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COMMENTOR B6 
Howard B. Allen Trust II 
Andrew Allen 
August 20, 2007 
 
 
 
 
B6-1: This comment, which generally pertains to the merits of the proposed project, is 

noted. New residential development on Jackson Street would only be prohibited 
west of Polk Street. It should be noted that this action is recommended in the Draft 
Specific Plan in order to reduce the potential for future conflicts between 
residential and Port-related uses. All other types of residential uses (including 
live/work) would generally be permitted by right or by permit in the remaining 
zones.  

 
 Page 111 of the Draft EIR presents a discussion of potential impacts related to the 

displacement of housing or people which currently exist within the Plan Area. The 
Draft EIR notes that while existing housing or informal live/work units could be 
converted to other uses with implementation of the Draft Specific Plan, the net 
result of development would be an increase in the number of housing units within 
the Plan Area. In addition, the Draft Specific Plan includes policies and actions to 
preserve the artists’ community within the Plan Area, and would do so by 
permitting live/work uses, which are currently a conditional use, within the Grant 
Street, Adams Street, and South of Grant Street zones. The Draft Specific Plan also 
includes policies and actions that would encourage the development of live/work 
uses, including inclusionary units for lower-income households. Implementation of 
the Draft Specific Plan would in fact expand the availability of new affordable 
housing within the Plan Area. While the Draft Specific Plan would prohibit 
live/work development in part of the South of Grant Zone, this prohibition would 
not be considered a significant impact to housing in the context of other 
opportunities for housing development in the Plan Area.  

 
 Furthermore, CEQA Guidelines section 15131 states: “Economic or social effects 

of a project shall not be treated as significant effects on the environment. An EIR 
may trace a chain of cause and effect from a proposed decision on a project through 
anticipated economic or social changes resulting from the project to physical 
changes caused in turn by the economic or social changes. The intermediate 
economic or social changes need not be analyzed in any detail greater than 
necessary to trace the chain of cause and effect. The focus of the analysis shall be 
on the physical changes.” Therefore, the Draft EIR does not include an analysis of 
the environmental effects of the project in the context of the viability of the existing 
artists’ community or the relative economic feasibility of historic building 
preservation under different land use scenarios. However, these issues may be 
taken into account by the City when it considers project approval. 
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COMMENTOR B7 
Delicious Delivery 
Brenda Hortobagyi, Owner 
August 27, 2007 
 
 
 
 
B7-1: This comment, which pertains to the merits of one of the proposed alternatives, and 

not the adequacy of the Draft EIR, is noted. The Option 3 alternative, which was 
included in previous versions of the Draft Specific Plan, but subsequently removed 
from consideration, is evaluated as the Senior Housing alternative in Chapter V. 
Alternatives, of the Draft EIR. It should be noted that the Option 1 alternative was 
identified as the environmentally superior alternative in the Draft EIR (and the 
Senior Housing alternative was identified as being environmentally inferior to both 
the Option 1 alternative and the proposed project). If an alternative is approved by 
the City instead of the proposed project, that alternative would undergo detailed 
CEQA review (likely in the form of an Addendum to the Draft EIR or a 
Supplemental/ Subsequent EIR). 
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