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Erin Garcia

From: Nancy McPeak
Sent: Monday, September 14, 2020 2:41 PM
To: Erin Garcia
Subject: Fwd: [EXTERNAL] Public Comment ---Review of Draft Alameda General Plan  

2020Comments 9/14/20

 

Sent from my iPhone 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: Patricia Lamborn <patricia.lamborn@aol.com> 
Date: September 14, 2020 at 12:33:13 PM PDT 
To: Ronald Curtis <rcurtis@alamedaca.gov>, Hanson Hom <hhom@alamedaca.gov>, Rona 
Rothenberg <RRothenberg@alamedaca.gov>, Teresa Ruiz <truiz@alamedaca.gov>, Asheshh 
Saheba <asaheba@alamedaca.gov>, Alan Teague <ateague@alamedaca.gov> 
Cc: Nancy McPeak <nmcpeak@alamedaca.gov> 
Subject: [EXTERNAL] Public Comment ---Review of Draft Alameda General 
Plan  2020Comments 9/14/20 
Reply-To: Patricia Lamborn <patricia.lamborn@aol.com> 

 
  Dear Planning Board Members,  
 

 RE; Planning Board review of Theme of Alameda  General Plan #1  Developing a 
healthy, equitable and inclusive city.   (September 14, 2020  
 
The Staff report summarized the surveys received on the 2020-2040 Alameda General 
Plan.    To quote from the staff summary: 
 

• Alameda residents support a General Plan goal of creating a healthy, equitable and 
inclusive city. The theme should be retained in the draft General Plan  

  
I don't know what you are expected to decide on September 14 2020.  I would just share 
an observation as a 30 year Alameda resident.  The only housing that has truly made 
Alameda a more equitable and inclusive city, has been directly affordable, 
housing.  Market rate housing with minimal affordable percentages does not make 
Alameda more equitable-- it makes it more expensive. It discourages inclusivity. 
Allocating waterfront land as a Priority Development Area contributes to building high end, 
expensive, housing.  Waterfront = expensive. Expensive= exclusive.   
 
I urge you, if you are in fact able to influence this general plan to emphasize these 
realities:  
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1. Sea Level Rise and flooding is coming to Alameda -- the more housing we build 
on the waterfront-- the greater expense in building  sea walls  to defend it  - 
the  less money for publicly, funded -- actual affordable housing.   

2. The areas to focus on if we our true goal is equity, multi- ethnic and multi income 
is the Alameda Point land-- we own it. Then focus on transit from that 
neighborhood-- the tube, parking for the ferry, and additional access - ie ; bike 
bridge. 

3.  If you allow building housing in shopping malls- limit location to a safe distance 
from the waterfront, limit the number of units and make  it for Seniors--
affordable.  Seniors on limited incomes  can walk to grocery stores. Accessible and 
equitable.  

4.  In- fill of multifamily units on Webster and Park street may help bring back those 
commercial streets-- limit it to affordable and consider workforce housing -- 
essential workers need to live near their jobs.  That would be a big step forward 
towards equity in Alameda. 

 
I agree with the theme, but lets be honest about the reality. The housing units  at  Del 
Monte, the Marina,  Encinal Terminals, South Shore Center propsed towers  are not a 
path to equity.  They are profitable for developers with a few crumbs for affordable 
housing.  
 
My proposal---  if you commit to the theme, focus on affordable housing.    Retreat from 
the waterfront--  
 
RHNA #'s can be appealed based on safety. Flooding ?  Unsafe.  Just like fires.   Plan 
what you believe in , and if it's equity----- mean it.   
 
Sincerely, 
Patricia Lamborn 
30 year Alameda Resident   
 

 


