"We have an obligation to ensure that the facility is
safe and accessible to all the fans. And the city is
also responsible for that, per our lease," he said,

An Oakland A’s spokesman declined Wednesday to
comment on the coalition.

The issue of a ballpark remains hypothetical for
now. Oakland’s A’s owner Lew Wolff wants to move
the team to San Jose, but the San Francisco Giants
own the territorial rights to the area and refuse to
relinquish them.

The decision lies with Major League Baseball
Commissioner Bug Selig, who has appointed a
committee to study the A’s options. That committee
has met with San Jose officials, but its members
won’t say when they expect their work to be
finished. It would also take a vote of three-quarters
of baseball’s big league owners to terminate the
Giants’ territorial rights and allow the A’s to move to
San Jose.

San Francisco Giants Vice President Staci Slaughter
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said the team supports the coalition and will
continue to do so. But she added that much of the
coalition’s fu~nding will come from its own
fundraising efforts.

"We have a minority interest in the San Jose Giants,
and we support the coalition’s effort to understand
the full economic and environmental impact of a
major league ballpark in San Jose," she said.

Wednesday’s meeting was meant to show the public
how much the project proposal has changed since
2006, when the first stadium proposal was
submitted. Planners also are seeking feedback on
the environmental report.

Todd Smith, the attorney for the opposition
coalition, Stand for San Jose,
filed a nine-page letter with the city that challenged
the planners’ revised report, Among other issues, he
said the report fails to take into account traffic on
Interstate 880 as A’s fans travel south from
Alameda and Contra Costa counties.

A 2006 environmental impact report was based on
a 45,000-seat stadium and parking structure
envisioned on 23.1 acres.

But a modified ballpark proposal announced by city
officials in early September reduced the project to
14 acres and seating to 36,000. More acreage
would be added depending on which parking
structure option is selected.

There are key differences in the new plan,
according to the latest report, The ballpark’s
parking structure would be relocated; there is an
option to reposition the stadium; and South Autumn
and South Montgomery streets near their
intersections with Park Avenue would be realigned.

Planners say repositioning the stadium 100 feet
south would require that Park Avenue be narrowed
from four lanes to two between Autumn Street and
the railroad tracks. But doing so would avoid the
need to reconfigure a PG&E substation on the
northwest corner of the proposed stadium site, The
substation could also be reconfigured as described
in the 2006 stadium proposal.

Parking for the modified project would be
addressed under one of three options; a
Montgomery/Autumn Street parking structure, an HP
Pavilion parking structure or no parking structure at
all.

Because the 2006 report underestimated ballpark
congestion on a segment of Interstate 280 between
Highway 87 and 10th Street, planners said the city
will need to correct that portion 0f the report.

The supplemental report also takes into account
how the construction and use of the ballpark would
affect global warming, an issue not considered in
2006.

The final report is expected to be finished in early
2010.

Contact Tracy Seipel at 408 275-0140.
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Statio
Engineers for the future high-speed rail
project expected to stop at Diridon
Station are recommending that the rail
lines be built over existing Caltrain,
Union Pacific and ACE Train tracks.
On Dec. 3, staffreported to the
California High Speed Rail Authority
Board its decision to eliminate the
option to put the high-speed rail
corridor underground.

The San Jose Downtown Association
has requested that the City Council get
involved in this state-level decision,
which will have a profound effect on
the look of the city in the event the rail
lines are built. SJDA believes more
study of the feasibility of underground
rail lines is necessary.

The rail staffproposes tracks and station
structures as high as nine stories. At the
Diridon Station, the barrier to down-
town from western neighborhoods will be 87 feet tall, a half-
mile long and almost a football field wide.

In SJDA’s view, downtown investment is at risk from such a
massive structure. Likewise, the Council-created Diridon Good
Neighbor Committee unanimously opposed abandonment of
the underground option at its meeting Dec. 7.

"We have worked hard creating a friendly and inviting down-
town and invested too much the past three decades to construct
a ’BerlinWall’ type of thing that closes downtown offto our
Midtown neighbors," said Henry Cord, SJDA’s representative
on the committee, "The city may want to hire its own inde-
pendent geologists and engineers for a second opinion, as Palo

plans 87 feet h" gh

This schematic of downtown between Highway 87 and Diridon Station shows ground-level rail tracks.

Alto has done."

The high-speed rail, which will shuttle passengers between Los
Angeles and San Francisco in less than three hours, is designed
to be underground in those two transportation hubs.

While the state makes its plans, the city makes plans for the
next 25 years to expand the downtown core in the area around
the train station. It recently received schematics for the area
from the Harvard University Graduate School of Design. The
models include a baseball stadium and rail lines at ground level.

Transportation officials project that the Diridon Station by
2030 will serve 4.1 million high-speed rail riders and 2.7 million
Caltrain riders annually.
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