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HVNA Community Meeting Series on UC Extension Campus

May 23rd, 2005

Tree Survey & Historic Resources 

Total attendance:  63 

I. Welcome: Paul Olsen, President HVNA 

· Comments and feedback about this series of meetings has been positive 

II. Brief Recap of last meetings and summary of topics in the Series:
Facilitator, Peter Cohen, Urban Solutions

Follow-up information: Jeff Bond, UC Berkeley [Mr Bond responded to questions that were posed to UC at the previous two meetings] 

· What about the letter to UC regents sent in October? Bond would like a copy of the letter and wanted to know who sent it. They cannot find it. 

· How did UC get Laguna Campus?  The state owned the parcel. The state transferred the parcel to the UC system through a land swap. UC owned 540 Powell Street, which is where the Academy of Arts has a building now. UC has the deeds and the state legislation that enabled this land swap. There was no exchange of money. It was a simple land swap. 

· How much does UC  pay for the leases for the current UC Extension operations on Market St? UC has two major properties on Market St. At 425 Market, UC pays $1.26 million annually. At 3rd & Market St UC pays $846,000 annually. All classes of the UC Extension except photography have been moved to 3rd and Market.

· How many firms responded to the request for proposal that Evans and Mercy was awarded? Off the top of his head, Bond did not know. He did say that there were between 5-6 applicants.  

III. Introductions   









· No supervisors or aides were in attendance. No one from city agencies attended. 

· Community members in attendance: The majority of attendees raised their hands when asked if they lived in the neighborhood. A slightly smaller number raised hands when asked in members of HVNA. Representatives from AF Evans and Mercy Housing were in attendance. 

IV. Trees: Ellyn Shea, a certified arborist, discussed the significance of trees on the Laguna Campus, and general tree preservation principles. 

· What are regulations on street trees?: Protected under city law. Cannot be removed without a permit from DPW. However, street tree maintenance is the responsibility of the adjacent property owner. 

· In-property trees?: No city law exists to protect trees formally. However, the community can argue for conditions on the developer in order to be granted a building permit from the city. Conditions could include requiring tree preservation, maintenance, and planting new trees.  

· Which trees to preserve?  Community should pick its battles. Preserve only healthy trees. Community should have a certified arborist involved. The arborist should be retained by the developer and involved in the planning and design stage of the project. A major concern should be "tree protection zones" that adequately recognize the roots of the trees. Construction and debris should be avoided in these zones. Roads and sidewalks should not be placed within these zones.  

· How much tree canopies does community want? Community should consider that trees are beneficial in many ways. They absorb pollution and produce oxygen. They help with stormwater runoff. They are windbreaks and sound barriers. They generally enhance property values (by 6%). They enhance retail areas. The community should consult with an arborist about what types of trees would work best on the site.  Should also get a commitment early in the process that the developer will maintain all trees that remain or are planted on the site. 

· What are conditions of trees on UC parcel? A quick assessment was done, not a proper, systematic assessment. Some of the trees are nice, some are unhealthy. 

· What about the "gathering tree" and its historical significance.  Is there a protocol to protect trees because of their historical value? [This was a gathering space for students in the 1930's and 40's.] No protocol exists to her knowledge. The tree referred to is a palm tree. It could be moved at a high cost, but might survive. It also has a smaller root zone, which means that less space would have to be protected.  

V Historic Resources (panel) 

· Alan Martinez, Architect: Review of significant buildings

· Middle Hall: 

· Location of 1st graduation ceremony on campus. 

· Practical, dignified, formal importance expressed in design 

· Yet also modest 

· Woods Hall

· Roman triumphal arch is significant, based on Basilica in Madrid  

· Importance entrance – hides staircase 

· Unique because of slope of parcel, entrance has to work while actually stepping down.  

· Institutional but not overwhelming; fits with scale of adjacent buildings 

· Mosaic above entrance has been removed 

· Woods Hall Annex 

· Romanesque – looks like a house 

· Has nice proportions & high quality portal entrance 

· Richardson Hall 

· Art deco style suggested 

· Masterful composition – massing of buildings good 

· Nice shapes and juxtaposition of roves and buildings – nice interplay, view from up Laguna St. 

· Portal sculpture is relevant – books and learning 

· Inverted Aeolic capitals repeated throughout building facade

· Retaining wall – this is not really a retaining wall. It can be punched out.  

· Mark Paez, Friends of 1800 Market: Reviewed procedures for designating the campus (or buildings) on the National Historic Registry

· How to become listed?

· Summary of National Registry: cultural resources worthy of preservation; administered by the National Park Service 

· Technical process – apply through local landmarks committee, then state, then National Registry 

· What qualifies? 

· A: History  role in events, scene of events 

· B: Significant persons 

· C Architecturally significant in historic period 

· D archeology that reveals past 

· Buildings must possess integrity that reflects a period of significance 

· Who can nominate? 

· Individuals, local historic preservation officers, Federal and State government 

· Private property – can be nominated only with consent of the property owner  

· Public property – no need for consent of property owner 

· What if listed in National Historic Register?

· If listed in National Register (even if not officially protected) the buildings must undergo an evaluation in the EIR process. 

· Listing in register does not require preservation of the building 

· does not limit the changes to the building that can be made 

· does not prohibit infill development 

· Frederic Knapp, Page & Turnbull (consulting for Evans-Mercy team on UC Parcel) 

· Richardson Hall

· Period of significance: 1924-1954. Is eligible for Nat'l Register 

· Moderate-to-low level of integrity  

· Woods Hall 

· Period of significance: 1927-1954. Is eligible for Nat'l Register 

· Moderate integrity  

· Woods Hall Annex

· Period of significance: 1935-1954. Is eligible for Nat'l Register 

· Moderate to high integrity 

· Middle Hall

· Remodeled and changes on inside, so not eligible for registry, and has no period of significance  

· Overall site – does not have real significance beyond the individual buildings 

· Charles Chase, Heritage Foundation: Discusses historic preservation and quality of urban design

· Contemporary architecture is not a threat but needs to work into site 

· There are incentives to protect historic resources 

· Federal tax credits 

· Mills Act – tax abatement 

· Conservation Easements 

· State historic building code 

· UC campus is good example of potential for creative re-use, infill housing while preserving the historic buildings 

Questions 

· Question 1 [Ed Bedard, HVNA]: There seems to be a conflict with eligibility of the whole campus as historic. In the Page & Turnbull report (p. 43), it says the whole campus is eligible under criteria A (historically relevant) and C (architecture – noted state architect McDougal), but Fred Knapp just said the campus was not significant and thus not eligible as a whole. Which is it? 

Answer [Fred Knapp]. The report is poorly worded in parts. Needs to be revised. We are still working on that. Page 50 in the report also suggests what you ask. We will clarify with further study. [Question to be forwarded to Page & Turnbull for clarification.]

· Question 2 [Bill Bulkley, HVNA]: How important is the stature of the architect who designed the campus buildings? McDougal came from a family of architects. He was a native of San Francisco. In 1933, he got the state legislature to require earthquake safety for schools.

Answer: None provided 

· Question 3 [Chris Pederson, HVNA]: How can we make the entire campus open up to neighborhood? Along Laguna and Haight, it is closed off.  If developer says it cannot cut through walls (creating storefronts, doors, windows) then it should explain to us why it cannot. 

Answer [Mark Paez]. We need to know the proposed uses before we can say what to do with buildings. 

Answer [Alan Martinez]: All changes have to be reviewed if the building is listed. But along Haight the walls can be punctured. 

· Question 4 [Jeff Bond, UC] ADA access is a real challenge for this site. Can the panel comment on how ADA can be balanced with historic preservation? 

Answer [Fred Knapp]: ADA is expensive. This site, with its slope, will make it more challenging. 

Answer [Alan Martinez]: Residential ADA is very different from institutional ADA. If institutional, must meet more expensive state standards. If private residence (less $$?). ADA is not a "project killer." The site will need elevators and so forth. Just part of the project. 

· Question 5 [Peter Cohen] Are the criteria for historic preservation different if this remains public, or if it becomes private? 

Answer [Fred Knapp] Developer should answer that. 

Answer [Jeff Bond] We are trying to figure that out. We will likely go through the normal process regardless if 'public' or private. [Question to be forwarded to John Billovits at Planning Dept for clarification.] 

· Question 6 [Rob Bregoff] What about dental school? Jeff Bond and the developer should take back to their bosses that the dental school should go. It messes up the footprint and ability to lay out buildings on site, and to best use site. 

Answer [none provided]

· Question 7 [John Boling] Can 500 units be built here without degrading the site?
Answer [Charles Chase]: Can't say a number. There are many ways to shape housing, and different sizes of housing units. 500 units could be built while retaining historic resources, though. We are concerned that history will be destroyed in the trade-off, though. 

V. Wrap-up & Adjournment   

· Peter Cohen: Please fill in cards if you have further questions, and turn them in. 

· Paul Olsen: Thanks for coming, Come to the next meeting, June 6th. 
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