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Jacob, Melinda

From: Zoning Adjustments Board (ZAB)
Subject: FW: Center Street Garage July 23 ZAB with notice to Council
Attachments: FEIR EBMUD letter.pdf; BUSD Zoning Adjustments Board 6.25.15.pdf

From: Kelly Hammargren [mailto:kellyhammargren@gmail.com]  
Sent: Thursday, July 23, 2015 5:23 PM 
To: Zoning Adjustments Board (ZAB); Burns, Anne M; All Council 
Cc: Sustainable Berkeley Coalition 
Subject: Center Street Garage July 23 ZAB with notice to Council 
 
I am not opposed to the Center Street Garage, however, I am requesting that 2025 Center Street, Use Permit 
#ZP2015-0055, the Center Street Garage be continued until the following issues can be resolved and mitigated. 
Hopefully with cooperation among the various entities that can happen smoothly and quickly. Mitigation will 
require each entity to consider the “big picture” and long term gain of reduction in future expenditures through 
cooperation.   
 
Conditions:  
 
Drought 

• Perpetual drought with an occasional wet year - (climate change science for California)  
• EBMUD reservoir for week of July 19 - July 25  is at 20% capacity, same period in 2014 was 33% 

capacity, normal is 71% capacity,  
• Public Works hauls in 20,000 gallons equalling 166,908 lbs of water per week for parks and to clear 

sewage lines. 

Potential Rainwater Capture 

• Roof 258.5 feet by 128 feet equals 33,101 square feet area for rain water capture 
• Berkeley average annual rainfall of 25.4” equals potential of 523,907.66 gallons of rain water to capture 

during an average year. 

Sewage 

• Berkeley High School (BHS) has had severe and costly sewage back-up in facilities and on the BHS 
track and fields (Berkeley Unified School District BUSD June 25 submission requesting FEIR not be 
certified and full EIR be completed with recirculation) 

• EBMUD Infiltration and inflow during wet weather exceeds Wet Weather Facilities (WWF)  (attached 
EBMUD October 13, 2014 letter Harold Way EIR) 

Parking 

• Businesses, arts and culture will be severely impacted during construction with elimination of parking 
thru removal of current center street garage. 

• Analysis on total time to empty garage does not take into account street traffic in determining emptying 
time 
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Requested Actions/mitigations: 
 
Rainwater Capture 

• Investigate and pool resources and expenditures to build cistern into Center Street Garage for rainwater 
capture of sufficient size to  

o reduce stress to WWF with reduced inflow  
o reduce stress to BHS with reduced inflow to sewage lines 
o use public funds/taxes efficiently to reduce long term water purchase costs 
o use public funds/taxes efficiently to reduce cost of water collection facility/cistern 

Parking 

• Arrange alternate parking in advance to minimize and eliminate impact on businesses, arts and culture 
during demolition and construction 

• Moratorium on new parklets/bulbouts in downtown until garage is completed.  

 
 
 
Addressing and planning for resolving parking issues during demolition and construction should not be 
complicated. 
 
Considering water as a shared resource to be utilized in cooperation will require creative solutions. Pulling 
various entities together for rainwater capture is complicated, however, the benefits to the community far out 
weigh the difficulties.  
 
In closing, I support expanded parking in downtown, however, I request continuation requiring all parties to 
work in cooperation.  
 
Attachments are the EBMUD letter from the 2211 Harold Way EIR describing wastewater problems and the 
BUSD documents  
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Letter 3

3.1

3.2
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3.2 
cont'd
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2211 Harold Way Mixed-Use Project EIR 
Response to Comments 
 

City of Berkeley 
 

Letter 3 
 
COMMENTER: William R. Kirkpatrick, Manager of Water Distribution Planning, East Bay 

Municipal Utility District  
 
DATE: October 13, 2014 
 
RESPONSE: 
 
Response 3.1 
 
The commenter states which water facilities would serve the proposed project if it were 
approved. This information is noted. The commenter also lists certain potential off site 
improvements that may be required if the project were approved. The improvements described 
would include upgrades to existing infrastructure in established utility corridors, and would not 
result in additional environmental impacts beyond those described in the Draft EIR.     
 
Response 3.2 
 
The commenter states that the East Bay regional wastewater collection system experiences 
exceptionally high peak flows during storms due to excessive infiltration and inflow that enters 
the system through cracks and misconnections in both public and private sewer lines, and that 
to ensure the proposed project contributes to legally required infiltration and inflow reductions, 
the proposed project should be required to comply with EBMUD’s Regional Private Sewer 
Lateral Ordinance and implement mitigation measures. EBMUD’s ordinance establishes 
regulations for the inspection, testing, repair, replacement, and ongoing maintenance of Private 
Sewer Laterals. This comment is noted. As described on pages 178 and 179 of the Infill 
Environmental Checklist (Appendix A to the Draft EIR), the proposed project would include a 
new sanitary sewer line eight inches in diameter connecting to an existing 12-inch sewer main 
under Allston Way. In addition, the proposed project would be required to comply with the 
City of Berkeley’s Private Sewer Lateral Ordinance (City of Berkeley Municipal Code Chapter 
17.24). Similar to the EBMUD’s ordinance, the City of Berkeley’s ordinance would also require 
the proposed project to upgrade or verify the condition of private sewer laterals in order to 
obtain a compliance certificate prior to issuance of a building permit.  
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