, ) ~ .- October 18, 2005
Berkeley City Council -

2180 Milvia Street

Berkeley, CA 94704

RE: Item 38 Gilman Street Playing Fields - MITIGATIONS

- Please consider this request for six (6) additional mitigations to the Gllman Street Fields
project as follows:

Air Qualltv Stu y at Gilman Street
The purpose of the Gilman Fields Air Quality Study is to measure the levels of PM2 5

and PM10 so that commumty members can make informed decisions on using the Park's
3 facrhtles - :

The City of Berkeley should monitor particulate matter (PM*) in the air at the proposed

. Gilman Street site for at least one continuous year. Each month, air quality reports should
- be posted to the City of Berkeley website in .pdf and spreadsheet format (as was done
with the Harrison Park air study). :

2. Wind Rose
In addition to the particulate data, wmd sneed wind direction, and ambient temperature
~ should also be recorded. All data should be collected on a one-hour average basis.

3. Noise Study
The Gilman Street project should be required to conduct an onsite, yearlong noise study -

concurrently with the air study. Site levels are reported to be quite hi gh and warrant more
investigation. .

4. .llrs_chzmtnlarents_an_d_mm;ers ‘

All parents of children participating in games at the Gilman Street Recreational Facility,
and all adults participating in these games shall read, sign and return a disclosure form to
the City of Berkeley. This disclosure form should indicate that the signer understands: -

* The fields are in an area designated for industrial use.

e It is the policy of the City of Berkeley and the operator of the playingl fields not
to interfere with manufacturing and other plan-conforming businesses in the area.

. There may be large trucks, noises, odors in this area as a normal and lawful :
condition of 1ndustnal operatlon

* Air quahty on site may be of concern and the C1ty of Berkeley is studylng this

potentlal problem.’
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5. Environmental Contingency Fund | ;
.Require that the project create a Gilman Street Playing Fields contingency fund of at least
$30,000 to be used to defray the City of Berkeley staff costs to respond to complaints.

6. Revisit the Health Risk ent
The data from the yearlong onsite monitoring should be used to develop an updated
health risk assessment for the Gilman Street pro_lect.

AT

www.berkeleycitizen.org
1803 Bonita Avenue
Berkeley CA 94709-2117

* PM is a measurement of partlcles per cubic meter of air. Particles are measured in two
primary size fractions, less than 2.5 micrometers (PM 2.5) and 2.5 - 10 micrometers PM
10). Fine particles, less than 2.5 micrometers in diameter, are mainly produced by
combustion or burning activities such as fuel burned in automobiles, factories, fireplaces,
-and wood stoves. Coarse particles, less than 10 micrometers in diameter, usually arise as
‘a result of natural processes such as wind-blown dust or soil. When inhaled, these
particles may be harmful to persons with asthma and other respiratory problems. (source
- City of Berkeley web site)
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lerkeley s Freeway Sports Flelds

. ByL AWOOD -

* Who' in- therr right- rmnd would ever
think to create a sports field-on. the shoul-’
der of an interstate freeway that is often in

‘gridlock .and whose daily -auto. capacity’

“exceeds 250,000 vehicles? It seems no one,

" except | the -City of Beikeley, which is now -

- Ppr - the Gilman Street “Freeway:
- Fields.” Asit turns out, the'site designated.

for this recreational facility is connected to. -

- the East-Shore Regional Park. Unfortu-:

_nately, it is'that’ narrow, portion that is:

directly adjacent to:1-80, separated from.

thebusylnghwaybyonlythefronmgeroad’

and a chain link fence.

- Thecity, whlchrsboththeprojectdevel-'
:permit regulator; -has: dis-- -.

.oper: and._the :
_missed the sité’s undeniably bad air quali-

“'ty..Planners ‘have_been less than honest .-
-about the potential. health nnpacts,tothei;j.,
.Freeway Field users, thie majority of whom'* -
- are children. The Gilman Freeway Fields;: -

- like anumber of othier West Berkeley Proj-

ects, has created serious conflicts over air. -
quahty and land use: The Gilman Street”
project is the most extreme example. -

. Berkeley’s to baild five sports

wmdmthehopethatthewmdwillhteral

o

. have

) lyblowthenghtway

Upwmdandl)ownwh:d T
Anyonewhohasvmtedtheproposedsrte

- knows that during every season of the year,’
‘there are days, and even périods of ¢ach -
day, when there is nowind or when it blows
west, towards the bay. So; it may come as a’

 surprise. that the city’s project

.whentheﬁeldsaremuse.

‘centage of days with emissions permeéating

theﬁeldsnsaoceptableﬁ'omapubhchealth--
perspective? Tetr percent? Twenty per- -
t? ‘More? Park users -
" haveanghttoknowwhatﬂxer&lhealthi
ﬁeldsatth:ss:tethroWsallmunontothe'. )

cent? ‘Thirty percen

are! -

. "through'city planmng wnthout provokmg as.

-~ much. as a.whimper from -the. planmng
* commission or 'staff about the site’s. poor

air quality. Perhapsmsbeeausethemayor -

-has: placed the Freeway Fields on his * pm-

gressive”. agenda. Certamly pioject con-+
sultants miust be aware of the polmml pres- .

- sufe t0 make the project work. This is city' .
-consultants -’
. that the Freeway | Fields would -
be upwind from auto andmdustryemmons
A - mit regulafor, such a significant change in -
- Although the city’s consultants’ acknowl—
".edge there are.days when the ficlds would -
-have ‘no. wind,” or ‘would be-downwind, .-
from- freeway- and. industry pollution, the " Lmd Use and Children o
-health risks .were: assessed: as if- the. pro- -
posed fields: were oqu impacted-by bay, .-
- wmds.'lhlsoonvenrentlyavo:dsanydlsws-
sion of the health consequences for those -
chiildren on site. during.the. times. when:
freeway and industry emissions do impact
the: proposed ‘location. 'What annual per- -
’ _-Hamsonsrtebasedonthexdea!hatdlealr
: quallty wasn’t that bad, provrdmg c!lildren .

planmng at its’ worst. - In a-more nermal -

-rezoning process where the developer isn’t -

in the cozy position of also being the per- ;
land use ‘would require_scientific. proof . -

E about1he healfh and safety of the s1te. .

Some in Berkeley may remember the
fiasoo surrounding a-similar pro;ectseweral
years. ago. The Harrison soccer fiélds; not~
_ﬁr from the proposed Gilman Street site,~

were suspected of having poor air quality.. -

-However, like’ with the Freeway F‘elds

‘now, the city argued for the rezoning of the .

Contmued on Page Twenty'-Two

L A Wood isa Berkeley enwronnwmal.
The Freewa9 Fields prolect ﬁas movedv - L e -

advocate. :

: Freeway Sports Flelds
' - Continued from Page Eleven o
- didn’t spend. teo mueh time there

~This notion, wasalsosupported‘lsy -the city’s lic .
health officer who publicly stated that the beneﬁtpg())m
_ recreation outweighed any health concerns. The city must. ~

have been dismayed when the onsite air - monitoring of the .

Harrison soccer fields revealed a much more extreme pic- -

_ - ture. The PMI10- particulate matter was shown to exceed:

-the state’s health standards more than 100 days a year; "

‘forcmg the city to pest the soccer site with health warnings! .’
-+ The California .State Air Resources Board (ARB) -

reoently updated its land use ‘guidelines for new sensitive - -

. land uses, including those associated with congested free- .
| -ways (100000 vehicles/day). The ARB identifies play-:’

fields at the top of its list of sensitive 1and uses; and clear- -

ly states that locating” layfields in hi traffic ﬁ-ee
emlssnons areas should ge avoided. :gh way

Theré are numerons studus eonﬁmnng the assoaatlon
~between highway - emissions and - respiratory problems,

. including asthma and bronchitis. These. problems are allof
potential concern at the Gilma site, especially for those
_already at risk. Before the Freeway Fields are oonstructed, '

- the Gity of Berkeley needs to understand more about the

_site’s exposure levels from both. mobnle and statxonary
. sources of a1r pollutlon
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forward to build the. Freeway Fields. Why haven’t these "
" agencies, ‘which are in the: business of parks, voiced theu’f .
© concern over sparts fields being sited on a congested free- . .

- Unquesuonably, Interstate & is at its worst durmg the.

“late afternoon, and is often i a-total gridlock for hours.
-"Because the fields wotuld be used the most dunng the: " -
 weekday aftemo(m ‘commiute,: the. worst .air -emissions - -

. "'would ‘occur when the most children -are exertmg them-
. selvés 6n the, playmg fields. And it won’t get better. Free-

way fraffic and auto emissions at this-air quahty “hot spot” o

. are only éxpected to increase.

‘For those who believe that the -leman Freeway Felds o

* -are-sufficiently. buffered from air. pollution sourcesata . . .
* “'inere 500 feet-or less from I-80; thiey should be aware that_
. astudy réleased this year by the California Office of Envi- .
. roninental Health Hazard Assessment and-the Cahforma_l,._ -
** Department of Health Services suggests that concentra- -
: “tlons of freeway emissions can impact downwind recep- .-
. tors up to 1500 fect before diminishing to background lev=" : .-
els. That amounts to five football ﬁelds, end to end..

With the promise of millions of doliars coming from the -

* state’s Departmeit of Parks and the East Bay Regional. :

Parks District; the City of Berkeley will certainly move ™ -

way exit? The “city should be réquired to monitor the- air

" quality on site for at-least a year before’ deveIOpment of . . -

the proposed sports fields. Not to do'so is uresponsxble,

) _and perhaps crumnal'



