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OR more Ems 10 years, Em‘mcwmamw condition of
O&?wdm vacant lots, yards, w_mrsﬁ% ramps and.

5°our. quality of lifé; _.agsoim :
"property values, Eazsm nE..%Em and creating
dangerous conditions.

Receéntly, the Oakland Fire Ua@»&goi identified. 20 dif-
ferent Calirans lots along Emvs&.m 24 and .13 where over- .
grown vegétation are literal “tinder boxes” primed to mvm:n
another hills fire, Oakland residents, many of whom are ac- -
tive in. Calirans’ Adopt-a-Spot program, have nozmro.nn:%
———— ‘expreSsed frustration with Calirans’

John " complaint-driveri reaction to land-
- RUSST scapé maintenance and litter re-
- moval and called our office for help.

In October and November-2004, the Qakland City Attor- .
ney's Office efit abatément notices to Caltrans with photos -
of blighied sites and issued a public records request for
documentation of their maintenance schedule. Copies of
these notices, atong with numerous phone calls, were sent
to staté:leaders in the hope that they might use their polit-
ical clout to rm_u cléan up the problem.

In Jatiuary and March:of this year, we nan&ﬁm data in
urzpublici records request that was undeci:”
Eﬂmd_o and oo:nm@onmn:on explaining our evidence of
. blight was “stale.” In April a television station aired an in-,
vestigative féport on Caltrans’ blight in Oakland. and fol-
lowing the report Caltrans officials contacted us to talk.
about nmﬁm_urmEnm a‘maintenance agreement.

- The draft agreement was modeled on a successful part-
nership the City Attorney’s Office established with Union
Pacific Railroad. addressing blight abatement on. their right-
of-way properties. The agreement stipulated that if an area
was not cleaned within 72 hours of notice, the city would
clean it and send a bill to UP. Since the signing of the .
agreement in November 2003, we have never-had to send an
.invoice m:m UP has become a much better neighbor.

In &5 of this year, Caltrans made it clear they would
not sign’any legally binding maintenance agréement. So,
after too many meetings and promises, but no formal :
agreement, the city had no choice but to seek relief from an
authority who could make the state clean up its mess. On
Aug. 8, the Oakland City Attorney’s office filed in Superior
Court a public nuisance lawsuit against Caltrans. - .

Three days after our complaint was filed; Caltrans Di-
rector Will Kempton finally took action. Calirans showed up
in Oakland and madea moca effort to begin cleaning their. -
mess. All of us whoive iri Qakland should be gfateful and
encouraged by this start. .

But we need much more. Although an elected anE
suggested, quite unfairly, that Oaklanders themselves were
the source of the Calirans’ blight problem, the finger-

. pointing ignores Caltrans’ failure to control overgrown
weeds on state property. This isn't litter; this is blight and a
fire hazard :Calirans’.dergliction of its duties:as a property
owner is evidenced in the creation of a skateboard park that

. existed on a Caltrans 3%: -of-way without vn_sm Emnoﬁnam
for over a'year.

Oakland doesn’t like having to file this Fﬁm:: but we
can't shrink from our: _,nmconm_wimam to our people. We
hope 1o resolve this jsstie with Caltrans quickly. It's in our-
collective interest to:work Sman-n_. for the public good. A.
simple, legally binding maintehance agreement to be a good
neighbor SE solve the Eoc_a:u and establish a fair
mgnma
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