




Schlepp, Victoria 

Subject: FW: Additional comments to ZAB re: Thai Temple

Page 1 of 1

9/18/2008

��������������	
����
�	�����������������	
����
�	���
��������

���	���
��
	������
��
��
��������� �����!�"#�

���"�$
����%�
&'�(�		����
)
��*��

���
��	��+��������������
��	����,+-��
��.
���.
���
�
�

 

Dear Greg:   
  
After further review of the Thai Temple's requested actions before ZAB, I have the following additional 
comments to submit to the ZAB board members and for your consideration in preparing a staff report: 
  
1)  The requested approval of a modified use permit to prepare meals for the general public 52 weeks 
per year and to be paid for by donations must be evaluated under CEQA for potential impacts to noise, 
odors, traffic and similar impacts.  
  
2)  A traffic analysis must be conducted for both the requested use permit and the requested permit to 
construct structures and a 9-space parking lot.  
  
3)  The mediation requested by ZAB between the Thai Temple and a few neighbors failed.  From the 
neighbors' point of view, the Temple only looked at the mediation as a way to get the neighbors to agree 
to their 52-week-per year meal service and did not consider any other alternatives.  The ZAB can no 
longer transfer its authority to any other entity.  It must recognize that the meal service has been 
conducted in violation of its permit, and the ZAB must take responsibility for allowing this unauthorized 
activity that has impacted many neighbors.  The meal service should be permitted only under the terms 
of the existing use permit until an analysis under CEQA has been conducted.  
  
4)  The Thai Temple maintains that the effects of traffic and parking from its weekly activity cannot be 
distinguished from that of nearby activities.  A traffic analysis must be conducted, with the Thai Temple 
attendance evaluated as a cumulative impact along with that of the Berkeley Bowl, Walgreens, Bart 
users and other activities.  
  
5)  While some neighbors are supportive of the Temple's weekly activities, the ZAB is still responsible 
for requiring the proposed actions to be analyzed under CEQA and for not authorizing a use that has 
been conducted for years in violation of its permit.  
  
6) The Temple's request for an Administrative Use Permit to "erect accessory buildings" should not be 
approved by ZAB until this proposed action is defined.  "Accessory buildings" are not shown on design 
drawings or described anywhere.  Given the Temple's existing record of having significantly violated 
their use permit, a vague proposal to build "accessory buildings" should be denied until maps and full 
descriptions are provided and analyzed for impacts, if necessary.  
  
  
Thank you,  
Carolyn Shoulders 
1923 Oregon Street 
Berkeley, CA 94703 



Zoning Adjustment Board 
Land Use Planning Division 
2120 Milvia Street 
Berkeley, CA 94704 
 
Berkeley, 9/17/08 
 
Re: Thai Temple 1911 Russell Street 
 
Dear Committee Members, 
  
this letter is in enthusiastic support of the Thai Temple on 1911 Russell Street in 
Berkeley. 
  

1. We have been living in very close vicinity to the Thai Temple (just around the 
corner on Martin Luther King Jr. Way) for the past 5 years. The Temple and its 
Sunday Brunch activities are a valuable and integral part of this 
neighborhood. We cherish its presence and the diversity and aliveness it 
brings to the area. 

2. At no point has our family ever experienced the Temple or the brunch 
activity as a disturbance. To no extent. Ever. 

3. The temple and its Sunday brunch is a place of integration for people of all 
races, ethnicities and creeds. It represents what Berkeley is all about.  

4. The monks and Thai community are respectful, helpful, open and bring 
warmth and peace to this neighborhood.  

5. The new structure looks beautiful on the architectural sketches and will further 
augment the neighborhood. 

6. The Temple has been extremely responsive and mindful of neighbor's 
complaints and sensitivities, limiting its hours of brunch operation and assuring 
that no driveway parking or garbage is bothering anyone. 

  
The views of the neighbors opposing the construction and the brunch are 
isolated opinions of a few individuals. In their crusade against the Temple, they 
have been making incorrect accusations and misguided interpretations that 
could harm an entire community. Their views do not represent the 
neighborhood, as many neighbors have expressed their appreciation of the 
temple over the past few months.  
  
We trust your judgment, wisdom and integrity to see the real picture and permit 
the Thai Temple to continue its Buddha shrine construction and Sunday fund 
raising activity. 
  
Sincerely,  
Helge Osterhold, PhD(c) 
Gisele Fernandes, M.A., MFT 
2909 1/2 Martin Luther King Jr. Way, Berkeley, CA 94703 
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-------------- Forwarded Message: --------------  
From: geecheeblue@comcast.net  
To: yo5@sbcglobal.net (yor sh), carolyn_shoulders@yahoo.com (carolyn shoulders), 
thomas.rough@gmail.com (Thomas Rough), jenningselizabeth@sbcglobal.net (Elizabeth Jennings), 
gmg@borucki-gibson.com (Gary Gibson)  
Subject: the corrected version  
Date: Thu, 18 Sep 2008 06:27:29 +0000  

To: Greg Powell 
  
I will say the Thai temple has existed less as a neighbor and more as a tolerated inconvenience. I 
was present at ZAB meeting and witnessed the opening of this version of Pandora's box. The 
board was caught off guard when they realized this quiet but purposeful organization had grown 
aggressively under the radar.The board members heard the impassioned praises and support of 
the temples constituents, our pseudo neighbors. The bulk of these individuals  were from 
everywhere but Berkeley. They claimed the temple turned our "Drug ridden environ" into a 
peaceful Eden. How could there be anything but gratitude for their presence. Then a small group 
of six actual Berkeley residents were allowed to speak. We revealed a different reality of 
relationship with the temple. Years of tolerance had finally peaked with the announcement of a 
planned structural change for their physical plant, via a zoning board approval hearing flyer. 
This was the first communication of these issues to the community, and it came from the City of 
Berkeley. 
  
The result of the April 24th, 08' hearing was a plan for further investigation of the revelations 
and concerns presented by the neighbors. Postponement of a decision and mediation were 
suggested. The temple then made it's first attempt at community outreach. The head monk and a 
temple representative came to my door the following evening. Their question was how can they 
start communication with the neighborhood? My response was simple, you can begin by 
speaking to your neighbors, I mean like "hello". The discussion was rather lengthy as we sat in 
my living room. They claimed that cultural and language differences made communication 
difficult, I told them that was no excuse for not trying. The primary problem since the ZAB 
hearing is a lack of effort on the temple's  part to come up with solutions for either the restaurant 
or structural concerns. It was the neighbors suggestion to lessen the hours, address parking and 
debris management and reconsideration for their str uctural plans. 
  
Their first plan was to have the neighbors over for some delicious food and introductions. I was 
unable to attend the event and received a personal invitation to dinner to discuss ways in which 
we could remedy the concerns of the community. I showed up as requested and would have 
been happy to sit and simply talk but hey insisted on going to "Skates On The Bay". As we sat 
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GENERAL CO\1iV'IENTS

' Ilt addition the use o1' the ofT site parliitrg lot at Anl' Mountain to meet the parkipg neecls
of the Temple. is nct valid ior tri,'o reasorls one it is located mt'rre than the penrrittecl 800
l-eet liorn the activit-v and tr.vo it ri."as under contract lbr 3 times a vear and the Citv and
residents have not seen a renew'al olthatpermit. Br,rt if it does not meet tire intent of t5e
Code it should not be usecl to satisfi' that reqr-rirement. Irllrthermore. a simple letter fiom
the property owner does not sufllce. the Cit,v. should he concerned and require a lease
agreement. and the residents do not viell'this letter as a binding agreement.

' As stated previouslv. I believe analvsis of this pro.iect is not compiete. A full initial stud_v
under CEQA should be compieted and circulated for pr-rblic commenr.

' Ulttil such time as the pro.ject is apprclved the Tenple should cease fbod service
operafions since thev are cllrrentlv opelating in violation of the existing Llse penlit.

' Additional infbmtation w'itir respect to the accessory structures shall be prcvicled.
' Additional information I requested regarding the permitted height an<i programming at

the site should be provided.

I am hoping that the residents in the communiry have shor,vn \ve are concerned about our qualitv of
life and our rights to eniol' our pfopert). We entered the mediation irr goocl faith but har,e norv
fbund that not all information relating to the pro-iect has been provided. I request that the ZAll
direct stalf to conduct an initial studr,evaluating the proposed Use Permit fbr foocl service in
particular the resultant adverse impacts. the details regardint religious assemblv. the pemritted
heigirt of stntctures in the R-2r\ District" require a Variance fbr the accessorlr structure exceeding
the permitted height and request the fbod sen'ice stop until such time as these issues are acldressed
and the item has been brought before the Zoning Ad.justment Board at a subseqtrent public hearing.
I thank,vou in advance for taking the time to revie$'the communit_v's concerns and hope vou rvill
support the residents as we pltrsue peace. and quiet in our neighborhood.

Sincerely.
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Schlepp, Victoria

Subject: FW:  1911 Russell
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-----Original Message-----
From: yor sh [mailto:yo5@sbcglobal.net]
Sent: Wednesday, September 17, 2008 10:23 PM
To: Ross, Steven D.
Cc: Powell, Greg
Subject: Petition from the neighborhood regarding 1911 Russell

Dear Zoning Adjustment Board members;

The neighborhood held a meeting this evening and circulated a petition.  I have attached 
the signed petition for your review. thank you Yoram



WE THE U]{DERSTGIIED REQUEET TIIAT THE zAB DENY
TIIE PROPOSED UsE PERTIT FOR J1911 RU$SELL ETREET

. I I I ITEflSIFIGATTOff OF FOOO SERVIGE

' COI{STRUGTTOII OF AGGESSORY STRUCTURES
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Schlepp, Victoria

Subject: FW: 1911 Russell St

-----Original Message-----
From: D. Mayeron [mailto:d_mayeron@hotmail.com]
Sent: Thursday, September 18, 2008 7:14 AM
To: Powell, Greg
Cc: Ross, Steven D.
Subject: 1911 Russell St

Dear Mr. Powell and members of ZAB-

Please add my name to those who request that the ZAB due its duty and begin revocation 
procedures of the Use Permit held by the occupants of 1911 Russell. This is what should be
done prior to considering the new application. The occupants are in violation, know they 
are in violation, have been in violation for 14 years, continue to be in violation and 
should have no right to request more permission from the City.

D. H. Mayeron
1927 Russell St.
Berkeley, CA 94703
_________________________________________________________________
Stay up to date on your PC, the Web, and your mobile phone with Windows Live.
http://clk.atdmt.com/MRT/go/msnnkwxp1020093185mrt/direct/01/
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Schlepp, Victoria

Subject: FW: 1911 Russell St - Thai Temple expansion

-----Original Message-----
From: Gary Gibson [mailto:gmg@borucki-gibson.com]
Sent: Thursday, September 18, 2008 10:03 AM
To: Powell, Greg
Cc: jenningselizabeth@sbcglobal.net; carolyn_shoulders@yahoo.com;
kasallah@hotmail.com; John Taylor; Yori Shay; Piper Davis; Thomas Rough;
Jason Metzler; alivieira@yahoo.com; bcb@bborucki.com
Subject: 1911 Russell St - Thai Temple expansion

Dear Mr. Powell,

I am writing today in objection to the revised Thai Temple expansion  
plan that
will go before the ZAB on 9/25/2008. I urge the ZAB to postpone  
hearing any
plans to expand the Thai Temple or modify their current permit, until  
the current
issue of the Sunday food service has been resolved. The issue is  
simple. The
temple has been operating outside of their existing use permit. I,  
and others in
the neighborhood, would like them to come into compliance before  
entertaining
any other changes.

I have been a resident of the 1900 block of Oregon Street for over 15  
years. I
was one of the neighbors who spoke in objection of the expansion at  
the April
24th ZAB meeting. I was also a one of the Oregon St neighbors who  
attended
the mediation sessions with the Thai Temple (requested by the ZAB at  
the end
of the 4/24 meeting). The mediation was unsuccessful.

Victor Herbert, one of the members of the East Bay Community  
Mediation team,
sent a you summary of the proceedings in mid-August. He outlined  
three main
issues: The Sanctuary, The Physical Impact, and Frequency & Quantity  
of the
Feeding Program.

I would like to discuss the third issue.

The neighbors felt that 52 times a year was too much, because the  
number of
patrons has increased to overwhelming proportions. The temple did not  
want
to discuss changing the frequency, but rather only wanted to discuss  
ideas
about crowd control while maintaining the current frequency of 52  
times a
year.

At the time of mediation, I asked if the current permit contained any  
language
concerning frequency of operation. That question was not answered.  
However,
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I have since discovered that the existing use permit, granted by the  
ZAB on
4/12/1993 and issued on 5/18/1993 contains very specific language which
addresses the frequency issue. Item #6 plainly states:

    "On-site food sales shall be limited to special events occurring no
     more than three times per year not to exceed a total of six days a
     year."

Ignoring the fact that the temple mediation team did not disclose  
this in
mediation, the important point to consider is that the temple has been
operating a food service out of compliance with their use permit for  
over
15 years!

If prior agreements can not be honored, how can we trust any new
agreements?

What was once a complex issue is now very simple. The temple must
be held to the same standard that every other temple, church, synagog,
business, and resident in Berkeley follows. They must obey the law.
They must honor their prior agreements. They must come into compliance
with their existing use permit.

Until that issue is resolved, the discussion of new projects can not and
should not take place.

Thank you.

Sincerely,
     Gary Gibson

-- 
<gmg_AT_borucki-gibson_DOT_com>









Powell, Greg 

Subject: FW: Thai Temple
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Dear Greg, 
  
Carolyn Shoulders outlined in perfect detail the concerns of our neighborhood meeting with regards to the Thai 
Temple. 
  
We demand that ZAB take corrective action with regards to the violation of their use permit. This should not be 
resolved by individuals in mediation but by the authority of the city and appropriate officials. 
  
I will not be able to attend the public meeting, but my convictions are on the side of our community. 
  
Thanks, 
Liz Jennings 
  








