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GRASSROOTS

SAVO ISLAND: REDEVELOPMENT FOR WHOM ?

By Joel Rubenzahl
and Les Shipnuck

Early this summer, the Berkeley
City Council passed a routine approval
of an urban renewal application to the
Federal Government, a decision which
went largely unnoticed, but one which
will have profound implications for the
small, quiet South Berkeley neighbor-
hood known as Savo Isldnd. This
approval set the wheels in motion for
redevelopment at the site of the old
Navy barracks along Adeline, between
Ward and Russell Streets. The Council
authorization allows the Berkeley Re-
development Agency (BRA) its first
chance to make good since its contro-
versial attempts to bulldoze Ocean

View and its abortive “mini-redevelop-
ment” proposals (headed off by neigh-

borhood protests all over town in
1971).

The idea of Redevelopment for Savo
Island is not a new one, and was the
subject of several Model Cities struggles
between South Berkeley residents and
local developers in years past. A stale-
mate over Savo Within Model Cities
has kept all plans on ice. Since the
BRA has been restrained by the courts
from continuing the so-called West
Berkeley Industrial Park in Ocean

electioneers

The City of Berkeley is conducting
a Special Municipal Election for Rent
Control Board Commissioners on Jan-
uary 23, 1973 and precinct workers
for that day are urgently needed.

If you are a registered voter in the
City of Berkeley and are interested in
serving as a precinct worker on January
23rd, please contact the office of the
City Clerk (City Hall, Berkeley 94704,
telephone 644-6480).

Precinct workers serve from 6:45
AM. on January 23rd until the polls
close at 8:00 P.M. Compensation for
position is $18.00 for clerk or $21 for
inspection.

1

iDependable babysitting / flexible hours
vafts., eves., Refs., 548-2627, 527-1270,
527-2710.

superjoel

One of Berkeley’s most notorious
street activists, Joel “Superjoel” Tor
nabene, goes on trial on Wednesday,
January 3, 1973 on charges of break-
ing a telephone box in People’s Park
last May 9, shortly after the fence
came down.

Charges against most people invol-
ved in those incidents were dropped
long ago, but Joel seems to be a

View, it was forced to drum up some
new business and get new projects on
the drawing boards — hence the re-
quest and approval by the City Council
this year to commence preliminary
activities in Savo Island Neighborhood.

To qualify for Federal funds, the
BRA is obligated by the U.S. Depart-
ment of Housing and Urban Develop-
ment (HUD) to maintain and work
with an official neighborhood group,
known as the Project Area Committee.
The BRA promptly began to organize
a small group of residents, living only
within the boundaries of the small 3-
block project area.

Observers on the redevelopment
scene became alarmed that the BRA
was setting up a “rubberstamp” neigh-
borhood group, and alerted concerned
community groups.

Once the surrounding neighbor-
hood learned that the Savo Island area
was being redeveloped, many con-
cerned people began coming to the bi-
weekly meetings of the Project Area
Committee. A strong objection was
raised immediately to the fact that the
by-laws developed by the original
group made no provision for direct
participation by surrounding residents.

It was decided that the Project Area
Committee should be opened up to the
whole neighborhood, and that all in-
terested area residents in principle
deserve to have direct participation.

The next issue to be tackled by the
Project Area Committee is what type
of redevelopment we would consider
seriously. A number of alternatives are
emerging. The American Singers Corp-
oration, a nonprofit corporation which
funnels federal money into the build-
ing of housing for the elderly, has pro-
posed an eight-story building which
would include two commercial stories
on the smallest of the three blocks in
the project area. Some alternatives to
the American Singers Corporation plan
would include the construction of
single family and duplex housing, high
density apartment houses, or the use
of land for open space. It will have to
be decided whether to rely on private
development or community-controlled
non-profit development. Further alter-
natives include the possibility of a
neighborhood center which would have
meeting rooms, play areas for pre-

bumrapped

special case. He has been arrested in
Berkeley over forty times, usually on
such charges as riding a bicycle down
Telegraph Ave. the wrong way, throw-
ing a water balloon at a passing car and
jaywalking.

Those who would like to help
keep Joel out of state prison, can call
his lawyer, Ken Lezin at 845-4123 and
find out how.

RIOT KNOCKS STUDY

The consulting firm hired by the
City to investigate the feasibility of a
municipal take-over of PG&E is not
acting in our best interests, according to
charges made in a letter to the City
Council by RIOT (Refusers of Illegal
and Oppressive Taxes).

The  consulting  firm—Cornell,
Howland, Hayes and Merryfield—is not
seriously considering the city’s option
of going to court for condemnation
proceedings against PG&E; instead, the
firm is focusing on actions that can be
taken before the pro-business Public
Utilities Commission. RIOT says that
court action, which has a legal
precedent, would result in a better
settlement for the city.

RIOT also argues that the two
methods being used by the study to

determine the value of PG&E’s
property here are the “worst possible
from the City’s standpoint,” and that
other methods of evaluation which are
more favorable to the City would be
considered in court, but not by the
PUC.

Another objection raised by RIOT is
the study’s failure to investigate sources
of city electrical power, including
membership in the 11-city Northern
California Power Agency.

In fact, it looks like the city
government has been had again.
Berkeley tax dollars are being used to
finance efforts to help the Public
Utilities Commission and PG&E
prevent us from gaining city control
over electrical power and the revenue
that goes with it.

school children, and other much need-
ed facilities, such as community health
facilities and non-profit stores pro-
viding basic living needs while provi-
ding jobs.

Most important, however, is the de-
cision concerning who will create the
development plan. Will the Project
Area Committee merely serve as an
advisory board to professional planners
or will the planners serve as advisors to

the PAC? This decision and others
will be tackled in the near future at
meetings held weekly on Wednesdays
at the Berkeley Adult School, 1950
Carleton St., 7:30 P.M. Call the Re-
development Agency for the exact
date and location of the next meeting
(849-3632). All interested citizens are
welcome. Residents of the Project Area
are especially encouraged to attend.

econvention calle

Continued from page 1
for a progressive slate of candidates
should be open to all people and
groups that wish to participate; (2) A
representative committee should draw
up principles of unity; (3) Those
principles of unity should be ratified
at an open meeting at the beginning of
January; agreement around them will
then become the basis of the coalition
convention.
This resolution was implemented in
a motion presented by Florence
McDonald and amended by Don Dhvis
and Ann Maﬁ Hogan. It called for the
qui
Neighbors from the Monterey-
Hopkins area successfully blocked the
issuance of a use permit for the con-
struction of a Quik Stop market/self-
service gas station. The proposed site,
where Monterey runs into Hopkins, is
already serviced by a gas station and
two food markets. The addition of a
“junk food” store was not a welcome
prospect to the neighborhood.
A statement of opposition was
drawn up and signed by about 130

neighbors and friends. It was then pre-
sented to the Board of Adjustments
with the recommendation that the
Board either deny a use permit or
force the developer to deal with the
objections of the neighborhood. The
Board denied the permit.

Opponents of the Quik Stop gas
station development pointed out that
the proposed facility would (1) in-
crease traffic in a neighborhood which
is primarily residential and which is
already suffering from too much traf-
fic; (2) increase the noise level and
commerical activity, which now stops
at 9 each night; (3) increase the litter
which residential neighborhoods bor-
dering on commercial property have to
put up with, including bright lights
and gaudy signs; (4) the proposed
facility was not necessary to and
would be detrimental to the economic
situation of the area because it would
compete with the already established
stores and gas station in the immediate
area. Quik Stop is just a convenience
store for people living outside the
neighborhood. Quik Stop’s products

formation of a closed planning
committee of 30 people, six from each
of the following ethnic groups: asian,
black, chicano, native american, and
white; at least three from each group
must be women. This planning
committee is to contact all interested
progressive groups and publicize a
planning convention tentatively set for
January 7, 1973.

Six representatives for the white
community were then elected Frank
Brown, Louise Gross, Ann Marie
Hogan, Lenny Goldberg, Florence
McDonald, Evie Wozniak.

stop—stopped quick

and gimmicks would tempt school
children attending Jefferson and Martin
Luther King to load up on junk food
during lunch time and after school.
Furthermore, the neighbors argued
that Quik Stop markets hire part-time
employees at about $2.00 per hour to
start, less than half the union rate for
grocery clerks.

Although the neighborhood re-
sponse to the proposed market/self-
service gas station was spontaneous,
one neighbor pointed out that there
have been other similar protests by
neighborhood groups where business
interests threaten the quality of life in
residential neighborhoods.

People in the Monterey-Hopkins
neighborhood realized that their needs
and desires were the last things to be
considered by the Quik Stop devel-
opers. They were elated by their suc-
cess, but realized they have little con-
trol over the quality of their neigh-
borhood. Some people wanted to de-
velop plans for what would be done
with the site; a park or other much
needed recreational facilities, but most
all the neighbors agreed that whatever
goes in there must be integrated into
the style and needs of the neighbor-
hood.

labor cont.

A number of trade unionists, rank
and filers and union officials working or
living in Berkeley, from the AFL-CIO
and from the ILWU and Teamsters, met
at the Alameda County Labor Temple
to explore the possibility and
desirability of a labor slate for the
upcoming April 1973 municipal
elections in Berkeley. From this ad-hoc
group has come the formation of the-
LABOR COMMITTEE FOR
BERKELEY POLITICS.

The Committee calls for the
gathering of union members at
Conferences on January 20 and
February 3. These Conferences will
discuss and adopt the program upon
which labor candidates will run, and
will select these candidates.

All unionists who work or live in
Berkeley are invited to attend. All
locals, councils, and other labor groups
are invited to send delegated
representatives or observers. All union
groupsas well as individual unionists are
encouraged to submit resolutions,
either in advance orat the Conferences.

For further information call:
LABOR COMMITTEE FOR
BERKELEY POLITICS, TH 3-4382 or
527-6165.
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charter review

The full committee of Charter
Review is now discussing

decentralization and neighborhood

government. This discussion = will
probably continue on into January. The
main issues to be discussed are how
neighborhood areas should be defined,
how neighborhood councils should be
formed, and what their powers should
be. The Committee is now hearing
reports from various committee
members on a wide range of subjects
having to do with decentralization. For
example: a history of neighborhood
organizations in Berkeley, a summary
of Community Corporations in
Columbus, Ohio, and reports on
decentralization in New York, China,
Winnepeg, and Dayton, Ohio.

The real substance of our discussions
will come when we talk to
neighborhood  organizations  and
community people about what they
want in the way of decentralization.
Most members of CRC agree that this is
essential. It is the responsibility of those
of us on the left to press for the wide
participation of community people in
this process. This will probably be done
through a series of public forums, as yet
to be organized. In the meantime, we
urge anyone interested in
decentralization of Berkeley’s
government to attend CRC meetings
and make their views known.

COMMITTEE REPORT

On December 4th the Finance Sub”
Committee met. The main discussion
centered around the responsibility
given to the sub-committee to work on
a CRC budget (July ‘73 - June ‘74)
which must be presented to the city
manager by January 15, 1973. A pro-
posal was then made that the entire
CRC meet as a workshop on December
18th to develop this budget.

The Elections Sub-Committee at
their December 4th meeting had a
discussion with four invited guests,
Harry Stoops, Albert Rayburn, Calder

PAINTING-REMODELLING
interior-exterior
expert work references
free estimates 527-4176

HANDY MAN
fix sash cords,lights
minor plumbing,rewire
lamps, etc. 845-0775

Hayes and Kark Mac, on how the pre-
sent system of elections works at a
political level.

The Social Services Sub-Committee
has recently initiated a series of neigh-
borhood meetings. One meeting has
been held on Euclid Avenue; more are
planned for West Berkeley, Fulton and
Ashby, and North Berkeley BART
Station. The sub-committee is contin-
uing its efforts to learn about Berk-
eley’s social services, how city depart-
ments operate, and how they might be
reorganized under a new charter.

HOUSING & LAND-USE

The Housing and Land-Use
Subcommittee has begun talking to
neighborhood groups about the changes
they want to see in Berkeley city
government in the areas of traffic,
zoning, housing and recreation. The last
meeting was with members of SUDS
and of Claremont-Elmwood N. Ass.
Some interesting ideas that emerged
were: That Berkeley should have a
transportation planner whose
orientation  is  towards  public
transportation (as opposed to the
present system run by traffic engineers
who think only of moving cars). That
user-developed parks be encouraged. As
SUDS discovered in putting together
their tot-lot near the Bowling Greens,
there are great obstacles put in the way
of user-developed parks by the present
system of government. SUDS pointed
out that user-developed parks draw on
the enthusiasm of neighborhoods and
free manpower to create small parks
inexpensively without bureaucratic
delay.

The next Subcommittee meeting
will be a discussion with members of
San  Pablo  Neighborhood Ass.,
Oceanview Committee, Savo Island
Neighbors, and W. Berkeley
Neighborhood Ass. It will be at San
Pablo Recreation Center on Monday,
Dec. 18 at 8:00 PM. Interested
community people are urged to attend.

Unfortunately the schedule for
January has not been made in time for
GRASSROOTS  publication.  For
information  about  subcommittee
meetings call the following people:
Social Services Joel Rubenzahl

548-1681

Clara Camarda

841-0747

Foster Forman
843-4703

David Mundstock
8494610

any of the above

Finance
Housing & Land Use
Elections

Full Committee

GRASSROOTS

Pl.G. REPORT

The Police Issue Group is now
circulating initiative petitions to place
four police control measures on next
April’s municipal election ballot. Each
petition must be signed by 2434 quali-
fied Berkeley voters by late January,
when the City Council will choose
between passing the proposed ordin-
ances as submitted or placing them on
the ballot.

Final drafting of the four proposals
early this month ended a two-month
process involving discussions with
people representing radical political
groups throughout the city. The Police
Issue Group itself includes members
of the Berkeley Black Caucus, Black
Panther Party, the Coalition, Inter-
national Solidarity Committee to Com-
bat Fascism, and the Citizens Com-
mittee for Community Control, which
backed the unsuccessful attempt to
pass a police control charter amend-
ment in 1971.

The amended proposal to establish
a Police Review Commission calls for
abody of nine members, one appointed
by each member of the Berkeley City
Council. PIG determined, after discus-
sion with many groups, to propose an
appointed rather than elected com-
mission because of objections to call-
ing another special election for a city
commission and because of possible
legal problems involved in proposing
new city elected positions through a
city ordinance.

The Commission will be empowered
to review and made recommendations
to the public, City Council, and City
Manager. concerning all police policies
and procedures, especially those re-
lating to: Treatment of rape victims ;
Police realtionships with minority com-
munities; Weapons and equipment;
Hiring and training; Priorities for po-
licing and patrolling; and, Budget De-
velopment. The Commission will also
investigate all complaints against the
police and can compel police coopera-
tion in its investigations.

WEAPONS LIMITATION

The proposal to demilitarize the
Berkeley Police Department has been
amended to eliminate the provisions
calling for abolition of military rank
and uniforms because many people
thought these proposals were frivolous
and would create the illusion rather
than the reality of change. This pro-
posal limits police firearms to the

standard .38 caliber revolver and re-
moves shotguns from police cars. It'
also forbids the police from using or
possessing submachine guns, CS gas,
Mace, rifles, weighted batons, and all
privately-owned weapons. The pro-
posal also requires City Council appro-
val after a public hearing before the
police can acquire any new riot-control
or other weapons not specifically
allowed by the ordinance and estab-
lishes regular public reporting of all
weapons possessed by the police.

The ordinance establishes residency
requirement which states that all pre-
sently employed sworn personnel must
move into the city within ome year
and all new personnel must move into
Berkeley within 90 days of beginning
work. Exceptions to these require-
ments, designed to make the police
more responsive to the community
they are hired to serve, will be made
only when “extreme hardship” is
proven to the City Council.

No changes were made in the pro-
posal to invalidate all agreements be-
tween the Berkeley Police Department
and other law enforcement agencies
unless approved by the Berkeley City
Council. This ordinance requires the
police to secure approval from the
Council following a public hearing be-
fore entering into agreements with any
public agencies. All existing agree-
ments — including the Joint BPD-
UCPD foot patrol — will be canceled
if not approved by the Council within
90 days of the passage of the ordin-
ance.

COMMUNITY CONTROL

The Police Issue Group sees these
four proposals as steps toward the
goal of community control of police.
Passage of the ordinances will involve
the people of the city in police matters
and help educate the public about the
real potential abuse of police power.
PIG plans to take part in the ongoing
charter review process so that the
people of Berkeley will soon again
have the chance to vote on a police
control proposal which will place total
power over the police in the hands of
the people in whose communities the
police work.

Meanwhile, those who are willing to
circulate the initiative petitions or take
part in the campaign to pass the
ordinances should contact Dan Siegel
at 658-3124, Paul Foreman at 843-
4703, or the ISCCF at 525-4375.

Bay Area Women Against Rape
(BAWAR) is collecting reports of
mistreatments of rape victims by police.
If you have had such an experience,
send the info to:

Edi (Women Against Rape)

c/o Women'’s Refuge

YWCA, 2134 Allston Way

Berkeley, Calif.
Include your name, address, phone
number, and date of experience with
police. ONLY members of BAWAR will

BAWAR

see it, unless you specify otherwise. NO
NAMES OR PERSONAL INFO WILL
BE RELEASED WITHOUT YOUR
CONSENT. Reports against Berkeley
“peace”  officers are especially
important, as they may be used as
testimony by Police Issue Group to
demonstrate the necessity of a police
review board. This is one of their four
resolutions for police control in
Berkeley.

(hristopher’s

The best speaker
on the market?

-There’s
a good chance!

Come in and see for yourself.

2578 Shattuck Ave.. Berkeley

Hours: Mon.-Fri. 11am-6pm; Sat. 11am-4pm

849-0718 '
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fly
on the
wall

Berkeley poet, Julia Vinograd per-
sonally collected $43 from people on
Telegraph Avenue for Southern Uni-
versity students’ legal defense fund.
Her action was in response to the
council’s rebuff of a motion made
by councilor Hancock and sponsored
by Grassroots McGovern Volunteers,
Women for Peace, and the Coalition
which condemned the killing of 2
students and allocated $1,000 for thé
S.U. student legal defense fund. Per-
haps after April this sort of council
callousness can be avoided.

Reliable sources report that Roy
Nakadegawa was given a cool recep-
tion by the board of trustees of the
AC Transit District when he sat in on a
meeting following his election. Al-
though they couldn’t pronounce Roy’s
name correctly, we can be sure tnat
the other trustees will learn how after
he is installed next month.

The Berkeley Citizens United Bul-
letin (ultra-conservative) bemoaned the
election of PACE candidates “bearded
radical Roy Nakadegawa and Riles
supporter Mary Lee Jefferds. After
extensive quoting from an electior
article in Grassroots, th: Eulletin con-
cluded that “the Left is raj idly closing
in on all areas of life in Berkeley and
the Bay Area. For conservatives and
moderates, living here may soon be-
come untenable.” Well, well . . . may-
be the ‘dinosaurs’ can take a hint.

People’s Free Bicycle and Give
Away, a flatlands group founded last

McLaren Quotients

Councilor 10 Critical Issues
Bailey 29,
Hancock 0
Hone 88
Kallgren 86
Price 88
Simmons 29
Sweeney 86
Widener 50

spring, relies on donations of bicycles
and parts for its operation. PFBGA
fixes bicycles (free), teaches people to
fix bicycles (free), and supplies free
bicycles to those who can’t afford
them. In what has become its normal
way of relating to alternative institu-
tions, the council refused to donate 50
of the city owned bikes (from the
group of 200 ‘lost’ bikes to be sold at
the semi-annual city auction) to this
group. Rather, after much debate,
they grudgingly agreed on the circuit-
ous route of awarding the bikes to the

. Recreation Department who will, in

turn, ‘subcontract’ the bikes to
PFBGA. Unless its a study that re-
quires $200/day consultants, or a sec-
ond million dollar marina loan, you
can just never be too careful .. ...

One way of measuring the politics
of council members is to compare
their voting records. McLaren has con-
sistently lined up with Berkeley’s
business interests and is the council
spokesman for the Chamber of Com-
merce and the Board of Realtors. As
such his votes provide a standard the
meaning of which Fiy will let you
decide (for yourself). But, fall as it
may, this standard will hence forward
be known as the McLaren Quotient
(MQ). An MQ of 100 gives the coun-
cilor the distinction of voting with
McLaren 100 percent of the time.

Grassroots published council voting
records in September on 10 critical
votes in 1972 and in November on 7
rent control votes. Using these votes
as a guide, Fly calculated the coun-
cilors’ MQ’s which are given below.

7 Rent Control Votes

ST
14
100
100
67
67
86
50

(abstentions are considered as no votes)

or advertisers

1 know Grassroois needs help, so | want to

Keep Grassroots Growing

Grassroots, as a community-oriented newspaper, relies on subscriptions, on the
participation and contributions of the community, and not on street sales, vendors,
Please help. Send us your subscription today

.. PLEDGE S____ _PER MONTH TO SEE GRASSROOTS GROW AND
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— SUBSCRIBE: ENCLOSED IS MY CHECK FOR $.____ _FOR_____
SUBSCRIPTIONS TO GRASSROOTS.
Naine e Gift to -
Address Address
City Zip City Zip.
Phone (list others on separate sheet)
GRASSROOTS
P.O. Box 274

Berkeley, Ca. 94701
$5 00 per year or phone 845-0775

Following what seems to be an
increasingly clear trend, this month the
Berkeley City Council forged ahead in
its efforts to conduct city business with

a dazzling display of referrals,
postponements and “‘approvals in
principle.”

Nov. 15 Meeting

On Nov. 15 the council heard over 3
hours of public testimony regarding the
Neighborhood Preservation Ordinance,
a proposal originated by the People’s
Housing Conference which would
require  neighborhood input and
approval  from the Board of
Adjustments for demolitions and all
new construction in Berkeley for 2
years pending re-examination of the
Master Plan by the Planning
Commission and interested community
groups. Organizers of the ordinance
claim discontentment with the pattern
of building in the city where old

housing is torn down and replaced by

modern high rent “ticky tacky”
apartments. None of the long list of
speakers spoke against the proposal.
Councilman Bailey objected because he
said he feared it would hinder the
development of low cost housing if the
neighborhood didn’t approve of it. He
said down zoning was designed to
decrease the number of minority people
in town. Councilwoman Hancock
countered that the only low cost
housing in the city were the old houses
currently - being destroyed: to build
apartments and the ordinance would
prohibit the destruction of these
homes. Bailey said he would support
the proposal if it: 1) Had a clause thata
building be exempted from the
ordinance if the developer promised to
replace any low cost units he tore down
with at least an equal number of low
cost units in his development,
2) exempted all low cost housing and
3)exempted anything built by a
company that was 51% minority
owned.

Hancock made a motion to adopt
the ordinance. It died for lack of a
second. Kallgren then moved to adopt it
“in principle” and send it to Model
Cities, the Berkeley Community
Development  Council, the City
Manager’s office, and City Attorney’s
office, get community input and
reschedule discussion for the meeting of
December 12. Bailey made a substitute
motion of the same thing without
adopting it in principle. His motion
failed 4-5 (Bailey, Simmons, Sweeney
and Widener voting yes). Kallgren’s
motion then passed with Bailey,
Simmons and Widener voting no.

Nov. 28 Meetmg

At the meeting of November 28, the
Council had a public hearing on an
Architectural  Heritage  Ordinance
presented by Urban Care. The
ordinance would establish an appointed
Landmarks Preservation Committee
with the power to declare any structure
or group of structures within the city an
historical landmark. Demolition or
significant change of the property
would then be subject to the committee
which also would be empowered to
declare a one year moratorium on the
proposed changes to the landmark.
During this time concerned citizens
would have an opportunity to find ways
of purchasing the building or otherwise
reserving it.

The motion to adopt the ordinance
failed 3-3 with Hone, Hancock,
McLaren voting yes, Price, Widener and
Sweeney voting no and Bailey,
Simmons, and Kallgren absent. The
council then expressed “‘enthusiastic
support for the goalsand objectives” of
the ordinance and sent it to the City
Attorney for hisreport.

At the meeting of December 6, the
Council heard over 3 hours of public
testimony on the complex issue of the

city council news

$1,500,000 second Marina loan. (See
GRASSROOTS issues for Sept. & Oct.
for details). The loan binds the city to
the construction of 580 berths at the
Marina and a parking lot and other
amenities for boatowners. Opponents
of the loan argue that it was contracted
without proper public hearings and that
acceptance of the loan should be
suspended and no funds disbursed until
the following conditions be met: 1) A
financial audit of the Marina occur,
2) Berth rates be raised from 85 cents
and $1.10 per lineal foot to a minimum
of $1.25 and $1.50 per lineal foot,
3) renoegotiate the loan to eliminate
more parking spaces for boatowners,
4) renegotiate the loan so that surplus
funds above those needed to'meet loan
repayment - be available to the
community for other waterfront uses
and 5)form one commission with
responsibility for the entire waterfront.

The council voted to suspend the
loan until the auditor prepares a
financial report on the Marina and they
scheduled a council discussion of the
issue again for Jan. 9.

Other Decisions

In other moves of sweeping
indecision this month: at the meeting of
Nov. 21 the council discussed
Environmental Impact Statements and
continued discussion to the meeting of
November 28. (They have not yet
reached that discussion on the agenda.)
They also “‘expressed interest” ina City
Manager “review” of a “potential” peer
group component of a juvenile justice
study grant the city is applying for from
the California Council on Criminal
Justice. On Nov. 28 the Council
postponed action on an emergency
proposal by Ms. Hancock to grant $700
to the Women’s Refuge in Berkeley to
December 5/ when it was finally
granted after 3 weeks on the agenda.

Ms. Hancock introduced a proposal
by the People’s Free Bicycle Repair and
Give Away Program to give 50 bicycles
from the city’s annual auction to the
group to give away for Christmas. The
50 bikes were withheld from the
auction and the proposal was referred
to the Recreation Commission.

At the meeting of December 5, the
Council discussed a request by
Southern Pacific for relocation of a spur
track. The discussion turned to the
affirmative  action programs of
Southern Pacific (which has 50 separate
programs) and Cutter Labs. Several
motions were made ranging from the
granting of the request to requiring
both companies to follow the city’s
affirmative action program. All motions
failed and the matter will be
rescheduled with additional
information.

The council did made some definite,
positive decisions this month of a
routine nature. They include such
things as: adopting a resolution
commending the Berkeley High School
football team, changing the location of
the December 5th council meeting to
the City Council chambers, canceling
the meeting scheduled for December
26, and moving the meeting of Jan. 2
from Hillside School to West Campus
auditorium.

ARLENE SLAUGHTER
Central Realty Senvice
Specializing in the Unusual
6436 Telegraph, Oakland

Office 658-2177
Eve, 849-2976






