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From: Mark Adams [MAdams@mayallaw.com]
Sent: Saturday, March 07, 2009 10:24 AM
To: Ripperda, Jerry
Cc: sjbarassn@sjcbar.org
Subject: Hunter Square Site
Dear Mr. Ripperda:
As a trial attorney and lifelong resident of San Joaquin County, I strongly urge the
AOC to select the Hunter Square location for the new courthouse in San Joaquin
County
By way of background, I am a past President of the San Joaquin County Bar
Association (1986-1987), past President of the California Organization of Small
Bar Associations (1987-1988), CFO of Mayall Hurley Knutsen Smith and Green
one of the County’s largest law firms, Board Member California Defense
Counsel (1999-present) Board Member, Association of Defense Counsel of
Northern California 1995-2004. Member of Small Civil Cases Working Group,
which is being formed under the auspices of the Judicial Council’s Civil and
Small Claims Advisory Committee., and member American Board of Trial
Advocates.
I urge selection of the Hunter Square site for the following reasons:
1. The Hunter Square location is in the geographic center of downtown and
is the core area that is benefiting by redevelopment. There are already
existing nearby restaurants, Banks and other businesses that greatly
benefit from the many Court employees , jury members and attorneys
and staff that patronize them;
2. The current site is extremely convenient to the County Law Library, District
Attorney’s office, Public Defender’s Office, Clerks’s office, and Bar
Association Office.
3. Third, the Hunter Square cite extends the more than 100 year history of
Hunter Square as the legal center of the County.;
4. The Hunter Square site is more accessible to the freeway than the
Washington Street site which is on the fringe of downtown; and last but
not least
5. Selection of the Hunter Square site will result in fewer greenhouse
emissions because once people get to the court house they walk to lunch,
and banking instead of getting into their car which would be the case if the
alternate site is selected.
Mark Stephen Adams
State Bar # 78706
cc. Sheryl Fowler-Trinchera, President SJCBA
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From: David Baird [DBaird@sjcbar.org]
Sent: Tuesday, February 24, 2009 4:42 PM
To: Ripperda, Jerry
Subject: Draft EIR New Stockton Courthouse
Dear Mr. Ripperda
I am writing in support of the Hunter Square site for the new courthouse proposed for Stockton. I have
worked and practiced law in San Joaquin County for many years. The downtown area of Stockton has been
centered on the courthouse for fifty years and probably longer. The effect has been that office space, county
facilities, parking, transportation and luncheon facilities are all arranged nearby. As I am sure you are aware, no
courthouse operates in a vacuum. If the court were to be moved to a site more than two or three blocks away, it
would have a profound effect on the entire downtown.
A move to the Washington St. site would make it necessary for all those who use the courthouse to
transport themselves, files and other materials, staff and witnesses six blocks west of the current courthouse.
Unfortunately, most of the current office space, parking etcetera is located east of the current courthouse. For
many, this transportation problem would occur more than once or twice per day. The result of this move would be a
significant increase in traffic congestion and the hazards and pollution associated with it. It is likely that it would also
increase the number of tardy court appearances and the parking requirements around the new location. Public
transit may be an option, but it is not currently available and will require some public agency to incur an additional
expense.
The offices of the Bar Association are one block east of the Hunter Square site. Our staff visits the
courthouse daily to deliver and pickup materials essential to the court assigned counsel program. We also provide
many programs for attorneys on a daily basis. The Washington St. site would make it more difficult for us to serve
the needs of our members or require us to move our office space to a location closer to the courthouse or to the
offices of our members.
In the long term moving the courthouse site to the Washington St. location will encourage the trend toward
locating offices of attorneys and other court users to areas five or more miles north of Stockton’s downtown
exacerbating the decline of downtown Stockton. There is little space for law offices and related businesses near
that site. The long term result would bring more of the bad effects arising in the short term.
Hunter Square is a historic location because the courthouse has been located there for the last 150+ years.
The courthouse continues to make history. The Washington St. site is also historic as is all of downtown Stockton.
The early Chinese community was located along the Mormon Slough in the 1850s. It will be surprising if any
excavation done in the area doesn’t turn up artifacts of that period. It also borders on the Japanese neighborhoods
of the late 1800s. The Japanese Hospital has been preserved as part of an apartment complex on Commerce St.,
one block from the Washington St. site. It is substantially older than any structure near the Hunter Square site with
the exception of the Fox Theater.
The area of the Washington St. site has been developed for educational purposes during the last twenty
years. As is mentioned in the draft EIR, a high school is in use adjacent to the site. The Children’s Museum is
located one block from the site. Both attract young people who will be exposed in and around the area to persons
who may be charged with serious and violent crimes. Gang violence is a problem in Stockton just as it is in many
other cities, but the courts should do nothing that would attract it to the vicinity of children who are not involved.
The Washington St. site has several other negative features. It is adjacent to a busy freeway with all the
noise and fumes associated with a freeway. It is one block from an area under several freeway ramps known to be
used by transients. Periodically Caltrans removes people and their belongings from the area, most recently in the
last few weeks, causing them to move through the neighborhood of the proposed site.
For all of these reasons and others too numerous to elaborate on, I urge you to select the Hunter Square
site for our new courthouse.
David Baird
Executive Director
San Joaquin County Bar Association
20 N. Sutter St., Room 300
Stockton, CA 95202
209-948-0125
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Barrows, Donald

From: BarrowsInc@cs.com
Sent: Friday, March 06, 2009 11:18 AM
To: Ripperda, Jerry
Subject: STOCKTON COURTHOUSE LOCATION
DONALD E. BARROWS, INC.
A PROFESSIONAL LAW CORPORATION
11 S. SAN JOAQUIN STREET, SUITE 704
STOCKTON, CALIFORNIA 95202
TELEPHONE: (209) 466-0747
FACSIMILE: (209) 466-7409
March 5, 2009

Mr. Jerome Ripperda
Administrative Office of the Courts
2860 Gateway Oaks, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95833-3509
Dear Mr. Ripperda:
I am writing to have my comments included in the Final Environmental Impact Report (EIR) so the
decision makers can see I support the Administrative Office of the Courts' (AOC) proposal to
construct a new courthouse in Stockton's Hunter Square and oppose the Washington Street site.

MR-1

I believe the Washington Street site will have a negative impact on the downtown environment. It
would cause vacancies to properties within the immediate area (within four blocks) of the current
courthouse adjacent to Hunter Square. These vacancies would cause the deterioration of this
area as we saw from the 1970's -1990's when downtown businesses moved out north. It has
only been since 2004 that the downtown has seen a significant turnaround and rejuvenation.
The area around the current courthouse has come to be known as the "government district".
Therefore, businesses and government aligned services are clustered in properties within a 2-4
block walking distance of the courthouse. Studies about most downtowns, including Stockton's
downtown, have shown that people will only walk 2-4 blocks to get to a location before they want
to be transported. Moving the courthouse to Washington and Madison would entail more than a
six block walk from its current site. This would cause businesses that rely on servicing the courts
to shut down or abandon their current locations and move, if they could afford it, to be closer to
the courthouse. Business locations would spread out, thus reversing the revitalization strategy in
place for business clusters to surround the current government district around Hunter Square.
I therefore encourage you to consider the negative impact a new courthouse will have at the
Washington Street location and encourage your support for the Hunter Square site.
Thank you for your support.
Sincerely,
Donald E. Barrows
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Berger, Phyllis

From: PSBerger@aol.com
Sent: Sunday, March 01, 2009 12:43 AM
To: Ripperda, Jerry
Subject: Stockton Courthouse
Dear Mr. Ripperda,
I am an attorney and I am also a 4th generation native Stocktonian. I appreciate
the history here. In fact, I went with my grandfather to watch the wrecking ball take
the first whack at the old courthouse downtown before the present courthouse was
built.
I recently heard that there is a recommendation to build a new courthouse in a new
location, Washington Street. While I believe that this city desperately needs a new
courthouse, all I can say about the proposed location is No, No, No! There are many
reasons why the new courthouse should be built in Hunter Square. I am concerned
not only about the historical importance of maintaining the presence on Weber
Avenue, but also the effect of a different location on all of the positive changes that
have been made in this beleaguered city. Downtown Stockton has been focused
around the present courthouse location for many years, and all of the new changes
and plans for the future downtown have been based on the assumption that the
courthouse will remain where it is. Hunter Square has no historical significance
other than as an open space to adjoin the courthouse. It is by far the ONLY
logical location for our new building. Please consider other factors as having greater
importance than the EIR.
Sincerely yours, Phyllis S. Berger
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From: Steven L. Brown [sbrown@brown-gessell.com]
Sent: Thursday, March 05, 2009 8:31 AM
To: Ripperda, Jerry
Subject: Court House Site
As a member of the local bar and one who will be impacted by the decision where to locate the
new courthouse, I ask that you please use reason and the opinion of those who will be actually
affected by this decision. I ask that you locate it at the Hunter Square location. Steven L. Brown,
Partner, Brown & Gessell. Thank you
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From: Rebekah Burr-Siegel [burr-siegel@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Friday, March 06, 2009 9:37 AM
To: Ripperda, Jerry
Thursday, March 05, 2009
Mr. Ripperda,
My name is Rebekah Burr-Siegel. I have lived in Stockton for eight years and I
am an avid supporter of downtown businesses.
I am very concerned that the draft EIR which was recently issued regarding the
new downtown courthouse fails to account for a number of important factors
which would favor the Hunter Square site over the Washington Street site. In
considering whether the AOC should issue a “Statement of Overriding
Considerations” with regard to developing the Hunter Square alternative, please
consider the following:

Burr-Siegel-1

1) Efficiency: The goals of increasing and promoting efficiency in court
operations is not achieved by building a courthouse six to eight blocks away from
the vast majority of daily users of the courthouse. Most criminal attorneys,
including private, public defender and district attorney deputies have offices
within one or two blocks of the current courthouse. The police department is less
than one block away. The new county administration building is across the
street. The probation department is mere feet away from the current courthouse.
These are frequent and daily users of the court, and they all walk to and from
court once they park their cars for the day in one of the many convenient parking
structures.
Separating the court from these agencies and offices does not promote
interaction, efficiency or communication; indeed, it will do just the opposite. Trips
to court will be lengthier; transportation of witnesses will be more complicated
(especially with the anticipated lack of close parking to the courthouse—many of
the court’s clients are disabled, ill or elderly), and in general we will be using a
great deal more time coping with logistics than with whatever legal business is at
hand.
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With regards to accessibility to court users, the new downtown transportation hub
is even further away from the Washington street site than the agencies
mentioned above. Any assertion that the Washington street site is “as
accessible” as the current courthouse ignores the realities of folks who must
depend on public transportation to get to court, a population with which I am
especially concerned, as they comprise a large portion of my court assigned
caseload.
2) Traffic and Pollution: I am very disturbed to see that the draft EIR did not
address what is clearly the most significant traffic issue with regard to the
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Washington Street site, that the attorneys and clients, police officers, probation
officers, and others located downtown will have to drive back and forth numerous
times a day to get from their offices to court. Lest you think that they are simply
opposed to a brisk eight block walk, I must tell you that normally they have to
bring a box of files to court, and during a trial they may have to bring multiple
boxes. This is the case with every trial lawyer I know, not to mention probation
officers who sometimes have hundreds of files a day, and police officers who are
charged with the custody of large amounts of evidence. It is simply impractical to
transport such large quantities of material by foot. As it is now, the park their
cars and do not use it unless they have to appear in another city. The
Washington Street site will double or triple car usage, and that of most of those
using the courthouse on a daily basis. So how is it that increased traffic and
pollution is not a natural and probable consequence of the Washington Street
site? If you do not understand this consequence, then you do not have an
accurate picture of the users of the courthouse and how their needs affect the
traffic and pollution, and how to mitigate those potential problems. They are
mitigated by placing the courthouse in the Hunter Square location.
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I heard this issue mentioned in the scoping meeting in July 2008 as a pubic
comment. I believed that created an issue the writers of the draft EIR were
obliged to address. So far I have not heard an adequate explanation about why
this very important impact of the Washington Street site is omitted from the draft
EIR.
3) Downtown/Urban Decay: Movement away from the downtown core to
Washington Street will have an adverse impact on the downtown economy and
on downtown businesses. What a tragedy for Stockton if the lifeblood of the
downtown core, the courthouse, is moved from its present location!
When I came to Stockton I did not stay after work in the evening because it was
scary. Now, I come here on the weekends to see movies with my son. Our
favorite independent coffee shop, The Blackwater Annex, thrives on foot traffic
between the Public Defender’s office and the courthouse. My husband and I go
to the Fox Theater for shows and enjoy numerous and varied restaurants like
Yasoo Yani’s and Cancun, Thai Palace and Redbrick. We attend the Farmers
Market every week it is operating. It does not take a study to predict that these
and other wonderful businesses will be hurt or killed off if all the court users are
directed six, seven or eight blocks away.
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The Hunter Square site will assure the continued success of these hard-won
achievements of urban renewal.
These are my objections to the Washington Street site. The Hunter Square site
is one which will promote efficiency, mitigate traffic and pollution issues, and
discourage urban decay by assuring the continued health and development of a
vital downtown. Many businesses and livelihoods will flourish or fail depending
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on your decision. Please support Stockton and San Joaquin County by finding
that overriding considerations mandate the Hunter Square as the site for the new
courthouse.
Thank you,
Rebekah Burr-Siegel
Concerned Citizen and downtown supporter
1552 W. Poplar Street
Stockton, CA 95203
(209) 943-2561
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From: Clarence K. Chan [cchan@chan-law.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 04, 2009 8:13 PM
To: Ripperda, Jerry
Subject: Stockton Courthouse: Hunter Square preferred
Mr. Ripperda:
I write in response to your invitation to comment on the draft EIR re: the new Stockton
courthouse. As an attorney who regularly uses the courthouse, and having reviewed the draft
EIR, I commend the Hunter Square site as the preferred site for the new courthouse. First, the
Hunter Square site is closer to the other governmental agencies that frequently use the
courthouse, including the public defender’s office, the staff in the soon‐to‐be‐completed county
building, and finally the staff who will soon move into the new city hall at the old Washington
Mutual Building. That proximity will reduce valuable travel time and ease the conduct of
business for years to come. Second, the Hunter Square site is closer to the new transit
terminal. Many users of the courthouse access the building by way of public transit, and the
convenience of the new transit center will be lost if another site is selected. Third, the Hunter
Square site is closer to businesses and law offices. In addition to public agencies, the proximity
of the Hunter Square site to existing business and law office will maintain and even increase the
synergies of having commercial and office occupants in such close proximity.
The draft EIR states that the Hunter Square site is the AOC’s preferred site. I agree and urge the
AOC to select the Hunter Square site for the new Stockton courthouse.
Clarence K. Chan, Esq.
3247 W. March Lane, Suite 120
Stockton, CA 95219
209‐473‐8818
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From: Corie Coleman-Maxwell [corie.coleman-maxwell.b9lo@statefarm.com]
Sent: Friday, March 06, 2009 9:55 AM
To: Ripperda, Jerry
Subject: Comments for Courthouse EIR

Dear Jerry, I grew up in Lodi and Stockton, worked at the Courthouse downtown in the
late 60s and early 70s and saw the demise of downtown. So much has been
accomplished in the last 5 years. To move the Courthouse site to Washington Street
would be a sad reversal to all the work and effort that has occurred to revitalize our
downtown area and the economy that it supports.
I am asking that you please support the Hunter Square site.
Sincerely, Corie

Corie Coleman-Maxwell
Corie Coleman-Maxwell
Agency Field Executive
State Farm Insurance Companies
9 South El Dorado St. Stockton, CA 95202-2818
Office (209) 461-0163 Fax (209) 461-0169
Cell (209) 401-6444
Providing Insurance and Financial Services

corie.coleman-maxwell.b9lo@statefarm.com
"Anything unattempted remains impossible"
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Eagle, Kristine
Thursday, March 05, 2009
Mr. Ripperda,
My name is Kristine Eagle, and I am an attorney in downtown Stockton,
California. In addition to being a downtown business owner and a daily user of
the courthouse currently located near Hunter Square, I am president-elect of the
San Joaquin County Bar Association, a Governor on the Board of Governors, a
member and past chair of Court Assigned Council Committee, Lawyer Referral
Service committee, Women’s Section, Judicial Liaison Committee, Peer Review
committee and numerous sub-committees. I served for more than twelve years
as a deputy Public Defender for San Joaquin County. I have represented our
San Joaquin County Bar members on the recent Home Court project, and am a
regular pro tem judge in all the court locations in San Joaquin County.
Additionally, I have been a resident of Stockton for nineteen years.
I am very concerned that the draft EIR which was recently issued regarding the
new downtown courthouse fails to account for a number of important factors
which would favor the Hunter Square site over the Washington Street site. In
considering whether the AOC should issue a “Statement of Overriding
Considerations” with regard to developing the Hunter Square alternative, please
consider the following:
1) Efficiency: The goals of increasing and promoting efficiency in court
operations is not achieved by building a courthouse six to eight blocks away from
the vast majority of daily users of the courthouse. Most criminal attorneys,
including private, public defender and district attorney deputies have offices
within one or two blocks of the current courthouse. The police department is
less than one block away. The new county administration building is across the
street. The probation department is mere feet away from the current courthouse.
These are frequent and daily users of the court, and we all walk to and from court
once we park our cars for the day in one of the many convenient parking
structures.
Separating the court from these agencies and offices does not promote
interaction, efficiency or communication; indeed, it will do just the opposite.
Trips to court will be lengthier; transportation of witnesses will be more
complicated (especially with the anticipated lack of close parking to the
courthouse—many of our clients are disabled, ill or elderly, ) and in general we
will be using a great deal more time dealing with logistics than with whatever
legal business is at hand.
With regards to accessibility to court users, the new downtown transportation hub
is even further away from the Washington street site than the agencies I just
mentioned. Any assertion that the Washington street site is “as accessible” as
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the current courthouse ignores the realities of folks who must depend on public
transportation to get to court, a population with which I am especially concerned,
as they comprise a large portion of my court assigned caseload.

2) Traffic and Pollution: I am very disturbed to see that the draft EIR did not
address what is clearly the most significant traffic issue with regard to the
Washington Street site, that the attorneys and clients, police officers, probation
officers, and others located downtown will have to drive back and forth numerous
times a day to get from their offices to court. Lest you think that we are simply
opposed to a brisk eight block walk, I must tell you that normally I have to bring a
box of files to court, and during a trial I may have to bring multiple boxes. This is
the case with every trial lawyer I know, not to mention probation officers who
sometimes have hundreds of files a day, and police officers who are charged
with the custody of large amounts of evidence. It is simply impractical to
transport such large quantities of material by foot. As it is now, I park my car and
do not use it unless I have to appear in another city. The Washington Street site
will double or triple my car usage, and that of most of my colleagues. So how is
it that increased traffic and pollution is not a natural and probable consequence
of the Washington Street site? If you do not understand this consequence, then
you do not have an accurate picture of the users of the courthouse and how their
needs affect the traffic and pollution, and how to mitigate those potential
problems. They are mitigated by placing the courthouse in the Hunter Square
location.
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I heard this issue mentioned in the scoping meeting in July 2008 as a pubic
comment. I believed that created an issue the writers of the draft EIR were
obliged to address. So far I have not heard an adequate explanation about why
this very important impact of the Washington Street site is omitted from the draft
EIR.
3) Downtown/Urban Decay: Movement away from the downtown core to
Washington Street will have an adverse impact on the downtown economy and
on downtown businesses. What a tragedy for Stockton if the lifeblood of the
downtown core, the courthouse, is moved from its present location!
When I came to Stockton I did not stay after work in the evening because it was
scary. Now, I come here on the weekends to see movies with my son. Our
favorite independent coffee shop, The Blackwater Annex, thrives on foot traffic
between the Public Defender’s office and the courthouse. My husband and I go
to the Fox Theater for shows and enjoy numerous and varied restaurants like
Yasoo Yani’s and Cancun, Thai Palace and Redbrick. We attend the Farmers
Market every week it is operating. It does not take a study to predict that these
and other wonderful businesses will be hurt or killed off if all the court users are
directed six, seven or eight blocks away.
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The Hunter Square site will assure the continued success of these hard-won
achievements of urban renewal.
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These are my objections to the Washington Street site. The Hunter Square site
is one which will promote efficiency, mitigate traffic and pollution issues, and
discourage urban decay by assuring the continued health and development of a
vital downtown. Many businesses and livelihoods will flourish or fail depending
on your decision. Please support Stockton and San Joaquin County by finding
that overriding considerations mandate the Hunter Square as the site for the new
courthouse.
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Thank you,
Kristine Eagle
Attorney at Law
311 E. Main Street, Suite 400
Stockton, CA 95202
(209) 463-6000

MR-5
MR-4

Field, Douglas

MR-1
MR-3
MR-5

MR-4

Fowler-Trinchera, Sharryl

MR-5
MR-4

Fox, Peter

MR-3

MR-1

MR-4

Garcia, Guillermo

MR-1

MR-4

Geiger, Dennis

MR-1

MR-6

MR-4

MR-5

Gerrese, Jereon

MR-1

MR-4

Ginns, Scott

MR-1

MR-4

MR-4

MR-5

MR-3

MR-7

MR-1

MR-3

Harris, John

MR-1

MR-6

MR-4

MR-3

From:                                         Dennis L. Hay [dhay@whw-law.com]
Sent:                                           Thursday, March 05, 2009 1:52 PM
To:                                               Ripperda, Jerry
Subject:                                     San Joaquin County new Stockton Court site
I believe that most attorneys would support the Hunter Square location rather than the Washington site
as being more convenient for the majority of attorneys using the Stockton Superior Court. In any case,
this attorney and member of the Board of Governors for the San Joaquin County Bar Association
supports the Hunter Square location.

MR-1

file:///S|/...ckton/Public%20Mtg%20and%20Comments%20for%20DEIR/Written%20Public%20Comments/Hays%202009%2003%2005.htm[4/24/2009 3:48:57 PM]

From: EDWARD HEALEY [heagley@hotmail.com]
Sent: Monday, March 09, 2009 1:39 PM
To: Ripperda, Jerry
Subject: Location of Stockton courthouse

Thursday, March 09, 2009
Mr. Ripperda,
My name is Edward Healey, and I am an attorney in the San Joaquin County
Public Defender’s office in Stockton, California. I have been a Deputy Public
Defender for San Joaquin County for 29 years, and I have been a resident of
Stockton for 29 years.
I am very concerned that the draft EIR which was recently issued regarding the
new downtown courthouse fails to account for a number of important factors
which would favor the Hunter Square site over the Washington Street site. In
considering whether the AOC should issue a “Statement of Overriding
Considerations” with regard to developing the Hunter Square alternative, please
consider the following:

E. Healy-1

1) Efficiency: The goals of increasing and promoting efficiency in court
operations is not achieved by building a courthouse six to eight blocks away from
the vast majority of daily users of the courthouse. Most attorneys that practice
criminal law, including private, public defender and district attorney deputies have
offices within one or two blocks of the current courthouse. The police
department is less than one block away. The new county administration building
is across the street from Hunter Square. The probation department is mere feet
away from the current courthouse. These are frequent and daily users of the
court, and we all walk to and from court once we park our cars for the day in one
of the many convenient parking structures.
Separating the court from these agencies and offices does not promote
interaction, efficiency or communication; indeed, it will do just the opposite.
Trips to court will be lengthier; transportation of witnesses will be more
complicated.
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With regards to accessibility to court users, the new downtown transportation hub
is even further away from the Washington street site than the agencies I just
mentioned. Any assertion that the Washington street site is “as accessible” as
the current courthouse ignores the realities of folks who must depend on public
transportation to get to court, a population with which I am especially concerned,
as they comprise a large portion of my court assigned caseload.
2) Traffic and Pollution: I am very concerned to see that the draft EIR did not
address what is clearly the most significant traffic issue with regard to the
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Washington Street site, that the attorneys and clients, police officers, probation
officers, and others located downtown will have to drive back and forth numerous
times a day to get from their offices to court. Lest you think that we are simply
opposed to a brisk eight block walk, I must tell you that normally I have to bring
numerous files to court, and during a trial I may have to bring multiple boxes.
This is the case with every trial lawyer I know, not to mention probation officers
who sometimes have hundreds of files a day, and police officers who are
charged with the custody of large amounts of evidence. It is simply impractical
to transport such large quantities of material by foot. As it is now, I park my car
and do not use it unless I have to appear in another city. The Washington Street
site will double or triple my car usage, and that of most of my colleagues. So
how is it that increased traffic and pollution is not a natural and probable
consequence of the Washington Street site?
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If the writers of the draft EIR do not understand this consequence, then they do
not have an accurate picture of the users of the courthouse and how their needs
affect the traffic and pollution, and how to mitigate those potential problems.
They are mitigated by placing the courthouse in the Hunter Square location.
I have been informed that this concern was raised in the scoping meeting in July
2008, as a pubic comment. I believed that created an issue the writers of the
draft EIR were obliged to address. So far I have not heard an adequate
explanation about why this very important impact of the Washington Street site is
omitted from the draft EIR.
3) Downtown/Urban Decay: Movement away from the downtown core to
Washington Street will have an adverse impact on the downtown economy in
general and specifically on numerous downtown businesses that depend on foot
traffic around the courthouse.
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The Hunter Square site will assure the continued success of the hard-won
achievement of these businesses.
These are my objections to the Washington Street site. The Hunter Square site
is one which will promote efficiency, mitigate traffic and pollution issues, and
discourage urban decay by assuring the continued health and development of a
vital downtown. Many businesses and livelihoods will flourish or fail depending
on your decision. Please support Stockton and San Joaquin County by finding
that overriding considerations mandate the Hunter Square as the site for the new
courthouse.
Sincerely,
Edward Healey
Attorney at Law (Deputy Public Defender)
102 S. San Joaquin Street, Room 1
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From: Karen Joseph [karen_cbbuilding@yahoo.com]
Sent: Friday, March 06, 2009 6:05 AM
To: Ripperda, Jerry
Cc: dsmallie@downtownstockton.org
Subject: San Joaquin County Courthouse
March 6, 2009
Mr. Jerome Ripperda
Administrative Office of the Courts
Office of Court Construction and Management
2860 Gateway Oaks, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95833-3509
Dear Mr. Ripperda:
I am writing to have my comments included in the Final Environmental Impact Report so
the decision makers can see I support the Administrative Office of the Courts' proposal to
construct a new courthouse in Stockton's Hunter Square and oppose the Washington
Street site.
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My family purchased the Historic California Building, built in 1917, located on
the southwest corner of San Joaquin Street and Main Street in downtown Stockton in
May of 2008. We are across the street from the current courthouse site and
approximately one block from the proposed Hunter Square site.
I believe the Washington Street site will have a negative impact on the downtown
environment. It would cause vacancies to properties within the immediate area, including
my building, of the current courthouse adjacent to Hunter Square. These vacancies
would cause the deterioration of this area as we saw from the 1970's to 1990's when
downtown businesses moved out north of the downtown area. It has only been since
2004 that the downtown has seen a significant turnaround and rejuvenation.
The area around the current courthouse has come to be known as the government district.
Therefore, businesses and government aligned services are clustered in properties within
a two to four block walking distance of the courthouse. Studies about most downtowns,
including Stockton's downtown, have shown that people will only walk two to four
blocks to get to a location before they want to be transported. Moving the courthouse to
Washington and Madison would entail more than a six block walk from its current site.
This would cause businesses that rely on servicing the courts to shut down or abandon
their current locations and move, if they could afford, to be closer to the courthouse.
Business locations would spread out, thus reversing the revitalization strategy in place for
business clusters to surround the current government district around Hunter Square. I
believe this would have a negative impact on our tenants in our building since the walk to
the proposed Washington Street location would be approximately seven blocks.
I therefore encourage you to consider the negative impact a new courthouse will have at
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the Washington Street location and encourage your support for the Hunter Square site.
Thank you for your support.
Sincerely,
Karen Joseph, Building Owner and Manager
CB Building, LLC
11 South San Joaquin, Suite 201
Stockton, CA 95202
(209) 463-3569 office
(209) 463-3130 fax
(209) 324-9532 cell
karen_cbbuilding@yahoo.com
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From: San Joaquin Partnership - Jan Klevan Ruby [jklevan@sjpnet.org]
Sent: Thursday, February 19, 2009 9:14 AM
To: Ripperda, Jerry
Subject: Stockton Courthouse
Dear Mr. Ripperda,
I cannot attend today's meeting, but would like to to express my opinion on the site of the
proposed courthouse. I have lived in Stockton since I was five and therefore have seen
downtown Stockton's evolution over the past 50 years. If the courthouse is moved to
Washington Street, it would be devastating and change the course of the downtown
renaissance. If it stays at Hunter Street, downtown Stockton is preserved.
Observe other cities that have a vibrant downtown and you can see that county/city services
are located together -creating a synergy of government services. When one essential block of
services such as a courthouse or city hall is moved a great distance (even a few blocks) it no
longer is part of a "hub" of services, but becomes an "outpost". Additionally, with today'
movement towards "green" living, moving the courthouse would necessitate additional travel by
citizens, adding to vehicle pollution. Many citizens without cars use the courthouse and to
move it would create great inconvenience as well as make it less accessible as the current
courthouse given its distance from the offices of the District Attorney, Public Defender, county
agencies, downtown law offices, the county law library, and the transit hub.
Downtown Stockton is just beginning to emerge from the downward spiral of the 60's & 70's,
please help promote it's resurgence by keep in the courthouse at the Hunter Square site.
Sincerely,
Jan Klevan
9841 Smoky Court
Stockton, CA 95209
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From: pkozlow1891@comcast.net
Sent: Thursday, March 05, 2009 11:08 AM
To: Ripperda, Jerry
Subject: New courthouse location
Jerry, As a practicing attorney and member of the San Joaquin County Bar
Association, it is my preference to have the new courthouse constructed at the
Hunter Square location. I do not believe the Washington Street location is a
practical locations for all the persons and departments that will need to access
the courthouse. Please forward this opinion to the appropriate decision makers.
Thank you.
Paul C. Kozlow
Attorney at Law
telephone: (209) 474-2297

MR-1

MR-1

MR-4

Kronlund, Honorable Barbara

MR-5

MR-9

MR-4

Kronlund-1

Kronlund-2

Kronlund, Michael

MR-1

MR-4

MR-8

MR-3

MR-1

Krueger, Kerry

MR-1

MR-4

MR-3

MR-5

MR-3

MR-3
Lofhus-1

From: Neal C. Lutterman [nlutterman@riggiolaw.com]
Sent: Wednesday, March 04, 2009 5:31 PM
To: Ripperda, Jerry
Subject: San Joaquin County Courthouse Site

To Whom it May Concern:
I am writing to voice my strong opinion that the new courthouse planned for San
Joaquin County be sited at Hunter Square. As an attorney who has practiced law in
Stockton for nearly 13 years, I have seen the importance that the Courthouse plays in
the ongoing vitality of the Downtown Stockton. The courthouse really is the heart of
downtown, and City efforts to revitalize the area have gone forth with the courthouse
as the hub of their efforts.
To build the new courthouse at the proposed location on Washington Street, while it
may be cheaper than the Hunter Square location, would represent a crippling blow to
Stockton’s revitalization efforts. Moving the courthouse would result in hundreds of
potential patrons, employees and visitors being kept away from the city’s core, where
the primary focus of business is located. In this economy where the future of struggling
downtown businesses hang in the balance, this would seem an imprudent choice.
Moving the courthouse to the Washington Street location would also result in
decreased efficiency of courthouse operations. Currently, all court personnel, as well as
County Counsel, District Attorney and Public Defender employees, are either located in
the courthouse, or are courthouse adjacent. To move the facility to the Washington
Street location would result in increased traffic by court personnel, as well as attorneys
and others who would now drive to the more remote location for business rather than
simply walking to the courthouse. This will result in increased traffic loads to city
streets, increased air pollution, and the need for the construction of additional parking
facilities.
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Hunter Square has historical significance for Downtown Stockton, this is true. However,
that significance is rooted in the fact that Hunter Square has always been adjacent to
the courthouse. The courthouse should stay at Hunter Square.
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I urge the committee to adopt the Hunter Square location as the preferred location.
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Neal Lutterman
Riggio Mordaunt & Kelly
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Maxwell-1

NOMELLINI,

GRILLI

&

MCDANIEL

PROFESSIONAL LAW CORPORATIONS
DANTE JOHN
DAVID

L.

235 EAST WEBER AVENUE

NOMELLINI

GRILLI

DANIEL A.

POST OFFICE BOX 1461

MCDANIEL

DANTE JOHN

NOMELLINI. JR.

STOCKTON, CALl FONIA 95201-1461

DANTE JOHN NOMELLINI
PROFESSIONAL LAW CORPORATION
DAVID L. GRILLI
PROFESSIONAL LAW CORPORATION

TELEPHONE 12091 465-5863

McDaniel, Daniel 2009 02 27

FAX: 1209) 465-3956

DANIEL A. McDANIEL
PROFESSIONAL LAW CORPORATION

February 27, 2009

Via Email Jerry.Ripperda@jud.ca.gov
and First Class Mail

Jerome Ripperda
Administrative Office of the Courts
Office of Court Construction and Management
2860 Gateway Oaks, Suite 400
Sacramento, CA 95833-3509

Re:

New Stockton Courthouse
Draft Environmental Impact Report

Dear Mr. Ripperda:
Please accept these comments concerning the Draft Environmental impact Report
(“DEIR”) for the new Stockton Courthouse.
The DEW indicates that the Administrative Office of the Courts of the Judicial Council
of California (“AOC”) is proposing a new courthouse in downtown Stockton at Hunter Square,
adjacent to the existing San Joaquin Courthouse building at 222 E. Weber Avenue. This location
is noted to be the AOC’s preferred alternative, and we fully agree.
Also evaluated in the DEW is the “No Project” alternative, a Hunter Square Expanded
alternative, a Washington Street alternative, and a Private Parcels alternative. We were surprised
to see, however, that the Environmentally Superior Alternative other than No Project is indicated
to be the Washington Street location. We believe this determination to be fundamentally flawed,
and without a sufficient basis. We will direct these comments to the Hunter Square and
Washington Street sites, as we understand the other alternatives are not viable.
In our view, for several sound reasons, including environmental reasons, the proposed
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project at Hunter Square should be both the preferred alternative and the Environmentally
Preferred Alternative. In any event, the AOC s preferred alternative of Hunter Square should be
the chosen location regardless of any other environmentally preferred alternative.
‘
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Before further comment we would like to preface our comments with some background.
Our office was located at 235 E. Weber Avenue in 1972. I personally and continuously have
been working in the downtown Stockton area since 1975. Over the years we have witnessed the
decline of downtown Stockton, with the allowance of growth in other areas causing a mass
exodus from the area by much of the business community. In recent years, however, downtown
Stockton has made great strides in recovery, and has returned to a vibrant center of the
community. Over these years we have also worked and interacted on an everyday basis with the
many governmental agencies centrally located in the downtown Stockton area, including the
courts. Therefore, we feel uniquely qualified to submit these comments.
We believe the Hunter Square site to be without question or reservation the most
desirable location. While it is stated in the report that the Washington Street alternative has been
identified as the environmentally preferred alternative, as stated above, we question this
determination and submit that if any further consideration is to be given to the Washington Street
alternative, further environmental analysis should be performed by the AOC. This would not be
necessary if the Hunter Square alternative is adopted, and there is good reason to do that now.
The Hunter Square location would place the new courthouse adjacent to the existing
courthouse. This is a central location in Stockton and for many years has been the location of the
county courthouse. It is a central and core feature of the downtown Stockton area and should
continue to be such. It is the historical courthouse location and center of Stockton and San
Joaquin County.
Located in the immediate facility of the Hunter Square location are numerous public
agencies involved in the administration ofjustice. This makes the Hunter Square site the
preferred location for ease of use and the most cost-effective delivery of government services.
Moreover, this dramatically reduces the carbon foot-print of the facility by reducing countless
automobile trips required if the Washington Street location were adopted by the AOC.
Our office, as many other law offices, is located in the immediate facility of the existing
courthouse and the Hunter Square site. A central location such as Hunter Square would thus
allow the efficient utilization of resources not merely by the governmental agencies such as the
district attorney, public defender, probation department, family services, child protective
services, legal aid, and other governmental entities, but would also allow for the continued
efficiencies achieved by law offices such as ours located in the downtown area. On a daily basis
our staff is able to visit multiple government locations without anyone ever using an automobile,
consuming fossil fuels, and wasting the travel time back and forth were the courts to be located
in such a remote site as Washington Street.
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In addition to the governmental agencies and private law offices, there is an entire
structure in downtown Stockton in place that would be a benefit to the Hunter Square location,
and is in part dependent upon the courthouse. Parking, restaurants, public transportation, and
various service providers are all located in the downtown area and provide direct and indirect
benefits to the court. These benefits are not now in place and should never be anticipated to ever
be in place at the Washington Street facility. Indeed, the Washington Street facility should be
expected to be an isolated, user-unfriendly location. Imagine what would be involved merely in
getting a jury to lunch.
A central feature to the downtown area is a regional transit hub located a block away from
the existing courthouse, and only two blocks away from the Hunter Square site. The Washington
Street location would require an uncertain extension of mass transit services. This would affect a
significant segment of both court personnel as well as visitors on court business. Location at a
great distance from the existing transportation hub will contribute greatly to the local generation
of greenhouse gases.
Before any serious consideration is given by the AOC to the Washington Street facility a
further traffic study should be done examining not merely peak hour traffic, but also traffic
throughout the day. While court personnel may travel to and from the court during peak periods,
there are countless trips throughout the day to the courthouse by the many private and public
persons traveling to and from the court on a daily basis. For many of those intradaily trips to the
courthouse, such as our own office, rather than a short walk it will involve walking to a parking
lot, getting into an automobile, driving the automobile back and forth, and then returning. This
intradaily traffic will substantially burden the roads. We believe this type of traffic will be
significant and substantial, further increasing the emission of greenhouse gases and the
environmental impacts of the location.
The cumulative impacts of the relocation of the Stockton Courthouse to a Washington
Street location will also have significant negative impacts on downtown Stockton that we believe
have not been adequately evaluated, both in the short and the long term. As with many
downtown court areas, Stockton already once suffered the loss of many businesses that had made
it a truly downtown area. The years taken for recovery due to both and public and private
investment in the area will have been wasted if the courthouse exits the area. Urban decay will
surely ensue if the Hunter Square location is not selected by the AOC.
Across the street from the existing courthouse is a new county administration building,
and the City of Stockton has completed the acquisition of a building a block away from the
courthouse for its administrative offices. The new county law library is located a block away
from the courthouse, in a building recently remodeled and occupied by the County Bar
Association and private law firms. The ability to access a public law library is invaluable not
merely for judges and attorneys, but also to laymen struggling to represent themselves.
Finally, the AOC should give careful consideration to contaminant issues that may be
associated with the Washington Street site. Many years ago I believe there was above-ground
fuel storage in the area, but we saw nothing of this in the AOC. The DEIR appears more focused

MR-3

MR-5

MR-5

MR-9

MR-4

MR-3

McDaniel
-2

Jerome Ripperda

4

February 27, 2009

on underground storage tanks. It is noteworthy that lead contaminated soil at the site is present,
and would need to be removed. When that occurs, it is unknown what further problems will
ensue.
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Furthermore, if anything else arises in the additional environmental analysis and possible
remediation as specifically referenced at page 5-60 of the DEIR, this would most certainly cause
needless delay in construction of this badly needed new courthouse.
For all of the reasons above stated, we believe the Hunter Square location to be not only
the superior and preferred alternative, but also the Environmentally Superior Alternative.
Consequently, we urge you to adopt a determination and any required findings to support Hunter
Square as the final location.
Very truly yours,
NOMELLTNI, GRILLI & McDANIEL
PROFESSIONAL LAW CORPORATIONS

/L—/
L/
‘DANIEL A. McDANIEL
DAM:kk
cc:
Hon. William J. Murray, Jr.
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