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Northgat.
Ocean Vie,!
Park Hills
Parker Street
Panoramic Hill
Prince Stree't
San Pablo
Solano-Peralta
Thousand Oaks
Walter ~tre.t Plus "
Walnut
Warring Street
W.. tbrae
W!llard Park

Arch Street
Bateman
Cedar Street
Claremont-Elmwood (CENA)
Cow Hollow
Daley Scenic Park
Edith Street
Flatlands
Hillside
LeConte
Live, ~ak
McO••

,,~"ODlIS" ", ',,? /:",' , "
",lfoZ'th IAlt "tkd.y (NlBA), " "
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The ,following neighborhood associations have' been parti­
cipating actively in the CounciL of Neighborhood Associations.

TWENTY-EIGHTNEIGHBORHOODSPARTICIPATING
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Still, there was the ne'ed'for'n~ighborhoods to share
~nfo.~tion and to lobby for neighborhood interests. So,·

li'f~,J:"..the April· elections t a new Council of Neighborhood Asso- ,
. iori$ was set up with by-laws J election of officers, regular ~..
'. ;I;r. jugs, duas for mailing costs, and, at last, .a newsletter.' .I':
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By the end of 1974,· neighborhood identity' and the need
to coor-di.na'teneighborhood energies had greatly increased. The'
growing awareness of something called "neighborhood issues" ..
prompted members of several neighborhood organizations to call
~eetings to consider running candidates in ~h~ coming City
elections. 'Several 'of these m'eetings indic~t~d that efforts to
get an'entire: neighborhood to suppo:r!t·a part.icular candidate
would be divisive.! Also, 'Be~k~leyfp~lltics iwere.in high
gear by then, whieh pree ..prte~ ,1esue'Sand ene:rgy.. . . . [.

Even afterwards, however, contacts made then allowed
several neighborhoods to join over. such matters as 7-11 stores,
drive-in teller windows, the Charles Dorr Tot~lot. Raiders'
games, and, of course, traffic." . .
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THE COUNCIL OF NEIGHBORHOOD$' - A a~IEF'"':BACKGROUND
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Meanwhile, the role of neighborhoods increased. As the
traffic study went through the Planning Commission, neighborhood ..
groups formed to oppose certain controls, entire ~reas petitionect
and testified for controls. The Master Plan Revision encoura~.«} _.
neighbo.rhood participation with .newsletters" provided special.
staff .~9..be liaisons with neighborhood r-esLderrts and groups,
and urged the development of neighborhood plans •. The zoning
office expanded notification of hearings beyond -irilmediately-
affected sites to include organizations •. In ,October of last
year, a 40-member citizens group, with ten neighborhood groups
LneLuded , was set up by.the City Council to ~advi.sehow $2.8
million in federal R~yenue Sharing money Was to be spent.

An earlier Council of Neighborhoods came into being in
May of 1973. The traffic study was underway with its'focus on
neighborhoods. An intense ·slate- ~nd issue-oriented City
election was just over. New zoning hearing requirements and
a revised Master Plan were now opportunities with the passing
of the Neighborhood Preservation Ordinance. . .:,, t,

I ..-~-~~ -' ".~' .. ~.,'~ .~.~\.~. '-~:~~~:-<:".
This previous Council of Neighborhoods functioned for five:'"....rift.~~~'f

or.six months over such issues as how the Master Plan Revision
was to be conducted, a'community housing corporation, the
traffic study, the D'Army Bailey recall, special programs on
l(PFA for neighborhood concerns. But the attendance dwindled
to the point where there was no longer a Council.



This is one of few occasions to
see city departments explaining
their budget requests to a ci,tizen
body. Don It miss this unusual event.

The second workshop will focus
,*i~ty development :,needs in '
,'~elq ..: Citizens are encouraged
'~'~pioeseJittheir views, expectations,
and evaluations of the CDRS funded
programs. This workshop will take
place Thurs, Dec 11, 1975, 7:30 PM
at West Berkeley Branch Library,
1125 University Avenue •
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tirst workshop, this
• 6, 9 AM to 'LPM the

t .heads will be
justify and expand their

~n~ the HAAB will be trying'
to eva1uat$ their performance and
whether their output merits the
input of f~deral funds. This meeting
will take ~lace in City Council,

I

Chambers.

'What is being done with thi8"
$2.8 million in "
the.,
will
funds

COMMUNITY DEVJ<;WPMENT BLOCK
GRANT PROGRAM

This element is one of the most important in the proposed
Master Plan revision. The implications for CNA as w'ell as
individual neighborhoods are extensive. Careful thought about
the element is needed in preparation for'the ,January public
hearings. Some sort of "Planning Process Element" will be
part of the new Maste~ Plan; what kind of process it will be
will depend on what:.Ls broadly supported and, for that rnatter,
not supported.

I
A similar function would be carried out in dealing with

individual neighborhood budget proposals.

The city-wide body would have no specific powers, and
,individuals as well as neighborhood groups could deal directly,:;~,,:\,~;
with city bodies and departments. Specifics of the implement,~~~.,
of these policies are to be worked out over the next one or r-~t,
years. :

A "Neighborhood Participation Element" is now part of the
Master Plan Revision Committee's final version of the Master Plan,

Participation of neighborhoods in four areas of Berkeley's
"planning process" is described. neighborhood plans, budget
process, project contracts, and land use and zoning regulation.
The specific element will be available as soon as the Committee's
final reworking is typed up.

An aspect of the element which is of particular significance
to CNA: is the role of a "neighborhood-initiated, city-wide -:
association of neighborhood groups." While this city-wide body
"should be supported by the City," its function would be to
"coordinate, review, and evaluate neighborhood plans for the
purpose of encouraging cooperative planning, solving mutual
problems, and facilitating the development of plans which do
not conflict with one another."

THE'NEIGHBORHOOD PARTICIPATION ELEMENT

,
"



,
j

• I.... ·r .I •

, ," .

-I'

......:..;~.~

\\

_,_ .... -:

That's more than 20,000 so far.

North Berkeley (1000)
Panoramic Hill (150)­
San Pablo (1000)
Savo Island (7)
Solano-Peralta (500)
SUDS (2200)
Thousand Oaks (1150)
Warring Street (150)
Willard Park (7)

Bateman (500)
Cedar Street ()OO)
CENA (1500)
Cow Hollow (500)
Flatlands (2200)
Hillside (500)
.LeConte ('1000)
NOBBS (1800)
NEBA (5000)
Northgate (900)

Don't have your neighborhood left out of this important
planning process. see that your neighborhood gets leafletted
with copies of the draft Master Plan.

: :The Master Plan Revision Commi~tee is now finishing the
final d·raftof.the:proposed Master Plan. The new draft Master
Plan should ·beavailable for distribution by the end of December.
~t the Noyember 5 :PlanningCommission meetihg Bob Holtzapple
a.rgu'edthat a sufficient'number of copies of the draft Plan
should be available for every Berkeley citizen. He moved (second
by V~ronika Fukson) that. "A sufficient number of copies of
the draft Master Plan be printed for each individual and each
comm~nity;group wanting one."

The motion passed and should ensure'that an adequate number
of dopies1will be printed. But due to the tight budget it will
be too expensive to mail this document to every household. To
keep down costs to the city (and thus to ourselves) many neigh­
borhood associations have volunteered to distribute copies of
the draft:Plan throughout their neighborhoods.

Below are listed the neighborhoods which have volunteered
and the quantities they are undertaking to distribute. Neighbor­
hoods wishing to distribute copies to residents in their areas
should contact Mary Jane Goodban at the Planning Department,
20)0 Milvia, phone 845-1877.

,
MASTER PLAN'PUBLIC!ITY

i
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This is a non-profit community
development corporation focusing on
revitalizing the central business
district. It has set up a Board of
Directors, Community Advisory Board,
"'l'ld has a team of conSUltants. They
:._!". prepared a slide presentation'
'-n~enthey have been showing to a
num_er of business and professional
groups. They have submitted a pro­
posal to the San Francisco Foundation
for planning funds. Of interest to .
adjoining neighborhoods will be their
planned "study of existing and new
feasible parking facilities."

(Key document. "The New Berkeley
Corporation and Proposed Project. The
BerkeleyCenter." N.w Berkeley Corp.,
1664 Shattuck; phone 845-0668) ..

THE NEW BERKELEY CORPORATION

Ii,I
II
I:

I.
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HOUSING :EI..EMENT-Planning Commission
Hearing on Wedne5~TJ Dee.f.'1Qj;~.p,t"'~')
West CaJipus AuditOrt... :(JiP.~1iY·:.d
Bonar). ICop1e~now .av~d.iable';:~ ,
PlmUlin~ Dept. 2030 :Milrta.(Nate tnat
.tbllS·:;l.ajr:hase 1 ·ofthe Housing Element
~~f. jDcludes goals and policies,
~tation.)

IMPORTANT PUBLIC HEARINGS

2. CNA set up a working committee to start evaluation o"r',
the Master Plan as soon as copies become available.'

3. CNA conduct a special public workshop on the Master
Plan during January, before the public hearings begin.

..~

INSTANT ANALYSIS

We will have very li~tle
time to react to the.draft
Master Plan. Copies won't get
out to residents until af;ter
January 1, but the tentative
Hearing Schedule for the ·Master
Plan calls for six public,
hearings between 'January 19
and January 31. The neighbor­
hood associations and general
public will have very little
time to examine, evaluate and
respond to the Plan af~er it
becomes available. Every
missed deadline and delay is
now being made up by cutting
to an unconscionable minimum
the time available for the
public to respond to it. ,We
will have to.engage in an:
"instant analysis" of the'PIal).

Suggested actions

1. Seek a longer period of hearings.
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(The key document.to
tlemo randum to City ""Q,UQ.F,,'"

Tom Peak, titled"
Activities."
;~ovem~tMi:-:"'~~'-Sij~t,J~!~l:t.\

~he Economic Planning staff proposes to put together a
Technical Advisory Committee composed of interested Council
members, business, financial, and industrial l~aders in Berkeley,
~md Uni versity resources as appropriate. Again no mention ,of, .
participation by neighborhood representatives. The October.~~
report concludes by saying that only when the economic pl&n·~.
presented to Council in June 1976 and the planning process ,is:
developed should we get broader citizen participation in
economic development planning.

This restriction and limitation of n~ighb6rhood·,inpttt-is
especially disturbing because the progress report indicates that
the "final economic plan" which will be p~esented in June will
include five elements, one of which iSI "Recommend changes,
if any, in proposed policies in the Master Plan Elements,
wherevar they might conflict with the goals of the Economic
Plan." T~is statement suggests that the Economic Plan will be
the guiding master plan overruling all other considerations.
If this is to be the case, the neighborhoods should be adequately
represented in the process of developing the Economic Plan. .

The city has hired an economic planning specialist, Richard
Jenner, who began work on October 6. The economic planning
staff has met with the.Berkeley-Albany Industries Association,
the Chamber of Commerce, the New Berkeley Corporation, and other
such groups to secure the cooperation of business and industry
representatives in project activities. The October 15 progress
report to the City Council makes no m~ntion of contact with
neighborhood associations.

f·r • ': ~.

While the attention of the neighborhood associations has,
been focused on the preparation of the revised Master Plan, a
separate effort has gotten under way to develop an economic
development plan for Berkeley. Unlike the Master Plan develop­
r.1ent,however, it is not planned to allow neighborhood parti­
cipation in the development of this plan or to permit their .
representation on the advisory committee until the planning is._
finished.

T~E BERKELEY ECONOMIC DEVELOPMENT PLAN;
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Community Kealth Advisory Commis.ion
Widener. Dean. Hone, Ram••,. Ruatord

Kuaan Relations , Weltare Commission., ,Hone '

~.,tanC2mar)tsPreanvation Comi ttee
Dean, Ramsey

Personnel Board"
Widener. Davis -

Recreation Commission
, Wldener. Dean, Ramsey

Solid Waste Management Comm~ ••ion
Davis, Denton, Hancock, Kell1, Ramsey

Watertront Advisory Board
Davt. -

Police Revie. Commission
Dean. Hone, Ramsey

'air Campaign Practices Commis8ion
, _ Widener, Davis. Dean. Hancock, Ramsey

.....f "

--..n:::l H&nlth ,. DiSabilitY Prevention :Board
H.u:~ocJci -

Ci-;_--~~.,mMvlltiory C~1IIlIl1the on Local Transit
Hon:l, namaey. Rumford

-.t.~:;:'~~. Iicdmmi'tt~e on Undergrounding Utili tie.
':!~;;"':':,{clly, !Hone, Hancock, Denton

, I
-, C j\rtC9mmission

t:1donel'l'Davis,- Ramsey

~orrunission6n Aging
Widener, Dean. Denton, Hone. Ramsey, Ru.~ord

I

Co:nmission on Employment &'.'l'riining
Wident'l~

}{C!r.e

~\~-.',
.~~.~?i.ii:,

~~~r~ of Adjustments
Wid5~er

I~j Ho c Citi zen's Committee on Berkeley Camps
i~Lderie r-, Denton, Hone, Ramsey

The following commissions and oommittees had unappointed
~",...ttionsas of November 25. Councilmembers who have not
appolnted are listed beneath each title. For information about
8. particular, commission, contact the City Clerk's office. If
~nyone is interested in b~ing appointed, contact the City Clerk
)~ the appr6~~iate Councilmember. '

~~\1'rf:~~lj~~
,i:--": :'';:~~,'-:l~ .CITY COMMISSIONS AND COMMITTEES

PERIOD RSVIVAL.
, '

t Et-JGLISH TUDOR.'

Much vacant land in Berkeley
has been growing weeds and,accumulating"
trash, awaiting public decisions on
what to do with the land. Berkeley
should have a procedure for putting
to some aesthetic use these vacant par­
cels in the interim. One possibility
would be ~o sow them with seeds of
native California flowers in a mixture
that would assure successive blooms
a.searly-flowering species faded. If
we had such a procedure now we could
have fields of flowers stretching along
the Hearst strip from the edge of the
Central Business District to the Albany
horder. This is a more desirable state
o i .:f'fairs than the present BART prac­
ti~e 0; spraying these vacant lands
wi.th a defoliant to prevent growth of
weeds--or anything else--for up to a
year at a time. Letts make these
parcels a flowering land rather than
a wasteland.

PROJECT WILDFLOWER

"



New business.~ ---------------~
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I\.
Proposed ordiance regulating private property on sidewalks

A
(Joe Rhoades)

6.

--------------------------_ ...--~-- ...
~ ....---....._-..,.._.~~~~ ...---- -...------ ..----------------------=_ ....----

Master Plan Revision - progress & publicity, the time CrlJ~':;l
a. distribution of the draft Master Plan
b. neighborhood analysis of the Plan; proposal for an

evaluation subcommittee
c. special work~hop on Master Plan; inviting planners to

talk on pro and con of the Plan (Henry Pancoast)
Neighborhood Planning Process (John Hart)
Berkeley Unified School District Problems - recommendat~

for scope of a fact-finding committee (Ed Nakamura) ~
Berkeley's Economic Development Plan and the New Berkeley

Corporation ,
a. composition of the citizen advisory body or;the

Economic Plan ,(Henry Pancoast)
5. Neighborhood Traffic Plan

Agenda

.. IThe next Council of Neighborhoods Association meeting will take
place on MONDAY, DECEMBER 8, at 7&)0 PM, in Jefferson School
Cafetorium, corner of Rose and Acton Streets.

MEETING ANNOUNCEMENT

.fl '
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