
  

 
 

ATTACHMENT 7: SUMMARY OF PUBLIC COMMENTS 
 
Since the June 26, 2019, Planning Commission meeting, staff has received multiple 
public comments relating to the Downtown Specific Plan. The comments cover a variety 
of topics and public viewpoints. Generally, comments relate to, but are not limited to the 
themes listed below: 

 Walkability 
 Downtown vitality and character 
 Land Use changes 
 Planned unit development process 
 Development Standards 
 Parking 
 Bicycle and pedestrian multi-use trail 
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From: Kevin Halteman <kevin.halteman@gmail.com>  
Sent: Saturday, June 15, 2019 11:47 AM 
To: Shweta Bonn  
Subject: Re: DSP ‐ Planning Commission Mtg. on 6/26/19 
 
Please make downtown Pleasanton a place for people to live, work, Play, and shop vs car priority. Mixed 
use housing or commercial (3‐5 story buildings) over good taste retail, open space, walkability, and 
arts/programming please :) 
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From: Hernandez, Celina@Waterboards <Celina.Hernandez@Waterboards.ca.gov>  
Sent: Tuesday, June 25, 2019 11:39 AM 
To: Shweta Bonn  
Subject: Pleasanton Downtown Specific Plan Update (2001032014) 
 
Hello, 
Thank you for the copy of the May 2019 Final EIR with response to comments. 
I reviewed Section 3.7 that addressed my original comments from 2/20/19. 
 
The revised text on page 3.7‐3, references 14 non‐case information site all historic dry cleaners. This has 
been updated and affects the text on page 3.7‐3, Table 3.7‐1 and Figure 3.7‐1.  
 
We opened one case for the investigation and cleanup of 560 Main Street and 220 Division Street in 
June 2019.  The addresses are on the same property. All records are saved under 560 Main Street in 
Geotracker. For now 220 Division is still listed as non‐case information in Geotracker but we may end up 
deleting since it is basically a duplicate of 560 Main Street. 
 
Also, under Table 3.7‐1, potential contaminants for 555 Main Street, 560 Main Street, 220 Division 
Street include tetrachloroethene and trichloroethene based on sampling data collected. 
 
If you have any questions, feel free to contact me. 
 
Regards, 
Celina Hernandez, PG  
 
SF Bay Regional Water Quality Control Board 
1515 Clay St, Suite 1400 
Oakland, CA 94612 
Phone: 510‐622‐2447 
E‐mail: celina.hern 
andez@waterboards.ca.gov 
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From: Mike Carey <careybroker@aol.com>  
Sent: Wednesday, June 26, 2019 3:58 PM 
To: careybroker@aol.com; Stefanie Ananthan; Megan Campbell; Gerry Beaudin; Ellen Clark; 
justin.grant.brown@gmail.com; Shweta Bonn; Steve Van Dorn <steve@pleasanton.org>; Laura Olson‐ 
City <director@pleasantondowntown.net> ; pmacdonald@macdonaldlaw.net 
Cc: careybroker@aol.com 
Subject: Downtown Plan ‐NO PUD or LD.P‐49 New requiremens 
 
Please forward this to Planning Commission for tonight’s meeting. 

 

Attention: Planning Commission, City Council and Planning Department,  

 

I am formally requesting you review the attached city policies, goals and Implementation programs we 

have in place (Attached) that Promote and Encourage Improvement and Investment in our Downtown 

not Discourage and restrict progress in the Future with “New” processes and new Requirements that 

have no Community Benefit. 

 

Please Do Not approve a more restrictive PUD process on the Downtown Central Commercial District 

Properties. This is unnecessary “Government Overreach” 

 

Regarding LD‐P.49‐ “Require Upgrade of existing building and landscaping on the same property as part 

of new residential infill projects”  

 

Please Do Not support this Mandate to be placed on Downtown property Owners. This will have a 

negative outcome in discouraging owners to make Improvements to their property if it triggers 

Upgrading existing structures on the same site.  

 

The Downtown Commercial property owners group and the PDA and the Chamber of Commerce as well 

as the 2 year city appointed task force committee (votes) per May 28th final meeting are All in unison on 

Not Supporting these recommendations.  

 

As our City Leaders You have the direction and fate of our Downtown in your hands. Please make the 

best decision to a clear and consistent and Supportive process to Improve Downtown for everyone. 

 

Mike Carey 

Pleasanton resident since 1973 
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From: Shashi Raj <shashirajrealtor@gmail.com>  
Sent: Wednesday, June 26, 2019 12:35 PM 
To: Megan Campbell; Shweta Bonn; Stefanie Ananthan; tonymeodesign@gmail.com 
Subject: City Council Downtown Meeting tonight 
 
Hello Meghan, Shweta, Stephanie. 
 
I own the 341 Old Bernal Ave property ‐ just few houses down the road from the city office. 
 
Could you please include the attached letter from my architect and me in the packet for the tonight 
meeting. 
 
 
Thank you!  
 
Shashi Raj 
510‐205‐0162 

“Always do more than is required of you!” – George Patton 
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From: Laura Olson <director@pleasantondowntown.net>  
Sent: Wednesday, June 26, 2019 11:46 AM 
To: Stefanie Ananthan; Ellen Clark; Gerry Beaudin  
Subject: FW: URGENT!!! Please email the Planning Commission TODAY and support Downtown! 

 
 
 
Email below from TCSolutions, a Downtown Business. 
 
Thank you, 
Laura 
 
From: Tech Support [mailto:tech@tcsolutionsllc.com]  
Sent: Wednesday, June 26, 2019 11:34 AM 
To: Sue Post 
Subject: Re: URGENT!!! Please email the Planning Commission TODAY and support Downtown! 
 
I support the positions of the PDA, Task Force and Chamber regarding the update to the Downtown Specific 
Plan 
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From: Tom Gill [mailto:tom.gill.cpa@sbcglobal.net]  
Sent: Saturday, July 13, 2019 6:56 PM 
To: Mayor and City Council   
Cc: Beverly Gill <beverlygill51@yahoo.com> 
Subject: Downtown plan 
 
Dear Mayor and Council: 
 
I am reacting to some things I read in the paper. The downtown task force rejected the council’s 
advice?  Doesn’t the task force report to the council?  Aren’t the elected officials the highest local 
authority, and the representatives of the people?  I am sure the task force put in a lot of work, but I 
would be tempted to give them their walking papers. 
 
The other thing that surprises me is the emphasis (among the public) on parking, over other issues 
which seem much more important to me, like the height limit.   My wife and I go downtown for lunch on 
most weekends, and I can’t remember having trouble parking.  My suspicion is that the complainers 
want to park right in front of their destination, while I don’t mind walking a block or two.  That is one of 
the attractions of an old fashioned downtown, as you get to stroll on a tree lined street, and see 
interesting shops on foot, which you might not notice from a moving vehicle.   If you want to park right 
in front of your destination, go to a strip mall off a freeway exit. Maybe a handicap spot or two on each 
block, on the street, would placate those who really cannot walk that far.  
 
It seems like I have a lot more trouble finding parking in downtown Livermore (vs Pleasanton) and they 
have a parking structure. It just does not seem that bad in Pleasanton.  
 
I like the idea of having downtown shop employees park on the fringes of the downtown area.  Perhaps 
this could be accomplished by imposing a 2 hour parking limit in the central part of downtown.  It would 
be a lot cheaper than a parking garage.  
 
On another subject, I would rather not see 3 story structures in residential areas either.  A 3 story 
building only 5 or 6 feet from its neighbor looks ridiculous.  I would prefer that we just jam the units 
together into attached townhouses, and limit the height to 2 stories.   
 
Tom and Beverly Gill 
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From: Don Lenkeit [mailto:dlenkeit@sbcglobal.net]  
Sent: Saturday, July 13, 2019 11:00 AM 
To: Mayor and City Council   
Cc: pleasantonpedalers@outlook.com 
Subject: Pedestrian‐Bike Trail Master Plan 

 
Initially I must chastise the Pleasanton City Council for ignoring a well researched plan approved(!) by 
numerous government and citizen groups to create a safe pedestrian walk and bicycle multi-use trail through 
Pleasanton's downtown core.  
 
Government entities--such as the Pleasanton City Council--are palpable extensions of the citizens they have 
been chosen to serve. I am confident that you want all individuals (locals and visitors) to have nothing but a 
positive experience in Pleasanton. A reconsideration by the City Council of the Downtown Specific Plan and 
the Pleasanton Master Plan would reflect very positively on each of you. Of course, priorities are essential, 
but do not ignore our voices of discontent! 
 
Shame on you for backtracking on the well established priorities to create the multi-user trail! 
 
I am confident that each member of the council spent time over the July 4th holiday in the downtown core 
and took note of the number of families enjoying the city sponsored celebrations. The city core between First 
Street and Main Street saw an incredible amount of traffic--vehicle, pedestrian, and cyclists. The safety FOR 
ALL would be significantly enhanced with the a well conceived (and approved by all parties) path connecting 
the south and north ends of the city core. 
 
In short the priorities simply must be: safety, and an urban ambience making each visit to the downtown core 
a good one for shops, restaurants, banks...in short: everyone! 
 
Respectfully, 
 
Don Lenkeit 
Pleasanton Pedalers  
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From: jimwri@comcast.net [mailto:jimwri@comcast.net]  
Sent: Sunday, July 14, 2019 7:58 AM 
To: Mayor and City Council   
Subject: Mixed use trail system 
 
As a 25-year resident of Pleasanton, I was very disappointed when our City Council recently 
voted to go forward with a plan to restrict the size of a proposed pedestrian and bicycle trail into 
downtown in order to provide the maximum amount of parking in a city lot.   I agree with the 
city’s Bicycle, Pedestrian and Trails Committee that the new proposal will result in a trail that will 
put both pedestrians and bicyclists at risk. A safe multi-user trail has been promised to 
Pleasanton citizens in Pleasanton’s Master Plan, the Downtown Specific Plan and in various 
other planning documents for over a decade.   
I ask the City Council to rethink and rescind its decision and move forward with the thoughtful 
mixed use of our trials that has been envisioned for many years. 
Jim Wright 
1684 Holly Circle 
Pleasanton, CA 94566 
 


