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arin and Sonoma Counties are at a - 

Z _cross roads that will determine their 

hs  Jand use and transportation patterns 

for future genetations. In Sonoma County 

especially, population growth rates have been 

above regional levels. Although local and 

~ state authorities have proposed various 

transportation improvements, traffic forecasts 

predict that these plans will fall short of 

. satisfying the rapid growth in travel demands. 

In response to the cars that continue to pack 

onto this limited stretch of roadway and the 

increasing frustration levels of commuters, _ 

‘the Sonoma County Transportation Author- 

ity, Marin Countywide Planning Agency and 

~ Caltrans sponsored a Joint Planning Team | 

JPT) effort to create a Sonoma/ Marin 

Multi-Modal Transportation and Land Use 

Study. The $400,000 study aimed at 

¢ determining the most efficient way to 

__ spend public money on transportation. 

improvements 

* creating a pattern of land use that takes 

advantage of transportation options. 

"© maintaining a high quality of life for 

Marin and Sonoma County residents. 

- In 1996 the JPT hited Calthorpe Associates 

to conduct a study and recommend a plan 

_ .that would be acceptable to both counties 

and gain public support. Out of the consult- 

ant teams considered, Calthorpe was one of 

only two led by a land use-based firm: The 

first phase of the study analyzed existing _ 

conditions and planning documents for 

- Opportunities to create compact land use, 

pedestrian and transit oriented development. 

This preliminary land use and transportation 

assessment found that the existing 101 

corridor has no additional capacity beyond | 

: the proposed additions of HOV lanes, and . 

| much of their capacity would be used by | 

_ existing travel demand. The study recom- — 

mends a "Preferred Alternative" which uses 

a combination of transportation solutions | 

-which go beyond highway improvements 

and look to public transit for additional 
X . 

relief. 

Sonoma and Marin Counties have now 

accepted this study to use as a basis for a 

reintroducing previously failed sales tax _ 

initiatives to pay for implementing projects _ 

designed to create a more efficient transpor- 

tation network and urban form. The 1989 

sales tax initiatives failed because at the time 

there was no.comprehensive transportation 

- plan to guide fund allocations and therefore 

the voters were unclear on how the money 

would be spent. There was also a perception | 

that all the funding would go to light rail, 

which was seen as infeasible. City and 

County governments were concerned that a 

successful rail system would require general - 

plan amendments, urban growth boundary | 

adjustments and alterations to existing land - 

use plans. A rift between the environmental 

and development communities derived from 

a perception that transportatiom projects 

‘would bring new development and therefore 

" worsen congestion. 

The preliminary assessment also found that . 

many areas in Sonoma and Marin Counties - 

had existing concentrated growth and transit 

oriented development as well as ~ 

|. Jopportunity areas? suitable for targeting. 

more concentrated land use. Many towns 

along the 101 corridor historically grew 

around Northwestern Pacific Railroad train 

stations. As such, jobs and housing devel- 

oped together and the resulting land use 

. (continued on page 4) © 
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by Wendy Cosin, AICP | Oo . 

_ In Steve Scholl’s essay last month,. “Planning, zoning, and chain stores” , he uses the 
Berkeley example of Hollywood Video vs. Reel Video to examine the complexity of 
using the zoning process to address business ‘ownership issues. I will continue discus- 
sion of this topic by providing more information about the video store controversy as 

.well as other local examples. . : 

After City Council approval of Hollywood Video, the neighborhood threatened a 
boycott of the business. A boycott would probably have compromised the business 
and would have projected an anti-business attitude in Berkeley at a time when the 
City.is working to change that’ perception. The City’s challenge was to assist in 
resolving this problem. Hollywood Video’s agreement to sub-lease the property to © 
Reel Video represented an n extraordinary example of a win-win conclusion toa land — 
use dispute. 

First, it is important to recognize that the City and neighborhood support for Reel 
Video was based on more than the fact that it is not a national chain store. The idea _ 
for Reel Video grew out of the web site Reel.com which provides movie buffs any- ( 
where in the country the opportunity to rent or purchase any movie ever released on ~ 

_ video. Reel Video saw an opportunity in Berkeley to market to a sophisticated movie 
culture which would support a walk-in rental business that complemented their 

nationwide mail order business. 

One of the main points in last month’s essay was that, from a planning perspective, 
the two projects were essentially alike. Actually, the operating characteristics of Reel 
Video differ from a typical video outlet. Since Reel Video has approximately 35,000 
older movies, customers are allowed to keep such films for five days. This minimizes 
neighborhood conflicts by spreading traffic.and parking demand over a wider period 
of time, rather than the usual Friday and Saturday evening rush. : 

- Reel Video also recognized the need to work with the neighborhood right from the 

beginning. For example, they agreed to close an hour earlier than had been planned, 

they worked with the City to close a driveway onto a residential street and to improve 

access with a new median cut and left turn lane, and they will soon be installing video ( 

_ drop-off boxes in other locations in the city. ~~ 

A story with a happy ending — the consequence of an active citizen effort and 

government assistance is that nearby residents live with a compatible business, 

Hollywood Video avoided a variety of potential problems, Reel.com successfully 

opened a retail outlet, and the > City of Berkeley will realize significant sales tax 

benefits from Reel:com’s nationwide business. In other situations, Berkeley has also 

utilized land use regulations and findings protect important neighborhood uses, such. 
as grocery stores and local theaters. 

Tel: 510/540-0655 

. e-mail: jcook@ced. berkeley.edu 

} 2836B Regent Street . 
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The Bulletin Board section 

of the- Northern News is 

intended to provide a 

forum for individuals fo . 

provide the membership 

with information about 

events or current topics. 

If you would like to submit 

an item for the Bulletin 

Board section, contact the 

~ Newsletter Editor at (510) 

540-0655. 

BULLETIN BOARD 

BALSA, the Bay Area Life Sciences Alliance, 

has named five finalists in the UCSF Mission 

~ Bay Master Plan Competition. The firms 

will compete for selection to develop a mas- 
ter.plan for the Mission Bay site of the Uni- 

versity of California San Francisco (UCSF). 

missioned by BALSA to prepare the detailed | 

‘Master Plan documents required to guide the 

phased development of the new UCSF site. 
In addition, BALSA’s intention is to com- 

mission the competition winner to design a 

“signature building for the new site. The 

Master Plan and all building plans will be 

|. submitted to the UC Regents. - 

BALSA was established in late 1996 as a San 

~ Francisco-based, privately funded non-profit 

corporation to promote life sciences in the 

Bay Area. Its initial effort has been focused 

tion for the development of UCSF’s 5 Major 

new site in Mission Bay. 

All five finalist teams include a San Francisco 

based architecture firm to help ensure local 

_ involvement and knowledge of the site and _ 

the city. The firms heading the finalist teams 

are Machado.and Silvetti Associates, Shin 

Takamatsu Architect & Associates, Solomon 

Architecture and Urban Design, Steven Holl 

Architects, and STUDIOS Architecture. 

perience in working to develop community- 

based designs,” said Clifford Graves, presi- 

dent of BALSA. “We're looking forward to 

- design models in October.” 

“We're very appreciate of the efforts put 

forth by BALSA to facilitate the design of a 

dynamic environment for UCSF’s Mission 

- Bay site,” said Bruce Spaulding, UCSF vice 

chancellor. “Our hope is that the selected 

ments, but provide interactive spaces where 

people can meet and exchange information 

and offer opportunities for program expan- 

sion and linkage.” This kind of interaction 

The winner of the competition will be com- — 

on devising an economically-competitive op- 

“The five finalists are recognized internation- . 

~ ally for excellence in planning and design ex- - 

seeing their proposals and three-dimensional | 

plan not only will meet our growth require- 

BALSA names five UCSF Mission Bay master sr plan Finalists 
among researchers has contributed to 

UCSF’s preeminent standing in health sci- 

ence research. 

The Competition Committee, comprised of . 

“representatives from UCSF, Catellus, the 

Mayor’s Office, San Francisco Partnership, 

SPUR, SF Heritage Foundation, and neigh- 

borhood and community groups, as well as 

design professionals in architecture, land- 

scape architecture, and engineering, selected 

the five teams based on interviews and their 

Statements of Qualifications. , 

A public exhibit and series of community 

workshops in October will provide oppor- 

‘tunities for public comments regarding the 

five competing Master Plan visions. The 

following events have been scheduled: 

1. An Exhibition of Visions — an exhibit of . 

the five architectural and planning firm | 

_ finalists{ visions for the new 43-acré 

_ UCSF site at Mission Bay 

October 21-30 Mon., Wed., Fri., 

9:00 AM to 5:00 PM and Tues., Thurs., 

9:00 AM to 6:00 PM. 

Location: American Institute of 

Architects, 130 Sutter Street, 6th Floor, 

San Francisco . 

2A Community Voice — a: workshop for 

public comment on the visions for 

UCSFP’s new site at Mission Bay 

Wednesday, October 22, 5:30 to 7:30 PM 

Location: American Institute of 

Architects, 130 Sutter Street, 6th Floor, 

_ San Francisco 

3. A Day of Presentations — a day of 

presentations to the Competition Jury by 

the five architectural and planning firm 

finalists 

- Saturday, November 1, 

9:30 AM to 6:30 PM 

Location: San Francisco Museum of - 

Modern Art, Schwab Room, 151 Third 

Street, San Francisco 

The public is welcome to all events and ad-. 

mission is free. For more information, call 

-BALSA at 415-393-1411. 
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ee ° North Bay (continued from page 1) 

- patterns established still remain. The - 

fact that the rail corridor is already 

publicly owned increases the feasibility 

of the plan. 

During the next phase, the consultant 

team assembled and evaluated five 

transportation and two land use 

scenarios. The transportation scenarios 

included a wide range of potential 

- improvements such as High Occu- 

pancy Vehicle (HOV) lanes, . 

reconfigured freeway interchanges, 

~ improvements to state highways, local 

roads and pedestrian and bicycle paths, 

the introduction of commuter rail 

service and improvements to the 

existing bus transit system. The study 

also explored the effects of focusing 

new mixed-use development in 

locations with good access to transit. 

The consultant team then incorporated 

the most effective components of each 

proposed scenario into a Preferred 

Scenario, which addresses both short 

and long term transportation needs 

over a 20 year period. This multi- 

modal approach recommends immedi- | 

ate improvements to Highway 101. 

between Healdsburg and Larkspur 

Landing and other roads, as well as 

planning and implementation of 

~ commuter rail service and compact and 

mixed-use land use patterns, thus 

satisfying the range of public interest. 

groups. | 

The plan presents an economically | 

feasible light rail system that would be 

complemented by an bus feeder system 

to enhance access to the 19 proposed 

primary and secondary rail stations. 

4 Northern News 

The proposed light rail is cost effective 

because it uses the existing rail right- 

of-way which is already in public 

ownership, and self-propelled diesel or 

natural gas light rail vehicles which are 

cost and energy efficient and also 

provide a high level of comfort. 

_ The study also dispels early percep- 

tions that high density development 

would be necessary in order to provide 

adequate rail system ridership. This 

_ study has minimized any need for such 

development by illustrating that a high 

density population already exists 

within one mile of the rail corridor. As 

such, changes to the land use and ~ 

general plans of city and counties are 

not necessary, but could certainly 

enhance the benefits of transit- | 

oriented development. Indeed; the 

study identifies several sites for future 

| compact and mixed-use development. 

The Preferred Scenario also incorpo- 

rates both counties’ long-range trail 

plans and pedestrian and bicycle | 

improvements. A multi-use path 

along the Northwestern Pacific rail 

line would be linked with bicycle 

routes and trails within the North 

Bay’s cities. | 

A half-cent sales tax in both counties 

implemented over two nine year ~ 

phases would fund approximately 60% 

“of the $1 billion projected costs. The 

counties would then require additional 

federal, state and regional contribu- 

tions to fully fund this program. 

The Joint Executive Committee (JEC) 

and the consultant presented a list of 

recommended land use policies to the » 

_ public during a series of public 

_ meetings. The JEC dealt with a fair 

amount of skepticism until people 

began to realize the logic behind | 

balancing highway improvements 

with public transit projects and land 

use policies. New tax initiatives will 

likely appear on the November 1998 

ballots for both counties. With a 

publicly accepted transportation plan — 

to guide spending; the Counties hope 

_ the voters will feel confident that the 

1/2 cent.tax will prove to be effective 

in solving congestion problems while’ 

preserving the rural and small 

community nature of this region. . 

Elizabeth Caraker is a planner with the 

Napa County Conservation, Development 

and Planning Department. ©



Northern Section CCAPA 

party 
Friday, = 5, 1997 

-Bellino Bar § Grill - 
95 So. Market Street 

(at San Fernando Street) 

Downtown San Jose 

-6:30- pm. to 10:30 pm. 
No host bar begins at 6pm. 

Dinner will be served at 7:30 pm. 
For reservations or information contact 

: Lori Neff (408) 227-4576 or 
_. Deborah Ungo-McCormick (408) 920-0900 _ 

— $27.00 per person 
(includes on-site parking). 
RSVP before November 15 and you — 
will qualify to enter a drawing, 
$32.00 after November 15. 
Space is limited, so please 
call to confirm availability. 



1 - St. Joseph Cathedral 
2 - San Jose Museum of Art- 

_ 3 - Fairmont Hotel . 

\ 
_ mes evi me 

aye FIRST COURSE: (Choice of One) 
_ Mixed Sonoma Greens with Balsamic Vinaigrette and Garlic Croutons 

- or Soup of the Day 

SECOND COURSE: (Choice of One) 
1) Penne Milano with Eggplant in a Basil and Garlic Flavored Marinara 

2) Breast of Chicken Saute with Mushrooms, Artichokes and Sun-dried Tomatoes 
3) Salmon in Filo Pastry with Lemon, Ginger and Lemongrass Coulis. 
4) Oak-Fired Posted Pork Chops with Mushrooms and Pancata in Cabernet Sauce - 

THIRD COURSE: (Choice of One - coffee included) 
White Chocolate Mousse with Fresh Monterey Berries 

a or Bellino Tiramisu 

_ Please send payment to: - Lori Neff, Banning Division, gal N. First St,.Rm 400, San_Iose, CA_ 95110- 15 Ho 

_ Choice; (Please Circle) 
First Course: 

- Salad or Soup 
Second Course: 

Penne Milano 
Chicken 

Salmon 

Pork Chops _ 
Third Course: _ 

Mousse or Tiramisu 

Name: 

Address: 

‘Daytime Phone ‘Number: 

Number of Persons: _ 

Amount Enclosed: 

Checks are payable to: 
NORTHERN-SECTION CCAPA 

1 would like more information on: ~ 
(Please circle all that apply) 
Public Transportation/Parking Map 
Hotels/ Downtown Events 

| Night Clubs 

~~ ~~~" “Graphics provided by Maggie Suson Nal 



COMMENTARY 

Waste Management Planning Exchange 
By Joanne Manson, Al CP 

) yi n thinking about transitioning the 

“ focus of my planning experience 

fom the local, regional, and state levels 

to national and international arenas, | 

_ developed a professional development 

plan for myself through my agency, the 

Alameda County Waste Management . 

Authority. Part of this plan involved 

applying for the Planner Work Ex- 

change Program organized through 

APA and the Royal Town Planning 

Institute, and by David Rafter, AICP, 

at the Minnesota State Colleges & 

Universities. 

The program sought.to match planners - 

at similar level of expertise (mainly 

senior level and higher) and performing 

work in a similar arena. This program 

was only its second or third year of 

operation when I applied and had 

opportunities for exchange only in 

England and Ireland. As I was working || 

as a planner in the waste management 

field, I was matched with a planner in 

England in the same field. 

An aspect of this that I did not antici- 

pate and discovered after I accepted 

oeing a part of the exchange was that I 

“was to be nine months pregnant during 

the time that I was to host my British 

counterpart in July 1996 and have an 

eight month old infant accompany me 

at the time of my visit to England in 

June 1997. But that’s another story. 

I found that in England local plans 

must be consistent with national 

government policies. In the waste 

management arena this takes the form 

of the national “Making Waste Work” 

strategy produced by the central 

government. This policy concludes that 

a market-based approach combined 

_ with regulatory and data or accounting 

strategies will best facilitate achieve- . 

ment of waste management goals. | 

observed that recycling, collection, 

and processing businesses, along with 

end-use manufacturers, together 

operated in a lively entrepreneurial 

manner, continually seeking new 

opportunities to capture and use 

recycled feedstock without govern- 

ment subsidy. One interesting 

government effort in this area is called 

the proximity principle, which 

encourages waste disposal self- - 

sufficiency at a local level. ‘This 

proximity principle simply states that 

waste disposal sites should be located 

within 30 miles of their service area. 

This is a key policy component that 

links the waste management strategy 

in the context of an overall environ- 

mental sustainability strategy. One- 

may well argue, however, that the . 

economic development around _ 

recycling activity is largely due to the 

United Kingdom’s land constraints. 

Given England’s waste management 

policies being integrated within its - 

overall national environmental — 

sustainability policies, revenues from 

the national landfill tax are used on 

behalf of the environment as a whole 

and not constrained to use for 

individual landfill diversion activities. 

By contrast, here in California and 

throughout the U.S., waste reduction 

‘efforts have been more locally driven 

and/or dependent upon individual 

businesses adopting green practices. 

Landfill taxes here are used in much 

more limited and targeted ways, 

usually with the stipulation that the 

_expenditures of such taxes must be 

directly tied to measurable waste 
~ reduction. There are, of course, ways 

for funds to be employed to have © 

farther reaching positive environmen- 

tal effects without the need for 

national policy. However, without . 

consistent national policies that assure 

and support investments in sustainable 

practices, businesses operate in less . 

certain environments to invest in 

sustainable practices. 

I believe that a national landfill tax such 

a England’s would not work in the U.S. 

without a strong national government 

policy or endorsement encouraging and 

providing for sustainable resource 

management and development prac- 

tices, giving economic interests a clear 

indication of how they can develop. 

consistent with such standards. 

This experience clarified opportunities 

in sustainable development policy. It 

also offered different perspectives on 

how goals might be achieved through 

policy development. It is my view that 

this documented and shared experience 

and others like it will prove useful in 

focusing on development of unified 

environmental standards to facilitate 

improved environments in the global 

economy for present and future genera- 

tions. 

Joanne Manson is a planner with the 

Alameda County Waste Management 

Authority. For more information regarding 

this exchange, Joanne can be contacted at 

jmanson @stopwaste.org. 

For more information on the Planners’ 

Exchange Program, contact David Rafter, 

AICP Coordinator, APA Planner’s 

International Exchange Program, 4004 

_ Aldrich Avenue South, Minneapolis, MN 

55409; (612) 824-8936. 

The Commentaty section of the newsletter is 

intended to provide a forum for members to 

express their views relative to planning related 

topics, or to express an opinion relative to 

articles printed in this newsletter. If you would 

like to submit-an article, contact the Newsletter 

Editor at (510) 540-0655. 
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DI TAOROMAOLINGN (continued from page 2) 

Last month’s essay raised the question of whether zoning can be used to 

regulate business ownership. I don’t know of any way that the issue can be 

addressed directly, however, there are a variety of ways to look at the issue. 

Berkeley dealt with concerns about fast food restaurants by developing | 

regulations that call for additional findings to be made prior to approval. 

Adverse impacts from fast food restaurants were identified (including 

increased traffic, litter, odors and noise) and, in certain areas, findings are 

required to address these impacts. The regulations recognize that-a primary 

concern is design and they call for the design of new buildings to provide 

pedestrian scale and siting; to incorporate continuity in street facades, and 

to provide intensity of development which does not under utilize the 

property, especially at or near intersections of major streets. 

Chain stores do raise a number of important community issues. Many, 

neighborhoods, and even cities, are blurring together with the same chains 

locating everywhere. Most important, however, is that independent book- 

stores are very seriously threatened by chains who previously undercut - 

prices by receiving illegal discounts from publishers. A current tactic:is to” 

establish new chains next door or across the street from independent 

- bookstores. While the chains tend to mimic nearby independent stores in 

the beginning, they eventually revert to their standard book selection. ‘This 

presents a serious threat to the availability of diverse work. The entire 

publishing business is changing to accommodate chains, including use of 

the term “product”, rather than books. Publishers present books to chains _ 

first and, if the buyers are not interested, they drop the books from publica- 

tion. This makes it harder for alternative voices to be published or distrib- 

uted. Any zoning ideas about how to address this? - 
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Walnut Creek 510-937-6202 

San Jose 408-436-7500 

O a \ p O 800-400 0 

el 
Q) Planning/Environmental Process 

QO Environmental Communications 

QO. Public Involvement - 

101 The Embarcadero, Suite 210 . 
San Francisco, CA 94105 Tel: (415) 989-1446 

Urban Design - Development Pianning’ 

Streetscape Design - Specific Planning 

1527 Stockton Street, San Francisco, CA 94133 

(415) 616-9900 Fax (415) 788-8728 

PVC 
Planners and Consultants to Public Agencies 

SAN JOSE. | 
(408) 920-0900 

MONTEREY 
‘| (408) 644-9174 

SACRAMENTO 
(916) 361-8384 

Paciric MunicipaL ConsuLtants | ; 

B A EK 

Urban Economics 

* Market Feasibi lity. 

* Financial Analysis 
*Base Reuse Strategies 
* Fiscal Impact ; 
* Economic Development 
* Housing Strategies 

Videos 

Mew. 

Photomontages 
Web Works 

Main Office 

2550 Oth Street, Suite 202, 

Berkeley, CA 94 4710 
510.549.7310 

_ 510.549.7028 fax . 
bael@bael.com 

: CDG 

Hartmut Gerdes, AICP 

SQUARE ONE PRODUCTIONS 

725 Filbert St. San Francisco CA 94133 » 415,398-7044 

Comprehensive Planning and Implementation 
Environmental Policy and Resource Management 
Development Regulation and Project Processing 
Litigation Consulting and Testimony 

LARRY L. CANNON AIA, AICP 
PRESIDENT 

CANNON 

DESIGN 

GROUP 
Three Embarcadero Center, Suite 1150 
San Francisco, California 94111 Tel: 415-495-2400 Fax:4 135-495-7398 ARCHITECTURE PLANNING URBAN DESIGN 

40 GOLD STREET SAN FRANCISCO CA 94133 
~. TEL: 415.433.6945 

' FAX: 415.433.6951 

THOMAS COOKE ASSOCIATES 
a LT [| Urban Design 

City and Regional Planning 

[Jam Regulations & Guidelines 

KILI 
Transit-Oriented Development 
1944 Embarcadero, Oakland, CA 94606 

Economics Research Associates 
oe with Drivers Jonas 

388 Market Street, Suite 1580, San Francisco, CA 94111 

San Francisco 
41 15/956- 8152 

Los Angeles, 

* Feasibility Studies 
* Tourism and Recreation 
¢ Fiscal Impact/Financing Plans 
¢ Transportation and Land Use 
¢ Re-Use of Military Facilities 

. 310/477-9585. 
San Diego . 

619/544-1402 

DONALDSON 
ASSOCIATES 
Douglas Donaldson, JD, AICP . 

Planning and. Environmental Services 

Tel: (510) 437-8099 Fax: (510) 437 - 8097 1 

PO. Box 188 - 

627 Spokane Avenue «= Albany, CA 94706 = 10) 528-3684 Corte Madera, ‘CA 94976 Facsimile (415) 927- “3316 | 

Planning 
Group Tc. 

A Land Use Planning and Design Firm 
Monterey, California 

~ Phone: (408) 649 - 1799 ¢ FAX: (408) 649 - 8399 
Web Site: http://www.emcplanning.com 

DENISE DUFFY AJ ASSOCIATES 
AMEE ENVIRONMENTAL IMPACT ANALYSIS 
MMB SITE AND LAND PLANNING 
MME REGIONAL AND COMMUNITY PLANNING 
AME, PROJECT MANAGEMENT 

PLANNING 

URBAN DESIGN 

LANDSCAPE ARCHITECTURE 

PIER 33 NORTH 

SAN FRANCISCO CA 94111 

PH: 415.398.8197 FAX: 398.8201 

THE PLANNING 

COLLABORATINE 546-A Hartnell Street # Monterey, CA 93940 m (408) 373-4341 

@ Urban Design / Planning| 
Environ. Impact Analysis: 
Development Regulations: 

COMMUNITY & ENVIRONMENT 
DAVID EARLY, PRINCIPAL 

2110 A VINE STREET 

BERKELEY, CALIFORNIA 94709 

Northern News 

- (415) 927-2561) DEPTS ™> 
TEL: 510848 38t5 

FAX: 510 848 4315 
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NORTHERN SECTION CALENDAR 

October 

2 NSCCAPA Board Meeting, Berkeley. 

12-15 CCAPA Conference, Monterey (916) 361-8384 

22 "Public Comment on UCSF Mission Bay: master r plan, San Francisco 

(415) 393-1411 

November 

1 Presentation of finalist plans for UCSF Mission Bay, San Francisco | 

6 . NSCCAPA Board Meeting, Berkeley 

December 

4 NSCCAPA Board Meeting Berkeley 

5  NSCCAPA Holiday Party, San Jose 
~ See insert for details 

NSCCAPA Board Meetings aré held on the first Thursday of the 

month at the Berkeley Permit Services Cener, 2118 Milvia Street, 

one block west of the Berkeley BART. The Board welcomes your 

~ attendance and encourages your participation ‘in the organization. 

For more information, contact Wendy Cosin at (510) 705- 8108; 

(weel@ei, berkeley. ca.us) 
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