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Response to Comment Letter IP12 

Response to Comment IP12-1 

The comment is introductory and requests that, based on the comments in the 
letter, consideration of the EIR for the proposed Project by the Planning 
Commission be delayed until the FEIR is revised to comply with CEQA.  The 
Commission considered the project and EIR on April 24, 2007.  Based on the 
subsequent review done by the City of this letter, the resulting minor revisions to 
the FEIR, and the fact that the FEIR, including these supplemental responses, 
meets the requirements of CEQA, recirculation is not required and the City 
Council may consider certifying the FEIR and approving the project. 

No revisions to the EIR are necessary. 

Response to Comment IP12-2 

There is no requirement under CEQA to distribute to the public the Mitigation 
Monitoring Program or the addendum to the Specific Plan for any particular 
length of review and comment. These documents were sent as a courtesy as part 
of ongoing communications with the parties interested and involved with the 
proposed Project.  The changes to the Specific Plan are minor in nature and do 
not change the environmental impacts identified in the EIR. 

No revisions to the EIR are necessary. 

Response to Comment IP12-3 

The comment states that the FEIR acknowledges that the Project could lead to 
traffic safety impacts due to new roadway geometrics and mixing of new traffic 
and quarry traffic.  The comment states that the NOP for the Staples Ranch 
Project also notes that “substantial” traffic and conflicts would result from that 
project.  The comment states that traffic and safety impacts from this project and 
the Staples Ranch Project must be fully mitigated. 

The EIR for the ECSP analyzed the potential traffic and traffic safety impacts 
under baseline plus project conditions and cumulative (with Staples Ranch) 
conditions.   

The traffic safety analysis under baseline plus project conditions is under Impact 
TRA-5, starting on page 3.15-38 in the DEIR, and is substantiated by the traffic 
safety analysis in Appendix E of the DEIR.  The conclusion of this analysis is 
that the traffic safety impacts of the Project would be less than significant as 
designed. 
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The cumulative traffic safety analysis under cumulative plus project conditions 
included Staples Ranch and is discussed under Cumulative Impact TRA-6, 
starting on page 4-32 in the DEIR, and is substantiated by the traffic safety 
analysis in Appendix E of the DEIR.  The conclusion of this analysis is that the 
El Charro Road design has been developed with the input of quarry operators, the 
City of Livermore, and the City of Pleasanton, and design safety features have 
been included in the road design such that with cumulative road volumes, the 
new facility would not be expected to result in above-average traffic accidents for 
this type of facility.  Thus, a cumulatively considerable traffic safety impact is 
not identified for El Charro Road adjacent to the Project, and the Project would 
not make a cumulatively considerable contribution to any such impact. 

No revisions to the EIR are necessary. 

Response to Comment IP12-4 

Response to Comment IP7-3 of the FEIR7 released in April 2007 addressed the 
issue of the Pre-Development and Cooperation Agreement and determined that 
no revisions to the EIR are required. 

The proposed Pre-Development and Cooperation Agreement between the City of 
Livermore, the City of Pleasanton, Alameda County, Alameda County Surplus 
Property Authority, and Vulcan Materials Company continues to be discussed 
and negotiated between the parties.  It is anticipated that this Agreement will be 
approved by the City concurrently with the approval of the ESCP.  This 
Agreement merely effectuates mitigation that is already proposed and may be 
adopted by the City Council as part of its certification of the EIR and adoption of 
the Mitigation Monitoring Plan and therefore is not a substantial change in the 
EIR. 

No revisions to the EIR are necessary. 

Response to Comment IP12-5 

The development agreements submitted for approval meet the requirements of 
Government Code Section 65865.2 and Livermore Planning & Zoning Code 
(LPZ) 4-25-030 since they all include the following provisions: specified 
duration of the agreement, the permitted uses of the property, density and 
intensity of use, maximum height and size of proposed buildings, and provisions 
for reservation or dedication of land for public purpose.  The development 
agreements require any future projects to be consistent with the requirements of 
the ECSP.  The EIR8 for the ECSP fully analyzed the permitted uses of each 
property and addressed the issues of density and intensity of uses and the 
maximum height and size of buildings.  Each development agreement includes 

                                                      
7 Jones & Stokes.  2007.  Final Environmental Impact Report for the El Charro Specific Plan.  April.  Sacramento, CA. 
8 Jones & Stokes.  2007.  Draft Environmental Impact Report for the El Charro Specific Plan.  Volumes 1 and 2.  January.  Sacramento, CA. 
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provisions for vesting rights and fees for future development consistent with the 
ECSP and dedication of land for public purposes.  

No revisions to the EIR are necessary. 

Response to Comment IP12-6 

The comment asserts that the cumulative impact analysis in the EIR is inadequate 
because it does not take into account proposed updates to the Pleasanton General 
Plan concerning the Kaiser/Hanson and Kiewit Construction quarry properties. 

This comment was also made in the comments submitted by El Charro Vista 
LLC et al.  Please see the response above to Comment IP11-8. 

No revisions to the EIR are necessary. 

Response to Comment IP12-7 

The comment concludes the letter and reiterates interest for the City of 
Pleasanton participation in the Pre-Development and Cooperation Agreement and 
reaching final consensus.  City of Pleasanton staff is currently participating in the 
negotiations of this Agreement.  The comment notes that additional comments 
and testimony may be submitted regarding the proposed Project. 

No revisions to the EIR are necessary. 
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Transcript of April 24 Public Hearing (TR2) 
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The various sections of the transcript for this hearing have been numbered to 
focus on the oral comments presented by the public.  The presentation given by 
staff and discussion and questions from the Planning Commission members have 
been grouped together in order to highlight the public comments.   

Response to April 24 Public Hearing (TR2) 

Response to Comment TR2-1 

The text marked as Comment TR2-1 summarizes the presentation made at the 
public hearing on the proposed Project.  It includes the description of the public 
hearing item and the transcript of the presentation and discussion between staff 
and commission members prior to the hearing being opened for public comment. 

No revisions to the EIR are necessary. 

Response to Comment TR2-2 (Michael Hasaka) 

The commenter stated his pleasure, and support from 200 golfers in the area, 
about the southern east-west roadway extension option (Jack London Boulevard 
Extension) being recommended by the Planning Commission. 

No revisions to the EIR are necessary. 

Response to Comment TR2-3 (Jean Rozsnyai, 
spokesperson for Save Our Hills) 

The comment expresses concern with the visual change the development and 
general plan amendments would cause.  The comment also states that the news 
media have not covered the project and asks that more time for citizens’ 
education be provided.  These issues were also raised in comments on the DEIR.  
See response to Comment TR-3 and response to Comment IP4-2 in the FEIR.  

No revisions to the EIR are necessary. 

Response to Comment TR2-4 (El Charro Vista, LLC, 
and Tri-Valley Golf Center, represented by Alexis 
Pelosi of Sheppard, Mullin, Richter & Hampton) 

The commenter stated that a letter is being submitted that outlines the objections 
and concerns of those she represents.  The referenced letter is included in this 
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document as Comment Letter IP11.  No issues were raised during the public 
hearing. 

No revisions to the EIR are necessary. 

Response to Comment TR2-5 (John Stein) 

The commenter states concerns regarding the City’s cash flow and infrastructure 
funding should the project fail and the methods used for the scenic corridor 
analysis.   

Land-secured financing and developer contributions will fund the needed 
infrastructure.   

The General Plan Community Character Element includes direction on the 
implementation of the goals and policies for scenic corridors (General Plan 
section IV.C.5).  The General Plan identifies a 90-degree view angle from I-580 
with other directions of view as determined necessary. 

See also the transcript of oral responses contained in Comment TR2-11, above. 

No revisions to the EIR are necessary. 

Response to Comment TR2-6 (Randy Smith) 

The comment reiterates golfers’ preference for the southern east-west roadway 
extension alignment and poses questions about drainage on the redesigned course 
as well as the available land to keep the course the same size.  The comment also 
raised the marketing image of Livermore that includes golf.  

The existing flooding and drainage issues at the golf course are part of a larger, 
regional, stormwater drainage issue, and solutions for this are not part of the 
proposed Project.  The City is currently working on alternatives for the new golf 
course design; one utilizes the existing golf course land, and one requires 
additional land.  The redesigned golf course will be an enhanced facility to offset 
any operational losses during construction of the redesigned course.  See also the 
transcript of oral responses contained in Comment TR2-11, above. 

No revisions to the EIR are necessary. 

Response to Comment TR2-7 (Don Kahler, on behalf of 
the Jamieson Family) 

The comment does not raise an environmental issue.  The commenter states that 
the Jamieson property south of the proposed Jack London Boulevard Extension is 
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