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GIFTS TO BAHA

Monetary donations for the maintenance of the McCreary-Greer House have come from:
Alice London Bishop, Carl Bunch, Lorna Byrne, Fredrica Drotos, Lesley Emmington, B.
Ferenstein, Sarah Gill, Paul Grunland, Inge Horton, Bill Jetton, Jill Korte & Peter Bur-
gess, Stephanie Manning, Wendy Markel, the Maybeck twins, Sylvia McLaughlin, Keith
Miller & Jackie Beth, Jean K. Reilly, Jerry Sulliger, and Anne Wagley. A donation to the
Kenney Cottage Fund came from Jill Korte. Books for the Archives were received from
Henrik Bull (The Blue Book of the Panama-Pacific International Exposition, 1915) and
Trish Hawthorne (Social Register of San Francisco, 1937 and 1940; California Month-
ly, special architectural issue, April 1954; Oakland Cultural Heritage Survey Manual,
1980).Daniella Thompson has donated a second Macintosh computer identical to the
office computer, thus allowing two people to work simultaneously. A BIG convenience!

ADA COMPLIANCE FOR BAHA
AT THE MCCREARY-GREER HOUSE

The Board of Directors is committed to making the McCreary-Greer House more com-
pliant with the Americans with Disabilities Act (ADA). This means making it possible
for those with mobility problems to have a usable path of travel from the sidewalk to
the BAHA offices on the first floor, and for office/research space to be usable by those
in wheelchairs. Among the first projects necessary to achieve our goals: repaving the
driveway and rebuilding the back porch—not only to accommodate a lift, but to make
a safe staircase and deck for everyone. The second phase of the project will include
installing a lift and creating a new, wider entry door that meets ADA requirements. The
new stairs, porch, and future lift will be at the rear of the building, just where the cur-
rent porch is located. The wider door will replace the south window of the office. We
consider these changes minimal and believe that they will not compromise the historic
character of the house.

While BAHA currently has funds for Phase 1 of the project. We are fundraising
for Phase 2. You will be hearing from us, requesting a donation for this long-overdue
project. Thank you in advance for supporting our effort.

The BAHA Newsletter is published quarterly by the Berkeley Architectural Heritage Association and is sent to all members
of the Association. Entire contents of this issue © 2010 by the Berkeley Architectural Heritage Association, P.O. Box 1137, Berke-
ley, California 94701. tel: 510-841-2242; e-mail: baha@berkeleyheritage.com; website: www.berkeleyheritage.com.

Produced September 2010. Contributing writers this issue: Susan Cerny
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At the upcoming general election, much is at stake for architectural preservation in Berkeley. On the
ballot is Measure R, the so-called Downtown Area Plan, which, if passed, may dramatically change the
face of our historic city center.

BAHA is endorsing a NO on Measure R vote. Measure R is fiscally irresponsible and too vague. It will
not bring back a vibrant and welcoming downtown, and it is not green—it takes approximately 65 years
for a green, energy-efficient new office building to recover the energy lost in demolishing an existing
building.

Furthermore, Measure R is yet another attempt to gut our Landmarks Preservation Ordinance, which
voters preserved only two years ago through a successful referendum.

See our website, www.berkeleyheritage.com, for a detailed analysis of Measure R.

In an ongoing effort to provide pertinent election information to our members, BAHA asked the fourteen
candidates running for City Council to answer three questions relating to pressing preservation issues.
Ten replied, and their answers are published in this issue (we did not hear from George Beier, Anthony
Di Donato, Jasper Kingeter, or Bernt Wahl). We thank the candidates for taking time to respond, and we

remind everyone that BAHA does not endorse candidates for public office.

Don’t forget to vote!

Terite A—

Daniella Thompson, President

— QUESTIONNAIRE FOrR CANDIDATES —

QUESTION 1. Do you support Measure R?
Specifically, how do you think its enactment would
affect historic resources in Downtown Berkeley?

District 1 Candidate Responses.

Linda Maio—I support Measure R for a number of
reasons. It will help shift housing development from
neighborhood commercial streets to the Downtown,
making it truly possible for some of the people who
commute now to live near their job-sites. Given Berke-
ley’s stark imbalance between a large number of jobs
and far fewer housing opportunities, additional housing
near jobs and transit will reduce commute traffic, pro-
tecting our neighborhoods and generally benefiting the
environment. As an added bonus, Measure R builds in
cutting-edge green features in both development stan-
dards and amenities. Additional housing Downtown
will bring added vitality, give our merchants a boost,
increase our business tax base, and add amenities that
will make Downtown a more desirable place to be. The

Council has a clear commitment to preserving our his-
toric legacy. BAHA and preservationists often help us
fully understand impacts of proposed development on
adjacent or nearby historic structures, as does our Land-
marks Preservation Commission. We value that interac-
tion and are influenced by this advice in our votes. I rely
heavily on it. There are numerous examples of Coun-
cil’s respect for our historic buildings. Measure R will
not destroy historic buildings. As the appellate body for
preservation decisions, the Council has repeatedly sup-
ported historic preservation. This will not change.
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Merrilie Mitchell —Measure R dramatically raises
height limits, allowing buildings up to 16 stories tall!
A building anywhere near that height would ruin the
historic character of central Berkeley. And, “R” extends
Downtown’s boundaries in every direction, more than
doubling the Downtown District. Measure R gives de-
velopers too much incentive to bulldoze landmarked
buildings and replace them with high rises.

District 4 Candidate Responses.

Jesse Arreguin—I am opposed to Measure R and I am
leading the campaign against it. Despite what propo-
nents claim, Measure R is not legally a plan. Measure
R needlessly delays adoption of a Downtown Plan for
several years and does not give the voters any real say
in the future of the Downtown. Measure R not only
throws out 5 years of community process but it also pro-
vides no real assurance that we will get the affordable
housing, open space and other community benefits that
it promises. What Measure R really does is get voter
acquiescence on several controversial proposals, such
as weakening our landmarks law. Specifically, the pro-

Landmark No. 24. — The Studio Building

Part of an early group of masonry buildings constructed to
replace downtown’s pioneer wood-frame buildings. Distin-
guished by a tile mansard roof and rounded window bays.
Set into the entrance is a mosaic palette and brushes and
the name “The Studio Building.” It was constructed by
Frederick H. Dakin and built for his company, which han-
dled investments in gold mines and real estate. A newspaper
account credits Dakin’s brother, California painter Edwin
Deakin, as the designer. (He was keen on providing studio
space for artists under one roof.) The Mason-McDuffie real
estate company occupied the ground floor until they built the

building across the street in 1928. Anthony Bruce, 2004.

posed Green Pathway in Measure R, will allow devel-
opers to submit an application for landmarks review.
However, if the Landmarks Commission is not able to
act within 90 days, then they are prevented from land-
marking while there is a pending use permit application,
even if the commission is backlogged with requests, or
there is new and important information which justifies a
landmarks designation. This similar Request for Deter-
mination process was included in Measure LL, which
voters soundly defeated in November 2008. As a former
BAHA Board member and someone who worked hard
to defeat Measure LL, I am really concerned about the
impact that Measure R will have on historic resources
Downtown. Measure R also designates an expanded
Downtown area, which now includes residential neigh-
borhoods around the Downtown core. Measure R not
only fails to include adequate protections from overde-
velopment in these neighborhoods, but could make it
easier to demolish older buildings, which is not green at
all. For more information about Measure R visit www.
FactsAboutMeasureR.org

Jim Novosel —I support Measure R which is also sup-
ported by the Sierra Club, the Wellstone Democratic
Club, the Berkeley Democratic Club and other envi-
ronment groups as a way to move past the building
height wars that have dominated the dialogue on the
Downtown Plan for several years. Its enactment will
not affect our cherished historic building resources. Tall
buildings fit comfortably with short ones. Look at how
comfortable the Wells Fargo Building stands next to
the 2-story Bentley’s building. Or, look how Cancun
Taqueria (old YWCA) sits between the 7-story Gaia
Building and the Brower Center. The Downtown is a
mixture of tall and short buildings as well as different
styles that merge together creating its unique character
and setting. Furthermore, I will propose as the Coun-
cil member for District 4, the creation of a Downtown
Landmark District where there are clusters of historic
buildings. This will ensure that our cherished building
heritage will be respected as new buildings are designed
and proposed.

Eric Panzer —I strongly favor Measure R. Measure R
will bring needed jobs and homes to Downtown Berke-
ley. New workers and residents will patronize our local
businesses, generate tax dollars, and add to Berkeley’s
vitality. Measure R encourages the green growth we
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want and need and helps us achieve our environmental
objectives. Measure R responds creatively and flexibly
to recent economic conditions and judicial rulings. For
green projects that meet our affordability goals, the
Green Pathway will untangle Berkeley’s labyrinthine
planning process. There are many buildings in Down-
town Berkeley that are truly worthy of our veneration
and protection; Measure R will in no way jeopardize
these historic gems. I can think of few better ways to
promote and interact with our architectural heritage
than to construct high quality, environmentally con-
scious, farsighted new buildings to stand proudly
and harmoniously alongside the old. I join the Sierra
Club, Assemblywoman Skinner, Mayor Bates, and the
League of Women Voters in wholeheartedly supporting
Measure R.

District 7 Candidate Responses.

Cecilia Rosales— Yes, I support Measure R. According
to the argument in favor of measure R it “preserves his-
toric and cultural resources. The new Plan will ensure
that a comprehensive, independent analysis of potential
impacts on historic sites will be reviewed by the Land-
marks Preservation Commission prior to approving any
project.” I am running for office because I want to see
Berkeley move forward with sustainable economic de-
velopment and, to me, this means sustaining the histori-
cal gems of Berkeley. Our architectural and historical
structures and sites are a vital part of our identity as a
city and as a community. I expect that historic resources
in Downtown Berkeley would be evaluated, protected
and preserved and the Landmarks Preservation Com-
mission will lead the effort by reviewing permits and
designating sites and structures of special historical and
architectural interest.

Kriss Worthington —Berkeley deserves a progressive
Downtown Plan that includes real affordable housing
for the poor, disabled and seniors, workforce housing
for families and young adults, transit improvements,
and stronger labor and environmental standards. Un-
fortunately there is no actual plan on this ballot. Mea-
sure R is a plan to have a plan, someday. It is one more
needless delay after years of needless delay. I am fo-
cused less on building heights and more on affordabil-
ity. I have successfully fought for hundreds of beds of
student housing, and am still fighting for more. I pro-
posed and won millions of dollars for affordable hous-

T —

Landmark No. 273. — S. J. Sill & Co.
James W. Plachek, 1915

THIS traditional downtown building has a steel frame, is
finished in tan pressed brick, and retains its original ap-
pearance. The building was commissioned for S. J. Sill by
William Acheson, who with his mother and two brothers
owned the entire north side of University Avenue between
Shattuck and Oxford. In 1964, Berkeley Hardware, took
over the retail space. Plachek Collection, BAHA Archives.

ing. I opposed a project with 7 affordable units out of
97. When it returned with 97 affordable units I became
its activist champion. These are the kinds of issues I
focus on. The proposed labor standard would apply to
few, if any buildings. Lowest common denominator may
be good enough in math but it is not good enough for
Berkeley.AC Transit sent two letters requesting Down-
town transit improvements. [ have repeatedly supported
making most of those kinds of changes. For decades I
have sponsored items for a downtown creek restoration/
pedestrian walkway. I succeeded at getting many pro-
gressive amendments in the Climate Action plan and I
am preparing to propose progressive amendments when
we actually get to this plan. Given all the expenditures
and delay of this measure, it would have been better to
adopt a consensus plan and have 95% of the policy in
place already. Although Measure LL was voted down
by the voters, this is another assault on landmarks, but
this time wrapped up in positive sounding language that
actually does very little.

District 8 Candidate Responses.

Stewart Jones—Although I believe that Berkeley’s
Downtown needs revitalization, I do not support Mea-
sure R. Measure R is an unfortunate example of “green”
washed rhetoric that does not even require stringent
green building standards, nor does it acknowledge the
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importance of embodied energy and recognize that re-
use of older buildings is the best “green.” Rather, it
promotes new zoning for out-of-scale corporate devel-
opment which would make the Downtown a less en-
joyable place for Berkeley’s commercial and residential
life. Measure R will fast track the Landmarks process
for the developers’ advantage while threatening our his-
toric resources. It is another attempt by the City Council
to undermine the Landmarks Preservation Ordinance,
which Berkeley voted to keep in place in the 2008 elec-
tions — thanks in large part to BAHA members.

Jacquelyn McCormick —Berkeley should be the lead-
er in green, sustainable redevelopment options that will
not only save our environment but also provide for long
term revenue growth both for the businesses and for our
city. Our downtown area, including Telegraph Avenue,
needs to be revived. I see Measure R as a vision state-
ment, not a viable plan for appropriate and sustainable
development. There are other plans, ready to be imple-
mented, that were built on consensus. These plans have
actual mandates for green development and for commu-
nity benefits. Measure R provides for an entirely new
plan, to be developed by staff and City Council and ap-
plied in an arbitrary manner. There is no real traffic plan
to support the additional rise in downtown population
for businesses or residential buildings. In order to pre-
serve the original Landmarks Preservation Ordinance,
the voters voted no on Measure LL in 2008. Measure
R, once again, attempts to circumvent the landmarks or-
dinance by truncating the time for the Landmarks Com-
mission to respond to development project impacts on
our existing buildings.

Gordon Wozniak—I support Measure R because 1
want to revitalize the Downtown. For five years the

Community has been debating how to create the per-
fect Downtown plan. While we have been debating
perfection, the Downtown has continued to stagnate.
Rather than spend an additional five years searching for
perfection, it is time to try a modest experiment to see
if we can actually improve our Downtown. Measure R
policies would require that buildings be constructed to
high green standards with specified public benefits. A
“green pathway” would streamline the permit process
for developers who voluntarily offer additional public
benefits. It will result in major public improvements,
such as, plazas, wider sidewalks, and “park blocks”.
Measure R requires new development to be reviewed
by the Landmarks Preservation Commission and does
not allow the demolition of historic buildings. Historic
resources in the Downtown will be protected.

QUESTION 2.
Measure R would allow two mixed-use buildings and
one hotel that could reach 180 feet in height and be
located anywhere within the Downtown Core. Should
Downtown Berkeley have any new buildings taller than
120 feet? Please elaborate.

District 1 Candidate Responses.

Linda Maio—The two tallest buildings we presently
have Downtown are around 180 feet high. The number

Landmark No. 179. — Heywood Building

A visually pleasing aspect of old Downtown buildings is often their elaborate decoration.
The modern movement stripped the “unnecessary” decoration from buildings in order
to emphasize the essence of a structure, but the older Downtown Berkeley buildings are
embellished with examples of architectural decoration that break the monotony of mod-
ernism. A good example is the Heywood Building at 2014 Shattuck Avenue. It is a small,
two-story commercial building that is only one retail-space wide, but it is the only building
in Berkeley where terra cotta is used in such a lush and decorative manner. The fagcade
is clad in elaborately detailed terra cotta glazed white and accented with pale blue and
green. Plachek Collection, BAHA Archives.

James W. Plachek, 1917
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Landmark No. 41. — Kress Building
Edward F. Sibbert, Jr., 1932

Alone among the five-and-dime chains that clustered on America’s Main Streets, Kress
began building its own stores in 1909, relying on an in-house architectural division. In
1931, Kress announced that it was going to build in a new style and modernize Main
Street. The company had hired Brooklyn-born Edward Frederick Sibbert, Jr., in 1929,
who became Kress’s chief architect and designed more than 50 stores in 25 years. For-
tunately for Berkeley, Kress decided to build here when Sibbert was already on board.
His Art Deco buildings are the most distinctive and the best remembered of the Kress
stores, the Berkeley store being an excellent example. Anthony Bruce, 2004.

of prospective development sites within the Downtown
core is very limited. To help achieve a more desirable
density of housing Downtown, Measure R will permit
up to three additional carefully sited buildings in the
core--two for homes, one for a hotel--at heights no
greater than those we have now. Clearly, design and
quality are key. The proposed height is intended to
make it financially feasible to build and keep rents or
purchase prices realistic. The new Arpeggio building on
Center St. is 9 stories, which I am estimating to be about
120 ft. Due to the cost of construction at this height
(steel frame is required), the units are being marketed
at $800,000, way out of reach of the average employee.
The proposed height in the Plan will make apartments a
lot more affordable and provide more opportunities for
commuters to live near where they work. More housing
density near jobs, greater affordability, is the aim. The
hotel prospect is important to our tax base. Visitors are
presently going elsewhere, to adjoining cities, for their
hotel needs. That makes no sense.

Merrilie Mitchell —Downtown should not have any
new buildings over 87 FEET, the Height Limit in
Berkeley’s existing Downtown Plan. Seven stories and
87 feet is tall enough for any building in Berkeley. Cen-
tral Berkeley is already very densely developed. We do
not need high-rise buildings Downtown. We do need to
protect Downtown’s sunshine, fresh air, and trees, and
we must insist on sparkling clean sidewalks.

District 4 Candidate Responses.

Jesse Arreguin—While the proponents claim that
Measure R is just about a few buildings no taller than
“our existing tall buildings”, that is simply not true.
Measure R “advises” the City Council to include build-
ings at up to 180 feet if the City Council develops a

Downtown Plan. Berkeley City Attorney Zach Cowan
said during the Council’s discussion about Measure R,
that Section 4 of the measure, the section that includes
the heights and limits on the number of taller buildings,
is not legally binding. So the Council could conceiv-
ably pass a plan that allows for buildings above 180
feet and allows for a greater number of these towers.
Additionally, a developer could be eligible for a density
bonus under state law, which would allow the building
to exceed the 180 foot height limit. Also, there is not
limit on the heights and number of taller buildings that
the University can build in Measure R. I do not believe
that we need to build buildings above 120 feet to create
the housing we need and to revitalize Downtown. We
have had many new housing developments in the last
10 years that have been at or below 120 feet. There is
no reason why we need to allow developers to go above
that height. Anything taller would not only dramatically
change the character of our community, it would com-
promise the historic character of the Downtown and
create pressure to demolish properties with older and
historic buildings. It would also affect our quality of life
by obstructing views and covering Downtown streets in
shadow making the area undesirable for residents and
visitors.

Jim Novosel —The building height issue is one that
has caused the most controversy with all of the Plans
that have been devised in the last 5 years. Otherwise,
all these Plans contain the same provisions and goals
for green buildings, affordable housing and continued
economic revitalization. To decide the height issue,
the Council placed Measure R as a “sense” motion. It
asks citizens to support the idea that 3 hypothetical new
buildings, located immediately around the BART sta-
tion, could be built up to the height of our two existing
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tall buildings. The 180’ height is a reasonable compro-
mise from the DAPAC public proceedings which ap-
proved a 225’ height for tall buildings. I believe that
our Downtown can comfortably support these 3 new
buildings and that they will positively affect the Down-
town’s historic character and urban life. Our present
two tall buildings are not so beautiful that they should
stand forever alone as representing the best that we can
build. New energy efficient and green buildings could
establish the identity of our Downtown as the center of
Berkeley’s public life and as an important place to live,
visit and explore. These buildings must be carefully de-
signed and as a Council member I will propose that at
least 20% of the building’s land must be dedicated to
landscaping and public open space. An example of such
a building idea is the 5-story, 60-unit residence at 2161
Allston Way across from the Brower Center. A mag-
nificent 80 year old oak tree was saved and 25% of the
land was dedicated to a public courtyard and a through-
block pedestrian walkway. These features become pub-
lic amenities that enliven our city life, and make living
in a city enjoyable, friendly and interesting.

Eric Panzer — Yes. Berkeley has strong stated commit-
ments to combating climate change, providing housing,
and preserving the character of residential neighbor-
hoods. Allowing modest density downtown helps us
meet these commitments. If we are to encourage tran-
sit use and environmentally friendly lifestyles that are
conscious of resource and energy use, we must have
more housing close to our transit hubs and employment
centers. Berkeley must not merely pay lip-service to its
environmental and housing objectives. Allowing three
buildings of heights less than or equal to our current
tallest is a very modest way to achieve that crucial hous-
ing and move towards these goals. These buildings will
enhance Berkeley’s livability, quality of life, and vital-
ity by providing high-quality housing for our citizens,
new patrons and job opportunities, as well as resources
for improved public spaces.

District 7 Candidate Responses.

Cecilia Rosales—Development of Downtown Berke-
ley is overdue. As a city that is host to one of the most
respected universities in the country, we need sustain-
able development and we can do this by tapping into
the vibrant 35,000 to 40,000 people who work, live or
study on campus. Berkeley needs thriving businesses

that can support this population. A revitalized Down-
town will attract and create new jobs. It will increase
our economic vitality and it will provide the resources
to improve public safety and strengthen and grow the
tax base so that community does not rely heavily on our
homeowners, tenants and students to provide resources
that improve our quality of life. Measure R states that
the new Plan “allows two residential buildings and one
hotel no higher than the Wells Fargo and Great West-
ern Buildings.” From this description I assume that the
two residential buildings will be 120 feet high and the
hotel, about 180 feet in height. I do not have any prob-
lems with the height suggestions. I think these building
heights are a good fit in the downtown and not in other
parts of the city.

Kriss Worthington—Some people seem to believe
in Trickle-Down Development, where anything that is
built is automatically good for the community, because
it creates construction jobs and creates permanent hous-
ing or retail or office space. This neglects to understand
the externalization of the costs of affordable housing,
open space, transit and parking, and labor policies for
the workers. My concern for the downtown is not fo-
cused primarily on the height of the buildings, but more
on the lack of affordability in housing, and labor poli-
cies that apply only on buildings with more than 100
units. That means the labor policies will rarely if ever
be applied. The absence of an affordable housing policy
to replace the inclusionary ordinance which was wiped
out on rental construction by the Palmer decision, is a
significant flaw.

District 8 Candidate Responses.

Stewart Jones—Downtown Berkeley should have
no new buildings taller than 120 feet as proposed by
Measure R. Such large projects would appear to only
address the needs of UC management and corporate
developers rather than those of Berkeley’s citizens. 1
believe Berkeley can stimulate economic development
in the downtown without having to build skyscrapers.
The existing Downtown Area Plan already allows for
appropriate density increases, just look at all the recent
development. While we are expected to address urban
sprawl, we should not cut off our nose to spite our face
and compromise our own quality of life in the process.
Instead of building a high-rise hotel and condominium
tower at the Bank of America site, let’s plan a plaza
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and a market hall featuring local enterprise and sus-
tainable agriculture that reflects the City’s values and
would stimulate economic vitality.

Jacquelyn McCormick—Most Berkeley citizens be-
lieve that preserving the city’s historic buildings is in-
tegral in keeping Berkeley’s charm and architectural
character. I have heard no compelling reason to have
buildings taller that those that currently exist.

Gordon Wozniak —Under Measure R, the maximum
height in the Downtown would be five stories, with five
exceptions. Three new buildings could be as tall as the
Wells Fargo building, but would be restricted to loca-
tions with one block of the BART station. Two build-
ings could be on intermediate height. Concentrating
housing and future growth in the Downtown will make
Berkeley greener and relieve development pressure and
traffic impacts in our neighborhoods. Yes, Berkeley
should allow a limited number of buildings as tall as
the Wells Fargo building, which is 180 feet.

Question 3. The University of California is expanding
beyond the campus. Should new UC buildings outside
the campus conform to the City of Berkeley’s zoning
laws as regards height and bulk?

District 1 Candidate Responses.

Linda Maio— Yes. The University has entered into
agreements with the City regarding the height of off-
campus University buildings. Good neighbors, good
citizens, play by the rules. The University needs to be
a good “institutional citizen” and follow the rules of the
city that hosts it. T expect the University to abide by
Berkeley’s standards and will work to develop agree-
ments to that effect.

Merrilie Mitchell—Absolutely! U. C. development
should conform with our City’s zoning laws. The City
Council should be enforcing Measure N, which was
adopted by Berkeley voters 22 years ago by a 70% to

30% margin. Measure N was put on the ballot by then
Mayor (and now State Senator) Loni Hancock. Measure
N states: “1. It shall be the policy of the City of Berke-
ley that all land use plans, development and expansion
by public agencies follow city laws, the City’s General
Plan and Zoning Ordinance and the California Envi-
ronmental Quality Act.” [and] “2. The City Manager
and the elected representative of the City of Berkeley
shall use all available lawful means to ensure that pub-
lic agencies abide by the rules and laws of the city...”
Measure R would negate the intent of Measure N. by
dramatically raising height limits in a radically expand-
ed Downtown, so as to accommodate UC’s large-scale
expansion plans.

District 4 Candidate Responses.

Jesse Arreguin— Yes absolutely. Unfortunately, UC is
exempt from local zoning laws, however, I would not
only lobby the University to follow city zoning laws,
but I would work on the state wide level to make sure
that legislation is introduced to require UC to conform
to local land use regulations. However, we need to make
sure that any re-zoning does not allow for out of scale
development, thus enabling the University to build at
dramatically increased heights. Another important is-
sue are the fiscal impacts of new UC development. The
2004 city commissioned Fiscal Impact Study roughly
estimated that the fiscal impacts of the University on the
city is $13 million a year. The secret settlement agree-
ment with UC capped the amount of compensation at
$1.2 million a year. In 1988, 75% of Berkeley voters
enacted a city policy (Measure N) to “use all available
lawful means” to require UC to “abide by the rules and
laws of the city and . . . pay taxes and fees . . . to sup-
port their fair share of city services.” This policy was
ignored by the City Council in 2005 when it entered
into the LRDP settlement agreement, and has been ig-
nored by the University. I would support re-opening
the settlement agreement to require the University to
increase its compensation for fiscal impacts, but ensure
that in the future, that the City is adequately compen-
sated for the impacts that new UC development has on
our streets, sewers, storm drains, police, fire and other
public services.

Jim Novosel —The DAPAC proceedings had supported
the expansion of the University beyond its historic Ox-
ford Street border. These proceeding also established
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height limitations to which the University has agreed.
These heights will become our zoning laws as regards
the height and bulk of buildings once the Downtown
Plan is created. What is now important is to consider
is how the University will develop our streets and open
spaces as they develop their property. We first need to
establish the Downtown Plan so that the University
can be informed of the City’s requirements. I believe
that the University should bring the natural features of
the campus onto its Downtown properties it develops
them. I envision rows of trees, park like courtyards and
a string of natural mid-block path ways stretching from
Ohlone Way at Hearst Street along Walnut Street, Uni-
versity Hall, Terminal Place and alongside the new Art
Museum to the proposed Center Street Public Square.
Without a Downtown Plan, we will lose the opportu-
nity to guide the University on how it can improve our
streets and open spaces.

Eric Panzer —Ideally, the University would choose
to comply with Berkeley’s zoning laws for buildings
constructed outside the main campus. Nevertheless,
state laws grant the University latitude to disregard the
city’s stated zoning; this creates conflict and results in
the expenditure of precious resources. The City and the
University should and have worked together to create
mutually beneficial plans. Neither the City nor the Uni-
versity can thrive without the other; I support pragmatic
plans and policies that strive for compromise and reflect
needs on both sides of this symbiotic relationship.

District 7 Candidate Responses.

Cecilia Rosales—I believe new UC buildings should
confirm to the City of Berkeley’s zoning laws. The cam-
pus is a valuable mix of open space and buildings. It is
a beautiful campus and it can add to the quality of life
for Berkeley. UC Berkeley is a popular campus and for
good reason many people would like to attend it. Since
their property is within City limits, then they should
be made to observe Berkeley’s zoning laws regarding
height and bulk, just as other property owners have to
comply with those laws. I want to see buildings that
will enhance and blend in with the environment with a
creativity that I find lacking in many new building con-
structions, like that of the new Trader Joe’s building.
It looks like a box and feels like a box. It crowds the
public sidewalk. Is that the best our architects can come
up with? I do not think so. Berkeley is a great City and

we can do better. We need to move Berkeley forward
while preserving the best of our past.

Kriss Worthington— Yes. The U.C. highest level of
administration seems to be constantly acting in disre-
gard for what is best for the students, or the employees,
or the faculty, or the neighborhoods, or the City. The
City should be standing up for and with all those groups
to advocate that the Administration should treat peo-
ple and the environment with more respect. While the
University Administration gives lip service to respect-
ing City zoning laws, that usually seems to mean they
might think about it, but there is no requirement to obey
the zoning laws. Similarly they recently removed more
property from the tax rolls. The City should be working
in solidarity with the students and employees against
the UC administration’s insensitive policies.

District 8 Candidate Responses.

Stewart Jones— Yes, the University should conform,
but it is a Catch 22 because Measure R, as proposed by
the City Council, is specifically written to accommodate
the University by changing Berkeley’s zoning laws.
People need to remember that the current City Coun-
cil has already capitulated to the University and made
deals favoring the planning interests of the UC rather
than interests of the tax payers, residents and existing
small businesses. The City Council’s Settlement with
the University over the 2020 UC LRDP gave UC con-
trol of our Downtown planning process (West Berkeley
is next). I believe the City must expect the University
to adhere to the existing zoning laws that already pro-
vide appropriate incentives for a revitalized and dense
downtown as regards to height and bulk.

Jacquelyn McCormick—Today, the University could
build as tall as they choose. The city must work closely
with the university to ensure that any of their develop-
ment complies with Berkeley’s zoning laws with regard
to height and bulk. It is my opinion that the current He-
lios project at Hearst and Oxford does not comply.

Gordon Wozniak— As a State agency, the University
of California is not legally bound by the City’s land use
and zoning controls. It had, however, agreed to abide
by the Downtown Area Plan passed by the Council in
2009.
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WELCOME NEW MEMBERS...

BAHA welcomes the following people who have joined
BAHA since the last Newsletter went out. Tell your
friends about BAHA and encourage them to join, too!

John J. Cullen ¢ Michael Kirkish e Lillian Mitchell
Lynne Palmer ¢ Hellen Quan ¢ Stephen Randall
Sally & Dennis Smith

... AND MEMBERS RENEWED!

David Baker, Ralph Benson, Gerhard
Blendstrup, Beverley Bolt, Annie-May de
Bresson, Robert Breuer, Mary Breunig,
Kay Bristol, Anthony Bruce, Frances
Burnette;

A. Elliott & Dora Lee Castello, Haideh
Chew, Karen Cilman, Courtney Clarkson,
Alan J. Cohen;

John Ferrari, Angelica Forti-Lewis, Nan-
cy Francis, Rod Freeland & Ann May,
Grace Fretter;

George Ann Garms, Evelyn Goodman,
Richard & Gretchen Grant, Ellen Gunther,
Dolly Gurrola;

Eric Haesloop, Craig Harper, Jacci Har-
ris, George Harter, Mark Headley &
Christina Pehl, Becky Hemann, Louise
Hendry, Tony Henning, Ranki Herman,
Dixie Hersh, Frederick C. Hertz, Valerie
Heusinkveld, Ward G. Higgins, Rosalie
Holtz, Marion & Jeff Hunt;

Kathleen Kahn, Ed Kallgren, Neil S.
Kaplan, Judith Kays, Robert & Diana
Kehlmann, Greg Keller, Colette Kelley,
Fred Kellogg, Rob Kelly, Bob Kelly-
Thomas, Ann Killebrew, Bonnie Killip,
Walt Klemchuk, Frederic Knapp, Sara P.
Knight, David Knoll, Klara Komorous-

Towey, Dorcas Kowalski, T. H. Kraus,
Fred & Robbin Kroger, Alan & Deborah
Kropp, Eileen Kumetat;

Stephen Lakatos & Miriam Ng, Marcy
Lamprech, Landmark Heritage Founda-
tion, Robert Lane, Jim Lantz, Donald
Larsen, Judith Laws, Edward Lee &
Rhonda Richter, Kenneth Lee, Julie Le-
hman, Marsha Kay Lehmer, Leimkuhler
& Wilk Family, Lorraine Lerman, Sally
Levinson, Norman & Audrey Lewak,
Eleanor Lindgren, John & Kitty Lindow,
Mary & Ron Loar, Jonathan Logan, Su-
sanna Lombardi, Michael Lonergan, Al-
fredo & Vivian Lopez, Deena Love, M.
Lovell, Yorkman Lowe, Waverly Lowell,
Thalia Lubin, Guy Lubroth, Barbara Lun-
dburg, Tim Lundgren, Jane Lundin, Diane
Lynch;

Kathy & Gerry McClelland, Mary Mac-
Donald, Dorothy Jane Mack, C Magowan,
Timothy Maiden, Richard Marcus, Tamia
Marq, Michelle Martin, Peggy Martin,
Daisy Marshall, Suzanne Masuret, Nestor
Matthews, Marlon Maus, Patrick McCa-
be, Kathy McCarthy, Ann McClain, Mary
K. McConnon, Yvonne & John McCredie,
Kerry McDaniel, Ellen McKaskle, Jane
McKinne-Mayer, Monique McNitt, Ger-

aldine M. McTigue, Donna Mehrten, Susan
Messina, Anne Meyer, Christina & Michael
Meyer, Leslie & Ida Michael, Jeanne Miller,
Pati & Greg Mitchell, Prof. Mia M. Mochi-
zuki, Lawrence E. Moehrke, Sudhish Mohin-
droo, Mary Montali, Rosalind T. Morf, David
Morris, Jeff Morse, David Mostardi & Arlene
Baxter, Joan Mueller, Robert & Nancy Muel-
ler, Joyce Muns;

Julie Nachtwey, Doris Nassiry, Colleen Neff,
Juanita Neilands, William Newton, Gretchen
Nicholson, Mrs. William Nicholson, Martha
Nicoloff, John & Mary Lee Noonan, Burt
Norall, Frank A. Norick, Sheri Novak;

Gaby Olander, Barbara Oliver, Donna Oliver,
Linda Oliver, Valorie Olsen, Jana Olson &
Roger Carr, Karen Olson, George Oram, Lor-
raine Osmundson;

Kathleen Pacheco, Jan Papps, Loren W. Par-
tridge, MaryJane & Bob Pauley, Beverly Ped-
ersen, Terry Pedersen, Anita Pender, Linda &
Tim Perry, Aida Peterson, Gary Peterson, Kirk
Peterson Associaes, Margaret Phillips, Xan-
thippe Phillips, Betty Pillsbury, Wendy Polivka
& Evan Painter, Zetta Lynne Poli;

Suzanne Renne, Claudia G. Reet, Diane Re-
sek, John N. Roberts, William Roberts, Helen
E. Rogers, Linda Rose, Linda Rosen, Elsie
Rovenaugh, Patricia Russell

Sandra Sackman, Joel Saldinger, Ken & Mar-
jorie Sauer, Susie Schevill & Robert Sinai, Pe-
ter Schorer, Steve Sekiguchi, Scott Selmanoff,
Ray Serb, Brenda Shank, Lindsey Shere,
Robert Shimshak, Elizabeth Shugart, Sam &
Barbara Skelly, Sherrick Slattery, Rachel Slon-
icki, Grace G. Smith, Morgan Smith, Roger
Smith & Gene Erickson, Phoebe Sorgen, Sallie
Stockton, Carol Stone, Judy Stonefield, Karlyn
Strand, Jason Strauss, Kathleen E. Sullivan,
Siri Swan, Tricia Swift, Joan Symonds;

Tarpoff & Talbert, Ann & Dickran Tashjian,
Edie Taylor, David Teece, Joyce Temby, Dene
R. Thaler, Judith Thomas, Mary A. Thompson,

Ellen E. Thomsen, Pate & Judy Thomson, Megan
Thurmond-Smith, Pat Todhunter, Margaret Jory
Tracy, Rebecca & Robert Tracy, Robin Boyce
Trubitt;

Brian Ullensvang, Clem & John Underhill;

Dean Yabuki, Joji Yokoi;

Alison Zaremba & Dan Marvin, Jeanette Zerneke,
Edith Zinn.

CONTRIBUTING
Bruce Aidells, Carl Bunch, Jean & Roger Moss,
Jerry Sulliger.

IN MEMORIAM

o L.

Robert Walsh Birge

Ruth Friedman

Turner Mead Kibbey

Dr. Chester Weseman
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Shattuck at Kittredge in 1905. Postcard courtesy Anthony Bruce.



UP - COMING

OCT 17 — FREE WALKING TOUR
“Acheson Block Neighborhood” —historic
heart of downtown amid 21st-century devel-
opments. Led by Lesley Emmington. Meet at
the northeast corner of University and Shat-
tuck avenues at 11:00. To reserve: 510-841-
2242 or baha@berkeleyheritage.

DEC 9 — BAHA HOLIDAY OPEN HOUSE
BAHA will host its annual Holiday Open
House on Thursday, December 9, from 4 to 7
o’clock, at the McCreary-Greer House, 2318
Durant Avenue. Inge S. Horton, author of the
just-released Early Women Architects of the
San Francisco Bay Area: The Lives and Work
of Fifty Professionals, 1890—1951 will be on
hand to sign books and answer questions. In-
ge’s book is crammed with photographs and
information on fifty lesser-known women ar-
chitects. This is a must-have book for those
interested in local architecture. Refreshments
will be served and, of course, BAHA’s own
publications—including our best selling 4/
Berkeley Walking Tours—will be available
for holiday shopping.

The Palache ranch in the late 19th century.

CLAREMONT’S OLDEST HOUSE FOR SALE

The Palache House, built about 1870 as a
ranch house and remodeled by architect
Walter Ratcliff in 1921, is for sale. Located
in Claremont Court, it is the oldest surviving
house in the entire Claremont neighborhood.
Considered a showplace in the 19th century,
with its arbors, garden, and apricot orchard,
the house remains a showplace in the 21st,
with warm wood paneling, leaded glass,
and manicured grounds. BAHA members
know the Palache House from house tours
and music events held there over the years.

Palache House today. Anthony Bruce



