
From: Alfred Twu [mailto:alfredtwu@gmail.com]  
Sent: Sunday, February 18, 2018 9:46 PM 
To: Amoroso, Alexander <AAmoroso@cityofberkeley.info> 
Subject: Planning Commission input on potential Deconstruction Ordinance 

Hi Alex, 

Zero Waste Commission is evaluating ideas for a Deconstruction Ordinance, which would be a ordinance 
requiring that people who plan to demolish a building take it apart in a way so that materials can be 
reused.   

In addition to conserving resources, deconstruction could also reduce stormwater, noise, and air 
pollution.   

We're currently looking at the following options: 
- ordinances passed by other cities (such as Portland, Oregon and Palo Alto)
- whether deconstruction should be mandatory, or if only a evaluation be required
- what types of buildings and renovations it would apply to
- what parts of the building it would apply to
- health and safety requirements

Please relay this info to Planning and let me know if anyone on the committee would like to provide 
input.  They can contact me at alfredtwu@gmail.com 

Thanks 
Alfred Twu 
Zero Waste Commissioner 
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From: Charles Pappas nberkhills@sbcglobal.net 
Sent: Tue 2/20/2018 12:36 PM 
To: Amoroso, Alexander <AAmoroso@cityofberkeley.info>; poschman1@comcast.net 
Cc: Greene, Elizabeth <EGreene@cityofberkeley.info>; Molly Dooley Jones 

<mollydooleyjones@gmail.com>; Berkeley Mayor's Office <mayor@cityofberkeley.info>; Elgstrand, 
Stefan <SElgstrand@cityofberkeley.info>; Wengraf, Susan <SWengraf@cityofberkeley.info>; 
Worthington, Kriss <KWorthington@cityofberkeley.info>; Manager, C 

 <CManager@cityofberkeley.info>; 
City Attorney's Office <attorney@cityofberkeley.info>; Harrison, Kate KHarrison@cityofberkeley.info 

Subject:  Revised #9 Action Zoning Ordinance Cannabis Regulations Planning Comm-2/21/18/input, summary 

re: Public Hearing: Zoning Ordinance Cannabis Regulations Hold public hearing and 
consider Zoning Ordinance amendments related to Cannabis regulations. 

Dear Alex, Planning Commissioners, 
 Please pardon the long addition to your Feb 21 meeting agenda, previously from 2016 explaining cannabis 

commission focus. 
 Below, I have shortened last week's ideas (email) in a true sense of expediency, re: item #9; I hope to include 

ordinance, licensing, selection considerations in a later email before tomorrow night's meeting.. 

Summary, -Our commissions, staff & elected officials 

-Resolve & move forward: with new cannabis regulations for the sake of Berkeley patients, consumers,
citizens, electorate, and community.
-Incorporate, include: when possible all local existing cannabis operations, certainly statewide as well.
-Planning Commission possible zoning considerations: cultivation (M-zone expansion), cannabis businesses
(retail/non-retail); nurseries; micro business; cottage; private collective coops
-Lack of progress: past attempts in Berkeley, not improved a long existing stagnant status quo, e.g. 15 year 3
dispensary limit, poorly enacted new dispensary process, lack of cultivation permitting, nursery/delivery only
dispensaries absence of ordinance, license permitting, unclear existing cannabis business status
-Progress now: sharing and listening, input, expression; in accordance with an informed public; Council
action vs ballot measures!
-Commissioners: sensible review; previous successful absence of comment to Council; when
needed productive  Council recommendations.

Objections/ Comments/Input  

-Discussion/regulation- Bad idea, delivery only dispensaries not locate, ground floor unit with street
frontage!?! Good idea, could locate in M-prefixed district, ancillary use to another cannabis business, to co-locate
with manufacturing, distribution or cultivation uses. Would allow integrated microbusinesses as permitted by State
law, and would not significantly impact space available in manufacturing districts.
-Quotas- In a nutshell, regarding cannabis issues in Berkeley for over 15 years, I have not yet met a reasonable
quota I liked, usually for sake of council delay/preserving status quo. An exception- 6 only large (22k sq ft)

cultivation areas, providing at least 58k sq ft smaller cultivation. Rather, overly restrictive quotas could limit
competition and prevent new businesses from locating in Berkeley, than, there is much uncertainty about the impact
that cannabis businesses will have in communities. Quotas would allow the City to add businesses slowly (!?!) and
to evaluate impacts (since when?) before allowing additional businesses.
-Levels of Discretion-Ok where appropriate (some buffer zones), better less restrictive encouraging inclusion
existing businesses (some underground) for/regulation taxation in the legalization era.
-Selection Process and Equity Considerations- Staff, options selection process to Cannabis Commission &  City
Council- include, incorporate equity. Equity- have at least 40% owner equity candidate, either low-income
threshold/been arrested, incarceration for cannabis-related, non-violent crimes. Selection- relatively fast &
inexpensive, quotas/buffers modified depending on Council chosen process. Generally agreed, with caveat, possible
deferring- cannabis commissioners can be more informed than staff, Council, & Planning Commission.
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-Commercial Cannabis Regulations and Licensing- Mayor to Council, July 25 2017, Prohibit City from issuing
new dispensary licenses until January 1, 2020, ascertain demand. Hard to find reasoning- only 3 existing, this
March 3 years from application process, September 2 years since last applicants chosen!
-Additional- Cannabis issues needing attention: cultivation licensing selection (a lack of permits after a time period
will necessitate M-zone expansion), discussion; nursery ordinance, zoning licensing selection; likewise delivery
only dispensaries; and microbusiness, private collective, cooperative decisions.
Conclusion- Too often witnessed belabored cannabis political discussions lacking perspective & correct information
vs hypothetical situations, solutions seeking problems. Future positive accomplishments with inclusive interaction
and ideas. 

 Thanks for your attention and consideration. 

Respectfully, Charley Pappas 



Dear WEBAIC, 

 I am disappointed in your planning commission meeting email. I pasted below what will really be discussed, and I 

found no m-zone expansion mentioned anywhere in attachments (from staff). And, honestly, after your years of city 

politics, can you really think your worst fears will be realized tomorrow night!?! 

 I feel compelled to red-line and comment on some of your statements. I sincerely agree with most of your goals. I 

don't want a "greed rush" into West Berkeley, just to legitimize already existing cannabis operations. Best, Charley 

Pappas-district 6 cannabis commissioner 

RATHER 

9. Action:  Public Hearing: Zoning Ordinance Cannabis 
Regulations  Recommendation:  Hold public hearing and consider Zoning 
Ordinance amendments related to  Cannabis regulations. 
THAN (from WEBAIC email) 

 Planning Commission Public Hearing on Opening up MM (& MULI?) to 
Cannabis Growing Operations 

 Wednesday 2/21/18 - 7:00 pm -  - North Berkeley Senior Center (corner 
Hearst & MLK) 

Tomorrow's Planning Commission meeting will consider expanding cannabis production (growing) into 
the MM Zone and possibly the MULI,  Where do you get this idea from!?! This proposal and Public 
Hearing, without noticing potentially affected businesses, has enormous displacement potential and 
should NOT be done tomorrow night. 

There is enormous pressure on Council from powerful interests Not my experience! to open up more than 
the presently allowed M Zone to grow cannabis. More like interest to do nothing- Hahn, Maio, 
Wengraff...stopped m-zone cultivation licensing selection process since January 2017!! 

WEBAIC's position is - since there has been demonstrated major dislocation of industry and arts in 
Colorado, Washington, and Oakland by highly capitalized growing operations Even if correct, apples and 
oranges, I don't believe much in those states valid comparisons to 40+ year CA cannabis operations- that 
we should see how this new use plays out in the now-allowed M Zone, once the City actually has 
regulations in effect and growers can get a license to grow, which they can not now. Surprise! 
Completely agree with you!! The city is completely lagging. You should be happy that the lack of m-zone 
space hasn't been determined due to above "anti-permitters", but will be after 6 months of 5 or 6 permits, 
tops!!! 

Growers pay up to 4X+ what industry/arts pays per square foot for space, an economic incompatibility 
that has led to large negative consequences in loss of jobs and businesses in other jurisdictions. You may 
be jumping the gun on this statement... Cannabis should... Regarding Berkeley this sentence could have 
various continuations- for me personally 15 years trying to open a patient community friendly medically 
cannabis oriented licensed permitted storefront, alas... have a place in West Berkeley but it must be 
integrated in such a way as to not create significant displacement, Of course, agree- preferring "inclusion 
and preferential licensing for existing (some underground) cannabis business operations rentals", thus not 
taking away rentals, impacting rental costs. especially since cannabis prices are bound to fall and long-
time businesses are likely to be displaced for a new use that may not be viable in a few short years. 
Speculation indeed abounds, but can't we just try to move forward, "cannabis-ly speaking" with the best of 
intentions for patients, consumers, and community!!! 
Please attend if you can. 

____________________________________________________________________________ 
Commissioner Pappas previous earlier planning commission email follows below 
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From: Charles Pappas  To: Alex Amorosa, planning commission  12:35 pm Feb 20, 2018 

re: Public Hearing: Zoning Ordinance Cannabis Regulations Hold public hearing and 

consider Zoning Ordinance amendments related to Cannabis regulations. 

Dear Alex, Planning Commissioners, 

 Please pardon the long addition to your Feb 21 meeting agenda, previously from 2016 explaining cannabis 

commission focus. 

 Below, I have shortened last week's ideas (email) in a true sense of expediency, re: item #9; I hope to include 

ordinance, licensing, selection considerations in a later email before tomorrow night's meeting.. 

Summary, -Our commissions, staff & elected officials 

-Resolve & move forward: with new cannabis regulations for the sake of Berkeley patients, consumers,

citizens, electorate, and community.

-Incorporate, include: when possible all local existing cannabis operations, certainly statewide as well.

-Planning Commission possible zoning considerations: cultivation (M-zone expansion), cannabis businesses

(retail/non-retail); nurseries; micro business; cottage; private collective coops

-Lack of progress: past attempts in Berkeley, not improved a long existing stagnant status quo, e.g. 15 year 3

dispensary limit, poorly enacted new dispensary process, lack of cultivation permitting, nursery/delivery only

dispensaries absence of ordinance, license permitting, unclear existing cannabis business status

-Progress now: sharing and listening, input, expression; in accordance with an informed public; Council

action vs ballot measures!

-Commissioners: sensible review; previous successful absence of comment to Council; when

needed productive  Council recommendations.

Objections/ Comments/Input  

-Discussion/regulation- Bad idea, delivery only dispensaries not locate, ground floor unit with street

frontage!?! Good idea, could locate in M-prefixed district, ancillary use to another cannabis business, to co-locate

with manufacturing, distribution or cultivation uses. Would allow integrated microbusinesses as permitted by State

law, and would not significantly impact space available in manufacturing districts.

-Quotas- In a nutshell, regarding cannabis issues in Berkeley for over 15 years, I have not yet met a reasonable

quota I liked, usually for sake of council delay/preserving status quo. An exception- 6 only large (22k sq ft)

cultivation areas, providing at least 58k sq ft smaller cultivation. Rather, overly restrictive quotas could limit

competition and prevent new businesses from locating in Berkeley, than, there is much uncertainty about the impact

that cannabis businesses will have in communities. Quotas would allow the City to add

businessesslowly (!?!) and to evaluate impacts (since when?) before allowing additional businesses.

-Levels of Discretion-Ok where appropriate (some buffer zones), better less restrictive encouraging inclusion

existing businesses (some underground) for/regulation taxation in the legalization era.

-Selection Process and Equity Considerations- Staff, options selection process to Cannabis Commission &  City

Council- include, incorporate equity. Equity- have at least 40% owner equity candidate, either low-income

threshold/been arrested, incarceration for cannabis-related, non-violent crimes. Selection- relatively fast &

inexpensive, quotas/buffers modified depending on Council chosen process. Generally agreed, with caveat, possible

deferring- cannabis commissioners can be more informed than staff, Council, & Planning Commission.

-Commercial Cannabis Regulations and Licensing- Mayor to Council, July 25 2017, Prohibit City from issuing

new dispensary licenses until January 1, 2020, ascertain demand. Hard to find reasoning- only 3existing, this

March 3 years from application process, September 2 years since last applicants chosen!

-Additional- Cannabis issues needing attention: cultivation licensing selection (a lack of permits after a time period

will necessitate M-zone expansion), discussion; nursery ordinance, zoning licensing selection; likewise delivery

only dispensaries; and microbusiness, private collective, cooperative decisions.

Conclusion- Too often witnessed belabored cannabis political discussions lacking perspective & correct information

vs hypothetical situations, solutions seeking problems. Future positive accomplishments with inclusive interaction

and ideas. 

 Thanks for your attention and consideration. 

 Respectfully, Charley Pappas 
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