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Jacob, Melinda

Subject: FW: DRC of 1652 University Avenue Project

From: Diane Ross‐Leech <dianeleech@comcast.net>  
Sent: Tuesday, August 15, 2023 3:15 PM 
To: Burns, Anne M <ABurns@berkeleyca.gov> 
Cc: Diane Ross‐Leech <dianeleech@comcast.net> 
Subject: DRC of 1652 University Avenue Project 
 
WARNING: This is not a City of Berkeley email. Do not click links or attachments unless you trust the sender and know the content is 

safe.  
Dear Ms. Burns:  
 
I have reviewed the DRC report for 1652 University Avenue and have the following comments: 
 

 The east side set back of 5’ for the proposed building is inadequate to protect the health and longevity of the heritage 
oak tree located at Fox Commons. 

 The south side of the building should be stepped down to three stories to allow for adequate sunlight and 
neighborhood scale for the existing residential homes. 

 Balconies proposed overhanging the heritage oak tree should be eliminated or greatly reduced so as not to impact 
the natural light needed for the trees health. 

 Planters are proposed for the base of the building along University and Jefferson Street.  I imagine these planters will 
be filled with garbage and dead plants after the building is occupied, like many new buildings that have “landscaping” 
requirements only to see dead trees and dead plants long after the building is completed.  How will this requirement 
be enforced? 

 There is no car parking provided as part of the project.  Bicycle parking is provided.  We support the City’s goals to 
promote public transit and car‐free transit.  To help enforce this goal we request that residential parking permits not 
be permitted for residents in this building.  The neighborhood its already over taxed by parking for the St. Joesph the 
Worker Church, the Shu Ren School and the many construction workers who park every week day from 7am to 4pm. 

 Clear and frosted glass is proposed for various features of the building.  We request that all glass be "bird‐safe" so as 
to prevent bird collisions. 

 
My neighbors and my family living along the 1600 block of Addison Street (between California and McGee) are wary of the 
proposed construction at 1652 University (5 stories) as well as the 1598 University (8 stories) due to the horrendous 
experience and disruption to our lives from the ongoing saga at 1698 University.  The 1698 University project has been 
unending with delays, violations, noise, construction dust, construction equipment, and street shut downs.  We hope that this 
proposed project does not repeat this pattern and the City strictly enforces its authority over its codes and regulations. 
 
Sincerely, 
 
Diane Ross‐Leech 
1644 Addison Street 
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Jacob, Melinda

Subject: FW: Building on University and Jefferson 

‐‐‐‐‐Original Message‐‐‐‐‐ 
From: Kathie Hardy <kathie.hardy@gmail.com>  
Sent: Tuesday, August 15, 2023 4:17 AM 
To: Burns, Anne M <ABurns@berkeleyca.gov> 
Subject: Building on University and Jefferson  
 
WARNING: This is not a City of Berkeley email. Do not click links or attachments unless you trust the sender and know 
the content is safe. 
 
We were very disappointed to discover that we never directly received a notification and that posted notices were 
removed. It is also disappointing that the time between notice and comment deadline is woefully, if not illegally, short. 
We have several concerns but are returning from abroad and will not even be able to see the designs, let alone 
understand them and be ready to comment on them in writing other than email. We will be at the meeting. The issues 
are: parking in an old, already crowded neighborhood where people may not even have a driveway and there is not, as 
yet, a robust public transportation system; possible effect on our home and  garden, both physical and financial and 
security for the many older people in the area who may feel captive in their homes at night if they must walk alone from 
cars parked at a distance   We will be prepared to elaborate on these items on Thursday. 
Kathie Hardy & Alan Spinks 
Thank you for your attention. And if you would be so kind as to let us know that you received this email. 
Sent from my iPhone 



 

 

 
We are concerned neighbors in the 1600 block of Addison Street, responding to the notice 

of a Design Review Committee meeting this Thursday evening to discuss a proposed building 

project at 1652 University Avenue.   

First of all, we are concerned that the neighbors were not notified well in advance of this 

meeting, to give us adequate time to formulate a proper response to the proposal. We only learned 

of the meeting through posted notices shared with us by another concerned neighbor – according to 

her, posted notices disappeared by the next day. Secondly, the agenda for Thursday!s meeting on the 

City of Berkeley website states the deadline for written comments is 5:00 p.m. on Tuesday, and not 

at noon on Tuesday as stated on the posted notice. Unfortunately, this misinformation and 

inadequate advance notice compromises our review of the material and ability to participate in the 

design review process.   

The Addison Street side of the block is entirely residential, and this building project will 

seriously impact the properties adjacent to it. We have already endured a years-long building project 

at 1698 University Avenue, the other end of the block, which has been seriously mismanaged, with 

many, often major building violations causing years of deconstruction and rebuilding. Notoriously, 

the root systems of three heritage-designated redwood trees which were not to be disturbed were 

excavated at the beginning of construction, causing the trees to be condemned and taken down. The 

city only demanded a small fine and replacement of one of those trees. 

As a result, we are hyper-vigilant about protecting the heritage-designated live oak tree on 

the property adjacent to 1652 University Avenue (Fox Commons, 1676 University Ave.). We are 

concerned that the current designs for the project will seriously compromise this tree.  If this 

building is constructed as proposed, the tree will not receive adequate sunlight to maintain itself in 

good health. Furthermore, its structural integrity will be compromised: the balconies on the east side 

of the proposed building will cross the dripline of the tree, affecting the tree canopy. We suggest 

that these balconies be removed from the design and the height of the building cut back to three 

floors on the southeast side, to allow adequate sunlight to reach the tree. The current architectural 

renderings show clearly that the dripline of the tree will be compromised by the extent of the 

building, and we know from direct experience of the loss of three magnificent redwoods at 1698 

University Avenue that the roots (which often extend beyond the dripline) can be undermined when 

the foundation for a neighboring building is being excavated. It is hard to imagine a treeless Fox 

Commons, which currently is completely enveloped on its south side by the enormous canopy of 

this magnificent coastal live oak. (See attached photographs.) To allow adequate sunlight to reach 



 

 

the tree, we suggest a further setback of the building away from the tree, and that the height of the 

building be cut back to three floors on the southeast side.   

 

 
South view of the oak tree. 

 

 
West view of the oak tree. 



 

 

Overall, the proposed building is out of scale with the neighboring buildings, all of which are 

one- to two-story buildings. The building as proposed is too tall for the historic landmark status of 

Fox Commons, the adjacent property to the east. Furthermore, in a primarily residential context, the 

south side of the building should be lower and set back further, to be in scale with its immediate 

neighbors. While five stories in the front of the building facing University Avenue may work well at 

the corner of the block, reducing the height of the south side of the building to three stories will 

help preserve the landmarked oak tree and produce a building more in keeping with the scale of the 

surrounding neighborhood. Additionally, to preserve the privacy of the neighboring properties, 

there should be no balconies overlooking the backyards of these properties. Even a small increase of 

an additional 10 feet (to a total of 25 feet) in green space on the south side of the building would 

provide more usable open space for occupants and allow privacy, air circulation, and light suitable 

for the neighborhood. Enlargement of the south/southeast garden space would also contribute to 

the usable open space requirement. To this end, we do not support a waiver of the usable open 

space requirement from 5,200 square feet to the proposed 2,950 square feet. 

In summary, we would like to see a further setback of 10 feet on the south side of the 

building, adequate setback on the east side of the building to support the health of the oak tree, 

lowering the height of the building on the south side to three stories, and elimination of the 

balconies overhanging the oak tree.  We think this narrow 7,480 square foot lot is too small to 

support the proposed five-story building as currently designed. 

 

Thank you. 

 

James Whitta and Jon Harada 

1639 Addison St. 

Berkeley, CA 94703 


