August 26, 2020
Honorable Mayor Arreguin
2180 Milvia Street
Berkeley, CA, 94704
Re: UC Berkeley’s 2036-2037 Proposed Long Range Development Plan
Dear Mayor Arreguin:
This letter outlines our organization’s position on the proposed 2036-2037
Long Range Development Plan (LRDP) for the U.C. Berkeley (UCB)
campus. The university, as lead agency, is currently preparing an
environmental impact report (EIR) for the project. It has provided some
very limited information to the public regarding the proposed LRDP. Based
on that information, we oppose various aspects of the university’s plans for
its future and make specific requests of Your Honor, below.
As you know, the proposed growth in the LRDP presents significant threats
to the City of Berkeley’s (City) finances and reduces housing for
nonstudents. By vastly increasing enrollment over current approved levels
and requiring that the majority of these students be housed close to the
campus, the UC administration has set in motion a massive construction
surge the likes of which have never been seen before in the City. Specifically,
the proposed 2036-2037 LRDP envisions increasing enrollment from the
previously approved 33,450 students in the 2020 LRDP (published in 2005)
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to 48,200 students by the 2036-2037 academic year, a 14,750 student (or
almost 50%) increase. 1
This huge increase in enrollment will negatively impact the City in three key
respects: (1) imposing enormous added pressure on already strained city
services with their attendant costs; (2) substantially increasing demand for
housing while reducing the number of rent-controlled units available to city
residents; and (3) destroying key cultural and historic structures, and
negatively impacting other historic structures located near UCB’s new
development project sites.
(1) Increased Public Service Expenses: As with past plans, UCB has
promised virtually nothing by way of reimbursement to the City to pay for
the necessary increased costs of servicing these additional new city residents
and housing structures. Your Honor has attempted to resolve the public
service expense issue with UCB by requesting it agree to pay $21 million per
year related to its increased enrollment. UCB has refused, claiming that it
had reduced its water and sewer uses through conservation measures such
that a payment of $529,000 for 2019-2020 should suffice.2
The reasons behind this proposed dramatic increase in enrollment are far
from clear. While we understand that the cash-strapped university may
These numbers are based on the video presentation, dated April 27, 2020,
p. 7, presented to the public by UCB’s Capital Strategies Department. They
may be under-stated. For example, we do not know if the enrollment
applies to undergraduates and graduate students, and whether it includes
part-time students, all of which may well need housing.
2 “City sues UC Berkeley for not studying impacts of 30% student
enrollment hike,” Berkeleyside, June 17, 2019.
1
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well wish to increase its revenues by increasing both California Resident
and non-Resident student enrollment at the Berkeley campus, we think that
it ought to recognize that considered planning should involve more than
merely expansion for expansion’s sake. It should provide a more
considered and transparent explanation for exceeding the 2020 LRDP’s
enrollment plan and the need to once again exponentially expand student
enrollment on this one campus.
We know that Your Honor and our City Council are reasonably worried
that by refusing to pay the full expenses for the City’s public services related
to this large increase in population, UCB planners and administrators are
leaving the cost for citizens and businesses to shoulder. We also recognize
that the City has filed an environmental lawsuit (under the California
Environmental Quality Act) against UCB. However, the most that the
lawsuit could legally accomplish is a new environmental report, and not
force UCB to pay its fair share for the City’s public services. Leaving citizens
and businesses to pay for increased public services is particularly
unsustainable in an era of economic crisis when the City’s limited and
shrinking financial resources cannot be stretched to accommodate large and
growing new expenses.
(2) Increased Housing Demand: UCB expects to construct over 12,000 new
beds and/or housing units outside the Campus Park, none of which will be
available to the general public. To accomplish this goal, UCB plans to evict
existing renters, permanently remove rent-controlled units from the general
housing stock and displace already homeless residents from UCB owned
property, all to meet its proposed inflated enrollment.
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In 2005, when UCB published its 2020 LRDP, it proposed increasing
campus enrollment by 13% or 4000 students in 2005. Planners noted then
that it was a “significant increase for any campus, but particularly for a
mature, urban campus with aging facilities and a limited capacity to
expand.” (2020 LRDP at 13.) Yet, it now seems to have all but forgotten the
amount of pressure on the housing stock from moving to an almost 50%
increase in enrollment, which is driving the need for such a substantial
increase in new student housing.
(3) Demolition of Historic Properties, Negative Impacts on Others:
Properties identified as “housing opportunities” – some of which appear
to be candidates for destruction – are identified on this diagram3:

3

Video presentation, dated April 27, 2020, page12.
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Landmarks and other historic sites and structures potentially negatively
impacted or demolished under this contemplated development include the
rent-controlled Home Street Apartments (now home to over 25 families),
Walter Ratcliff’s UC Garage (at Oxford and Walnut), the Anna Head
School, Julia Morgan’s Smyth House, the Clark Kerr Campus, and the First
Church of Christ, Scientist.
BAHA’S SPECIFIC REQUESTS
UCB, as one of the world’s premier learning institutions, should be able to
manage its growth in a way that does not negatively impact its host city.
We are requesting the following:
1. Please ensure that the UC Regents pay the City for all lost tax
revenues and increased service costs associated with the planned
massive enrollment increase. We urge Your Honor to use all means
possible to obtain those payments, including seeking assistance from
Governor Newsom and Berkeley’s representatives in the state
legislature, who have discretion over the state budget that UCB relies
upon for a portion of its funding;
2. Demand that UCB reduce the total projected UCB enrollment of
48,200 students through competent management, including
reassignments to other campuses, a new campus, online education, or
other means; or provide a complete, transparent, and realistic plan
for student and faculty housing to accommodate the new projected
enrollment, rather than relying on Berkeley’s already strained housing
market and City services to absorb (magically) more students and staff;
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3. Request that in the proposed 2036-2037 LRDP, UCB substantially
expand the “Housing Zone” set out in the 2020 LRDP. 4 The current 1mile-20-minute commute plan is unsupported, unscientific, and
arbitrary, and will result in large high-rise developments in current
low-rise residential neighborhoods, thus destroying much of the
character and fabric of the City. Expecting students to commute to
campus from more than 1 mile is realistic and will not substantially
diminish the campus experience, particularly for graduate students
and even seniors and juniors who have already formed solid
relationships with faculty and their fellow students and may be more
focused on their academic studies;
4. Ask UCB to prioritize construction of new housing on nonlandmarked properties including, but not limited to 1995 University
Avenue (previously Golden Bear Ford dealership – this site has a
surface parking lot which covers one-half of the block on the north
side);
5. Negotiate a binding Memorandum of Understanding (MOU) with
UCB to preserve and maintain the Anna Head School building, the
Clark Kerr Campus, UC Garage, and Smyth House, including their
grounds, for the next 50 years, thereby preserving these historic
structures and sites for future generations of students and citizens
alike and removing the current uncertainty as to the plans regarding
these iconic sites;
6. Request that UCB substantially revise plans for the 16-story student
housing behemoth on People’s Park that is inconsistent with the low4

2020 LDRP at 7 and Figure 5.
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rise surrounding neighborhood and will overshadow all neighboring
structures including the national landmark gem First Church Christ
Scientist by Bernard Maybeck and its facade wisteria; and
7. Request that UCB provide more information and more transparency
about its current enrollment and development plans. The
information supplied by UCB to date, regarding its proposed LRDP is
inadequate to understand all of the potential negative impacts. UCB
should arrange for several public meetings (rather than the public
relations presentations given to date) to explain exactly what it intends
to do with the 13 properties that it describes tersely as “Housing
Opportunities”; disclose on its website existing agreements with
donors and developers concerning future student housing sites; and
provide details on how it intends to acquire additional property and
negotiate arrangements with private owners to accommodate the large
number of additional student housing units proposed that cannot be
built on current UC sites.
Some of our requests are self-explanatory. Below, we provide further
reasoning for several requests, listed above.
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FURTHER EXPLANATION FOR SEVERAL REQUESTS
A. Much of the Negative Impacts Caused by the Proposed LRDP Are
Related to UCB’s Insistence on Constantly Increasing Its Enrollment and
Locating Student Housing in Close Proximity to the Core Campus
UCB’s insistence that it will build significantly more housing in close
proximity to the Campus Park for its current and future enrollment is
driving the potential loss of rent-controlled housing and landmarks in
Berkeley. According to the EIR letter5, “The LRDP Update proposes to add
up to 11,700 student housing beds, 385 employee housing units” for a total
of 12,085 new beds/units, all of which are to be constructed in the City of
Berkeley.6 To make way for these large-scale projects, the University will
necessarily have to demolish architectural gems and key historic City
features and will create pockets of dense transient student populations
within existing residential neighborhoods.
The City should strongly encourage UCB to change its land use policy,
evidenced in the current 2020 LRDP, published in 2005, requiring that future
development of student housing be located within a 1-mile radius of Doe
Library. 7 In light of recent events, bringing more students to live physically
5

https://capitalstrategies.berkeley.edu/sites/default/files/nop_ucberkeley_lrd
pupdatehousingprojects-04.06.2020.pdf (“EIR Letter”).
“The need for growth, combined with the principle of contiguity,
requires an increase in density on and around campus.” 2020 LRDP at 19.
According to the LRDP, the target is to create 32% more housing. 2020
LRDP at 25.
7 2020 LRDP at 7 and Figure 5.
6
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near the core campus may not be an appropriate goal at this time. Over the
past several months, UCB students have been successfully engaged in
remote learning. Densely packed dorms and social functions are now not
the norm and may never again have the currency that they once did.
Different types of interactions have been undertaken and recognized as
effective. As the delivery of educational content has shifted and evolved, a
plan that completely relies on in-person attendance and close proximity of
living to the core campus seems obsolete.
Failing to take this historic opportunity to rethink UCB’s 2036-37 plan
would be a costly mistake. It should be obvious that the Regents should
not undertake the proposed expensive extra-campus development based
upon obsolete information, but instead should send the planners back to
study the true enrollment and housing needs in light of new demographic
and learning trends that have emerged only recently.
Creating remote clusters of residences in lower cost areas where social
distancing and remote learning can comfortably take place now seem like
increasingly appealing (and less costly) options if expanded enrollment is
necessary. Indeed, this may be an ideal time for the UC Regents to explore
acquiring new campuses (and satellite sites for exiting space challenged
campuses like UC Berkeley) from colleges and universities in the state that
have fallen on hard economic times that could alleviate over-crowding on
the existing UC Berkeley campus.
We recognize that UCB has no legal requirement to abide by the City’s
General Plan, but in reality what UCB chooses to do on its properties has
major impacts on the City and its citizens. Therefore, the City should take
all measures necessary to convince UCB that it needs to make changes in
how it approaches development here. This also is a reasonable and
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necessary reason for involving state elected officials, who have a level of
control over the university through at least its need for taxpayer funding.
B. The City Should Request Transparency from UCB Regarding Its
Enrollment and Land Use Plans
Before the UC Regents approve the new LRDP, the City should request that
UCB provide a publicly available, detailed and evidence-based explanation
for the need to admit almost 50% more students to this one campus. The
fact that UCB has already exceeded the existing 2020 LRDP’s enrollment
plan is neither evidence of need to enlarge the student body nor persuasive
authority that demographic shifts require such an increase. If the proffered
explanation is that increased enrollment is necessitated by population
growth within the state and the projected increase in qualified high school
students matriculating from California high schools in the next 20 years,
UCB should be prepared to provide the relevant statistics and basis for
projected population growth.
If the explanation is, instead, that out-of-state/foreign student enrollment is
to be increased, extensive additional information should be supplied
including, what impact if any, prioritizing and/or increasing out-of-state
students will have on overall student enrollment. And also, UCB should
explain how the increase of non-California resident students complies with
its Land Grant, requiring that UC provide education primarily for
California residents.
/
/
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C. The City Should Seek the Time Necessary to Work with UCB Towards
A Better LRDP
What little we know of the 2036-37 LRDP makes it appear to be a misguided
plan based upon outdated pre-Pandemic demographic information and
projections. The City should urge the UC Regents in particular to re-think
the time-line for issuing the 2036-37 EIR LRDP in light of the changes in
remote learning, recommended housing density, and demographic trends
that have occurred post-Pandemic since the proposed LRDP was initially
conceived.
D. UCB in 2020: Destroying Landmarks and Evicting Residents Was Not
Permissible – UCB Should Follow That Policy Today
Earlier this century, UC released three master planning documents: the New
Century Plan, the Landscape Master Plan, and the Landscape Heritage Plan.
In 2005, following shortly on their heels, UC released the 2020 LRDP, a plan
that shared much of the same vision as the earlier three, namely, to
appreciate, restore, and enhance the unique historic aspects of the UC
Campus Park and adjacent parcels. This 2020 LRDP, which is in effect
today, 8 was more closely allied with the vision that BAHA shares for
Berkeley than the plan under development currently.
Unfortunately, that spirit of restoration and enhancement has apparently
been abandoned in the latest iteration of UCB’s proposed LRDP, which
8

https://capitalstrategies.berkeley.edu/sites/default/files/nop_ucberkeley_lrd
pupdatehousingprojects-04.06.2020.pdf (“EIR Letter”).
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ironically does almost nothing to address the primary criticism identified in
the recent LRDP survey, namely the poor state and condition of existing
facilities. 9 Rather than address the necessary capital improvements or
enhance the existing Campus Park resources as envisioned in the earlier
planning documents, the LRDP currently under development is poised to
create a landscape of massive privately run and developed student housing
complexes on state-owned land that will drain City resources, necessitate the
destruction or impairment of numerous historic architectural landmarks,
and fundamentally and permanently alter numerous City neighborhoods.
It remains worth remembering that the 2020 LDPR currently in effect- - the
one UC planners are required to follow – provides as goals, “to preserve
our extraordinary legacy of landscape and architecture, and become a
model of wise and sustainable growth,” and “to preserve the character and
livability of the city around us, and enhance the economic and cultural
synergy of the city and university.” (2020 LRDP at p. 3.) The two concrete
development plans under current consideration stemming from the
proposed LRDP (2036-2037) – and the only ones being subjected to the EIR
process – are Housing Projects #1 and 2. Housing Projects #1 and #2 violate
the letter and spirit of the 2020 LRDP, a fact that is hardly surprising when
you realize that UCB has exceeded the enrollment statistics previously
approved in the 2020 LDPR.
/
/
https://lrdp.berkeley.edu/sites/default/files/2020-0124_lrdp_cmp_survey_findings_part_1_final_mc_2.pdf
9
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1. Housing Project # 1 – the Gateway Project; the Helen Diller
Anchor House
From the limited information released to the public, it is apparent that UCB
administrators have already taken substantial steps to complete Housing
Project #1, although that project is inconsistent with the current 2020 LRDP.
In the 2020 LRDP, UCB states that its intent is to avoid reducing city
property tax rolls and destroying landmarks and existing rent-controlled
apartments, yet the LRDP’s Housing Project #1 does all of those things. The
proposed new high-rise development on the block bordered by Oxford,
University, Walnut and Berkeley Way, necessarily would result in
demolition of the UC Garage at 1952 Oxford Street designed by Walter H.
Ratcliff, Jr. (Berkeley’s first and only City Architect)10 and the Home Street
Apartments, a 111-year old rent-controlled building, built for Berkeley
pioneer William Brewer Heywood in 1909.

Over his long career, Ratcliff produced work in a variety of styles,
including Arts & Crafts, English, and Mediterranean idioms. In Berkeley,
Ratcliff’s Chamber of Commerce Building (now Wells Fargo) on Shattuck
Avenue; his work on the Baptist Divinity School (American Baptist School
of the West) campus on Dwight Way; seminal Holy Hill buildings for the
Pacific School of Religion and Church Divinity School of the Pacific; the
Anna Head School, and many other notable public and private projects
preserve his legacy and have garnered widespread renown and many
accolades. Ratcliff graduated from the University of California in 1903, and
his design of the Morrison Library, a jewel located inside Doe Memorial
Library, is a lasting and notable reminder of his U.C. connection.
10
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Constructed in 1930–31, the UC Garage (formerly known as the Richfield
Oil Co. Station) was designated as a City of Berkeley Landmark in 1981 and
recognized two years before in the State’s index of historic buildings.
Commercial structures of this type are often overlooked in city preservation
planning; however, this one should not be. Ratcliff was an important
architect both within the City of Berkeley and as an early UC graduate with
a flourishing local commercial and residential practice. His garage design
is both of the place – reflecting local materials and styles – and whimsical –
reflecting what Berkeley aspired to be: something thoughtful and
reverential.
In the 1980’s, when the UC Garage was previously being considered for
demolition, then-Chancellor Heyman was convinced to abandon those
demolition plans. He committed to BAHA that UCB would provide
substantial notice to the public if ever UCB considered demolishing that
building. Thereafter, UC planners proposed that the UC Garage be the
centerpiece of several Gateway designs conceived for the
University/Oxford/Walnut block that took advantage of the garage’s
peculiar and iconic status.

UC rendering showing an adaptive reuse for the University Garage (UC Berkeley Physical Design Framework, 2009)

Honorable Mayor Arreguin
Berkeley, CA
Re: UCB 2036-37 LRDP
August 26, 2020
Page 15
In 2009, the University of California described a repurposing in the UC
Berkeley Physical Design Framework report, proposing that the garage be
part of a gateway building:
Gateway occupies a prime corner at the west entrance to campus,
and high-quality design is imperative. The adjacent historic UC
Garage, now used for bus storage, would be renovated for a publicoriented use, such as the campus visitor center now housed in the
drab lobby of University Hall.
The City of Berkeley was also in support of a Gateway Development
exploiting the unique UC Garage. In the 2009 and 2012 Downtown Area
Plans, the City recommended promoting “the integration and preservation
of a meaningful portion of the exterior of the landmarked garage building
its fore-court at 1952 Oxford Street.”
UC’s 2009 Gateway Proposal is consistent with the existing 2020 LRDP,
which stated that the university should both prioritize development in
downtown Berkeley and build “not merely to accommodate the program
needs of the university, but also to invigorate the downtown and create an
inviting, exciting ‘front door’ to the UC Berkeley campus.” (2020 LRDP at
47.) The current 2020 LRDP envisions “an elegant, vibrant interface of town
and gown.” (Id.)
Unfortunately, UC planners have abandoned earlier plans to integrate the
unique garage into a handsome gateway project and instead plan to build a
large, privately constructed and operated student housing complex – to be
called the Helen Diller Anchor House -- with first floor retail that may
include some sort of event space. Although UCB has not released schematics
of the proposed Diller House, the private real estate development company
with whom they have already contracted to perform construction and
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operate the complex does not have a good design track-record as its projects
shown below illustrate.

The 2036-2037 LRDP also intends to demolish Home Street Apartments,
evicting 25 families from their rent-controlled homes in the process.

2. Housing Project #2: People’s Park
UCB’s proposal for Housing Project #2 consists of “three components to be
constructed on the roughly 2.8-acre site known as People’s Park. It would
include up to 1,200 beds for UC Berkeley students with associated
amenities; permanent supportive housing with on-site services and up to
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125 apartments for lower-income (non-university affiliated) individuals;
and open space.” (EIR Letter.)
Although UCB has not yet released final plans of the structure(s) to be built
on People’s park, to house 1200 students, we understand that it is to be 16
stories – well above the longest reach of our Fire Department’s current
ladder trucks – and will thus loom over and shadow adjacent buildings
including Maybeck’s famous First Church of Christ, Scientist and its iconic
wisteria, which may not survive in the permanent shade.

At a minimum, any proposed project on this property should be
commensurate in scale and type with surrounding buildings and should
not cast permanent shadows onto neighboring structures such as the First
Church Christ Scientist. Ideally it would conform to the principles set out
in the previously issued Campus Park Guidelines, although the property is
near but not part of the Campus Park proper.
3. Other “Housing Opportunities”
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As noted above, UC Planners have stated that the as-yet-to-be-released
LRDP Update proposes “to add up to 11,700 student housing beds, 385
employee housing units” for a total of 12,085 new beds/units, all of which
are to be constructed in the City of Berkeley. 11 Because Housing Projects #1
and 2 will only create approximately 2000 beds/units, 10,000 additional
beds will need to be created.
Based upon the current 2020 LRDP and announced plans including the
graphic of “housing opportunities” released in April 2020 and reproduced
above, it seems that the vast majority of these new beds will be created by
constructing large-scale student housing projects on existing University
properties, many of which contain unique landmarked structures. The
additional housing sites identified in recent documents as “housing
opportunities,” include the Anna Head School and the Smyth House
suggesting that they will likely be demolished in favor of high-density
dorms, and substantial new construction will be undertaken on the Clark
Kerr Campus. Indeed, UC Planners have admitted as much by noting that
this additional construction is “under consideration.” (EIR letter.) These
additional structures and sites include and are described as follows:

“The need for growth, combined with the principle of contiguity,
requires an increase in density on and around campus.” LRDP 19.
According to the LRDP, the target is to create 32% more housing. LRDP 25.

11
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The Anna Head School, located on a parcel at Channing and Haste on
Bowditch street, is a City landmark and in 1980 was added to the list of the
National Registry of Historic Places (#80000795). The structure originally
housed a school run by pioneering female educator Anna Head. Head
commissioned her cousin, Soule Edgar Fisher to design the School. Other
notable architects, including Walter Ratcliff, Jr. later designed
additions. The building, which was completed in 1892, still stands out on
the street today as a fine example of early Wood Shingled architecture in the
Bay Area. It is one of the oldest shingled buildings constructed in Berkeley
and the complex shows the whole evolution of Berkeley First Bay Tradition
architecture from the 1890s to the 1920s. By 1927, the school evolved out of
a single building into a sprawling campus complex. The University has
recently renovated three of the six buildings in the complex at considerable
expense. It would be irresponsible for the University to demolish the
partially renovated complex.
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(Smyth House during construction of the Fernwald Dormitories. 1945 (Berkeley Gazette)

The Smyth House is located a few blocks southeast of the UCB campus
park and just north of the Clark Kerr Campus (formerly the California State
School for the Deaf and Blind) on a large (9.26-acre) stretch of property
known as the Smyth-Fernwald property. If not the oldest, it is one of the
oldest surviving houses in Berkeley, constructed in 1868 as a farm-house.
In 1911, the owner retained architect Julia Morgan (1872 - 1957) to
substantially redesign and expand the house as shown in the photo above.
The half-timbered house has intricately designed chimneys and inside, it is
wood paneled throughout the main floor. The decorative fireplaces,
Japanese panels over one of them, arched entryways, and the elaborate
windows throughout are all reminiscent of Julia Morgan’s work on other
buildings, including the Berkeley City Club. For many years UC used the
house as a group residence for graduate students and could do so again.
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Oxford Tract (depicted in the photo to the left above) was studied
extensively in 2017 and 2018 by a specially appointed taskforce that
ultimately expressed concern over losing important research benefits if the
current agricultural uses are abandoned completely. That committee’s
report stated that if fully developed, the tract could support between 1000 to
3000 student beds. The Oxford Tract Report and earlier studies identified
significant downsides and impediments to developing a large scale housing
complex on that parcel including the importance of the existing research
fields and greenhouses to Cal’s standing as a top-tier research university and
its original incantation as a land-grant university created with federal land
awarded under the Morrill Act of 1862. A 1948 UC Regents letter, referenced
in articles about the Oxford Tract, purportedly conceded that the Oxford
Tract represents the minimum amount of agricultural research space
required for UCB to retain its status as a land-grant university.
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Clark Kerr Campus is part of the former California State School for the Deaf
and Blind. The Berkeley campus of the Deaf and Blind Schools was
established in the 1860s, before the University of California. The oldest
remaining building now dates from 1915. Most of the current buildings on
the 55-acre property form a magnificent Spanish Colonial Revival complex
dating from the 1920s to the 1950s. State architect Alfred W. Eichler (18951977) designed quite a few of the buildings. According to his grandnephew,
Paul Werts, when Eichler was a child, he suffered from meningitis which left
him deaf:
One of the projects that were dear to Alfred was working
with Dr. Elwood Stevenson on the building program for
the California School for the Deaf in Berkeley. It was 1929
that Alfred starting working on the project and the project
continued through the 1950’s. The buildings that Alfred
[designed] were the Boys Dormitory, the Girls Dormitory,
the Administration Building, and the Primary Dining
Room.
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After the School for the Deaf and Blind was moved to Fremont and UCB took
over the Clark Kerr Campus, UCB planned to convert much of the complex
for administrative and academic use rather than housing. City, community
and students reacted negatively to these early plans and pressured UCB to
continue the primary present use, namely as student housing.
In 1981, the campus was designated a Berkeley landmark. In 1982, it was
placed on the National Register of Historic Places (#82000962). In 1982, UCB
entered into a Memorandum of Understanding with the City of Berkeley and
nearby neighbors committing to a site plan and land use program for 50
years. Although that MOU is set to expire in 12 years, there is no doubt that
additional new campus housing could be thoughtfully inserted into and
built within the complex as part of a new or re-negotiated agreement with
the City and the neighbors.
*****
Preservation and new housing construction are not incompatible goals.
Indeed, Berkeley history demonstrates that historic preservation can go
hand in hand with increased housing construction as long as that
construction is thoughtful. UCB’s current plan is not thoughtful. Our
shared City will be diminished if institutions like the University of
California focus primarily on the needless destruction or neglect of
historic buildings rather than creatively adapting them for housing
creation.
The City should advocate for preservation of its landmarks, including those
discussed above, while at the same time entering a constructive dialogue
with the UCB administration about alternate sites and strategies. For
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example, UCB owns other property, such as the Golden Bear site on
University Avenue, which would make a much better location for a student
housing development and that would not require the demolition or
impairment of existing Berkeley landmarks or sites of cultural and historic
import.
For all of the foregoing reasons, we request that Your Honor work quickly
and effectively to convince UCB that it can meet reasonable student housing
goals while preserving our shared cultural heritage and doing so without
adding to the tax burden of Berkeley’s citizens and businesses.
Thank you for considering our requests,

___________________
Carrie Olson
President of BAHA

