October 7, 2005
SUBJECT:  BAREC/UC Ag land in Santa Clara

 

Dear Legislator:

The 17-acre historical BAREC/UC Agricultural land was originally bought by the community to benefit the community as were its buildings.  Without the community it would not have became public land.  In the 1950s it was the community that decided to let the State have the property so it would be preserved for future generations and it would continue to improve and preserve the quality and safety of our food.  The generations living in the mid 20th Century would never have thought how greedy and thoughtless the California State government would become.  How could our legislators and the UC Regents give our land away as a payoff to a UC Regent (George Marcus) so he can build houses that will be four times the density of the neighboring community and not consider its 120-year history?  Consequently, the community wants to take BAREC back from the State so this land will continue to contribute to the community.

Following are some questions we would hope you might consider since it appears you are not considering the people’s needs and are making BAREC decisions without our input.

1. Why do you support a UC Regent (George Marcus of Marcus and Millichap and Summerhill Homes) as the State's BAREC developer when it was the UC Regents that decided to sell BAREC?  By your silence you are supporting this conflict of interest and possibly others as well.

2. Why did the State not offer BAREC to local governments and agencies before they offered it to a developer as required by law? 

3. Why is UC Berkeley's Agricultural Research Center, which is being sold at the same time, being given a new location but we get nothing even though our community helped purchase the land and paid for its major buildings? 

4. Why do the State's BAREC consultants publicly say that BAREC has no history when there is documentation for the property going back to 1886 with three uniquely different programs?  The community is placing BAREC on the National Historical Registry.  Your silence is telling us that you care more about the monotony of housing everywhere than preserving our unique heritage and using it to solve our problems.  

5. Why do you not support what BAREC represents quality of life issues like:  urban agriculture and horticulture, healthy food especially for children and seniors, our history, open space in the Valley floor where the population density is the greatest and, therefore, there is the most need for open space, urban environmental issues like drought and chemical reduction and soil health, the education of gardening (the country's number one leisure-time industry) and the training of gardeners, and a balance to the stress of our high tech community?  An understanding of how to bring nature into our daily lives would reduce many common diseases and reduce our health care costs.  

6. Why does the Silicon Valley Democratic Party unite against the above needed programs for our community and support George Marcus’s housing proposals?  Why does it support in-fill housing everywhere in the Valley floor including on our historical BAREC land without balancing housing with quality large open spaces?  Why do you support open spaces in the hills when more than 50 percent of the Valley’s citizens are “of color” and live on the Valley floor where there are few unpolluted large open spaces.  Also, the open spaces in the hills have no public transportation to them and, therefore, the majority of citizens cannot use them.

7. Why do you support the developer, George Marcus, building high cost housing when the need is for low cost housing?  Also, in the Valley there are many lawsuits against attached homes and Marcus’s company is proposing mostly this kind of housing? 

8. Why do you support housing on BAREC with its experimental chemicals and, therefore, soil pollution?  Do you know that you are liable for this support?  Why do you not think creatively and consider programs like Brownsfield to keep BAREC in open space?

Your silence on these issues tells us that either you do not care about the health or well-being of our community or are simply not aware of the issues; I hope it is the later.  We suggest you read “The High Price of Cheap Food” (SF Chronicle Magazine, May 2, 2004) to help you understand the hidden costs of not supporting BAREC.  

Sincerely yours,

