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Comment Letter: FORM-1
SHEW-R-1

To the EIR consultants, the Planning Commissioners and
City Council,

Saratoga Retirement community is already solvent, in the
black!

Yes we need improvements to our Health Care Center, but

we don’t need the enormous building projects proposed by
PRS.

This proposed project will not only negatively affect the
residents for the rest of their lives, but all our neighbors
will be subjected to noise, pollution, traffic, & disruption
for years.

And the result? More money for PRS & a remaining
campus of buildings—not mature trees, not a park, not flat
outdoor space for the residents. Welcome to New York
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Comment Letter: FORM-10
SHEW-R-2
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Comment Letter: FORM-8
SHEW-R-3

Cynthia Richardson, Project Planner,
13777 Fruitvale Avenue,Saratoga, CA 95070

Dear Planning commissioner and the City Council,

We residents here at Saratoga just love our bocce ball court. That & our
putting green are our only outdoor games on campus. We also enjoy the
chairs & picnic tables set up in that same park. The large oak tree there
was lost in a storm last year & it has not been replaced with anything —
not even grass or ground cover. Why? Because the PRS Expansion
project plans to eliminate this park entirely (our only park) to make way for
more buildings.

If we wanted a campus full of buildings we would have moved to any
number of more financially reasonable ones in the Bay Area.

Please help us save our green space. Qu/-f CE» A023
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Comment Letter: FORM-8
SHEW-R-4

To the EIR consultants, the Planning Commissioners and City
Council,

We residents here at Saratoga just love our bocce ball court located
in our beautiful Historic Park. That & our putting green are our only
outdoor games on campus. We also enjoy the chairs & picnic tables
set up in that same park.

The large oak tree there was lost in a storm last year & it has not
been replaced with anything — not even grass or ground cover.
Why? Because the PRS Expansion project plans to eliminate this
park entirely (our only park) to make way for more buildings.

If we wanted a campus full of buildings we would have moved to
any number of more financially reasonable ones in the Bay Area.

Please help us save our green space. (27 gy o33
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Commenter: SILBERMAN-N-1

Rawnsley, Emma

From: Cynthia Richardson <crichardson@saratoga.ca.us>

Sent: Thursday, August 24, 2023 10:24 AM

To: Rawnsley, Emma

Subject: FW: Saratoga Retirement Community Expansion -DEIR Comment 1

This Message Is From an External Sender

This message came from outside your organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and
know the content is safe.

Report Suspicious

Cynthia Richardson | Project Planner

City of Saratoga | Community Development Department
13777 Fruitvale Avenue | Saratoga, CA 95070
crichardson@saratoga.ca.us | www.saratoga.ca.us
Office Hours Mondays and Thursdays

From: nsilberman@gmail.com <nsilberman@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, August 19, 2023 3:54 PM

To: Cynthia Richardson <crichardson@saratoga.ca.us>

Subject: Saratoga Retirement Community Expansion -DEIR Comment 1

Greetings Cynthia,

My Name is Nathan Silberman, resident at SRC since 2021 in apartment 5102. Here are some comments to the released
DEIR:

To the item:

Comment:
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Commenter: SILBERMAN-N-1

L1 | 1. The DEIR did not consider the Scenic impact of the proposed Meeting center on
CONl the side of the Manor which will bloc the full view of the Manor and affect its
historic character, also will block the view from the three apartments located on
the western side of the Manor.

2. The DEIR did not consider the impact of building A on top of the Historic park hill
blocking of the western view from building 4000 and from the Pavilion Entry to
buildings 4000 and 5000.

Regards,

Nathan

Nathan Silberman
nsilberman@gmail.com
Saratoga, CA
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Commenter: SILBERMAN-N-2

Rawnsley, Emma

From: Cynthia Richardson <crichardson@saratoga.ca.us>

Sent: Thursday, August 24, 2023 10:24 AM

To: Rawnsley, Emma

Subject: FW: Saratoga Retirement Community Expansion Plan- EIR Comment 2

This Message Is From an External Sender

This message came from outside your organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and
know the content is safe.

Report Suspicious

Cynthia Richardson | Project Planner

City of Saratoga | Community Development Department
13777 Fruitvale Avenue | Saratoga, CA 95070
crichardson@saratoga.ca.us | www.saratoga.ca.us
Office Hours Mondays and Thursdays

From: nsilberman@gmail.com <nsilberman@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, August 19, 2023 4:35 PM

To: Cynthia Richardson <crichardson@saratoga.ca.us>

Subject: Saratoga Retirement Community Expansion Plan- EIR Comment 2

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments or clicking
links, especially from unknown senders.

Dear Cynthia,

Please consider the Comments below:

1. The EIR did not consider the following regarding building A impact to the air a
climate quality:
a. The building will block the Western air flow which typically has a
cooling effect. Building A will create a standing air pocket together with
buildings 4000 and 5000 and increase the ambient temperature
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a.

Commenter: SILBERMAN-N-2
significantly, especially in hot days. The EIR should consider the fact

that the eastern slope trees will be removed and with them the shade.
Concrete building and black asphalt around will absorb the and retain
the heat increasing the surrounding temperature through radiation.
There are better places for building A to be considered .

2. THE EIR did not consider the compound impact of all Air Quality components

The city consultant recommends that residents stay indoors with Air
conditioner during lengthy construction (estimated 3-5 years). This is
not a reasonable request. Continuous use of Air Condition will increase
the carbon profile of the entire site and generate more greenhouse
gases.

While it is possible that during construction each one of the Air Quality
components will meet the required standard, the EIR did not consider
the compound effect of all air quality elements being present at the
same time and their impact on the more sensitive elderly population
living on site. For example dust, pollens, gases emitted by construction
equipment, gases emitted by construction trucks, gases emitted by cars
around the campus, plus the elements generated by existing SRC
equipment could be present at the same time beyond allowable limits
and creating health hazards. Therefore serious mitigation required
needs to be put in place before start of construction or change the
implementation plans.

Best Regards,

Nathan Silberman
SRC Resident at Apt. 5102

Nathan Silberman
nsilberman@gmail.com

Saratoga, CA
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Commenter: SILBERMAN-N-3

Rawnsley, Emma

From: Cynthia Richardson <crichardson@saratoga.ca.us>

Sent: Thursday, August 24, 2023 10:25 AM

To: Rawnsley, Emma

Subject: FW: Saratoga Retirement Community Expansion DEIR Comments-2

This Message Is From an External Sender

This message came from outside your organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and
know the content is safe.

Report Suspicious

Cynthia Richardson | Project Planner

City of Saratoga | Community Development Department
13777 Fruitvale Avenue | Saratoga, CA 95070
crichardson@saratoga.ca.us | www.saratoga.ca.us
Office Hours Mondays and Thursdays

From: nsilberman@gmail.com <nsilberman@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, August 19, 2023 9:04 PM

To: Cynthia Richardson <crichardson@saratoga.ca.us>

Subject: Saratoga Retirement Community Expansion DEIR Comments-2

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments or clicking
links, especially from unknown senders.

| Nathan Silberman, resident of the community submit the following comments to the Project DEIR:

The Draft Environmental Report does not represent Alternative

1 - Residents' Alternative , Section 4.4, correctly. A number of
glaring errors are included in this Section 4.4.

Starting with Figure 4.4-1, the Conceptual Site plan for the Residents'
Alternative submitted by the Residents shows the layout of the New
Health Center, Building C', and the New 2 story Apartment Building,
Building D. The layout of Building D is important as it is the same
footprint as the current Health Care Center and would provide for 52
apartments and an auditorium. However Figure 4.4-2 Conceptual
Building D Layout- Alternativel , shows a completely different

1
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3.2

Commenter: SILBERMAN-N-3
building layout (shape) and claims the building needs 3 stories. This
Layout was provided by Ankron Mclean, the architect for the Project
Applicant, who changed the Alternative 1 design, thereby attempting
to discredit the Residents' Alternative.

Ankron Moisan also misrepresented other features in

Alternative 1, such as the size and shape of Alternative 1 's New Health
Center, Building C' (should be 40 beds rather than the Project's 52
beds) , the number of Parking spaces in Building D'S under ground
garage ( only 50 spaces vs 90 submitted under Alternative 1), and

incorrect values in Table 4.4-2 for the Cut volume and max depth o
cut for a correct Alternative 1, Building D.

Based on these errors the DEIR Section 4.1 Alternative 1
needs major corrections.

The DEIR has reviewed the Project plans for a building B in front of the Historical
Manor Building and the proposed Meeting room attached to the side of the
same Manor Building with astonishing different standards.

In the case of Building B the EIR found a conflict with the Historical Manor
that could not be mitigated (See Table 3.5-1- Item 9 and 10 of the Summary
of Project Adherence to Secretary of Interior's Standard for Rehabilitation )

In that same table, 3.5-1 The finding for item #9 found a potential conflict
with the meeting room, The next page ,3-94 , item 2 states

"The proposed construction of the Meeting Room and its attachment to the West
elevation the Manor building thru a building hyphen would also remove and/or
alter character defining features represented in the west (secondary) elevation.',
On page 3-101 the EIR further states

"The proposed construction of the Meeting Room Addition as part of the Project
could potentially result in the substantial adverse change in the Manor Building
due to the potential for damage during construction”

The symmetry of the Manor Building is forever lost with the Meeting Room
attached to its western wall of the Manor.

The Meeting Room needs a specific evaluation under CUL-1.

2
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Commenter: SILBERMAN-N-3

Additionally, there has been no evaluation of the environmental impact of the
Residents living in Apartments 1101, 1202 and 1203 during construction or after
wards with their apartment windows on the western manor wall being mostly
blocked out by the new Meeting

Room.
At a minimum EIR evaluations and mitigations should be reviewed for

AES-| Scenic Vista, HAZ-i hazardous emissions, NOI-I increased noise
levels, NOI-2 vibrations & dust, POP-2 displacement of people, and
MFS-3 adverse impact on human beings. Also needs evaluation of

composite (additive) air hazards together impact on the health and
wellbeing of the current residents living on site.

Best Regards,
Nathan

Nathan Silberman
nsilberman@gmail.com
SRC-5102

Saratoga, CA
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4.1

Commenter: SILBERMAN-N-4

Rawnsley, Emma

From: Cynthia Richardson <crichardson@saratoga.ca.us>

Sent: Thursday, August 24, 2023 10:25 AM

To: Rawnsley, Emma

Subject: FW: Saratoga Retirement Community Expansion DEIR comments-3

This Message Is From an External Sender

This message came from outside your organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and
know the content is safe.

Report Suspicious

Cynthia Richardson | Project Planner

City of Saratoga | Community Development Department
13777 Fruitvale Avenue | Saratoga, CA 95070
crichardson@saratoga.ca.us | www.saratoga.ca.us
Office Hours Mondays and Thursdays

From: nsilberman@gmail.com <nsilberman@gmail.com>

Sent: Saturday, August 19, 2023 9:36 PM

To: Cynthia Richardson <crichardson@saratoga.ca.us>

Subject: Saratoga Retirement Community Expansion DEIR comments-3

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments or clicking
links, especially from unknown senders.

| Nathan Silberman, resident of SRC submit the following comments for the city consideration:

WHY BUILDING A SHOULD BE REMOVED FROM THE HISTORIC PARK PLAN
AND PLACED SOMWHERE ELSE IF NECESSARY:
It takes away the only easily accessible Recreation area with no
equivalent replacement somewhere else on the campus and within
easy reach distance.
The project architects proposed a minimal recreation area insufficient
for the size of population and type of population on campus.
The EIR recommendation does not consider the type and age of the
campus population, recommending using parks outside the campus.
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Commenter: SILBERMAN-N-4

The city’s consultant did not consider need for easy and Equal-Access .
Many of the residents are over 80 years old and not driving. Many
residents are using canes, walkers and wheelchairs and need easy
access to outdoor recreation. The EIR recommendation is totally
inconsiderate and oblivious to the current resident’s needs. Can you
see your 80 or 90-year-old grandparents using a walker, to walk over a
mile and cross busy streets to get to a remote park? How about the
other irreplaceable facilities in the Historic Park, like Bace ball, and
others? How about the picnic tables in the shade to play games and
have lunch? How about equal access law in California which prevents
handicapped discrimination?

Thank you!
Nathan

Nathan Silberman
nsilberman@gmail.com

SRC-5102
Saratoga, CA
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Commenter: SILBERMAN-N-5

Rawnsley, Emma

From: Cynthia Richardson <crichardson@saratoga.ca.us>

Sent: Thursday, August 24, 2023 10:26 AM

To: Rawnsley, Emma

Subject: FW: Saratoga Retirement Community Expansion- Letter to the city council

This Message Is From an External Sender

This message came from outside your organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and
know the content is safe.

Report Suspicious

Cynthia Richardson | Project Planner

City of Saratoga | Community Development Department
13777 Fruitvale Avenue | Saratoga, CA 95070
crichardson@saratoga.ca.us | www.saratoga.ca.us
Office Hours Mondays and Thursdays

From: nsilberman@gmail.com <nsilberman@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, August 20, 2023 8:29 PM

To: Cynthia Richardson <crichardson@saratoga.ca.us>

Subject: Saratoga Retirement Community Expansion- Letter to the city council

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments or clicking
links, especially from unknown senders.

Dear Saratoga City Council,

My name is Nathan Silberman, and | am a resident of the Saratoga Retirement
Community, also known as the Odd Fellows retirement home. Some of the reasons |
joined this community are the beautiful open spaces surrounded by green lawns and
mature, protected redwoods and oaks and the stunning recreation area in the center
of the community in the Historical Park .

The over-the-top expansion being pursued by the developer Pacific Retirement
Solutions in Medford OR is totally disastrous to the environment and to the elderly
residents’ quality of life.

One of the many reasons | am in opposition to the proposed implementation of the
project is that the management company/developer plans to wipe-out the Odd Fellows

1
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Commenter: SILBERMAN-N-5

Historic Park, which is the only outdoor recreation space we have. They plan to fill the
Park with a large 2-story [or, | believe, possibly a 3-story?] apartment building and
underground garage with an entry and exit in the worst possible place, prone to traffic
jams and presenting a worse safety risk. Also, no more protected, mature redwoods
and oaks; no more open space and no more easily accessible (to handicap residents)
bocce ball court and other play grounds. All of that sacrificed to the inappropriate infill
construction proposed by management.

51
Cont.

The Draft EIR comments that residents could possibly make use of public parks in
Saratoga if they want exercise... parks miles away from campus. But can you
imagine old folks with canes, wheelchairs and walkers having to go off campus to
partake in open-air recreation, crossing busy roads? Someone said to me, “even
state prisons have an exercise area, so why not us oldsters; because we're old"? It
looks to me like age discrimination, or elderly abuse....

| would like to encourage the city of Saratoga council to deeply analyze this development
application, especially the irreversible impacts it will bring to an historic building, a
Saratoga institution and 65 endangered, beautiful, mature protected trees... And to also
be aware of your fellow neighbors, local senior citizens whose life will be detrimentally
affected forever due to poor management’s decisions on implementation.

Thanks,
Nathan

Nathan Silberman
nsilberman@gmail.com
Saratoga, CA
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Commenter: SILBERMAN-N-6

Rawnsley, Emma

From: Cynthia Richardson <crichardson@saratoga.ca.us>
Sent: Thursday, August 24, 2023 10:46 AM

To: Rawnsley, Emma

Subject: FW: SRC Expansion -Comments to DEIR regarding traffic

This Message Is From an External Sender

This message came from outside your organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and
know the content is safe.

Report Suspicious

Cynthia Richardson | Project Planner

City of Saratoga | Community Development Department
13777 Fruitvale Avenue | Saratoga, CA 95070
crichardson@saratoga.ca.us | www.saratoga.ca.us
Office Hours Mondays and Thursdays

From: nsilberman@gmail.com <nsilberman@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, August 20, 2023 9:14 PM

To: Cynthia Richardson <crichardson@saratoga.ca.us>
Subject: SRC Expansion -Comments to DEIR regarding traffic

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.

Traffic Problems:
We disagree the mitigation suggestions are practical and enforceable. (Mitigation MM-TRA-3b: Implement
Recommendations of Traffic Study page xx (and page 3-285)

“A. The Project Applicant shall implement all recommendations of the Traffic Study prepared for the
Project by Hexagon Transportation My analysis of Hexagon Transportation Report shows major
errors in assessing /or not assessing at all the internal traffic models and critical traffic intersections
within the campus. The report is flawed in many areas and City consultants should question the
conclusions reached by the PRS traffic consultants.

iv that the Project Applicant clearly communicate with the delivery vehicles that they need to park in
designated areas on site. History shows that communication with the delivery vehicles is inexistent and
probably not feasible.

B. In addition, the Project Applicant shall develop and implement a delivery schedule for vendors so
that the number of simultaneous deliveries to campus does not exceed the available designated loading

1
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6.3

Commenter: SILBERMAN-N-6

space.” SRC does not have a traffic control and coordination personnel on site neither any personnel
with the appropriate skills and training.

Pictures the right shows the current loading zone, full of garbage and bins and narrow space for
loading. Picture on the right: where the white truck parks would be the entrance to the potential
Building A garage entrance. Currently delivery trucks, maintenance vehicles and garage bins
are all along the Pavilion Cir. Can you imagine how much worse it will be if there is the
additional garage entrance for building A ? What happens if emergency vehicle has to come
through this congestion? Calling the police to enforce is too slow for any emergency. Notifying
the emergency vehicle for road blocking is not practical.

We disagree with the Mm-TRA-3a

* It is unsafe for this Senior population to walk or drive during and after construction at the
particular intersection. The senior have a particular set of requirements because of the slow
reaction time, the impaired mobility , poor eye sight and hard at hearing. Much more
detailed studies need for this particular population. The intersection mentioned is the only
way from the Pavilion entrance to the Western Cottages and to the employees parking.

* Emergency Evacuation for the 600 plus SRC residents and employees and neighbors on San
Marcos Lane and the Fellowship Plaza, needs more study. Itis a a basic health and safety
issue.

Thank you,
Nathan

Nathan Silberman
nsilberman@gmail.com
Saratoga, CA
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Commenter: SILBERMAN-N-7

Rawnsley, Emma

From: Cynthia Richardson <crichardson@saratoga.ca.us>

Sent: Thursday, August 24, 2023 10:47 AM

To: Rawnsley, Emma

Subject: FW: SRC Expansion: Comments to the Alternative 2, proposed and deemed to be environmentally

superior to all others by EIR consultants

This Message Is From an External Sender

This message came from outside your organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and
know the content is safe.

Report Suspicious

Cynthia Richardson | Project Planner

City of Saratoga | Community Development Department
13777 Fruitvale Avenue | Saratoga, CA 95070
crichardson@saratoga.ca.us | www.saratoga.ca.us
Office Hours Mondays and Thursdays

From: nsilberman@gmail.com <nsilberman@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, August 20, 2023 9:56 PM

To: Cynthia Richardson <crichardson@saratoga.ca.us>

Subject: SRC Expansion: Comments to the Alternative 2, proposed and deemed to be environmentally superior to all
others by EIR consultants

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments
or clicking links, especially from unknown senders.

Comments to the Alternative 2, proposed and deemed to be
environmentally superior to all others by EIR consultants

Topic : RECREATION and OPEN SPACE

These following key points are our arguments against the Alternative 2

1) Replacement of the full size Bocce ball court by a 2/3-size court at West Cottage
Lane is not acceptable.

2) SRC would lose most of our outdoor recreation space

3) Loss of the safe and green space that we all enjoy

4) Loss of our public park
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Commenter: SILBERMAN-N-7

7.1 5) Loss of our walking pathways on Campus
Cont.

Same view If PRS plan is approved.
*Building A occupies entire open space of ODD Fellows Historic Park

*The View from street becomes of balconies and buildings. Instead of trees
and green open space.

*Bocce Ball Court reduced from 91 feet to 60 feet and shade eliminated.

Following are the bases for our objections:
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Commenter: SILBERMAN-N-7
0Odd Fellows Historical Memorial park today May 2023 — residents play Bocce and relax at the

icnic area in the desolated park— the only outdoors green space on
i in the desolated park _ the only outs

-

campus.

The DERI document is quoted in underline italics. Our comments are in regular
font or in red.

Support argument for:

1) Replacement of the full size Bocce ball court by a 2/3-size court at West Cottage
Lane is not acceptable.

The full-length Bocce ball court should not be replaced by the smaller 2/3-length court.
Currently, over 60 residents regularly participate on Bocce ball teams. Bocce ball is the only
outdoors recreation that many SRC residents enjoy. It is the most popular sport regularly

enjoyed by SRC residents. To reduce the court to 2/3 of full size is a real loss, not just a
displacement.

We do not agree with the following statement from the DEIR. It is not "displaced." it is

not replaced. The "reconstructed elsewhere" option is vague and not an acceptable
alternative.

Mitigate loss of Recreation topic 3-260 shown in underlined paragraph from DEIR
The proposed construction of Building A would displace the existing outdoor private
recreational facilities (e.g.. bocce ball court, putting green. horseshoe pits, picnic tables). These

facilities would be reconstructed elsewhere on campus. although some of the reconstructed
facilities may be of smaller size than the existing facilities.

3
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Commenter: SILBERMAN-N-7
The existing bocce ball court. putting green. picnic tables. and horseshoe pits would be
demolished to create space for proposed Building A and smaller replacement facilities
would be constructed to the west of Building A.

The impact is significant. We do not agree with the conclusion here:
Impact REC-2: Construction or Expansion of New Recreational Facilities

Impact REC-2 would be less than significant. No mitigation is required.

Support argument for:

2) SRC would lose most of our outdoor recreation space

This proposal would completely eliminate our only on-site outdoor recreational space. The
wide range of indoor private recreational actives do not replace outdoor recreational activity.
The Odd Fellows Park is the ONLY place for OUTDOOR activities. Outdoor space for relaxation
and exercise is imperative to maintain the health, physical and mental, of our residents. The
picnic tables the chairs, the shaded areas to sit under are essential environmental
requirements for senior living. Having a safe and uncrowded green campus is one of the
reasons that residents choose to live here. Diminishing the outdoor recreational area also has
an adverse physical effect on the environment, which is currently in a green, open undisturbed
area, contrary to the DEIR.

. We do not agree with the following statement from the DEIR

These relocated recreational facilities are for the private residents of the SRC and would
not have an adverse physical effect on the environment, as they would be constructed
on previously disturbed areas as part of the overall development of the proposed

Project.

"Nevertheless. given the wide range of indoor and outdoor private recreational activities
available on campus_....

This park is the heart of the SRC campus. Even though there are 28 acres of existing public park
nearby, these are inaccessible to elderly SRC residents who have limited mobility on walkers or
wheel chair or who do not drive. The EIR consultants contend that residents can travel to
other public areas for outdoor recreation. But the closest area, Gardiner Park, is 1.2 mile away.
Would you require your elderly parents to travel to parks when they have an accessible park at
their back door?

"As described in Section 3.15.1 above. there are approximately 28 acres of existing public

park facilities within one mile of the Project site. as well as several City trails and other

recreational facilities and larger regional open space areas such as the nearby Fremont

Older Open Space Preserve and the Villa Montalvo grounds within driving distance of the

project site. As a result, any minor potential increase in demand for public off-site park

and recreational facilities by SRC residents would be dispersed among existing parks and
4
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Commenter: SILBERMAN-N-7
recreational facilities. thereby minimizing substantial impacts on a single existing public
recreational facility. "

"Recreational facilities displaced by construction (i.e.. the
putting green and bocce ball court) would be relocated to the
west of Buirlding A. The proposed Project would also include a
public trarl connection along Odd Fellows Drive. connecting
Frurtvale Avenue with the San Marcos Open Space, via Chester
Avenue. Gypsy HiIll Road. and Via De Marcos..

Page 3-57:

"The closest existing parks to the Project site are Gardiner
Park and Heritage Orchard. Gardiner Park i1s small 1.2-acre
nerghborhood park on Portos Drive approximately one mile north
of the Project site. Heritage Orchard 1s 17 acres In size and
1s approximately one-mile northwest of the Project site.

Support material for:
3) Loss of the safe and green space that we all enjoy

Even though the Project would occupy only 6% of the 37-
acre SRC campus, this i1s the entire amount of green open
space available here. We lose 100% of our outdoors open
green space. The impact on Scenic quality 1s substantial
and completely destroys the bucolic, semi-urban
atmosphere, leaving a cluster of apartment buildings spread
over the campus. The EIR failed to analyze this important
Issue.

The PRS master plan plants a two-story apartment building on one
of the two remaining open spaces we have (the other being the

west side of the Manor, where the proposed meeting room would be
erected).

To eliminate all the green open space would also have a
detrimental effect on air quality.

Support material for:

4) Loss of our own campus green open space.
We do NOT agree with the following assessment from the EIR.

The Senior SRC residents are not able to take advantage of the
existing public park and recreation facilities within proximity
to the Project site. Do you expect that the Seniors take a Uber
to go to these open space on walkers? Once our own green open
space i1s eliminated, there 1s no substitute.

"Based on the provision of new private indoor recreational

facilities on campus the availability of existing public park

and recreation facilities within proximity to the Project site,
5
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Commenter: SILBERMAN-N-7
the new public trail connection that would be provided along Odd

Fellows Drive as part of the Project. and the limited number of

new residents on the Project site compared to City projections.
implementation of the Project 1s not anticipated to Increase the
use of existing neighborhood and regional parks or other public
recreational facilities such that substantial physical
deterioration of such facilities would occur or be accelerated.
Therefore. the mmpact would be less than significant. "

Recreation impact and environment
Impact REC-1: Construction or Expansion of New Recreational
Facilities

As for the public, we see regularly the neighbors walking their
dogs, jogging or bicycling on our campus. To them i1t is very
pleasant and closely so that they do not have to take a car to
drive to the other city parks. When told there would not have
the O0dd Fellows park and the

other green open space, they were shocked and will protest. This is a total destroy of the
beautiful, suburban environment. It eliminates the only green open spaces in this
neighborhood. The environment impact would be very significant to the SRC residents and the
neighbors.

Support material for:
5) Loss of our walking pathways on Campus



WaringM
Typewritten Text
7.1
Cont.

jewd
Line

jewd
Line


7.1
Cont.

Commenter: SILBERMAN-N-7

Is it possible or practical to have at the SRC seniors hike up the San Marcos Open space along
the Odd Fellow Lane easement to Chester road or Gypsy Hill Road and via de Marcos where
there are NO pedestrian sidewalks? What do they mean by "no impact or less than significant
impact" on the environment? The DEIR claims that the San Marcos Open Space is only 300
feet to the southeast of the Project site, but that is direct air distance, up a steep
embankment—inaccessible without a helicopter! It is at least a 2.5-mile round trip on foot.
The statements shown below show no understanding of seniors' needs or respect for seniors'
quality of life. It is an insult to the Senior citizens. The consultants should measure the real
walking distance through paved streets and not the aerial distance on a map.

Nathan Silberman
nsilberman@gmail.com
Saratoga, CA
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Comment Letter: FORM-21
SORENSON-D-1
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Comment Letter: FORM-8
SORENSON-D-2

Dtﬂ. Ms Richerdson

We residents here at Saratoga just love our bocce ball court located in our
beautiful Historic Park. That & our putting green are our only outdoor

games on campus. We also enjoy the chairs & picnic tables set up in that
same park.

The large oak tree there was lost in a storm last year & it has not been
replaced with anything — not even grass or ground cover. Why? Because
the PRS Expansion project plans to eliminate this park entirely (our only
park) to make way for more buildings.

If we wanted a campus full of buildings we would have moved to any
number of more financially reasonable ones in the Bay Area.

Please help us save our green space.
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Comment Letter: FORM-11

To EIR consultants, Planning Commissioner and City Council SORENSON-D-3

Here are some points that you should consider in the Saratoga Retirement Community Expansion plan.

The question is not when will the next Pandemic hit, but what are we doing to prepare for it?

As a lay person when it comes to very technical details, | reviewed the DEIR for the proposed
expansion of the Saratoga Retirement Community (SRC) as best as | could.

| found a huge void in the details for the Health Care Center (HCC) remodel other than reducing the
99 beds to 54 and converting all the rooms to private including private toilet and shower. It was
disappointing since this seems the opportune time to learn from the all the studies done post covid
and to design SRC HCC with details to mitigate the next pandemic.

The conversion of the semi-private bedrooms and baths to private is a good start but the vague
construction schedule shows that as phase four. With recent studies showing that shared
bedrooms and bathrooms helped enable the spread of the Covid pathogen, the priority for this
conversion should be Project #1. ( See article in AARP,1/3/2023 by Emily Paulin).

The following are other details that were missing in the SRC DEIR for the HCC:

Emergency Response: after reading all the possible road closures and road re-alignments and the

T fact that Emergency Medical Response (EMR) vehicles are very frequently on the campus day and

night, it seems urgent that the Emergency Access Road be built first! This is the access from
Chester Ave with a wide sweep to accommodate fire trucks onto Odd Fellows Drive. For years,
residents have begged for this as San Marcos/Odd Fellows drive in the only way in and out of the
campus. With all the daytime truck congestion and debris removal during the proposed
construction, there needs to be a safe way for fire and emergency vehicles to access the campus.

_Air Quality, Noise, and vibration analysis-were all missing for the interior environment that in-
patients in the HCC would be subjected to during the remodel. While the DEIR concerns itself with
the exterior environment, no one has examined what the in-patients must endure trapped in their
beds during this construction. In an important study done in Cleveland Clinic and reported in The
Cleveland Clinic Journal of Medicine, October 1, 2019, Amjad Kanj MD et al reported in article,”
What are the Risks to Inpatients During Hospital Construction or Renovation”, found that

“ Hospital construction uitimately will serve the interests of patients but it also can put in-patients at
risk of mold disease, Legionnaires Disease, sleep deprivation, and exacerbation of lung disease.”

Solar panels and Water Saving standards were also missing for the HCC remodel plans. There were
plans for solar panels for other buildings as well as “Build it Green” ideas but nothing for the HCC.

Impact MF-S-3 Direct adverse effects on human beings inside a HCC that is being remodeled.
There is a lot of analysis on the outside air, water, noise and vibration but nothing for “Sensitive
Receptors” who are unable to move or relocate, trapped as such in their beds and bedrooms in a
HCC that is being remodeled. An abled bodied resident can request a change of location if
overwhelmed with noise , dust and vibration but no such options are available to the in-patient
recovering in a HCC that is undergoing a remodel.

In Summary:
Build the access road appropriate for fire trucks from Chester to Odd Fellows Road first.

If a new state of the art HCC is out of the question, then current in-patients at HCC must be
re-located and the HCC must be remodeled with latest Covid regulations. This is the next in
priority for the health and safety of SRC residents.

Dopna  Sorerder .-
nn ‘#
4 5o FT»M‘{'\\/@[b v A{/;{B

\Ta M‘(’O’?{( CA- .


jewd
Rectangle

nikita.subramanian
Typewritten Text
3.1


4.1

Comment Letter: FORM-7
/D M R iaAaM/;M SORENSON-D-4
Tav— 5

Support for the Alternate 1 Plan
at Saratoga Retirement Community

I implore you to stop the devastation planned by PSR to our
beautiful Saratoga Retirement Community.

I understand that improvements are needed — and the
Alternative 1 plan addresses all those needs. But it does not
have the devastating environment impact that the PSR plan
has.

We love our trees. We love our Historic Park. We love our
paths thru our serene campus.

Please don’t make our last years a living hell. Alternative 1
malkes the necessary improvements without the devastating
Impact.
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Comment Letter: FORM-10
SORENSON-D-5

August 6, 2023

Cynthia Richardson, Project Planner
City of Saratoga

13777 Fruitvale Ave.

Saratoga, CA 05070

Dear Ms. Richardson,

Among the many concerns we residents have about the PRS Expansion plan, one is more esthetic, less
rational, and difficult to quantify: the threat to our historically and architecturally significant central .
building, known as the Manor. This iconic white stucco-clad building is a glory to behold--graceful and
—mvitmg T Spite of Tts bulk, proud with its two bell towers and arched colonnades. The building itself will
not undergo significant changes under this plan (though one exterior wall will be pierced), but the
proposed addition of the Meeting Room, dangling offhandedly from its west side, will detract from the
Manor's classic beauty. It will ruin the aspect of a beautiful building, perfectly sited on its plot.

This handsome Mission Revival style building is impressive. Its size and bulk fit the site, which was
doubtless the premier spot on the property when it was built in 1912: on the crown of a knoll that
dominates its surroundings. The building's prominent setting confirmed the importance of its purpose:
the housing of elderly residents, which the Odd Fellows took seriously.

When the Odd Fellows developed this property in the early 2000s to create today's continuous care
community, they took pains to respect and preserve the Manor and the style it set. Changes to the
interior were made with care, and exterior alterations were minimal. Importantly, the purpose and use
of all the new facilities continued to fulfill the Odd Fellows’ original commitment to house the elderly.

Besides intruding on the Manor's setting, the Meeting Room's building site would eliminate one of the
few spaces left on campus where there is greenery shaded by mature trees, which will be sacrificed.

Even if the new Meeting Room were to be sensitively designed to compliment the Manor, it will
inevitably diminish the visual impact of that grand structure. A classical building is a style defined by
symmetry, which will be forever abrogated. Future visitors and historians will never be able to see the
Manor as we do; they will look and wonder why anyone was aliowed to tack on such an appendage.
Their only option will be to crop it out of their photos!

Sincerely, A) )g
M
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Comment Letter: FORM-26
SORENSON-D-6

Cynthia Richardson
13777 Fruitvale Ave.
Saratoga, CA 95070

Dear Ms. Richardson,

Saratoga has been named Tree City USA every year since 2006 and has won
several national awards for its trees like America in Bloom’s Best Tree Canopy,
Best Urban Forest and Best Tree Heritage Program from 2015-2017.

However, after recent winter storms, Saratoga’s tree canopy faced several
threats from extreme rainfall and strong winds. At least 13 large trees and 15
limbs had to be removed from Saratoga roads. Others fell on private property.

At a time when trees are being lost due to weather, it is sad to think that the City
would allow perfectly healthy trees to be chopped down for the sake of building
housing. Such is the plan before the City Council and Planning Commission
when a developer is proposing several buildings be built at Saratoga Retirement
Community (SRC) that would take down 124 trees, 65 of which are protected by
the City’s code. Some of these large trees are over 100 feet tall and six feet in
diameter. They provide shade, habitat for birds another animals and contribute
to the beauty of the SRC campus. They buffer noise, cool the environment at a
time of record breaking heat and help to remove carbon dioxide from the
atmosphere.

SRC does not need the proposed buildings at the sake of losing one of the
things that makes it so special to the residents....tall, majestic, healthy trees.

| urge the City Council and the Planning Commission to reject this plan in favor
of “no plan” or at the very least the resident’s alternative plan.
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Comment Letter: FORM-31
STRATMAN-T-1

To the EIR consultants, the Planning Commissioners and City
Council,

Saratoga Retirement Community is widely know for it's beautiful green
campus - full of trees, bushes, walking paths, & lovely landscaping.

The new PRS Expansion Plan plans to eliminate most of this beauty
by packing it with more housing & more buildings. There are 124
beautiful large trees (& much more greenery) scheduled for
destruction.

Our park & outdoor recreation area will be taken from us. Our trees &
our birds will be gone. It will be incredibly sad & depressing for those
of us in the last years of our lives.

T Teemy STRATMAL , SRE APT.)1F
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Ps.: SEE ATTACHMENT  FOR FOATHE A CONCERN S
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Comment Letter: FORM-8
STRATMAN-T-2

Cynthia Richardson, Project Planner,
13777 Fruitvale Avenue,Saratoga, CA 95070

Dear Planning commissioner and the City Council,

51 We residents here at Saratoga just love our bocce ball court. That & our
| putting green are our only outdoor games on campus. We also enjoy the
chairs & picnic tables set up in that same park. The large oak tree there
was lost in a storm last year & it has not been replaced with anything —
not even grass or ground cover. Why? Because the PRS Expansion

project plans to eliminate this park entirely (our only park) to make way for
more buildings.

If we wanted a campus full of buildings we would have moved to any
number of more financially reasonable ones in the Bay Area.

Please help us save our green space.

\7’ ffmay 6773/977»7/94/ SRO POT F))Y-
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Comment Letter: FORM-25
STRATMAN-T-3

EIR N.

EIR FORM TO PROVIDE INPUTS TO THE PLANNING DEPT OF SARATOGA CITY, CA.
email to: Cynthia Richardson <crichardson@saratoga.ca.us>

THESE ARE MY COMMENTS ABOUT THE PRELIMINARY EIR OF THE SARATOGA RETIREMENT
COMMUNITY EXPANSION PROPOSAL.

1. Version of EIR:  SCH#2021110366 July 2023
2. Alternate Plan Numbers: Circle Kw
3. Name of Submitter: \Z’M’/ﬂﬁf w1 AL/
4, Residence of Submitter:Street: 14500 Fruitvale Ave, __Apt‘ﬂ/'

City:  Saratoga State: CA.- 95070 Date: 7/22/2023
5. Date of Submission:  July 2023 Do you approve of the EIR: NO
6. Topic: Name of the topic of your comments:

Objections to the EIR as presented on multiple issues, including Alt 1,2,3
7. EIR Page numbers: From__Pg_2-34 Par?2.4.4 TO:__Pg__ IV EIR
8: Describe your concern with the DEIR:

THIS IS A VERY SCARY PLAN WHICH WILL OVERWHELM THE THEN RESIDING RESIDENTS, ENDANGERING THEIR
LIVES AND LIMBS.

F. TRAFIC CONTROL : 2.4.4 Pg. 2-34 Par 3

Emergency access routes within the campus would be maintained throughout construction. Colfax Lane and West
Cottages Lane would be temporarily rerouted for approximately 3 months (!!1) during Phases 2 and 3; however, at
least two of the three access roads would be open for emergency vehicle access at all times.

This rerouting of just 3 months is illusory, and does not address how residents of the cottages will be able to enter
their garages, etc.

This is a real double talk. In one section it is said that analysis and resolution of the traffic within the SRC
campus during construction is an SRC issue, and that the ERI does not address such. It just Promises that
emergency routes will be open — but what about normal inhabitants??

In another section it is stated that the Park would be used for staging During the whole XX years of construction.
This is really a grand!

Effort to destroy, endanger and encumber the lives of residents for who knows how many years.

The last stated duration was announced on July 20, 2023 by the PRS hired Consultant and Project Leader, that it
would take 7 (seven] vears to complete the construction of plan 3. so for all these vears we would be looking at dirt

Lrucks, etc.

Page 3 of 6
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Comment Letter: FORM-24
STRATMAN-T-4

The DEIR has reviewed the Project plans for a building B in front of
the Historical Manor Building and the proposed Meeting room
attached to the side of the same Manor Building with astonishing
different standards.

In the case of Building B the EIR found a conflict with the Historical
Manor that could not be mitigated (See Table 3.5-1- Item 9 and 10
of the Summary of Project Adherence to Secretary of Interior’s
Standard for Rehabilitation )

In that same table, 3.5-1 The finding for item #9 found a potential
conflict with the meeting room.

The next page ,3-94 , item 2 states

“The proposed construction of the Meeting Room and its attachment
to the West elevation the Manor building thru a building hyphen
would also remove and/or alter character defining features
represented in the west (secondary) elevation.”

On page 3-101 the EIR further states

“The proposed construction of the Meeting Room Addition as part of
the Project could potentially result in the substantial adverse change
in the Manor Building due to the potential for damage during
construction”

The symmetry of the Manor Building is forever lost with the Meeting
Room attached to its western wall of the Manor.

The Meeting Room needs a specific evaluation under CUL-1.

Additionally, there has been no evaluation of the environmental
impact of the Residents living in Apartments 1101,1202 and 1203
during construction or after wards with their apartment windows on
the western manor wall being mostly blocked out by the new Meeting
Room.

At a minimum EIR evaluations and mitigations should be
reviewed for AES-1 Scenic Vista, HAZ-i hazardous emissions,
NOIl-1increased noise levels, NOI-2 vibrations & dust, POP-2
displacement of people, and MFS-3 adverse impact on human
beings.

Page 4 of 6
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Comment Letter: FORM-5
STRATMAN-T-5
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Comment Letter: FORM-11
STRATMAN-T-6
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Comment Letter: FORM-11
TALTY-C-1

REVIEW OF DEIR FOR SARATOGA RETIREMENT COMMUNITY EXPANSION PLAN

The question is not when will the next Pandemic hit, but what are we doing to
prepare for it?

As alay person when it comes to very technical details, | reviewed the DEIR for the
proposed expansion of the Saratoga Retirement Community (SRC) as best as | could.
| found a huge void in the details for the Health Care Center (HCC) remodel other than
reducing the 99 beds to 54 and converting all the rooms to private including private
toilet and shower. It was disappointing since this seems the opportune time to learn
from the all the studies done post covid and to design SRC HCC with details to
mitigate the next pandemic.

The conversion of the semi-private bedrooms and baths to private is a good start but
the vague construction schedule shows that as phase four. With recent studies
showing that shared bedrooms and bathrooms helped enable the spread of the Covid
pathogen, the priority for this conversion should be Project #1. ( See article in
AARP,1/3/2023 by Emily Paulin).

The following are other details that were missing in the SRC DEIR for the HCC:

Emergency Response: after reading all the possible road closures and road re-
alignments and the fact that Emergency Medical Response (EMR) vehicles are very
frequently on the campus day and night, it seems urgent that the Emergency Access
Road be built first! This is the access from Chester Ave with a wide sweep to
accommodate fire trucks onto Odd Fellows Drive. For years, residents have begged
for this as San Marcos/Odd Fellows drive in the only way in and out of the campus.
With all the daytime truck congestion and debris removal during the proposed

construction, there needs to be a safe way for fire and emergency vehicles to access
the campus.

Air Quality, Noise, and vibration analysis were all missing for the interior environment
that in-patients in the HCC would be subjected to during the remodel. While the DEIR
concerns itself with the exterior environment, no one has examined what the in-
patients must endure trapped in their beds during this construction. In an important
study done in Cleveland Clinic and reported in The Cleveland Clinic Journal of
Medicine, October 1, 2019, Amjad Kanj MD et al reported in article,”What are the
Risks to Inpatients During Hospital Construction or Renovation”, found that

“ Hospital construction ultimately will serve the interests of patients but it also can put
in-patients at risk of mold disease, Legionnaires Disease, sleep deprivation, and
exacerbation of lung disease.”

Solar panels and Water Saving standards were also missing for the HCC remodel
plans. There were plans for solar panels for other buildings as well as “Build it Green”
ideas but nothing for the HCC.
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Comment Letter: FORM-11
TALTY-C-1

Impact MF-S-3 Direct adverse effects on human beings inside a HCC that is being
remodeled. There is a lot of analysis on the outside air, water, noise and vibration but
nothing for “Sensitive Receptors” who are unable to move or relocate, trapped as such
in their beds and bedrooms in a HCC that is being remodeled. An abled bodied
resident can request a change of location if overwhelmed with noise , dust and
vibration but no such options are available to the in-patient recovering in a HCC that is
undergoing a remodel.

In Summary:
Build the access road appropriate for fire trucks from Chester to Odd

Fellows Road first.

If a new state of the art HCC is out of the question, then current in-
patients at HCC must be re-located and the HCC must be remodeled with latest
Covid regulations. This is the next in priority for the health and safety of SRC
residents.

Thank you to the Planning Commissioners and City Council members and their staffs
for making this whole comment process possible.
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Comment Letter: FORM-1
TALTY-C-2

To the EIR consultants, the Planning Commissioners and
City Council,

Saratoga Retirement community is already solvent, in the
black!

Yes we need improvements to our Health Care Center, but
we don’t need the enormous building projects proposed by
PRS.

This proposed project will not only negatively affect the
residents for the rest of their lives, but all our neighbors
will be subjected to noise, pollution, traffic, & disruption
for years.

And the result? More money for PRS & a remaining
campus of buildings—not mature trees, not a park, not flat
outdoor space for the residents. Welcome to New York
City.
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Comment Letter: FORM-7
TALTY-C-3

Support for the Alternate 1 Plan
at Saratoga Retirement Community

I implore you to stop the devastation planned by PSR to our
beautiful Saratoga Retirement Community.

I understand that improvements are needed — and the
Alternative 1 plan addresses all those needs. But it does not

have the devastating environment impact that the PSR plan
has.

We love our trees. We love our Historic Park. We love our
paths thru our serene campus.

Please don’t make our last years a living hell. Alternative 1

makes the necessary improvements without the devastating
impact.
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Comment Letter: FORM-7
TALTY-C-4

To the EIR consultants, the Planning Commissioners and
City Council,

Support for the Alternate 1 Plan
at Saratoga Retirement Community

Iimplore you to stop the devastation planned by PSR to our
beautiful Saratoga Retirement Community.

I understand that improvements are needed — and the
Alternative 1 plan addresses all those needs. But it does not
have the devastating environment impact that the PSR plan
has.

We love our trees. We love our Historic Park. We love our
paths thru our serene campus.

Please don’t make our last years a living hell. Alternative 1
makes the necessary improvements without the devastating
impact.
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Comment Letter: FORM-1
TALTY-C-5

5.1 | Saratoga Retirement community is already solvent, in the black!

Yes we need improvements to our Health Care Center, but we don’t need
the enormous building projects proposed by PRS. ™

This proposed project will not only negatively affect the residents for the
rest of their lives, but all our neighbors will be subjected to noise, pollution,
traffic, & disruption for years.

And the result? More money for PRS & a remaining campus of buildings
—not mature trees, not a park, not flat outdoor space for the residents.
Welcome to New York City.
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Comment Letter: FORM-1
TALTY-C-6

To the EIR consultants, the Planning Commissioners and
City Council,

6.1 | Saratoga Retirement community is already solvent, in the
black!

Yes we need improvements to our Health Care Center, but
we don’t need the enormous building projects proposed by
PRS.

This proposed project will not only negatively affect the
residents for the rest of their lives, but all our neighbors
will be subjected to noise, pollution, traffic, & disruption
for years.

And the result? More money for PRS & a remaining
campus of buildings—not mature trees, not a park, not flat
outdoor space for the residents. Welcome to New York

City.
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Comment Letter: FORM-10
TALTY-C-8

August 6, 2023

Cynthia Richardson, Project Planner
City of Saratoga

13777 Fruitvale Ave.

Saratoga, CA 05070

Dear Ms. Richardson,

Among the many concerns we residents have about the PRS Expansion plan, one is more esthetic, less
rational, and difficult to quantify: the threat to our historically and architecturally significant central
building, known as the Manor. This iconic white stucco-clad building is a glory to behold--graceful and
inviting in spite of its bulk, proud with its two bell towers and arched colonnades. The building itself will
not undergo significant changes under this plan (though one exterior wall will be pierced), but the
proposed addition of the Meeting Room, dangling offhandedly from its west side, will detract from the
Manor's classic beauty. It will ruin the aspect of a beautiful building, perfectly sited on its plot.

This handsome Mission Revival style building is impressive. Its size and bulk fit the site, which was
doubtless the premier spot on the property when it was built in 1912: on the crown of a knoll that
dominates its surroundings. The building's prominent setting confirmed the importance of its purpose:
the housing of elderly residents, which the Odd Fellows took seriously.

When the Odd Fellows developed this property in the early 2000s to create today's continuous care
community, they took pains to respect and preserve the Manor and the style it set. Changes to the
interior were made with care, and exterior alterations were minimal. Importantly, the purpose and use
of all the new facilities continued to fulfill the Odd Fellows' original commitment to house the elderly.

Besides intruding on the Manor's setting, the Meeting Room's building site would eliminate one of the
few spaces left on campus where there is greenery shaded by mature trees, which will be sacrificed.

Even if the new Meeting Room were to be sensitively designed to compliment the Manor, it will
inevitably diminish the visual impact of that grand structure. A classical building is a style defined by
symmetry, which will be forever abrogated. Future visitors and historians will never be able to see the
Manor as we do; they will look and wonder why anyone was allowed to tack on such an appendage.
Their only option will be to crop it out of their photos!

Sincerely,

Z
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9.1

Comment Letter: FORM-6
TALTY-C-9

Cynthia Richardson, Project Planner,
13777 Fruitvale Avenue,Saratoga, CA 95070

Dear Planning commissioner and the City Council,

| came to live at SRC because it was by far the most beautiful senior living
place around. As | look out my front window, | see beautiful greenery —
large evergreens, a smoke tree, sycamore trees, crepe myrtle trees & more
— many of them many years old.

If the expansion plan of PRS is approved, | will see none of these beauties.
And | mean NONE. Every single one is destined to be hacked down.
EVERY SINGLE ONE.

This is an unbearable loss. | (& the entire community) will lose the beauty,
the shade, the oxygen, and the serenity that these lovely trees afford.

Please do not let this happen.

Thank you for listening,
C atnl Ty
THhwe s T {\7
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Comment Letter: FORM-8
TALTY-C-10

To the EIR consultants, the Planning Commissioners and City
Council,

We residents here at Saratoga just love our bocce ball court located
in our beautiful Historic Park. That & our putting green are our only
outdoor games on campus. We also enjoy the chairs & picnic tables
set up in that same park.

10.1

The large oak tree there was lost in a storm last year & it has not
been replaced with anything — not even grass or ground cover.
Why? Because the PRS Expansion project plans to eliminate this
park entirely (our only park) to make way for more buildings.

If we wanted a campus full of buildings we would have moved to
any number of more financially reasonable ones in the Bay Area.

Please help us save our green space.

v a A oA Ve 424{,7
CAR o L T Ac Yo
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Comment Letter: FORM-7
TALTY-C-11

Support for the Alternate 1 Plan
at Saratoga Retirement Community

I implore you to stop the devastation planned by PSR to our
beautiful Saratoga Retirement Community.

I understand that improvements are needed — and the
Alternative 1 plan addresses all those needs. But it does not
have the devastating environment impact that the PSR plan
has.

We love our trees. We love our Historic Park. We love our
paths thru our serene campus.

Please don’t make our last years a living hell. Alternative 1
makes the necessary improvements without the devastating
impact.

Tyl AR 7
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Comment Letter: FORM-3
TALTY-C-12

Bullet points for Skilled Nursing issues

Fails to address the requirement for a health center while the
current one is remodeled.

Not to mention completely ignoring the residents plan for
building a new one while continuing to use the old one before
replacing it with a residential building.

No mention in the details of renovating Skilled Nursing, where is
the schedule and how they will do it while the patients are in the
nursing home.

What is the environmental impact on noise, vibration, dust
during construction?

The length is said to be 2 years, are these rooms renovated in
sequential or in parallel? We had very bad experience while the
management was doing the balconies repair in 2018-2021.1t
took 9 months to repair each balcony while residents had no
natural light, no fresh air and cannot use the terrace. The repair
was done as one block at a time so the whole block of balconies
were under this kind of situation for 9 months.

B / .
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Comment Letter: FORM-18
TALTY-C-13
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14.1

Comment Letter: FORM-31
TALTY-C-14

To the EIR consultants, the Planning Commissioners and City
Councill,

Saratoga Retirement Community is widely know for it's beautiful green
campus - full of trees, bushes, walking paths, & lovely landscaping.

The new PRS Expansion Plan plans to eliminate most of this beauty
by packing it with more housing & more buildings. There are 124
beautiful large trees (& much more greenery) scheduled for
destruction.

Our park & outdoor recreation area will be taken from us. Our trees &
our birds will be gone. It will be incredibly sad & depressing for those
of us in the last years of our lives.

* I@t,ﬁgf i 74 Lt
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Comment Letter: FORM-1
TALTY-C-15

15.1| Saratoga Retirement community is already solvent, in the black!

Yes we need improvements to our Health Care Center, but we don’t need
the enormous building projects proposed by PRS.

This proposed project will not only negatively affect the residents for the
rest of their lives, but all our neighbors will be subjected to noise, pollution,
traffic, & disruption for years.

And the result? More money for PRS & a remaining campus of buildings
—not mature trees, not a park, not flat outdoor space for the residents.
Welcome to New York City.
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Comment Letter: FORM-7
TALTY-C-16

Support for the Alternate 1 Plan
at Saratoga Retirement Community

I implore you to stop the devastation planned by PSR to our
beautiful Saratoga Retirement Community.

ITunderstand that improvements are needed — and the
Alternative 1 plan addresses all those needs. But it does not
have the devastating environment impact that the PSR plan
has.

We love our trees. We love our Historic Park. We love our
paths thru our serene campus.

Please don’t make our last years a living hell. Alternative 1
makes the necessary improvements without the devastating
impact.
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Commenter: TIERNAN-F-1

Rawnsley, Emma

From: Cynthia Richardson <crichardson@saratoga.ca.us>
Sent: Thursday, August 10, 2023 12:53 PM

To: Rawnsley, Emma

Subject: FW: Saratoga Retirement Community
Attachments: SRC_Operating_Income_Raw_Data.pdf

1.1

This Message Is From an External Sender

This message came from outside your organization. Do not click links or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and
know the content is safe.

Report Suspicious

Cynthia Richardson | Project Planner

City of Saratoga | Community Development Department
13777 Fruitvale Avenue | Saratoga, CA 95070
crichardson@saratoga.ca.us | www.saratoga.ca.us
Office Hours Mondays and Thursdays

From: Frank Tiernan <frank.a.tiernan@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, August 10, 2023 12:45 PM

To: Cynthia Richardson <crichardson@saratoga.ca.us>
Subject: Saratoga Retirement Community

CAUTION: This email originated from outside your organization. Exercise caution when opening attachments or clicking
links, especially from unknown senders.

Dear Cynthia,

| am currently a resident of the Saratoga Retirement Community (SRC). | would like to submit the following
comments and request regarding the Draft EIR report for the SRC project.

This is a very controversial and significant proposal. Accordingly, it is important that third-party work-products
such as this EIR be as impartial and even-handed as possible.

The applicant’s Statement of Objectives included on page iii of the Draft EIR contains certain financial
assumptions, implications, and characterizations of an unsupported and subjective nature.

Fairness would dictate that the following counterpoints be included in the final EIR so that decision makers
may have a more balanced perspective when reviewing the rest of the report:

1. There is absolutely no indication that the proposed project is in any way necessary for the financial
viability of SRC. The applicant provides no projections of the financial impact, let alone the need, for

this project.
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Commenter: TIERNAN-F-1

1.1 2. SRC is currently on very solid financial footing, having contributed more than $31 million in Operating
Cont Income to its parent, Odd Fellows Homes of California (OFHC), over the last 12 years (based on the
ont. publicly available, audited, financial statements of OFHC).

3. Given the demographics and economics of Saratoga and the surrounding area, there is every reason to
believe that SRC, as currently built out, will continue to enjoy extremely solid financial performance well
into the foreseeable future.

4. Without projections there is no basis to presume any “additional income stream” (net positive revenues
minus expenses) for this project (as referenced by applicants in their item #3). Moreover, cost overruns
and delays often associated with projects of this type may well turn profit projections (once they are
made) into actual losses with negative consequences for both current and future residents.

| respectfully request that the four points shown above be included with the final Environmental Impact Report
under an appropriate heading as close as possible to the Applicant’s Objectives section in the final EIR.

A file (SRC_Operating_Income_Raw_Data.pdf) containing relevant scanned pages from OFHC annual reports
supporting item #2 above is attached.

Sincerely,

Frank Tiernan
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ODD FELLOWS HOME OF CALIFORNIA
SARATOGA RETIREMENT COMMUNITY
STATEMENTS OF ACTIVITIES

Years Ended March 31, 2013 and 2012

Commenter:

TIERNAN-F-1

CHANGES IN UNRESTRICTED NET ASSETS

Revenues:
Service fees
Health center revenue, net
Entrance fees earned
Endowment fund income
Contributions
Investment income
Other revenue

Total revenues
Net assets released from restrictions
Total revenue, gains, and support

Expenses:

Program expenses:
Dietary services
Facility services and utilities
Health and social services

General and administrative:
Administrative and marketing
Interest
Bond fees and insurance
Depreciation
Loss on disposal of property and equipment

Total expenses
Operating income

Nonoperating loss:
Unrealized change in value of investments
Loss on extinguishment of debt

Total nonoperating loss

Decrease in unrestricted net assets

CHANGES IN TEMPORARILY RESTRICTED NET ASSETS

Contributions

Investment income

Unrealized change in value of investments
Net assets released from restrictions

Increase in temporarily restricted net assets

DECREASE IN NET ASSETS

2013

2012

$ 14,758,748

$ 14,534,400

9,289,507 8,937,309
4,263,605 3,889,636
420,172 438,267
139,974 7,444
1,178,796 3,563,094
498,348 467,262
30,549,150 31,837,412
16,117 11,534
30,565,267 31,848,946
4,253,077 4,258,439
3,981,223 3,933,107
8,030,690 7,938,367
3,936,554 3,909,024
4,993,516 5,251,730
133,248 488,293
4,318,843 4,213,361
39,322 86,351
29,686,473 30,078,672
878,794 1,770,274
1,025,115 (2,229,109)
(3,576,162) -
(2,551,047) (2,229,109)
(1,672,253) (458,835)
48,686 62,260
11,981 29,634
28,787 (32,976)
(16,117) (11,534)
73,337 47,384
$ (1,598,916) $ (411,451)

Page 21



ODD FELLOWS HOME OF CALIFORNIA
SARATOGA RETIREMENT COMMUNITY
STATEMENTS OF ACTIVITIES

Years Ended March 31,2014 and 2013

Commenter: TIERNAN-F-1

CHANGES IN UNRESTRICTED NET ASSETS

Revenues:

Service fees

Health center revenue, net
Entrance fees earned

Contributions

Investment income

Other revenue

Total revenues

Total revenue, gains, and support

Net assets released from restrictions

Expenses:

Program expenses:

Dietary services

Facility services and utilities
Health and social services

Assisted living

General and administrative:
Administrative and marketing

Interest
Depreciation

Fund disbursement
Management services
Loss on disposal of property and equipment

Total expenses

Operating income (loss)

Nonoperating income (loss):
Unrealized change in value of investments
Loss on extinguishment of debt

Total nonoperating income (loss)
Change in unrestricted net assets

CHANGES IN TEMPORARILY RESTRICTED NET ASSETS

Contributions

Investment income
Unrealized change in value of investments
Net assets released from restrictions

Increase in temporarily restricted net assets

CHANGES IN NET ASSETS (DEFICIT)

2014 2013
$ 14,525,384 $ 14,256,933
9,691,033 9,380,323
2,972,326 2,774,944
428,557 560,146
1,906,234 1,178,796
885,065 944,218
30,408,599 29,095,360
18,765 16,117
30,427,364 29,111,477
4,350,908 4,253,077
4,199,552 3,981,223
6,053,875 5,990,050
2,036,295 2,091,892
2,301,006 2,221,078
3,605,025 5,126,764
4,375,189 4,318,843
18,765 16,117
1,736,393 1,682,978
57,410 39,322
28,734,418 29,721,344
1,692,946 (609,867)
1,366,197 1,025,115
- (3,576,162)
1,366,197 (2,551,047)
3,059,143 (3,160,914)
52,050 48,686
19,332 11,981
29,685 28,787
(18,765) (16,117)
82,302 73,337
$ 3,141,445 $ (3,087,577)

Page 21
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Commenter: TIERNAN-F-1

SARATOGA RETIREMENT COMMUNITY

2016

Investment income 1,605,270

Operating income 2,271,590



Commenter: TIERNAN-F-1

Saratoga Retirement Community

2017

Investment income 3,122 417

Operating income 3,714,742



Commenter: TIERNAN-F-1

Saratoga The Meadows The Odd
Retirement of Napa Fellows Home of
Community Valley California

Operating income {loss} 3,353,850



Commenter: TIERNAN-F-1

Odd Fellows Home of California
Statement of Activities by Location
Year Ended March 31, 2019

Saratoga The Meadows The Odd
Retirement of Napa Fellows Home of
Community Valley California Total
CHANGES IN NET ASSETS WITHOUT DONOR RESTRICTIONS
Revenues:
Service fees $ 17,659,390 $ 10,220,627 $ - $ 27,880,017
Health center revenues, net 11,832,436 8,359,052 - 20,191,488
Entrance fees earned 2,680,031 1,451,184 - 4,131,215
Contributions 226