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Public Hearing on January 11 for Conversion of Wright’s Garage


A proposal has been submitted to the Zoning Adjustments Board for conversion of Wright’s Garage Building at 2629-2635 Ashby Ave.  The developer, Gordon Commercial, is asking for use permits to allow (a) a 50 seat full service restaurant, including alcohol sales, (b) up to 3 clothing stores (c) a book store and (d) an arts/crafts or jewelry store.  Additionally, the developer is applying to increase the number of commercial spaces from three to seven, exceed several zoning ordinance quota numerical limits, exceed maximum floor space, and a waiver for parking spaces. 


Representatives from CENA, Willard and Bateman neighborhood associations met in December and the group voted to ask for a delay until January so that neighbors had sufficient time to study the proposal and attend a public hearing. The main concerns at that meeting were about the advisability of exceeding existing quotas, the size and late hours of the restaurant and failure to provide additional parking in the Elmwood District.  The public hearing was originally scheduled for December, but a representative from the neighborhood association met with the developer and he, in turn, requested ZAB to reschedule the public hearing for January 11, 2007.


We urge CENA neighbors who are concerned about development in the Elmwood Shopping District, to attend the public hearing on Thursday, January 11, at Old City Hall, 2134 Martin Luther King Jr. Way, second floor Council chambers at 7:00 PM.  Please arrive prior to 7:00 PM and fill out a speaker card.


CENA will have a board meeting on Monday, January 8 at 7:30 PM at 1 Hazel Road, and this item will be on the agenda.  If you would like to come to the board meeting, please e-mail Dean Metzger, CENA president, at drm1a2@sbcglobal.net.

UC Stadium Expansion Challenged in Court
   by Michael Kelly


In early December, 2006, the UC Regents approved a colossal development plan at Memorial Stadium which will gridlock CENA neighborhood streets en route to campus.  If you think it’s bad now, just wait!  Our neighborhood will never be the same if this project goes ahead as planned.


Prior to the UC Regents meeting, over four thousand individuals and a long list of civic organizations wrote letters and signed petitions asking UC to reconsider their plans, but the University is pushing ahead without any concessions or alterations.  In order to bring some reasonable control onto these projects, the only option left to the community is a legal challenge in court.  If we do not alter the course of this project now, it will open a new era of large scale commercial use in the heart of our residential neighborhoods.


Although the stadium development is referred to as a “retrofit” by the University, it is for all practical purposes a reconstruction of the stadium which will include major commercialization, such as:

· Underground parking garage on Maxwell Field;

· Stadium lighting towers for nighttime use;

· A subterranean commercial concourse;

· Elevated second decks;

· VIP luxury boxes.

 The new plan sets aside 40 years of agreements between the University and local neighbors and authorizes the University to begin using the Berkeley stadium on a regular basis for any kind of large spectator event, not just football.  If these plans move forward unchallenged, they will propel our city into a new era of commercialization at the stadium complex, pushing half a million additional spectators a year through our streets.  This development would bring Oakland Coliseum-like impacts into the heart of Berkeley, with new nighttime entertainment

and extended events throughout the year.  Meanwhile, all this new construction will be built on top of the Hayward Fault.


Memorial Stadium’s setting is unique.  Among college football stadium across the country, none is buried so closely inside a residential neighborhood, without access to any major roads and with virtually no parking.  Therefore the extensive changes to Memorial Stadium would affect the residents of Berkeley in ways which might not be a problem in other college towns.


Of major concern is the construction of a 912 space parking garage under Maxwell Field at the intersection of Galey and Stadium Rimway Roads.  This lot expands parking in the southeast campus area by several hundred spaces, bringing hundreds of new vehicle trips through Berkeley streets each day.  The majority of these trips will be concentrated on streets already at full capacity such as Tunnel Road, Ashby Avenue, College, Claremont, Belrose, Derby, Warring and Piedmont Ave.


The long time frame for construction is also disturbing; a schedule lasting at least eight years.  The plans for Memorial Stadium and the parking garage call for massive demolition and excavation, moving millions of cubic yards of earth and debris that will require thousands upon thousands of semi-trailer and dump-truck trips through Berkeley.  Yet another impact from these plans is the loss of trees, including 38 mature Coast Live Oaks, west of the stadium, which has caused significant publicity and outcry in recent weeks.


We have formed a group, the Southeast Campus Integrated Projects (SCIP) Community Action Coalition, to provide a forum for citizens to come together to address these issues. The Panoramic Hill Association has taken the lead and is moving forward with a legal challenge to the SCIP plans.  To this end, Michael Lozeau, has been retained as legal counsel.  Mr. Lozeau was recently named by the San Francisco Chronicle as one of the top 25 attorneys in the Bay Area.  His legal analysis (confirmed by several other attorneys) indicates that the SCIP plans appear to violate both the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) and also the Alquist-Priolo Earthquake Fault Zoning Act, which places strict limits on construction on top of active earthquake fault traces. This legal challenge to UC’s development has been endorsed by Claremont-Elmwood Neighborhood Association (CENA), Panoramic Hill Association (PNA) and Dwight-Hillside Neighborhood Association.


We need your help!  We cannot challenge UC’s massive expansion plans without it. Please send your contribution to:  SCIP Legal Fund, P. O. Box 5428, Berkeley, CA 94705.  You can also go online via Paypal at www.scipfund.org.  Volunteer assistance is also needed.  Donations to legal funds are not tax deductible.

November 2006 Election Comments

Berkeley is just fine!


In state and national elections there was a desire to change the direction of the country and Berkeley supplied a large contingent of active supporters to make that happen.  There was a very different attitude by Berkeley voters on city issues in the November election.  Close to home, people voted to keep the status quo – saying essentially that Berkeley is just fine!

Does that mean there were no issues of importance to Berkeley’s future?  Hardly. The Mayor’s race featured two candidates with very different and well articulated visions of Berkeley and how it should grow.  The incumbent Mayor Tom Bates, advocating a more aggressive development agenda, defeated first time candidate Zelda Bronstein who championed a much more “slow growth” approach.  Mayor Bates won by more than 2 to 1.  


Across the City, incumbent council candidates as well as newcomers raised important issues such as UC’s relationship to the community, crime fighting approaches, budget balancing schemes and traffic reduction proposals. There was ample opportunity for voters to hear the candidates in person as they debated these issues at many forums including CENA Candidates’ Night which was held two weeks before the election.   


Every incumbent councilperson, independent of their political persuasion, won re-election against their mostly new-to-politics challengers.  In District 8 Gordon Wozniak, who is a supporter of many of Mayor Bates’ policies and practices, defeated Jason Overman, who had the backing of the progressive organizations in Berkeley/Oakland.  Wozniak won by 28 points which was a significant increase over the 18 points by which he defeated Andy Katz in 2002.  The only seriously contested race was District 7 where Kris Worthington, who has championed “smart growth” in Berkeley defeated George Beier, who ran a campaign centered on crime prevention and community based solutions to growth issues.  Worthington won by 5 points.  


Berkeley has perennially supported the schools at the polls and in this election voters apparently felt the current direction of the board of education was correct.  Both incumbent candidates for the school board, Nancy Riddle and Shirley Issel, won re-election, and the third seat, left vacant by Terry Dolan who chose not to run again, was filled by Karen Hemphill who had lost her bid for the school board in 2004 by 600 votes.  The citizens of Berkeley once again voted to tax themselves to continue providing special programs for the schools including class size reduction, music, art and academic support.  Measure A passed by an almost 4 to 1 margin.  There was organized opposition but it seemed to have no effect on the final vote as this measure passed with a higher margin than either of the two prior special school tax measures.


The most contentious measure was whether to continue the current Landmarks Preservation Ordinance (LPO) in its current form (a Yes vote for Measure J) or to let the mayor and council approve a new version of the ordinance that would restrict the ways in which buildings could be designated as deserving of protection (a No vote on Measure J).  The No on J campaign was supported strongly by the mayor, by developers who have long held that the current LPO unduly burdens their work in Berkeley and by citizens who think its time to take a harder look at which buildings receive landmark protection.  The Yes on J campaign fought hard to say that Berkeley must preserve all its heritage or be prepared to wake up and find its heritage gone.  In the end, Mayor Bates won this race by 14 points.


The democratic process is in jeopardy when broad based citizen concern does not translate into coming out to vote for candidates and on issues that will affect people’s lives for at least the next four years.  As Kinky Friedman, the independent candidate for Texas Governor said, “If you didn’t go out and vote, then don’t b***h about the government you got”.  Come to the next general membership CENA meeting in the spring and let us know the issues that you are concerned about and the ways that you think we can solve those issues.



By Vincent Casalaina

President’s Message
By Dean Metzger, CENA President


Many of you know that the City is being sued to reverse the “secret agreement” between UCB and the city.  That lawsuit is winding its way through Alameda County Superior Court and will conclude sometime in early 2007.  The decision is expected to be appealed to the high courts.  While the issues seem clear to those who support the lawsuit, the judge seems to side with the City and UCB.  Stay tuned for further developments.  Funds are needed to pay for the legal research and costs associated with the lawsuit.  If you agree, please send a check to “  Steven Volker, Attorney, 1 Hazel Rd., Berkeley, CA 94705.   

 End of the Two Year Process to Revise the Creeks Ordinance

Or, is it??
From Neighbors on Urban Creeks, 

nucreeks@nucreeks.org
Background:  In 2004 we were informed that hundreds of homes in the Claremont-Elmwood district were affected by the City of Berkeley’s Creeks Ordinance.  The essence of the Ordinance was that if your house was within 30 feet of a creek, culverted or not, it was a non-conforming use.  This meant that if it was destroyed in a natural disaster, the homeowner could not replace it “by right”.  A group of concerned citizens formed Neighbors on Urban Creeks whose mission was to protect homeowners’ rights and preserve the creeks.

After two years of work and countless meetings between Neighbors on Urban Creeks and City Council, a public hearing was held on November 14, 2006, to review the progress which has been made to revise the Ordinance.  Significant progress has been achieved:  (a) Many homes will be allowed to be replaced without going through a costly and lengthy process which could have resulted in denial to replace them; (b) daylighting of culverts is voluntary; and (c) agreement on setbacks from an open creek at 30 feet when many wanted it to be as much as 100 feet.  

Even though progress has been made, critical issues remain to be solved, such as the right to rebuild a destroyed property, new construction within 30 feet of the centerline of an open creek, an accurate map of the affected properties, and repair and replacement of culverts. For the full text of the synopsis, written by Shirley Dean, please e-mail bjdoane@aol.com and ask for a copy of  “End of the TwoYear Process to Revise the Creeks Ordinance”.

Earthquake & Emergency Supply Caches
  By  Matthew Mitchell


CENA, along with several neighborhood groups in Berkeley, has been awarded caches of emergency response gear as part of the City of Berkeley’s effort to prepare for disasters.  To qualify for a cache, a neighborhood group is required to demonstrate that it has been organized for at least three years and that it included residents who had participated in Berkeley’s Community Emergency Response Training (CERT) courses in first aid, fire suppression and light search and rescue.  CENA neighbors participated in CERT courses in 2000 and 2001 due to the tireless efforts of Martha Jones who organized disaster preparedness for our neighborhood.  Each cache contains emergency supplies and equipment and is placed on private property accessible to the neighborhood in time of need.  For CERT courses or more information about obtaining a cache for your neighborhood, call 510-981-5605 or go to www.ci.berkeley.ca.us/fire/oes/html.  

END
