
You don't often get email from mitchelldavidcraig@gmail.com. Learn why this is important

From: Douglas Wallace
To: Damazyn, Michele
Subject: Fwd: Pre-hearing Comments: Mt. Tam School Design Review Board Hearing
Date: Thursday, August 18, 2022 8:20:58 AM

First of many. Thanks! 

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Bereket, Immanuel" <IBereket@marincounty.org>
Date: August 17, 2022 at 10:39:27 AM PDT
To: Douglas Wallace <dwallace1957@yahoo.com>
Subject: FW: Pre-hearing Comments: Mt. Tam School Design Review Board
Hearing


FYI
 

From: Mitch Craig <mitchelldavidcraig@gmail.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, August 17, 2022 10:27 AM
To: Bereket, Immanuel <IBereket@marincounty.org>
Subject: Pre-hearing Comments: Mt. Tam School Design Review Board Hearing
 

Hi Immanuel,
 
Here are my pre-hearing comments regarding the proposal to expand Mount Tam
School.
 
I'm looking forward to the discussion tonight.
 
 --
 
MTS intends to expand classroom capacity to accommodate 55 more students, which
conservatively translates to at least ~30+ more cars each day through our already
congested neighborhood. In the material I have read thus far, there was no mention of
infrastructure investments being made on behalf of the school in the Almonte
neighborhood to accommodate this expansion.
 
My assumption (though I could be wrong), is that they claim not-for-profit status as a
school which presumably limits their tax obligation to the county - despite it objectively
being a rather high-revenue yielding institution ($10M+ annually). 
 
Most importantly, many of the roads in Almonte are not maintained by the county (no
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tax funded maintenance) and therefore require self-organized funding by the
neighborhood residents. In my view, Mount Tam School (despite its assumed NFP
status) is not omitted from its obligation to support the infrastructure that allows staff
and students to arrive at school (i.e. roads, pathways).
 
If MTS intends to increase their student population by ~25%, my expectation would be
that they would acknowledge some responsibility for improving the roads that allow
their students to get there. Especially given the school is inaccessible to many families
in the community due to its ~$38k+ tuition. In order of importance, there are a few
thought starters I have in this area:

<!--[if !supportLists]-->·  <!--[endif]-->[Presently non-negotiable for my vote] A
new road adjacent to and branching from Loring Avenue, in-between Loring
and Wellesley with access to the exterior of the school property with turn-
around drop-off

<!--[if !supportLists]-->·  <!--[endif]-->[Presently non-negotiable for my vote]
Traffic + Lot Size prorated resurfacing of Loring Ave, Wellesley Ave, California
Ave and a legally binding ongoing commitment to do so governed by
aforementioned specified street residents' vote

<!--[if !supportLists]-->·  <!--[endif]-->Additional traffic support throughout drop-
off + pick-up at Loring & California, that stop sign is regularly ignored / rolled
by parents

<!--[if !supportLists]-->·  <!--[endif]-->An ongoing maintenance investment in
Hawk Hill park, which their students walk to and use some school days

<!--[if !supportLists]-->·  <!--[endif]-->More transparency on their grant /
assistance programs and how that might specifically support parents +
children in the Almonte community

 
Thank you,
 
Mitch Craig
Stanford Avenue
mitchelldavidcraig@gmail.com
(734) 740-9221
 
Email Disclaimer: https://www.marincounty.org/main/disclaimers
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From: Douglas Wallace
To: Damazyn, Michele
Subject: Fwd: Mt Tam School expansion
Date: Thursday, August 18, 2022 8:21:15 AM

#2. 

Begin forwarded message:

From: Douglas Wallace <dwallace1957@yahoo.com>
Date: August 17, 2022 at 9:07:58 AM PDT
To: Andrea Montalbano <moopsy1@gmail.com>, Logan Link
<logan@loganlinkhome.com>, Michael Wara <michael.wara@gmail.com>, Amy
Kalish <amylkalish@gmail.com>, Immanuel Bereket
<ibereket@marincounty.org>
Subject: Fwd: Mt Tam School expansion


FYI

Begin forwarded message:

From: Douglas Wallace <dwallace1957@yahoo.com>
Date: August 17, 2022 at 9:07:24 AM PDT
To: Sheri Benjamin <1sherib@comcast.net>
Subject: Re: Mt Tam School expansion

Thanks Sheri, I’ll pass this note to the other Board members. 

Cheers, Doug 

On Aug 17, 2022, at 8:40 AM, Sheri Benjamin
<1sherib@comcast.net> wrote:

Hi Doug,

I oppose the proposed expansion of Mt Tam School. The
increased traffic that would ensue is not viable in this
neighborhood and poses substantial risk to the
community in the event of a natural disaster as well as

mailto:dwallace1957@yahoo.com
mailto:MDamazyn@marincounty.org


everyday needs of residents.

Thank you.

Sheri Benjamin

304 Joyce Way

Mill Valley

Sent from my iPad 



From: Douglas Wallace
To: Damazyn, Michele
Subject: Fwd: Mt. Tamalpais School letter
Date: Thursday, August 18, 2022 8:21:45 AM
Attachments: Mt. Tamalpias School letter.docx

#3. 

Begin forwarded message:

From: Linda Rames <ljrames@gmail.com>
Date: August 16, 2022 at 4:35:11 PM PDT
To: dwallace1957@yahoo.com
Subject: Mt. Tamalpais School letter


Hello Doug,

Please see that each board member has a copy of this letter.

Thank you,

Linda Rames

mailto:dwallace1957@yahoo.com
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Tamalpais Design Review Board

Re:  Mt. Tamalpais School Use Permit and Design Review Amendment (p3700)

ibereket@marincounty.org



August 13, 2022



Members of the Tamalpais Design Review Board:



     The Almonte District Improvement Club would like to comment on the proposed addition to Mt. Tamalpais School on Harvard Avenue in our district.



     For many years this school has caused serious traffic issues in the neighborhood.  At least twice each school day there are traffic jams around the school due to drop off and pick up of students.  The school has suggested that the best route to the school is Shoreline Hwy. to Loring Avenue to California Avenue to Harvard Avenue.  However, this route is simply a suggestion.  Many parents use the route of Rosemont St. to Julia to California to Harvard streets.  These streets are more congested and narrow which can cause a more dangerous situation for the neighborhood.



The school is considering a major increase in students and faculty which will exacerbate the already existing problems for the neighborhood.     Because of proposed increases in both students and employees of the school, we would like to suggest that:

1.  Mt. Tamalpais School must continue to abide by the terms of the conditional use permit regarding employee parking.  All employees must park on site.

2. A serious attempt must be made to decrease the morning and afternoon traffic problems, either by hiring professional traffic managers or some method other than expecting teachers to manage the situation.

3. The traffic plan using Shoreline Hwy. must be more strongly emphasized by the school as the correct way to access the property.

     

 Thank you for your consideration of our concern for our neighborhood residents.



Best,





Linda Rames

President, Almonte District Improvement Club
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Tamalpais Design Review Board 
Re:  Mt. Tamalpais School Use Permit and Design Review Amendment (p3700) 
ibereket@marincounty.org 
 
August 13, 2022 
 
Members of the Tamalpais Design Review Board: 
 
     The Almonte District Improvement Club would like to comment on the proposed 
addition to Mt. Tamalpais School on Harvard Avenue in our district. 
 
     For many years this school has caused serious traffic issues in the neighborhood.  At 
least twice each school day there are traffic jams around the school due to drop off and 
pick up of students.  The school has suggested that the best route to the school is 
Shoreline Hwy. to Loring Avenue to California Avenue to Harvard Avenue.  However, this 
route is simply a suggestion.  Many parents use the route of Rosemont St. to Julia to 
California to Harvard streets.  These streets are more congested and narrow which can 
cause a more dangerous situation for the neighborhood. 
 
The school is considering a major increase in students and faculty which will exacerbate 
the already existing problems for the neighborhood.     Because of proposed increases in 
both students and employees of the school, we would like to suggest that: 

1.  Mt. Tamalpais School must continue to abide by the terms of the conditional 
use permit regarding employee parking.  All employees must park on site. 

2. A serious attempt must be made to decrease the morning and afternoon traffic 
problems, either by hiring professional traffic managers or some method other 
than expecting teachers to manage the situation. 

3. The traffic plan using Shoreline Hwy. must be more strongly emphasized by the 
school as the correct way to access the property. 

      
 Thank you for your consideration of our concern for our neighborhood residents. 
 
Best, 
 
 
Linda Rames 
President, Almonte District Improvement Club 
 

mailto:ibereket@marincounty.org


You don't often get email from dvogelstein@msn.com. Learn why this is important

From: Douglas Wallace
To: Damazyn, Michele
Subject: Fwd: MT TAM SCHOOL PERMIT REQUEST: RESPONSE
Date: Thursday, August 18, 2022 8:23:41 AM
Attachments: PLANNING LETTER 1.doc

#5. 

Begin forwarded message:

From: "Bereket, Immanuel" <IBereket@marincounty.org>
Date: August 10, 2022 at 2:13:19 PM PDT
To: Douglas Wallace <dwallace1957@yahoo.com>
Subject: FW: MT TAM SCHOOL PERMIT REQUEST: RESPONSE


Good afternoon,
 
I received the attached letter, commenting on the proposed project. The commenter
requested that I pass it on the TDRB members.  
 
Regards,
Manny
 

From: David Vogelstein <dvogelstein@msn.com> 
Sent: Wednesday, August 10, 2022 2:08 PM
To: Bereket, Immanuel <IBereket@marincounty.org>
Subject: MT TAM SCHOOL PERMIT REQUEST: RESPONSE
 

Dear Many: Once again thanks for your invaluable help and guidance in this
process. Attached is my letter for you and the Design Board, and anyone else .
Could you please make sure the board gets it, and post it on the project
documents list? Thank you so much.
 

David M. Vogelstein

DAVID M. VOGELSTEIN

ATTORNEY AT LAW

1000 4TH STREET- SUITE 875

SAN RAFAEL CA 94941

mailto:dvogelstein@msn.com
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LAW OFFICES


DAVID M. VOGELSTEIN

STATE BAR # 73030


100 STANFORD AVENUE


MILL VALLEY Ca  94941


TELEPHONE: 415-846-5879


TO:  THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AGENCY, MARIN COUNTY PLANNING, AND THE TAMALPAIS DESIGN REVIEW BOARD.


RE: RESPONSE TO REQUEST BY MT. TAM SCHOOL TO SIGNIFICANTLY ALTER THEIR PERMITS.


Dear Sirs and Mesdames:



As a teacher, coach, lawyer and parent, I come before you here in a rather unique position. I have been a direct neighbor of the school for about 30 years and have taught at the school, this past year, and am currently working with the head of school, on a multi-course program for students. The kids are wonderful, as is the staff, but this request by the school to dramatically affect the neighborhood it lives in, is not about that. The school’s proposed plan, without more, must be rejected as it sits, because it creates additional grid-lock to an already horrible situation, danger to children and adults traffic-wise, and reduces access by the fire department at a time when fire danger has been at it highest. 

This is about a finite space and a request for continual expansion in that space. It cannot be done without severe danger to the neighborhood unless there is compromise by the school. 

In fact the road to successful resolution is about the two C’s: creativity and compromise by the school. Yet the neighbors have compromised substantially: With parking issues, noises issues, dangerous traffic issues, and fire safety issues. All created by the school or its attendees. I have witnessed and can personally attest to these facts.


Fundamentally, the school wants to significantly increase its student body, by close to 20%, and significantly increase its faculty, by 50% when the parents of the school have ignored or rejected the school’s entreaties to minimize individual car rides creating a present condition of danger and gridlock on California Street during Peak Hours. The traffic there, at drop off and pickup, is backed up, as it is at special events at night, because parents ignore the school. I have personally seen this, been run of the road several times by parents driving to the school, and since I drive day and night, have personally witnessed the traffic jams created by parents driving their kids to school as well as going to special events in the evening.



The traffic review attached to the school’s request admits a significant increased traffic effect from the school’s permit request, on the neighbors and location of the school.   The review indicates that about 80% of the parents still, despite a bus system active and in place, drive their one kid to school. So the suggestions in the report that “educating” the parents would be effective has already been proven wrong, by years of attempts by the school. I can personally attest to witnessing the school’s efforts, and the parent’s ignoring those efforts. Clearly, rules with consequences are required.


The requested increase in students and faculty will increase the number of cars coming in to an already gridlocked situation by all the new staff, about 29 cars, and student vehicles if the parents continue to ignore the buses and vans at their disposal, at about 40 cars for approximately 70 cars total. They will all be coming up California Street. It is a 1½ lane road. The parents flag people to try and keep the traffic moving but despite their efforts it is most always backed up. I have personally seen this on a regular basis.


The notion, stated in the school’s report, that the school’s flaggers “prioritize the neighbor’s” in their efforts at traffic control is untrue. We as neighbors wait at the end of the line like everyone else. I have sat in the traffic for decades and can personally attest to this.



Right next to the school on the southern side is Wellesley Avenue, a hilled street. The school tries to keep parents from parking on the street because it blocks traffic and vision and even at times access to the neighbor’s own homes, rendering it one lane or less. This is a fire hazard (there is a fire pump on the corner of Wellesley and Stanford right next to the school, and because there are no sidewalks even the current enrollment of students and staff presents a clear danger to the neighbors, those walking their dogs, and the kids walking down that street. It is interesting to note one of many inconsistencies in the Traffic Report: They recommend more walking by students at the same time they recommend more cars, on streets without sidewalks. Additionally, parked cars block the vision up this hilled street so you cannot see cars coming off of Stanford or over the crest of the Wellesley hill, making this dangerous for cars and anyone walking. Again, pedestrians have to walk in the street because there are no sidewalks. Increased parking and Increased traffic will clearly impact the safety of those in cars and walking, as well as increase the risk of accident and inability to achieve fire safety with the additional vehicles, especially if cars are continually parking on both sides, on Wellesley.


Parents of Mt. Tam students have continually parked on one and both sides of Wellesley despite the school’s best efforts in trying to get them not to. This parking creates a clear visibility and lane narrowing danger, especially when considering that Wellesley is a hill with limited visibility up that hit, and that traffic on the left comes from Stanford onto Wellesley and cannot be seen until the last minute. Suggestions, meetings, notes and diagrams are routinely ignored by the parents, indicating that without hard and fast rules with conseuquences, the very mild suggestions of just talking and educating parents listed in the traffic report will not work, because they have not worked for years. The proof, as my grandmother would say, is in the pudding.


A member of the fire department returned my call about this permit request. He stated to me the fundamental rule of fire safety. Decreased ability to access a fire promptly increases the danger. He would not comment and apparently had not read the permit request at the time we spoke, but the plan as it now sits substantially decreases accessability both to water and for fire emergency vehicles to arrive, and potential victims to depart.


Noticeably there is nothing in the traffic report submitted in support of the permit change that indicates any personal examination of the street during suspect conditions or otherwise, any calculations based upon those observations, etc. perhaps because they would not support the request for permit. Or, it just was not done but should have been. Either way, a lack of information requires more information for this board to render a competent and knowing decision. Isn’t part of the best representation of what happens during peak hours direct observation over a long period of time of those peak hours?


Additionally, there is no formal or informal environmental study or impact report of anything related to these potential impacts on the neighborhood.



If one ads to all of this the “to and from” of all the construction vehicles that have to come down California Street, or Harvard, or Wellesley, this project will have more than a significant negative effect on the neighbors for a long time to come, with no compromises asserted by the school for any of these issues.



Interestingly, the diagrams presented by the school to you show a wide access road by the side of the school before any gridlock starts, which if used properly could siphon off a significant amount of traffic onto school property. Creating about 30 parking places at the end of that road, even if it means moving things around, would go a long way to solving the problem. It is terrible now. Without rules, and compromise it will become a disaster. Use of additional parking and an access road right before the gridlock on California has not been explored or even considered by anyone, but should be now.


The many neighbors of this school will be sacrificing even more of their peace and quiet, the peaceful enjoyment of their property for a long time to come if this project were approved as it now sits. Remember this school sits in a fish-bowl, so all sound is amplified and significantly reflects off the surrounding hills. I can personally attest to this, for every Saturday the school’s cleaners come and using a very loud version of leafblower, blow every single leaf off their concrete, so it looks perfect. I have requested both of the cleaners, and the school to at least get these hard working people the newest, quieter leaf-blower, but to date, no change. If the school and its contractors cannot handle this idy biddy problem how will they handle the big traffic issues and the parents driving habits. The record tells you, and that means rules, not suggestions should be required.



Wellesley and part of California have no sidewalk and the danger of increased traffic combined with increased parking is vastly increased for the very kids who attend this school since they walk the very streets that would become even more dangerous.


All of that said, “compromise and creativity” can solve at least some of these problems. You folks are the experts, not me, but I make, as a neighbor and teacher, the following suggestions for your consideration:


1) Limit the number of students to 8 per year growth for 6 years.  They do not need the requested 15 students per year to serve the neighboring community. Most of the students come from the wealthier areas of Marin. ( it should be noted that although the school is a 501c3 company, and thus pay no regular business taxes, They do not serve this neighborhood in a direct financial way, like other non-profits might. Profits are basically paid to their employees, with some teachers making more than double a public school teacher and the head of school getting paid significantly more than any high school principal, plus benefits. I applaud paying teachers and administrators what they are worth. This is just evidence this school can afford any increases in costs required by compromises to this permit request.

2) Require the creation of 30 new parking places, both off the sideroad and off the main entrance to alleviate traffic congestion and increase. ( A small amount of compromise here creates a large benefit in traffic reduction and safety enhancement.)

3) Require as a matter of continuing any permit issued herein: No school related parking on Wellesley between Harvard and Peralta. (This creates a rule for the parents, with direct consequence of permit cancellation (or some other consequence ), so the parents snap to attention here.


4) SOUND MANAGEMENT: As a permit condition, no construction Saturday/Sunday and construction 9AM-5PM during the week. 

5) THIS DESIGN REVIEW HEARING SHOULD BE CONTINUED WITHOUT DECISION YET SO THAT MORE INFORMATION CAN BE ASSESSED BY THIS BOARD.

Quiet enjoyment of property is a legal right, stamped with the imprint of the highest Court in our state. Safety for us and our children is a moral obligation. At times it requires sacrifice. The neighbors of this wonderful school have sacrificed much in their quiet enjoyment of their property and life. The school should compromise just a bit, because it is both the legal and right thing to do.


Respectfully Submitted,


 David M. Vogelstein

DAVID M. VOGELSTEIN



415-459-2000 EXT. 130
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LAW OFFICES 
DAVID M. VOGELSTEIN 

STATE BAR # 73030 
100 STANFORD AVENUE 
MILL VALLEY CA  94941 

TELEPHONE: 415-846-5879 
 

TO:  THE COMMUNITY DEVELOPMENT AGENCY, MARIN 
COUNTY PLANNING, AND THE TAMALPAIS DESIGN REVIEW 
BOARD. 
 
RE: RESPONSE TO REQUEST BY MT. TAM SCHOOL TO 
SIGNIFICANTLY ALTER THEIR PERMITS. 
 
 
Dear Sirs and Mesdames: 
 
 As a teacher, coach, lawyer and parent, I come before you here in a 
rather unique position. I have been a direct neighbor of the school for 
about 30 years and have taught at the school, this past year, and am 
currently working with the head of school, on a multi-course program for 
students. The kids are wonderful, as is the staff, but this request by the 
school to dramatically affect the neighborhood it lives in, is not about 
that. The school’s proposed plan, without more, must be rejected as it 
sits, because it creates additional grid-lock to an already horrible 
situation, danger to children and adults traffic-wise, and reduces access 
by the fire department at a time when fire danger has been at it highest.  
This is about a finite space and a request for continual expansion in that 
space. It cannot be done without severe danger to the neighborhood 
unless there is compromise by the school.  
 

In fact the road to successful resolution is about the two C’s: 
creativity and compromise by the school. Yet the neighbors have 
compromised substantially: With parking issues, noises issues, 
dangerous traffic issues, and fire safety issues. All created by the school 
or its attendees. I have witnessed and can personally attest to these 
facts. 
 
 Fundamentally, the school wants to significantly increase its 
student body, by close to 20%, and significantly increase its faculty, by 
50% when the parents of the school have ignored or rejected the school’s 
entreaties to minimize individual car rides creating a present condition of 
danger and gridlock on California Street during Peak Hours. The traffic 
there, at drop off and pickup, is backed up, as it is at special events at 
night, because parents ignore the school. I have personally seen this, 
been run of the road several times by parents driving to the school, and 
since I drive day and night, have personally witnessed the traffic jams 
created by parents driving their kids to school as well as going to special 
events in the evening. 
 
 The traffic review attached to the school’s request admits a 
significant increased traffic effect from the school’s permit request, on 
the neighbors and location of the school.   The review indicates that 
about 80% of the parents still, despite a bus system active and in place, 
drive their one kid to school. So the suggestions in the report that 



“educating” the parents would be effective has already been proven 
wrong, by years of attempts by the school. I can personally attest to 
witnessing the school’s efforts, and the parent’s ignoring those efforts. 
Clearly, rules with consequences are required. 
 
 The requested increase in students and faculty will increase the 
number of cars coming in to an already gridlocked situation by all the 
new staff, about 29 cars, and student vehicles if the parents continue to 
ignore the buses and vans at their disposal, at about 40 cars for 
approximately 70 cars total. They will all be coming up California Street. 
It is a 1½ lane road. The parents flag people to try and keep the traffic 
moving but despite their efforts it is most always backed up. I have 
personally seen this on a regular basis. 
 
 The notion, stated in the school’s report, that the school’s flaggers 
“prioritize the neighbor’s” in their efforts at traffic control is untrue. We 
as neighbors wait at the end of the line like everyone else. I have sat in 
the traffic for decades and can personally attest to this. 
 
 Right next to the school on the southern side is Wellesley Avenue, 
a hilled street. The school tries to keep parents from parking on the 
street because it blocks traffic and vision and even at times access to the 
neighbor’s own homes, rendering it one lane or less. This is a fire hazard 
(there is a fire pump on the corner of Wellesley and Stanford right next to 
the school, and because there are no sidewalks even the current 
enrollment of students and staff presents a clear danger to the 
neighbors, those walking their dogs, and the kids walking down that 
street. It is interesting to note one of many inconsistencies in the Traffic 
Report: They recommend more walking by students at the same time 
they recommend more cars, on streets without sidewalks. Additionally, 
parked cars block the vision up this hilled street so you cannot see cars 
coming off of Stanford or over the crest of the Wellesley hill, making this 
dangerous for cars and anyone walking. Again, pedestrians have to walk 
in the street because there are no sidewalks. Increased parking and 
Increased traffic will clearly impact the safety of those in cars and 
walking, as well as increase the risk of accident and inability to achieve 
fire safety with the additional vehicles, especially if cars are continually 
parking on both sides, on Wellesley. 
 
 Parents of Mt. Tam students have continually parked on one and 
both sides of Wellesley despite the school’s best efforts in trying to get 
them not to. This parking creates a clear visibility and lane narrowing 
danger, especially when considering that Wellesley is a hill with limited 
visibility up that hit, and that traffic on the left comes from Stanford onto 
Wellesley and cannot be seen until the last minute. Suggestions, 
meetings, notes and diagrams are routinely ignored by the parents, 
indicating that without hard and fast rules with conseuquences, the very 
mild suggestions of just talking and educating parents listed in the traffic 
report will not work, because they have not worked for years. The proof, 
as my grandmother would say, is in the pudding. 
 
 A member of the fire department returned my call about this 
permit request. He stated to me the fundamental rule of fire safety. 
Decreased ability to access a fire promptly increases the danger. He 
would not comment and apparently had not read the permit request at 
the time we spoke, but the plan as it now sits substantially decreases 



accessability both to water and for fire emergency vehicles to arrive, and 
potential victims to depart. 
 
 Noticeably there is nothing in the traffic report submitted in 
support of the permit change that indicates any personal examination of 
the street during suspect conditions or otherwise, any calculations based 
upon those observations, etc. perhaps because they would not support 
the request for permit. Or, it just was not done but should have been. 
Either way, a lack of information requires more information for this 
board to render a competent and knowing decision. Isn’t part of the best 
representation of what happens during peak hours direct observation 
over a long period of time of those peak hours? 
 
 Additionally, there is no formal or informal environmental study or 
impact report of anything related to these potential impacts on the 
neighborhood. 
 
 If one ads to all of this the “to and from” of all the construction 
vehicles that have to come down California Street, or Harvard, or 
Wellesley, this project will have more than a significant negative effect on 
the neighbors for a long time to come, with no compromises asserted by 
the school for any of these issues. 
 
 Interestingly, the diagrams presented by the school to you show a 
wide access road by the side of the school before any gridlock starts, 
which if used properly could siphon off a significant amount of traffic 
onto school property. Creating about 30 parking places at the end of that 
road, even if it means moving things around, would go a long way to 
solving the problem. It is terrible now. Without rules, and compromise it 
will become a disaster. Use of additional parking and an access road 
right before the gridlock on California has not been explored or even 
considered by anyone, but should be now. 
 
 The many neighbors of this school will be sacrificing even more of 
their peace and quiet, the peaceful enjoyment of their property for a long 
time to come if this project were approved as it now sits. Remember this 
school sits in a fish-bowl, so all sound is amplified and significantly 
reflects off the surrounding hills. I can personally attest to this, for every 
Saturday the school’s cleaners come and using a very loud version of 
leafblower, blow every single leaf off their concrete, so it looks perfect. I 
have requested both of the cleaners, and the school to at least get these 
hard working people the newest, quieter leaf-blower, but to date, no 
change. If the school and its contractors cannot handle this idy biddy 
problem how will they handle the big traffic issues and the parents 
driving habits. The record tells you, and that means rules, not 
suggestions should be required. 
 
 Wellesley and part of California have no sidewalk and the danger of 
increased traffic combined with increased parking is vastly increased for 
the very kids who attend this school since they walk the very streets that 
would become even more dangerous. 
 
All of that said, “compromise and creativity” can solve at least some of 
these problems. You folks are the experts, not me, but I make, as a 
neighbor and teacher, the following suggestions for your consideration: 
 



 
1) Limit the number of students to 8 per year growth for 6 years.  

They do not need the requested 15 students per year to serve the 
neighboring community. Most of the students come from the 
wealthier areas of Marin. ( it should be noted that although the 
school is a 501c3 company, and thus pay no regular business 
taxes, They do not serve this neighborhood in a direct financial 
way, like other non-profits might. Profits are basically paid to their 
employees, with some teachers making more than double a public 
school teacher and the head of school getting paid significantly 
more than any high school principal, plus benefits. I applaud 
paying teachers and administrators what they are worth. This is 
just evidence this school can afford any increases in costs required 
by compromises to this permit request. 

2) Require the creation of 30 new parking places, both off the 
sideroad and off the main entrance to alleviate traffic 
congestion and increase. ( A small amount of compromise here 
creates a large benefit in traffic reduction and safety 
enhancement.) 

3) Require as a matter of continuing any permit issued herein: 
No school related parking on Wellesley between Harvard and 
Peralta. (This creates a rule for the parents, with direct 
consequence of permit cancellation (or some other consequence ), 
so the parents snap to attention here. 

4) SOUND MANAGEMENT: As a permit condition, no construction 
Saturday/Sunday and construction 9AM-5PM during the week.  
 

5) THIS DESIGN REVIEW HEARING SHOULD BE CONTINUED 

WITHOUT DECISION YET SO THAT MORE INFORMATION CAN 
BE ASSESSED BY THIS BOARD. 
 

Quiet enjoyment of property is a legal right, stamped with the imprint 
of the highest Court in our state. Safety for us and our children is a 
moral obligation. At times it requires sacrifice. The neighbors of this 
wonderful school have sacrificed much in their quiet enjoyment of their 
property and life. The school should compromise just a bit, because it is 
both the legal and right thing to do. 

 
Respectfully Submitted, 
 

 David M. Vogelstein 

 
DAVID M. VOGELSTEIN 

 



From: Douglas Wallace
To: Damazyn, Michele
Subject: Fwd: ADDENDUM TO FIRST LETTER RE MT TAM PERMIT EXPANSION REQUEST
Date: Thursday, August 18, 2022 8:28:49 AM
Attachments: PLAN LETTER 2.doc

#6. 

Begin forwarded message:

From: David Vogelstein <dvogelstein@msn.com>
Date: August 12, 2022 at 11:27:55 AM PDT
To: ibereket@marincounty.org
Cc: dwallace1957@yahoo.com
Subject: ADDENDUM TO FIRST LETTER RE MT TAM PERMIT
EXPANSION REQUEST


Good Morning Gentlemen: Attached is a short second letter after having finally
gotten and review briefly the Tamalpais Community Plan. I apologize for its
lateness. I just got the Plan and finished my summary review.
Thank you both for guiding me through this process.

David M. Vogelstein
DAVID M. VOGELSTEIN
ATTORNEY AT LAW

This is a Private Email and subject to the Attorney Client
Privilege. If received in error please do not publish to any
person or organization and notify sender.

mailto:dwallace1957@yahoo.com
mailto:MDamazyn@marincounty.org

LAW OFFICES


david m. vogelstein

STATE BAR  # 73030

100 STANFORD AVENUE,


MILL VALLEY CA 94941



415-846-5879


AUGUST 12TH, 2022


TO: MARIN COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT AND THE TAMALPAIS DESIGN REVIEW BOARD

FROM: DAVID VOGELSTEIN


RE: ADDENDUM TO FIRST LETTER: RE TAM COMMUNITY PLAN

Dear SIRS AND MESDAMES:



I apologize for this late submission. I just received and completed a very summary review of the Tamalpais Community Plan and wanted to address a few resulting issues briefly.



The plan submitted by the school, under our community plan, is antithetical to both the general policy and specific guidelines stated in our Community Plan. There is no room for expansion as requested with or without consideration of the Community Plan. 



As stated in the Plan:


1) “New development shall be integrated harmoniously into the neighborhood.” The school plan as stated is not a harmonious integration.


2) The general approach during the Community Plan process was to acknowledge the identified restraints, including traffic and parking, fire safety, nature impact, as limitations on development rather than looking to extensive mitigation measures, like street widening. ( Plan page 1-3.) This means that in making decision we lean heavily on impact to the environment and neighborhood, not to mitigation/alleviation in determining things like expansion of buildings, traffic, etc.

3) As stated in the Plan, the goal is to maintain the community’s physical appearance and its social and economic diversity as well as its semi-rural envirnment. TMt. Tam School is primarily for outsiders from the neighborhood, and the physical appearance of the neighborhood is altered by the increased traffic creating even more gridlock in an already gridlocked environment, creating access and parking issues so great that some streets are reduced to a no to one lane egress when parents at the school routinely park on both sides of the street. 

4) When the Board is looking at permits for expansion of a commercial facility, like this school, the Board must take into account the effect of increased traffic and the impact of such, access for emergency response vehicles and restriction of said access, parking problems, narrow road issues, and the preservation of what the Plan calls, ‘the semi-rural nature” of the neighborhood. The school plan does not pass muster under these requirements and goals.

5) Under both the general goals and purpose of the plan as well as the specific requirements of the Plan, the school’s permit amendment request as stated should be denied unless there are major changes.


6) I would venture a guess that this school, unlike public schools, serves students outside the neighborhood in which it is exists, since most students have to get rides from their parents. This is a factor the Community Plan addresses, the degree of service to the community of the permit requestor. Here it is low to none.

7) The school here is a minority of one who has existed in our community for many years, and is doing well. There is no financial, service related, or other “need” for the school that requires this expansion, which ultimately hurts the rest of the community.


8) Mt. Tam School should be circumspect in their requests to significantly diminish the unique “semi-rural” nature of the community to expand the school for their own purpose. Since this expansion is helpful to the school, and hurtful to the neighborhood, the school should be willing to compromise greatly from their initial proposal. If they do not, it shows you how much concern the school actually has for the neighborhood, its constituents, and the Community Plan itself.


Thank You,


DAVID M. VOGELSTEIN


ATTORNEY AT LAW




LAW OFFICES 
DAVID M. VOGELSTEIN 

STATE BAR  # 73030 
100 STANFORD AVENUE, 
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AUGUST 12TH, 2022 

 
TO: MARIN COUNTY PLANNING DEPARTMENT AND THE TAMALPAIS 
DESIGN REVIEW BOARD 
 
FROM: DAVID VOGELSTEIN 
 
RE: ADDENDUM TO FIRST LETTER: RE TAM COMMUNITY PLAN 
 
Dear SIRS AND MESDAMES: 
 
 I apologize for this late submission. I just received and completed a 
very summary review of the Tamalpais Community Plan and wanted to 
address a few resulting issues briefly. 
 
 The plan submitted by the school, under our community plan, is 
antithetical to both the general policy and specific guidelines stated in 
our Community Plan. There is no room for expansion as requested with 
or without consideration of the Community Plan.  
 
 As stated in the Plan: 
 

1) “New development shall be integrated harmoniously into the 
neighborhood.” The school plan as stated is not a harmonious 
integration. 

2) The general approach during the Community Plan process was to 
acknowledge the identified restraints, including traffic and parking, 
fire safety, nature impact, as limitations on development rather 
than looking to extensive mitigation measures, like street widening. 
( Plan page 1-3.) This means that in making decision we lean 
heavily on impact to the environment and neighborhood, not to 
mitigation/alleviation in determining things like expansion of 
buildings, traffic, etc. 

3) As stated in the Plan, the goal is to maintain the community’s 
physical appearance and its social and economic diversity as well 
as its semi-rural envirnment. TMt. Tam School is primarily for 
outsiders from the neighborhood, and the physical appearance of 
the neighborhood is altered by the increased traffic creating even 
more gridlock in an already gridlocked environment, creating 
access and parking issues so great that some streets are reduced 
to a no to one lane egress when parents at the school routinely 
park on both sides of the street.  

 
4) When the Board is looking at permits for expansion of a 

commercial facility, like this school, the Board must take into 
account the effect of increased traffic and the impact of such, 
access for emergency response vehicles and restriction of said 
access, parking problems, narrow road issues, and the 



preservation of what the Plan calls, ‘the semi-rural nature” of the 
neighborhood. The school plan does not pass muster under these 
requirements and goals. 

 
5) Under both the general goals and purpose of the plan as well as 

the specific requirements of the Plan, the school’s permit 
amendment request as stated should be denied unless there are 
major changes. 

 
6) I would venture a guess that this school, unlike public schools, 

serves students outside the neighborhood in which it is exists, 
since most students have to get rides from their parents. This is a 
factor the Community Plan addresses, the degree of service to the 
community of the permit requestor. Here it is low to none. 

 
7) The school here is a minority of one who has existed in our 

community for many years, and is doing well. There is no financial, 
service related, or other “need” for the school that requires this 
expansion, which ultimately hurts the rest of the community. 

 
8) Mt. Tam School should be circumspect in their requests to 

significantly diminish the unique “semi-rural” nature of the 
community to expand the school for their own purpose. Since this 
expansion is helpful to the school, and hurtful to the 
neighborhood, the school should be willing to compromise greatly 
from their initial proposal. If they do not, it shows you how much 
concern the school actually has for the neighborhood, its 
constituents, and the Community Plan itself. 

 
 
 
Thank You, 
 
DAVID M. VOGELSTEIN 
ATTORNEY AT LAW 
 
   




