
1

Nancy McPeak

From: Evan Hall <evan@nawtonhall.com>
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2022 12:19 AM
To: Nancy McPeak
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Webster Street Rezoning Comments
Attachments: IMG-7327.JPG; IMG-7326.JPG; IMG-7328.JPG

To the Alameda Planning Board, 
 
These comments relate to the proposed zoning amendment along Webster St. from Buena Vista to Atlantic. 
 
My name is Evan Hall, my family owns and lives at 8 Dowitcher Ct. in Alameda. 
 
Our home has three east-facing second story windows that look toward Webster St. I have attached pictures 
taken from each. When we bought our home here, we accepted the eyesore and view blockage of the Public 
Storage facility. However, as you can see, we still get some natural light, blue sky, and a hint of ridgeline and 
tree crowns. 
 
My understanding of the proposed amendments is that an additional 20+ feet of building height will be 
permitted above the current Public Storage height, effectively blocking anything natural we can see from these 
windows. Potential noise is also a concern since anything emanating from these higher stories wouldn't be 
blocked by lower buildings.  
 
I'm also unsure what effect these new taller buildings would have on the production capability of the solar 
panels I had installed last year, depending on the angle of natural light blockage the new buildings create. 
 
I realize we are just one family, though given the complexity of zoning rules I'd wager there are many local 
homeowners who are unaware, or who don't understand, what is being contemplated. I only barely do.  
 
I am very much pro-growth and pro-revitalization. There are many slovenly and antiquated buildings along 
Webster and seeing a shimmering welcome to visitors passing through the Webster Tube sounds great to me. I 
would only ask that you consider the reputation Alameda creates for itself in terms of new homeowners' 
expectations of retaining aesthetic and value in their home investments. Are a couple extra stories on these 
specific blocks that important in the grand scheme of the thousands of new units and commercial spaces already 
in development on our island?  
 
Thank you for your work, I know it's not easy. 
 
Evan Hall 
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Nancy McPeak

From: David N <dnykin@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2022 12:05 PM
To: Nancy McPeak
Subject: [EXTERNAL] comment for PB meeting 3/28, re: Webster St. Rezone

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Hi Nancy, please pass along my message to the planning board. Thanks! 
 
Dear planning board members and staff, 
 
As a home-owner living directly adjacent to Webster Street, I am writing in support of the updated Webster St. 
rezoning plan, specifically the uniform 60 foot height limit with 20 foot residential setback along the current CC 
zoning area. I feel this is much more equitable and advantageous to the West End compared to the 
previously suggested (and confusing) step-up in height from Central north to RAMP.  By standardizing height 
limits for Webster and Park, we can encourage more investment in the Webster St corridor, while also having 
equal consideration of home and business owners in these 2 important districts.  
 
I also would like to encourage including Neptune Plaza along with the other shopping centers in the 
residential overlay. As much as I love Paganos and Rang Dong and the other tenants of the shopping center, I 
believe this spot would be much better utilized for high density housing/retail, and feel that we have 
infrastructure to support this.  
 
Thank you, 
 
David Nykin 
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Nancy McPeak

From: Lara Weisiger
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2022 2:49 PM
To: Nancy McPeak; Erin Garcia
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Height limits

 
 
‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Roxanne [mailto:rrleblanc40@att.net]  
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2022 2:48 PM 
To: Lara Weisiger <lweisiger@alamedaca.gov> 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Height limits 
 
Urging you to NOT vote yes to allow height limits to be increased on Park St or Webster. Our historic buildings will be 
overshadowed by five and six story buildings! NO!  
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Nancy McPeak

From: Lara Weisiger
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2022 3:38 PM
To: Nancy McPeak
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Planning board Building Heights

 
 
From: Patricia Gannon [mailto:pg3187@gmail.com]  
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2022 3:38 PM 
To: Lara Weisiger <lweisiger@alamedaca.gov> 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Planning board Building Heights 

 
Dear Lara; 
 
I am very concerned that the Planning Board will increase building heights along the Park Street and Webster 
Street corridors and in the Stations Neighborhood shopping areas from 40 feet to 60 feet.  Could you please 
forward this letter to the Planning Board.  Thank you. 
 
Dear Planning Board Chair and Members: 
 
At tonight's meeting your Board will consider raising the height limits from 40 feet to 60 feet along the Park 
and Webster Streets shopping areas and in the historic "Stations" shopping areas.   This would be totally out of 
character for these areas and destroy the  uniqueness of these historic shopping centers.  Please retain the 40 
foot limit for buildings in these areas.  60 foot buildings are totally inappropriate here.  Please retain the 40 foot 
foot height limit.  Thank you. 
 
Patricia M. Gannon 
1019 Tobago Lane  94502 
510-521-4402 
pg3187@gmail.com 
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Nancy McPeak

From: Lara Weisiger
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2022 3:39 PM
To: Nancy McPeak
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Against Increasing heights

 
 

From: Sharon Martinez [mailto:martinez.sharon.a@gmail.com]  
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2022 3:36 PM 
To: Lara Weisiger <lweisiger@alamedaca.gov> 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Against Increasing heights 

 
 
 
I’m 100% against the City lifting the narrow Park st and Webster st. We have an awesome historic 
neighborhood which those who live here love. An over bearing 60 ft barrier would take away all of our historic 
beauty. It will feel like a prison.  
 
 
WAY too high for our historic          neighborhoods.  
 

 

Sincerely 

Sharon Martinez 
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Nancy McPeak

From: Erin Garcia
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2022 4:34 PM
To: Nancy McPeak; Henry Dong; Andrew Thomas
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Planning Board Meeting tonight

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

FYI 
 

From: Carmen Reid [mailto:carmereid@gmail.com]  
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2022 4:31 PM 
To: City Clerk <CLERK@alamedaca.gov>; Xiomara Cisneros <xcisneros@alamedaca.gov> 
Cc: Erin Garcia <egarcia@alamedaca.gov> 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Planning Board Meeting tonight 

 
Dear Planning Board Members, 
 
Please consider the following—- 
 
Re: Item 7-C 
The proposed increase in height limits to 60 feet on Webster St, Park St., and the “Stations” are inappropriately 
scaled for those neighborhoods. While Webster St. and Park St. are main corridors into Alameda, they are also 
integrated into adjacent historic residential neighborhoods. A 60 foot height limit would drastically visually 
impact those corridors. Please consider maintaining lower height limits to 40 feet, a scale more in proportion 
with existing commercial and residential buildings. I am also in support of the proposed suggestions by AAPS 
as indicated in their letter of correspondence to your Board. 
 
Re Item 7-B 
 
The Draft Resolution states, “CEQA Mitigation Measures: Final plans for building permits shall include a 
Mitigation Measure Compliance Checklist confirming compliance with all required environmental mitigation 
measures contained in the MMRP adopted by the Alameda City Council on December 4, 2018 for the McKay 
Wellness Center. The checklist shall be printed on the Building Permit plans.”  This relies upon an 
Environmental Analysis report that was conducted in 2018 that states repurposing of existing buildings. With 
new plans to demolish all buildings on the property, an updated environmental report should be conducted 
before moving forward on any Design Review.  
 
Please also note that the April 9 2019 ballot measure proposed “repurposing of existing building” to voters, 
however on 3/6/19, before the election, Pyatok Architecture and Urban Design was already contracted for this 
project. Note the date indicated in small print for the job site. This implies that decisions regarding the property 
were being discussed before it was brought to the voters. I kindly ask your Board to consider deferring to the 
City Attorneys for an investigation before proceeding.  
 
Reference: “The Caring Alameda Act takes advantage of an incredible opportunity to save money by using 
existing buildings on surplus government land…” 
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Furthermore, the Board should be aware that there is a pending nomination of the property as a district to the 
National Register of Historic Places that will be heard by the State Historic Resources Commission on April 29 
in Sacramento. The nomination is being supported as “eligible” for the National Register by the Office of 
Historic Preservation. Please consider a pause on the proposed Design Review until the eligibility is determined 
by the State Commission.  
 
Thank you. 
Sincerely, 
Carmen  
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Nancy McPeak

From: Lara Weisiger
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2022 6:02 PM
To: Nancy McPeak
Subject: Fwd: [EXTERNAL] To Planning Board Regarding height limits for the city of Alameda.

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

 
 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: Susan Dunn <susanmdunn@yahoo.com> 
Date: March 28, 2022 at 5:53:50 PM PDT 
To: Lara Weisiger <lweisiger@alamedaca.gov> 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] To Planning Board Regarding height limits for the city of 
Alameda. 

  
Dear Planning Board, 
 
Alameda is a unique and architecturally rich city, and maintains significant 
historical appeal. The proposed increases in height limits are out of scale with the 
historical character of our city and neighborhoods. Please maintain the height 
limits in the historical shopping areas such as Park St., Webster St. and the 
"Stations" neighborhoods, to no more than 40', ideally lower to 35'. Increasing to 
a staggering 60' (potentially 5-6 stories) would disrupt the visual impact of the 
existing historical surroundings and unique character of the neighborhoods.  
 
We live on BayFarm Island in Alameda. 
 
Thank you. 
 
Susan Dunn 
36 Sunny Cove Circle 
Alameda, CA 94502 
510-337-1354 (home) 
510-759-9771 (cell) 
 

 



March 28, 2022

RE: Item 7C

Members of the Alameda City Planning Board,

I understand that members of the City Staff who have been focused primarily on complying with the 
mandate imposed on us by our Legislature, the Legislature that no longer represents its constituents, to 
find locations in Alameda that might be suitable for construction of additional housing have told you 
that building higher on Park Street would be an ideal location for such housing.  What they are 
suggesting is an updated version of the Urban Redevelopment program that Alameda rejected more 
than fifty years ago.  It is the same type of Urban Development that destroyed low‐income and minority 
neighborhoods in San Francisco and other large urban cities across the Country.

In my opinion, building higher on Park Street and Webster Street would be inappropriate and would 
drastically damage the small‐town ambiance that has been the hallmark of our town and which 
continues to attract newcomers.

However, in the event that you decide to permit the downgrading of our town by encouraging the 
building of multi‐story buildings along our two main business districts and thoroughfares, may I suggest 
that your recommendation to the city Council include a recommendation for renaming the two streets 
to Park Street Canyon and Webster Street Canyon.  Perhaps unsuspecting tourists from the East Coast 
will come here expecting to see natural wonders akin to the Grand Canyon.

Jay Garfinkle 
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Nancy McPeak

From: Lara Weisiger
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2022 5:18 PM
To: Nancy McPeak
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Item 7C Height Limits

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

 
 
From: Reyla Graber [mailto:reylagraber@aol.com]  
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2022 5:15 PM 
To: Lara Weisiger <lweisiger@alamedaca.gov> 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Item 7C Height Limits 

 
:  
Dear Planning Board, 
 
Alameda is a unique and architecturally rich city, and maintains significant historical appeal. 
The proposed increases in height limits are out of scale with the historical character of our 
city and neighborhoods. Please maintain the height limits in the historical shopping areas 
such as Park St., Webster St. and the "Stations" neighborhoods, to no more than 40', ideally 
lower to 35'. Increasing to a staggering 60' (potentially 5-6 stories) would disrupt the visual 
impact of the existing historical surroundings and unique character of the neighborhoods.  
 
Thank you. 
Reyla Graber 
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Nancy McPeak

From: Lara Weisiger
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2022 5:00 PM
To: Nancy McPeak
Subject: FW: [EXTERNAL] Height increase

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

 
 

From: cjlacroix@aim.com [mailto:cjlacroix@aol.com]  
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2022 4:53 PM 
To: Lara Weisiger <lweisiger@alamedaca.gov> 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Height increase 

 
Our lovely Park St and historical station neighborhoods do not need a height increase. I enjoy contributing to 
the local economy when I have an enjoyable shopping experience. This means ACCESS TO SUNLIGHT.  
The current state of our infill does not address adequately the need for livable cost for our residents. You can do 
better.  
 
A giveaway to developers is not a solution for the future enjoyment of our wonderful community.  
 
You can do better.  
 
Sincerely, 
Cynthia LaCroix  
1437 MortonSt 
Alameda, Ca. 94501  
 
 
Sent from the all new AOL app for iOS 
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Nancy McPeak

From: Lara Weisiger
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2022 6:02 PM
To: Nancy McPeak
Subject: Fwd: [EXTERNAL] Planning design change

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

 
 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: Bradley Potts <1bradley1potts@gmail.com> 
Date: March 28, 2022 at 5:56:50 PM PDT 
To: Lara Weisiger <lweisiger@alamedaca.gov> 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Planning design change 

Greetings, 
 
Regarding the proposed height increase along  the Park and Webster Streets business corridors, I 
strongly encourage this, please YES.  Additionally, such an increase, maybe not as high, would 
be wise at the dispersed mercantile areas known as the “Stations,” as that would encourage even 
more and dispersed services closer to where people live and work.  
 
Hand-in-hand with that, the planning commission needs to consider that all restaurants operate in 
an extremely competitive market with profit margins at around 10%, which makes it very 
difficult to survive. (This also applies to most retail too) As an architect with restaurant design 
experience, one of 
the best things our community can do to help them is takes steps to require increased square 
footages for dining areas so that more tables can be accommodated. This is a topic of 
entitlements for the landlords, and should not be construed as support for chains and big box 
enterprises, because it is anything but that, but even medium and small local businesses need to 
be physically able to sell more to survive.  
 
 
-- Bradley Potts 
 
Sent by my Qwhoops, big fingers, small buttons 
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Nancy McPeak

From: Edward Sing <singtam168@att.net>
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2022 4:17 PM
To: Alan Teague; Andrew Thomas; Nancy McPeak
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Item 7-C, March 28th Planning Board Meeting - COMMENTS

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Planning Board, 
 
Alameda is a unique and architecturally rich city, and maintains significant historical appeal. 
The proposed increases in height limits are out of scale with the historical character of our 
city and neighborhoods. Please maintain the height limits in the historical shopping areas 
such as Park St., Webster St. and the "Stations" neighborhoods, to no more than 40', ideally 
lower to 35'. Increasing to a staggering 60' (potentially 5-6 stories) would disrupt the visual 
impact of the existing historical surroundings and unique character of the neighborhoods.  
 
Thank you. 
 
Ed Sing 
Alameda Resident for 26 Years 
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Nancy McPeak

From: theresemhall@aol.com
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2022 7:19 PM
To: Marilyn Ezzy Ashcraft; John Knox White; Tony Daysog; Malia Vella; Trish Spencer; 

Andrew Thomas; Allen Tai; Nancy McPeak; Erin Garcia; tsaxby@tsaxbyarchitect.com; 
norman@nsarchitecture.com; email.lynnjones@gmail.com; 
jennheflinphoto@gmail.com; alvinklau@gmail.com

Subject: [EXTERNAL]  Housing Element - -Draft Zoning Amendments - -Item 7-C on Planning 
Board’s 3-28-22 Agenda

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

Forwarded  
 
-----Original Message----- 
From: theresemhall@aol.com 
To: xcisneros@alamedaca.gov <xcisneros@alamedaca.gov>; ateague@alamedaca.gov <ateague@alamedaca.gov>; 
rrothenberg@alamedaca.gov <rrothenberg@alamedaca.gov>; asaheba@alamedaca.gov <asaheba@alamedaca.gov>; 
truiz@alamedaca.gov <truiz@alamedaca.gov>; rcurtis@alamedaca.gov <rcurtis@alamedaca.gov>; 
hhom@alamedaca.gov <hhom@alamedaca.gov>; clerk@alamedaca.gov <clerk@alamedaca.gov> 
Sent: Mon, Mar 28, 2022 6:53 pm 
Subject: Housing Element - -Draft Zoning Amendments - -Item 7-C on Planning Board’s 3-28-22 Agenda 

Dear Planning Board, 
 
I am extremely disappointed to see that none of public feedback from the last "public workshop" were incorporated into 
the current iteration of the upzoning plan. Specifically, recommendations to limit building height in the historic districts of 
Park Street and Webster Street were ignored.  
 
Much of Alameda's charm, indeed it's character, derives from the small town feel that the two business districts provide. 
People visit Alameda to attend the Historic Alameda Theater, stroll shops, enjoy outdoor dining, etc. BECAUSE of the 
small town feel. To erect structures that dwarf any of the existing historical buildings would destroy and eliminate the 
impetus to visit this town and once it's gone, it's gone. Buildings taller than 35' will create microclimates, shading, wind 
tunnels, etc. all of which will WIPE OUT TOURISM and KILL BUSINESS. 
 
The proposed increases for height limits up to 60' are out of scale with the historical character of our city and its 
neighborhoods. Please maintain the height limits in the historical shopping areas of Park St., Webster St. and the 
"Stations" neighborhoods, to no more than 35', but indeed NO MORE THAN 40'.  
Anything taller destroys the unique character and historical nature of these districts.  

 
Thank you. 
Therese Hall 
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Nancy McPeak

From: Lara Weisiger
Sent: Monday, March 28, 2022 6:02 PM
To: Nancy McPeak
Subject: Fwd: [EXTERNAL] Planning Board Meeting Proposals

Follow Up Flag: Follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

 
 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: Kristy Winn <kristywinnca@gmail.com> 
Date: March 28, 2022 at 5:57:48 PM PDT 
To: Lara Weisiger <lweisiger@alamedaca.gov> 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Planning Board Meeting Proposals 

 

Dear Planning Board, 
 
Alameda is a unique and architecturally rich city and maintains significant historical 
appeal. The proposed increases in height limits are out of scale with the historical 
character of our city and neighborhoods. Please maintain the height limits in the historical 
shopping areas such as Park St., Webster St., and the "Stations" neighborhoods, to no 
more than 40', ideally lower to 35'. Increasing to a staggering 60' (potentially 5-6 stories) 
would disrupt the visual impact of the existing historical surroundings and the unique 
character of the neighborhoods.  
 
Thank you. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Kristy Winn 


