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Robert Goldassio

From: Dianna Briones <nanadianna03@icloud.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 25, 2017 11:01 AM
To: Mike Porto
Subject: Mission Crossings Project

Dear Ms. Enders, 
I am writing to oppose the the development of 140 homes and another hotel/motel on Mission Blvd. 
I work on Dollar St. and feel the parking and traffic affecting Torrano, Dollar and Berry Ave. will be horrific to deal with. 
Thank you. 
Sincerely, Dianna Briones 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
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Robert Goldassio

From: Sara Buizer
Sent: Thursday, April 27, 2017 1:01 PM
To: Robert Goldassio
Subject: Fwd: Mission Crossings project 25501-25551

Another one 
 
Sent from my iPhone 
 
Begin forwarded message: 

From: Rich Cameron <rich@mikestruck.org> 
Date: April 27, 2017 at 12:59:44 PM PDT 
To: <Sara.Buizer@hayward-ca.gov> 
Subject: Fwd: Mission Crossings project 25501-25551 

 
---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Rich Cameron <rich@mikestruck.org> 
Date: Thu, Apr 27, 2017 at 12:58 PM 
Subject: Mission Crossings project 25501-25551 
To: KimH@hayward.org, Mike.Porto@hayward-ca.gov, Sara.Bulzer@hayward-ca.gov 
 

Hi, 

I am the business owner of, Mike's Truck & LINE-X of Bay Area, located on Dollar St in 
Hayward. This proposed project has come to my attention and warranted a comment. I was 
actually shocked when the residential housing project was built on Dollar St last year. There had 
to be a variance with the existing zoning for approval and I, for one,  wasn't notified. The 
increased traffic  and parking around the project is only going to get worse when the complex 
reaches full occupancy. I really think deviating from the general plan needs serious consideration 
specifically the surrounding infrastructure. I just don't see how "fracturing" the city's general 
plan, as far as zoning, makes sense.  In time the proposed property will be occupied by a proper 
tenant adding no stress to the surrounding infrastructure. 

I am oppose to the zoning change. 

Thanks, 
Rich Cameron 
925.272.7666 
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From: Stephen Wyszomirski <StephenW@rclcom.com> 
Date: April 19, 2017 at 10:36:49 AM PDT 
To: <Sara.Buizer@hayward-ca.gov>, <Heather.Enders@hayward-ca.gov> 
Subject: Proposed "Mission Crossing" Development 

Dear Sara & Heather, 
  
As a small business owner on Dollar Drive, I am vehemently opposed to the new development referred 
to as “Mission Crossings”. The reduction of Hayward’s Light Industrial area is forcing many of small 
businesses out of the area further increasing commuting throughout the Bay. This development would 
place undue pressure to our community that cannot be supported with the current roads. While I would 
like to attend the City Council meeting on April 20th, 2017 to express my views personally, I will be out of 
the Bay Area at that time. 
  
Regards, 
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From: Cindy Ogle
To: Sara Buizer
Subject: Mission Corridor Project
Date: Wednesday, April 19, 2017 4:40:27 PM

Ms. Sara Buizer:
 
We own an auto body collision repair facility and have been in the same location on Mission Blvd.
Auto Row for fifty-four years.  We are strong proponents for the growth and development of Mission
Blvd.   Both my husband and I oppose the project at hand we feel that this proposal needs further
research and  investigation; in particular as to how it will impact the infrastructure regarding Mission
Blvd.
 

Cindy Ogle
Hayward Body Shop, Inc.
25087 Mission Blvd.
Hayward, CA 94544-2514
510 538-6700
Email:  cindy@haywardbodyshop.com
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From: pmotive@aol.com
To: Sara Buizer
Subject: Mission Crossings Proposal
Date: Thursday, April 20, 2017 9:47:04 AM

Dear Mrs. Buizer,
 
We are a small business on Dollar St. in Hayward, Ca. We have been in business for 40 years in
Hayward. Today
we are writing you to let you know that we are opposed to the Mission Crossings proposal-25501 & 25551
Mission Blvd.
Hayward, Ca.
 
Sincerely,
Patrick Hendrix
Susan Hendrix
Precision Motive

LIKE US ON FACEBOOK
http://www.facebook.com/pages/Precision-Motive/234066806712863
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From: Steven Dunbar
To: Leigha Schmidt; David Rizk; heather.enders@hayward-ca.gov; Sara Buizer
Subject: Public Comment for Planning Commission Meeting 4/20/17
Date: Thursday, April 20, 2017 12:16:57 PM
Attachments: pasted1

pasted2
pasted3
image.png
image.png
image.png

To Planning Commissioners and Staff:

Regarding the Mission Crossings Development:
I'm glad we are starting to rebuild Mission Boulevard as envisioned in the specific plan. I'll
mention that plan is difficult to access as it was hosted on the old city website - the form based
code link at https://www.hayward-ca.gov/your-government/documents/planning-documents is
also broken.

I have two larger concerns to bring to this public hearing, and a few smaller issues and
questions just for my own knowledge.

My primary concern is the slip lane. The design calls for the slip lane to extend out into the
current Mission Boulevard right of way. (Figure TM.3) It is difficult to tell what the eventual
lane width on Mission would be with this change, and such a change may preclude a bike lane
on Mission from being feasible. Mission Boulevard has the right of way to provide protected
bike lanes as-is. This extension of the curb would compromise that.

While the staff report mentions the ultimate goal to have most of Mission with this side-street
approach, moving the curb out for this project would cause issues with any bike lane
extensions north from the currently planned improvements in South Hayward.  While the side-
street approach is welcome, it will take a very long time to complete such a system, when
safety is needed much sooner.

I suggest lowering the lane width of the interior slip lane and the concrete buffer to allow for a
future bike lane project. The SE corner could have one parking space removed and the whole
island shifted west to accommodate that portion. See the figure below, which may not be
perfect for access but I still think is quite a reasonable amount of space. Recommended lane
widths are included, arrows show the desired shift of the pedestrian island.

​
The facility type for cyclists is the primary reason bicycle trips are expected be extremely low,
but there is no permanent barrier to change as it stands.

My second larger concern is the wall between the residential and commercial portions of the
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development. There seems to be no walking path from the residential to the commercial area
through the buffer bio area. There should be such a path, or even a gate, to allow access to the
future retail under the hotel without walking all the way around the edge of the property. The
security benefits to such a barrier are minimal, in my opinion, given the other low-traffic low-
visibility side entrances.

As for my more minor concerns:
First, there seems to be no crosswalk at the SE portion of the development from the hotel walk
to the curb area. That should be included. (See the above picture again)

Second, there should be a crosswalk or marked paver area East to West in the area shown
below.

Third, I do not understand the walking path at the southwest corner which does not meet at a
right angle with the road. Is there a visibility concern? Most people are not going to be staying
in that crosswalk and will walk north as they cross from east to west.
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Fourth, could we shift the parking angle at parcel D over to provide another walking path
across the street? Not all of these have to be made with pavers, if that's too expensive.

Fifth, the street width within the development seems excessive. If anything, the street could be
widened near the turns if necessary for fire access and then slimmed again. The shown fire
paths indicate the trucks have plenty of clearance even without starting or finishing in the
oncoming lane.

Finally, while the urban farm is admirable, it is somewhat sad that a local neighborhood farm
less than 1000ft away from the property is not accessible, because we've neglected to provide
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better pedestrian access over the BART tracks. Of course, this is not the developer's issue to
address.

Personally, I wish that there were more units overall (or at least more Plan 5 units), as opposed
to units that are over 2,000 sq ft (all other unit types), given the bay area housing affordability
problem. However, all housing helps and this will prevent displacement elsewhere by pulling
high-end owners towards this development, rather than outbidding other potential new
residents on existing property.

Other than these details, the mixed use, medium density, multi-street access, economic
development. and overall aesthetic are welcome.
Thank you for your attention.

Sincerely,
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Steven Dunbar
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