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Letter C132 
Casey Ledor 
December 3, 2008  
 
 
 
 
C132-1:  This comment recommends the certification of the EIR as complete. No additional 

response is required. 
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Letter C133 
Kobi Ledor 
December 3, 2008 
 
 
 
 
C133-1:  This comment recommends the certification of the EIR as complete. No additional 

response is required. 
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Oakland Planning Commission 
December 3, 2008 
Minutes  
 
 
 
Comment D1 
Peter Smith  
 
D1-1:  This comment clarifies that Bentley School has been working on a comprehensive 

transportation program for the last 3 or 4 years. This is not a comment on the 
adequacy of the Draft EIR, and as such, does not require further comment.  

 
D1-2:  This comment states that the school is exploring the feasibility of the Tunnel Road 

Drop-Off alternative and moving waste pick-up to Tunnel Road. A Tunnel Road 
drop-off alternative was evaluated on pages 182 through 185 of the Draft EIR but 
was determined to be inferior to other alternatives due to the small vehicle storage 
area available for waiting vehicles, the need for intense traffic management during 
peak pick-up and drop-off periods, and sight line hazards. In addition, Caltrans 
does not support the alternative. Please refer to Response to Comment A2-2 for 
additional detail. Please refer to Response to Comment B4-16 regarding waste 
pick-up at the School.  

 
 
Comment D2 
Barry Pilger 
 
D2-1:  This comment, which requests that the Planning Commission strengthen the Draft 

EIR’s recommended measures (now Conditions of Approval), does not pertain to 
the adequacy of the Draft EIR. No additional response is required.  

 
 
Comment D3 
Linda Harris 
 
D3-1:  This comment states that the Draft EIR should use a broader definition of LOS in 

evaluating the environmental impacts of the Project, and that thresholds should 
incorporate safety considerations. Please refer to Response to Comment B3-15. 
Also, please refer to Response to Comment B9-1 regarding the video of transpor-
tation and circulation conditions around Bentley School referenced in the comment.  

 
D3-2:  This comment asserts that Bentley School’s transportation program and four strike 

policy have not been completely effective in eliminating rule-breaking. The 
preparers of the Draft EIR agree. Please refer to Master Responses #4 and #6.   

 
D3-3:  This comment states that school policies encouraging carpooling should be made 

mandatory and that transit/carpooling quotas should be enforced. As discussed in 
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Master Response #2, none of the less-than-significant impacts of the Project 
warrant mitigation measures. In this context, measures requiring the school to 
achieve specific carpooling or transit ridership goals would be unduly restrictive. 
Please refer to Response to Comment B4-79.   

 
 
Comment D4 
Susan Piper 
 
D4-1: This comment, which does not pertain to the adequacy of the Draft EIR, is noted.  
 
D4-2:  This comment, which does not pertain to the adequacy of the Draft EIR, is noted.  
 
D4-3:  The operation of the cone zone was analyzed thoroughly in Chapter IV.B, 

Transportation and Circulation, of the Draft EIR, including on pages 76 and 77. 
This analysis indicates that the existing loading and unloading zone operates 
effectively, although the cones should be replaced with other traffic warning 
devices. Please refer to Condition of Approval #14 and Master Response #2.   

 
 
Comment D5 
Leila Moncharsh 
 
D5-1:  This comment disagrees with the assertion that an EIR was not necessary for this 

Project. The comment is addressed in Master Response #3. 
 
D5-2:  This comment states that the recommendations in the Draft EIR should be 

converted into mitigation measures in order to make them stronger. The comment 
is addressed in Master Response #2. 

 
D5-3:  Please refer to Response to Comment B9-1 regarding the video prepared to 

illustrate transportation and circulation conditions around Bentley School. Refer to 
Response to Comment B3-15 regarding the comment about LOS. Refer to Master 
Response #9 regarding a Project alternative involving transferring pick-up and 
drop-off operations to the Lake Temescal parking lot (with associated shuttle 
services). Refer to Response to Comment B4-8 regarding the Public Transit 
alternative (this alternative would also involve the use of private transit/private 
shuttle service). Refer to Response to Comment B3-16 regarding the less-than-
significant effects of the Project on emergency access and evacuation.   

 
 
Comment D6 
Steve Karch 
 
D6-1:  This comment, which does not pertain to the adequacy of the Draft EIR, is noted. 

No further response is required.  
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D6-1:  This comment asserts that the Draft EIR is based on faulty assumptions regarding 
roadway dimensions, the acceptability of using Tunnel Road for loading and 
unloading, and the use of School property located in the City of Berkeley. Please 
refer to Response to Comment B4-74 regarding roadway dimensions. The 
preparers of the Draft EIR agree that the use of Tunnel Road for loading and 
unloading operations would likely be infeasible; this conclusion is described on 
page 183 of the Draft EIR. Please refer to Master Response #5 regarding 
assumptions made about school property in the City of Berkeley.  

 
 
Comment D7 
Tula Econumou 
 
D7-1:  This comment supports the conclusions of the Draft EIR that the Project would not 

result in significant environmental impacts. No additional response is required. 
 
 
Comment D8 
Kendra Sampson 
 
D8-1:  The comment states that the Draft EIR is “complete and fair.” No additional 

response is required. 
 
 
Comment D9 
Gordon Piper 
 
D9-1:  Please refer to Response to Comment B4-32.  
 
D9-2:  Please refer to Master Response #8.  
 
 
Comment D10 
Manouchehr Ghanbari 
 
D10-1:  Please refer to Master Response #3 regarding the enrollment scenarios that are 

analyzed in the Draft EIR.  
 
D10-2:  Please refer to Master Response #6.  
 
D10-3:  This comment mistakenly refers to the Notice of Preparation (NOP), not the Notice 

of Availability (NOA). Please refer to Response to Comment C116-1.  
 
D10-4:  Please refer to Response to Comment C116-3. 
 
D10-5:  This comment, which does not pertain to the adequacy of the Draft EIR, is noted. 

No further response is required.  
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Comment D11 
Steven Woo 
 
D11-1:  This comment pertains to the merits of the project and not the adequacy of the 

Draft EIR. Please refer to Response to Comment B3-16 regarding the less-than-
significant impacts of the Project on emergency access and evacuation.  

 
Comment D12 
Planning Commission 
 
D12-1:  This comment notes that the analysis in the Draft EIR appears to be adequate 

(although a finding of adequacy would not occur until after the Planning 
Commission has reviewed this Response to Comments Document). No additional 
response is required. 

 
D12-2:  Please refer to Master Response #3 regarding the definition of the Project and the 

City’s methodology for analyzing the impacts of the Project in light of the fact that 
the Project does not include a physical expansion of Bentley School.  

 
D12-3:  This comment notes that the Draft EIR adequately addresses environmental issues 

associated with the Project, including traffic and safety issues. No additional 
response is required.  

 
D12-4:  This comment notes that the Planning Commission will discuss the assumptions 

underlying the analysis in the Draft EIR. No additional response is required.  
 
 
   
 
  
 
 




