
Following thor~~r.h debate the
LPG passed a numbe-r- of" mo~ions deal­
ing with thP. issues rair;ed by the
Barker Housedemo}i ti"on, The main
MOMonstated that: " ~ LPC con­
demnsthe ac~ Qt ~.ntUtg a deIftO­
lition permit"for t~"Barker House
to Herrick l{oepital by the City of
Berkeley 9n tJ~uary 117, '1976 as
the lanQlllllrk d~signatioft process for
the Bark~r House had been 1~1t1ated
by ~ ~~tizeps pet! ti<?p a~c8ptedby
our comrnit~on Janu~rY 19, 1976,
thifi c+~arlyvl01atqs Se~tion lS ot
our gov~rping ordin~~ce )IP1ch

cc"t"t'\'(ed On PCl'jC 2.

~~~LI1!9.U
~ 99~t4ISSIONjQ10N

Angry petitioners urged the
Landmarks ¥r€serva~lon Co~i88ioft(LPC)
condeim the demolition of the' Barker
House, call for the firtng of the
responsible city officials, and take
steps t~ insure that'd~molition permits
are not issued in the 1tutUre once
procedures have been' iJlithlted t~
designAte buildlnrs landma~ks.

The Committee had intended to do the
mapp:ing - applying classifications"

~ t.o specific areas - but there is
doubt on the part of some members
whether there is enough time.

The MPRC meets every l!ond~, 7.30
2020MUria Street, Rm 203 (2nd Fl~

Jallp.Bri

.;, :'

There could be three commercial.
~onesl.a central business district,

• an.arterial strip zoneI and nej.eh­
borhood shoppdng zone. There could
be a "Special. Industrial" zone' which
wouldspecifically allow housing.,

Zon:1ng classifications be combined
or eliminated: no' ~5, combine H-l

• and R-lA" have only three residen-­
tial classifications, R-l, n-2,
Md R-3.

Specific procedures for each of these
categories: "intended use" would not
require a hearing but vrould be sub­
ject to appeal, "allOW'ab1euse"• would require some sort cf adminis-
trative hearine, and ,"exceptions"
would require a hearinc before the
Hoard of Adjustments.

Zoning classif:ications be diVided
_ into three cateGories I inten4ed use,

allowable use, and ~ceptionso

The MPRC is, nevertheless, trying to
get something dorm on paper. Here is a
eeneral sketch of what they are consid­
ering as they work to come up with
recommer~ationGo

A revised ~:oning ordinance is due
shortly before the Cit:,;' Council. Who
does what when is presently complicated
by dll'ferine deadline requests by the
Plruming Commission as well as the
liaster?lan Revision Committee.

ZONING ORnmANCE REVISION---- ---,_
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"To Let the,Neighborhoods KnowVlh<lt.'s Coming Down Betore It Lands 6ft'rhea-
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H. P•

This month's well done ~oes to
Police Chief \~esleyPomeroy for his
spries of meetings with nef.ghborhood
groups to establish closer rapport
between neighborhoods and..their
beat patro] officers. We may at
times be critical but we do a~preciate
this willingnp.ss to como out into
the flak to talk to the puplic. We
-take it as the sign of a .department
'actdvely seeking to innovate and
improve its service to.the community.
Well done •

Gl1IEF POMEROY

iienryPancoast

This LPC motion should be'on
the ~~rch.9th City Council Agenda
as an ~ction item.

states tl1st: 'No application for a
permit to construct, alter or
demolish any struct1:lteor other
feature on a landmark site or in an
historic district filed subsequent to
the day that ?.l1 application has been
filed or a resolution adopted to
initiate desdrmatd.onof said
landmark site 'or hlsto"riC;district
shall be approved •••while proceedings
are 'pendf.ngon such designation.'
This act by the City of Berkeley
and Herrick Hospital is a violation
of the landMarks Preservation Ordi­
nance~ We urre the City Council to
investigate the matter and to take
action to prevF!ntfurther disregard
of its o r-dLnance ;"

..
Short & Delaware June, 1971.
Francisco & Acton ••
Short & Virginia

:::;NOBBs Neighborhood

San Pablo Neighborhood

Russell & Park Aug.,1964
Acton & Ward .May.,i965

r Mabel & Derby 1964

; LANDSCAPED
ExEMPTED DlVERTERS
These Wili remaiIieven
if initiative passes.

.' .." ~... ,: .... t
. : .

10. San Pablo .Neighborhood

Parker & Mathews(LandEcaped) Jupe,1965
(May have to be removed sdriceit appears
..tobe more than 1/!1 mile fr~rn,Sap Pablo
.·Park·and thus is not exemrted'frpm
provisions o:f the initiative).

Webster East of College (Bollard) Feb., 1974
webster & Claremorit(Bollard) feb., 1974

9. Claremont-Elmwood

Colby & South Hospital Drive(Post) .May, 1972

8. Bateman

California & Oregon (Guard Rail) Aug., 1912

,
7. McGee

Channing & Roosevelt(Bollard) Nov., 1961

Feb., 1974

Sept., 1968 '..'

4. South CamrU8

Dana & Dwight (Post)

5. La .Ocnte

Deakin & Ashby (BOllard)

6. Flatlands

3. rbrth Berkeley Neigh',)orhood& NOBBS Area

~lHornia& He'arst (Fence & Post)'Aug.,' '19'{0
Delaware &. S<l{:l'amento(•• •.) Aug.. 1970
Virginia & HcGee{Gw,rd Rail) Sept., 1971
Virginia & Acton ( •• . ..) Sep t., 1971

~. J•..• "

Russell & Claremont(GuardRaj1) Aug. 26, 1969
CoJ;lege& Forrest (. • .:;) Aug. 26, 1969
Piedmont&l.J:.lip;ht(.. ..) Aug. 26, 1969
Claremont Blvd-Monkey' Island(Post) Summer 1969
G<l:rber,~fef;tof Oak Knoll(Po.fit)Aug. , 1969

• . " . I •

!' .~. ";~."

Ctlanning&Ninth(Guard Rail) Aug.26, 1969
Bancroft&Seventh(.. ..) Aug.27, 1969
Delflware&Ninth (.. ..) Aug.27, 1969
E:i;ghth&Allston (l~f>nce). Sept., .1973.

. ". ~.i·'.-:-t.....\,.;r.~-e- r: "{..~'.. ..
2.EHl';}180rJ·,ARj·A ./ .....'

DIVEl'l.TERS AND CWSURES INSTA:LLED
PRIOR TO JULY 8, 1975· .'

r. "qld D:iverters"'to be removed if Fink .. Alfert
i . ~niti<.ltiv6Pa($'Sea... ,\..... .' ;,;',.

3:. whsT DEHKELEY date installed



The Phrase t
A program·

.Tran~~~~~·~t~'~j~~l' .
c omp;teted by one'ph6i1&J:a; . "

, • .' •....~i.. •.. ', .

. . .
YOUR GUIDE TO Cl.'1'YHA1..L1SE _.

mentioned at one point that .
th~ explanatory'brochure
material on the NRIP was
already wrltten--har~ly in~ :
di~ating an openness to
m~dification of the program~ " .

As we understand it, the,.
next offic~al step on:the Cltf~~
part will be to me.et:cwithhthe
re8~dents and property owners
of NOBBS to explain the program
and proc~dures for election of
the Neighborhood Improvement
Couneil, which will represent'
.MOBBS to the pity and (we hoPe)
watchdog the program ssss ' c.
carefully. According to a
letter to me from Janet RocnG,
dated February 25, the first
suc~ me~ting will take place

."during the first part of
April."

We do not at this time
have any information about what
sort of election procedures the
City will propose~or what
assurances concerning the elec­
'tiont s fairness they will offer.
I do have the opinion of Housing
Advisory and Appeals Board
chairman Pat·Devaney that it
will be HAAB's position that
they must approve all procedures
prior to the NIC election.

We are dismayed that the
Council was unwilling to improve
the program or meet our objec­
tions in any way. Our fears
concerning the impact on the
neighborhood continues. But we
are not discouraged and will .
&0 our be~t to see to it that
the program brings benefit
rather than harm to the NOBBS
neighborhood, in spite o~ th~
City~s blind inflexibility. .'

--Glenn Harris,. NOBBS

" .

On February 17, the City
G~"ncil approved implementa­
tion ~f the Neighborhood Resi-

.dential Inspection Program in
the NOBBS area. There were
no significant changes in the.
program~ in spite of the fact
that many NOBBS residents
spoke knowledgeably in favor
of changes that would improve
the progr~m and lessen its
detrimental impact on the
area. Only two NOBBS residents
spoke in favor of the pro-
gram 'as is. .

The vote was as follows.
yes - Ramsey, Davis, Hone,
Widener, Rumford; abstain-­
Dean, no - Kelly; absent -
Hancock, Denton.

The public hearing was
not at all the "squeaky wheel
session" that Councilmember
Ramsey predicted. ,Most NOBBS
residents speaking on the
program had never spoken in
Council chambers before and
almost all of them came with
genuine concerns and specific
reques cs for change. .Never- .
thel~ss, the result seemed
foregone. Janet Roche, of
the Housing·Department, even, .

NRIP/CODE ENFORCEMENT

I

_GAZETTE NEIGHBORHO.OD PAGE

i The Ber~eley Gazette. is
contemplating the inclusion
of ai"neighborhood page,"
which would appear regUlarly
every week or two. It would
carry stories on ne ignboz-hood
issues and happenings. S.ome
Gazette people will be at 'our
meeting this month to ex­
plain further and also to get
our ideas about how it ean
.work. This is a fantastic
opportunity to get coverage
of events and ideas which
have had too little city­
wide attention in the·past.
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I want ..to thank the Council of Neighborhoo4 Assoola~~:o~
for the opportunity to explain the intent and the prov18~o*.··
of the "Free Access" Initiative sponsored by CAB.

I don't think 'that this is the place to discuss· the erlt
of that Initiative any further, but I would like to reo d mr
impression that a considerable ·maJority of those present at
that meeting .were opposed to the Initiative~ Yet, durl. \~ge
two and a half preceding weeks, CAB collected about 11, C).Qt,::"
signatures !2! the Ini t! at! ve from ci tiaens residing in' ~"~~
of Berkeley t s neighborhoods. Do the neighborhood councf ~.:;".
really represent their neighborhoods? .

Berkeley, February 10, 1',76 .
BREAD AND BUTTER LETTER

LETTERS TO THE EDITOR

Henry Pancoast
.MMMKKKKMMKKMKM*~*KMK*KM*MKMMM

An article in the January ·CNlnewsletter raised the cOaCer.ft
proposed anti-diverter initiative would remove the highl.T
popular landscaped diverlers in the San Pablo Park area. Dr. Max
one of the sponsors of this initiative, reported a~ the Febrary 9 aNl
meeting that the initiative exempted the diverters Within the .San .
Neighborhood. ·.,

It is certainly good that these diverters are exempted, but one .,.""
might ask why such a proven success cannot be expanded to include
neighborhood.? The city, in response to the San Pablo Neighborhood
(the pioneering neighborhood plan) protected the neighborhood from t
traffic by installing the diverters. Since the diverters were insta
the crime rate in San Pablo Neighborhood has gone from th~ second hi
in the cit,yto the second lowest, traffic accidents in the neighborho
have decreased, neighborhood'streetsare no longer used as drag str1P~
and propertJ".valueshave increased. The diverters contributed very.m h<'
to this, as revealed for instance by the BUD repo:Mo,Neighborhood Pre r-

.vation. The report states that the street patter.ndefines the neigbbqrhood
well and protects it. .

Traffic diverters have been quite beneficial to the San Pablo .
Neighborhood and to the city. But since they have been so successrffiand
beneficial, why should we ban similar devices forever in all other ..ts
or the City. Why reject a proven success? The anti-dive~ter initiat V8
is a backward step for Berkeley, a recipe for urban disaster that wi
undermine propertI values and.contribute to the decline of residentla
neighborhoods. It goes against residents' efforts to make Berkeley a
better place to live. It tells families that if they want a quiet, s4te
neighborhood to raise their children that they better get out of Be~le.1
and move to the suburbs, because Berkeley's policy is to favor care ~d
traffiC over people and their homes.

. 'rHE SAN PABLO PIOJ.tlEERIHO EFFORT

OPINION: NEIGHBOR1J)()b TO BE. GORKI) REVISITED
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Technical AdviSOry Committee members will evaluate the technical .quality of the.
economic analysis and forecasts prepared by Comprehensive Planning Department's
economics staff, and recommend ways to improve them. In addition, they will
examine the technical feasibility of.policy alternatives that are presented to
it by the economics staff. Finally, along with any other interested.,individual
or.t group , they can propose alternative. policies f~~~a~f considerat·o~ .•

'i;; .: / ?J, / '. iiI- f~( LA.5A- Li-- {//_, . >C~(/
!l'nr.Richa·rd A. J~er.. .~
Economic .Plann~rigSpecialist'

I

Most of the 'members of the Technical Advisory Committee (TAe) for the Economic
Development s tady have been. chosen because they have specLaI knowledge in ur­
ban economic development or practical experi~nce in Berkeley's bUSiness, indus­
trial,or governmental affairs.

The second component of the study will outline policy options that are open to
the City to improve its fiscal position -- either by stimulating bUSiness,
:finding new sources of governmental funds or changing the tax structure -- and
to increase employment opportunities particularly for Berkeley's ·minorities.
Only those proposals that are realistic technically and stand a reasonable
chance of accomplishing these objectives will be included in the study. Since
its function is to provide background information only, the study will not
recommend wh~t options the City should choose, if any. .

The study will contain two related .components. The first will consist of a
factual economic-profile of the City -- its past and present economic situa­
tion. This data will then be evaluated, patterns identified, and probable
future trends extrapolated for severa! years ahead. Finally, the tmpact
these trends will have on Berkeley's fiscal pos ition -- particularly its reve­
nue prospects -- will be estimated.

The Technical Advisory Committee for the Bconcmfc Development Study has been
formed to p.l;ovidespecific· technical assistance for a report that the Com- _
prehensive Planning Department's economics staff i8 preparing for 'City
Council. This report, which will be finished in June, will pro-vid.ea pre- _,.

.liminary, factual look .at;Berkeley'.s economy' and' its prospects. :The'City -__-.

.Council, the Economic Development Commission (which may be formed af~~ii· iltri8
this year) and all organiZations that are interested in the City·-~.:·~nOmf.~
future will" use this report as background in£ormi1tion to prepare an economtc
development plan for Berkeley.

SUBJECT: 'GOALS AND TASKS OF THE TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMITTEEFOR THE:
ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT STl.IDy

February 24, 1976DATE:

-Memorandum Number 1-

'lJ( 4
,~~~ ,

-'.~. r'
TECHNICAL ADVISORY COMMIT'l'EE FOR

----,_.
• _. '. ", . ·f·.
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YOURGUIDE TO C:rl'YlfALI.t!SE

TranSlation. "">. :"..'"',?'!.~r,}·:'~~:~r,ct'~'\'
!txt; ~ so':wr~ UP:::W ;r.~t....
thati the·s1iiUlitiGil 1.s' ~" ' ,. -
hopeleSs'.;" , ..'

,YOOR,GUIDE TO c:iTYtW.L1!:sE

10. Arnold Cohn
Planning Commission.

9. Ove Wittstock
HUman Relations& Welfare

8. Lela Herbert, Co-owner
Surall Grocery

6. Serge Chaumette, Owner
S&S Bookkeeping Service

7. William Reid, Owner
Reid's Records

2. Prof. William Al0ll80':, ..'
t?C, City & Regional' P~

3. Charles BoIUlO, Vice Pres.'
Brigg~~ Co. Great. "'estern Bldg.

4. Maxwell Taplin, Treasurer
Pacific Steei Casting

5. Fred Rowley, Mgr.
Central Bank

._.' .' ~ _"'''"''."",__~."...~~r.::..::.~.:.
....... r••;;.-. ;:r""" t

-,
The l4:lr.B.s6 I

'Chahnel$' ,

Transl$iont': '.' , '; - " '
:)!'he{:,~ai~L_~' by .11it~fice
memos;,

!

YOUR GUIDE TO ClTIHALLESE

Translation I t.

ContOlUld contusion ""1,~h'oOimllOtion.

The Fhr~el
"Expedite

YOUR GUIDE TOC:r:rYH.ALt.1!BE

Central Labor Council,Alameda Co.

13• ~ ~tJ If"lt~ct.v\
Ecology Center.

12(>

10. paul !1aier
Planning Collunission

.u, J~ MUM.:t~
Consumer CO-OF

5'. Joan Fenske
Heman'Relations ~ Welfare Commission

e, Ken Hughes
Ma3t.er Plan'Revision Committee

.7. Frank Wong
Cre50a Associates

6. Gordon Henderson, Owner
Gordon's Interiors

5. Thomas Shaw, Vice Pres&
¥.gr. Bank of California

4•.David Cutter, Pres.
Cutter Laboratories

J" Robert Hink, Pres.
~~'s Dept. Store

2. Prot. George F. Break
UC, Economics

1. Prot. Edwin K...~teiJi)·.:~- - . -_." ,
00, Business ;.A4rii:fi:tistratioii:":;.~". ,

COMMITTEE POR

:-
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COUNCn. OF NEIGHBORHOOD ASSOCIATIONS
171$Ch4nningWay
Berkeley, Ca 9470)

8. Status of NPOCon~ro18.

i.:t)~ f;sk - LiV"COat.

2. Coverage of Neighborhoods- Berkeley Gazette(Cathy Schutz, City Editor ~
Mark Trautwein). '

r'
3. Savo Island Housing Project-(Joel Rubenzahlj)

4. Neighborhood Rental Inspection Progr~ City Council Public Hearing(Glenn
Harrie, NOBBS).

5. Master Plan..public hearings and status report (John Hart, Cow Hollow).

6. BRA. follow-up- (Elton Davies" Daley Scenic Park).

7. GTU- EIR follow-up status report.

AGENDA

\ t~~)lt.(l:

t~L

. ~ wljf ~~aJ(~Nlt i .;::::---

/it. !eonomic Planning in Berkeley(Richard Jenner, ci:ty economic planner)
(20 minute presentation follOwed by Q and A session.)

MEETING:' ANNollii~_} ...~.
DATE: Mo~ay, March 8, 19~. (-,
TIME· (7 '~f" ','';,(M.i. ,..' -:_.S". 1 ). ··,.l.~;.\ "If~ing: 8~t- ...~~t y \/yri, ".'!:'/-:'r> .. ', • ' .. ,.

. / " . ", ....:'~. .:../ .', ":'. ft.l..l~; (.'/"< .
PLACEs Jefferson School eafetoriUlll, corner of Rose and Acton . .. .

ASSOCIATIONSC'A>UNCIL OF
/

./


