NZO PC Hearing #8

From: Andy Newkirk

To: Andy Newkirk

Subject: FW: THE NEW ZONING ORDINANCE
Date: Saturday, September 07, 2019 7:49:01 AM

From: april reid <aprilreid@live.com>

Sent: Thursday, September 05, 2019 1:21 PM
To: Anne Wells <awells@cityofgoleta.org>
Subject: Re: THE NEW ZONING ORDINANCE

TO THE CITY OF GOLETA:

THIS IS THE FIRST TIME I HAVE RECEIVED NOTICE OF ANY PUBLIC HEARINGS FOR THE NEW
ZONING ORDINANCE. SO, I AM VERY DISTRESSED TO LEARN FROM YOUR MOST RECENT
NEWSLETTER THAT THERE WERE, APPARENTLY, SEVERAL ZONING ORDINANCE MEETINGS OPEN TO
THE PUBLIC SCHEDULED FOR THIS YEAR THAT I DID NOT KNOW ABOUT, SO I WAS NOT ABLE TO
ATTEND. 1IN ADDITION, SINCE I WAS NOT GIVEN THE OPPORTUNITY TO FIND OUT WHAT WAS IN
THE NEW ZONING ORDINANCE, I AM NOT ABLE TO MAKE SPECIFIC ARGUMENTS DESIGNED TO
ADDRESS THE NEW ZONING ORDINANCE. I AM ONLY ABLE TO WRITE A GENERIC LETTER AND
GENERIC ATTACHMENT LETTER, MOST OF WHICH HAS BEEN SENT TO VARIOUS PEOPLE AT THE CITY
OF GOLETA PREVIOUSLY I CAN ONLY HOPE THAT IT ADDRESSES ANY ISSUES RAISED BY THE NEW
ZONING ORDINANCE IN REGARD TO THE KENWOOD VILLAGE PROJECT. MY HOPE IS THAT SOMEONE
AT THE SEPTEMBER 9, 2019 MEETING WILL BE ABLE TO EXPLAIN TO ME HOW THE PROPOSED NEW
ZONING ORDINANCE WILL AFFECT THE KENWOOD PROJECT AND MY NEIGHBORHOOD. UNFORTUNATELY
AND SHOCKINGLY, THIS SEPTEMBER 9, 2019 MEETING APPEARS TO BE THE FINAL MEETING, SO
IT DOES NOT SEEM THAT I WILL NOT HAVE THE OPPORTUNITY TO MAKE ANY ARGUMENTS SPECIFIC
TO THE NEW ZONING ORDINANCE.

In fact, the last meeting I was informed of that had any connection to Kenwood
Village was in 2016. I had not heard anything regarding the Project until I
received notice of a Zoning hearing on April 25, 2019. I contacted the City of
Goleta and they told me that the meeting was not being held by the City of Goleta,
but by an outside company, The Goodland Coalition. I spoke to their President and
he told me to write an e-mail regarding how Kenwood Village would injure/kill

the existing animals on the land, which I did. I WAS ALSO EXPRESSLY INFORMED BY THE
CITY OF GOLETA THAT THERE WERE NO OUTSTANDING MEETINGS FROM THE CITY OF GOLETA
REGARDING THE KENWOOD PROJECT BECAUSE THEY WERE NOT ABLE TO GET ANY WATER, SO THE
PROJECT WAS ON PAUSE. IF I HAD KNOWN THERE WERE. APPARENTLY, MULTIPLE PUBLIC
HEARINGS REGARDING ZONING ISSUES THAT MAY AFFECT THE KENWOOD PROJECT THIS YEAR, I
WOULD HAVE MADE SURE TO ATTEND. As it is, I have NO idea what issues to raise or
arguments to make because I have NO idea how the new Zoning Ordinance will affect
the Kenwood Project. Thus, I am forced to simply send a generic letter with an
attachment that makes additional arguments and hope that I have covered all the
issues I need to cover.

First, it should be noted that part of Kenwood Village is designated agricultural
and part is designated as single family homes. In contrast to the surrounding
neighborhood and the current zoning, the developer of Kenwood wants to build massive
duplexes and triples on the 10 acre property. (Far too many buildings to suit the
area.)

Further, the part of the land that was zoned as agricultural was extremely
successful when it was used as agricultural land. The developer on the Kenwood
project is Ken Alker. Mr. Alker commissioned a study called the Kenwood Village
Residential Project Scoping Document (hereinafter the Kenwood document). The
Kenwood Document states, “[a}t the time the General Plan EIR was prepared (2006) ,
the entire property was leased to Goleta farmer John Lane, who grew various row
crops for the local Lane Farms business there. Clearly, the land can be
successfully used for agriculture since, throughout the years, pumpkins, tomatoes
and other foods have been grown on the property. I have personally eaten some of
the food that was grown on the property and it was very good. There is no reason
the land can not continue to be used as agricultural land.
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Also, the Kenwood project would significantly harm or destroy the ENDANGERED
wildlife on the property. Ever since I was little, I have seen garter snakes in the
field and on the property at my house at 15 Baker Lane. The Kenwood Document states
that these garter snakes are listed by the California Department of Fish and Game as
“sensitive”. I have also seen many birds of prey in the area over the years. The
Kenwood Village Residential Project Scoping Document states that “[s]ite development
would eliminate approximately 10 acres of non-native grassland that has some value
as foraging habitat for birds of prey.” There are also additional animals in the
field, such as mice, skunks, rabbits, chipmunks, raccoons and opossums. Building
houses with paved streets on Baker Lane, Violet Lane and Daffodil Lane clearly
diminished the habitat for the garter snakes and birds of prey, as well as the other
animals. Building Kenwood Village would essentially destroy the habitat for the
garter snakes. It would also prevent the birds of prey from finding much needed
food. 1In addition, it would most likely kill many of the other animals that
currently live in the field since there is no other place for them to escape to in
the area. After the fact, I learned that over the past few years, 30 skunks were
caught in or near the field and re-homed to a different area. Despite this, I can
tell from my security camera by the different markings on the skunks that I see
cross through my yard that there are well over 30 additional, different skunks still
living in the fileld. There are also at least 20 different opossums, 10

different raccoons, 5 different chipmunks, multiple gophers and a rabbit living in
the field. I am sure there are also many more animals that I do not see because
they do not come onto my property.

Mr. Alker’s plans would also destroy the habitat for several protected and
endangered species that live in the El Encanto Creek. The Kenwood Document states,
“[a] Stream Protection Area (SPA) buffer is required along all creek

corridors. This buffer is a minimum of 100 feet from top of bank.” Mr. Alker
proposes a buffer that ranges from 50 to 120 feet, causing “portions of the project
to encroach into the SPA buffer mandated by the General Plan. As a result, “[t]he
El Encanto Creek ecosystems and habitats may be deprived of the necessary
protections needed to maintain their biological function and value.” A large part
of what makes Goleta special is that residents share the space with unique species
from both the land and the water, including the ocean. As such, protecting
endangered species should be a top priority of Goleta residents. There are many
multi-unit housing developments being build on other sites in Goleta near Kenwood
Village that do not endanger protected species. Destroying endangered species
simply to build yet another multi-unit massive housing complex is contrary to the
values that many Goleta residents hold dear.

Best Wishes,

April Reid

15 Baker Lane

Goleta, ca. 93117



rpril Reid
15 Baker Lane
foleta, CA. 93117
(E05) 968-5496
e-mall: apr:lrﬂidﬁlive.cnm

spptembel 4, 2019

M=z, Kim DOmMINGQUET. Management Assistant
130 Cremond orive, Suite B
Goleta, CA. 53117 RE: MEW RONING

ORDINANCE
wig e-mail: kdmminquezﬁcityufguletaﬁurq

Dear Ms. Domingues:

My name ig April peid. 1 live at 15 Baker Lane. Goleta, CA.
93117, which was puilt by my parents 5} years ado in 1984, L
was born a few years later and T grew up in rhe house. 1 also
ownn 17 Baker Lane, coleta, Ch. 83117, which was puilt in 1938
and owned Dy 0¥ great—qrandmuther, Elizapeth Baker Ford. Baker
Lane was named after my g!eat—qrandmﬂthEL. 1 am cpposed Lo

wenwood village pelng built, especially usnder the current plans.

First, part of the 1land is zoned as agricultural. The property
was extremely successful when it was used as aqricultural land.
A3 you are aAWare, the dewveloper on the project 1s Ken Alker.

Mr. Alker commissioned a study called rhe Kenwood village
residential Project scoping Document (hereinafter the Kenwood
documsant) . The Kenwood nocument stales, “la}t the time The
ceneral Plan EIR was prepared {200€) , the entire property was
leased to Goleta farmer John Lane, wha grew various row Crops
for the local Lane Farms business rhere.” Clearly. the land can
pwe successfully nsed for agriculture SLiNCE throughout the
years, pumpkins, somatoes and other foods have been GroWn an the
property. I hawve personally eaten some of the food that was
grown o the property and 1t was very good. There is no reason
the land can not continue Lo he used as aqricultural land.

gecond, the Kenwood project wauld significantly harm ar destroy
Che endangered Wildlife on the property. Ever since I was
lijttie, I have gean Jarter spnakes in the field and on the
property 2t 15 Baker Lane. The Kenwood Document stales that
rhese gariekl snakes are jisted by the talifornia Department af
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Fish and Game as wgansitive™. [ have also seen many pirds of
prey in the area over the years, 23 well as mice and SEUNKS.
Building houses with paved streetd aon Baker Lane, Vialet Lane
and Daffodil Lane rlearly diminished the habitat for the garler
snakes and birds of prey- Building wenwood Village woulad
essentially destray «he habitat for the garter snakes. 1t woulad
also prevent the birds of prey from finding much needed food.
[ne HKenwood vyillage Residential Froject Scoping Document Startes
that “[slite development would eliminate apprcximately 10 acres
of non-native grassland rhat has some value as foraging habitat

far birds of prey.”

Mr. Alkez's plans would also destroy the habitat for several
prcte:ted and endangerad Spaolas rhat live in the E]l Encanto
creak. The Eenwood Daocument states, “lal Stream protection Ared
|SPR} buffer is required along 411 creek corridors- This buffer
is a minimum of 100 feet from TOP of bank.” Mr. Alker proposes
a buffer that ranges [rom &0 to 120 feet, cgusing “portions of
the project to encroach into rne SPA puffer mandated by the
ceneral Plan. AS a result; "itihe EI Encanto Creek googystems
and hapitats may pe deprived of the necessary grotections needed
to maintain their miglogical functich and value.” A large part
af what makes Goleta speclal is +hat residents chare the space
wikth unigue species ¢rom both the land and the wWater, including
the occean. As such, protecting endangered species should be a
top pricrity of coleta resldents. There are many multi-unit
housing developments being build on sther sites in Goleta near
Kenwood Village that do not endangered protected speclies.
Destroying endangered species simply LC build yet ancther multi-
unlt housing compliex 13 contrary to the yalues that many Goleta
residents hold dear.

1+ should be noted that. through this process aof attempting Lo
get the Kenwood Village plans approved, MT. alker has repeatedly
claimed to be roncerned about rhe neighborhood. However, MC.
alker does nol evel pother to remove the weeds. I have
handwritten notes from my deceased Mo, carole Cordero, who
wrote that the weeds on the Kenwcod Village property were
avergrown and rhat Mr. Alker did not mow the properly until he
on Hovember 14, apl3, there was &

was forced to do so. Then,

prush fire on the property behind my house at 17 Baker Lane,
Goleta, Ch. L1 am attaching a picture of the Kenwood village
property during the fire as shown ©n KEYT' s website. As you can
see by Lhe pilchbure. Lhe weeds ars taller than the firefighters.
Further, last yeat, aceording to the cicty of Geleta, Mr. Alker
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received an gfficial warning from Lhe County of Santa Barbara to
remove the weeds ¢£rom his Kenwood village property because Lhey
were so tall that they were considered a nuisance. Finally, I
recently Took pictures af the Kenwood Village property and the
weeds are tall again. M. Alker sis nolt maw the fleld until my
naxt door neighnor stated in a City of soleta meeting that the
weeds were oVergroWn. Mi. ALker clearly nas Qo regard for the
iaws of Goleta of the safety af rhe surrounding ~egidents. I
Mr. alker can not even take care af the property when it iz &
pare f[ield, how C&I the residents of Goleta trust that he will
take care Lo build a multi unit housing development Lhat iz safe
and ap Lo code? Thus, Mr. nlker should not be allowed LO build

on the property.

However, if the Kenwood Village project 1% going to be puilt, I
would redquest certain changes he made to the plans. Mr. Alker
is only interested 10 building pehemoth sized single family
units, dupleles and triplexes that do not comport with the rest
af the nexghhmrhmud. The overall problem with the project as it
has been designed is the environmental impact., ipcluding but not
limited toe the air gquality. noise, increased populatlon,
increased traffic, loss of personal privacy, loss of views of
the mountains and cceans, and the aestherlics involved in having
nigh density £ STOTY single, duplex and triplex units on a 60
acre property next to virtually an entire community of low
density ranch style single family housing. The vast majority of
houses in the area, including the nouses on Baker Lane, Violet
Lane, Daffodil, Calaveras, Mendocing, Tuolumne, PFlumas, Elwood
station and beyond are mostly single stoly ranch style houses
with a few 1 1/2 to 7 atory houses sprinkled in the mix.

wenwood Village, with &0 units of 1 1/2 to 2 story single,
duplex and rriplex units on 10 acres, would destroy the
aegsthetics, character and environment of the currently
plicturesque, guiet, 1low density communiCy.

1t should be noted that the nouses on Baker Lane, Viclet Lane

and Daffodil Lane nhave between 4 and € houses On gach side of

+he street, with ane exception. Tne developers of the Eenwood
project are proposing that a street ~hat runs parallel to the

ahcve~mentimned streets and 153 about the Same length have ]

it ©clearly, that 13 not consistent with the

houses built onh s
current low density atmosphere of the area. Thus, T would
request that rhe number and gize of the houses at Kenwood

village be zignifi:anLly reduced.



Mr. Alker and hiz wife have attempted bEo state that the houses
they are proposing are small and they fit in with the rest of
the community. This is not the case. Mr. Alker and his wife
claimed in a letter they wrote on or about June 15, 2009 that
“[bly keeping the new homes on our land smaller {up toc 1300=2000
square feet), the pricing will be more reasonable.” Mr. Alker
and his wife go on to indicate that they “hope that local
teachers, fire fighters, policemen and other important service-
ariented workers will move into this project when it is
finished.” I am sure you are aware of the average home prices
in the area for various types of housing. The idea that
oversized two story single family units with separate granny
units over the detached garages, duplexes and triplexes will be
affordable to the average hard-working teacher, fire fighter,
policeman or other important service oriented woerker is absurd.

Further, according to the Kenwood Village plans, the houses on
the south side of the property next to Calle Real may be within
500 feet of the freeway. If that is the case, and the planned
houses are within 500 feet of US 101, then those houses next to
Calle Real and US 101 should be moved back from the freeway.

In addition, there is already tooc much traffic in the
neighborheod. The Kenwood Document states that the U.3. 101
southbound ramps at Storke Hoad “exceed the City's acceptable
gperating standard” in peak A.M. and P.M. hours. The Kenwood
Document alsc indicates the Hellister Avenue and Storke Road
intersection “exceeds the City's acceptable operating standard®™
in the peak F.M. hours. This study does not even take into
consideration the increased traffic due to the Citrus Village
project, a 10 unit residential complex just down the street from
Kenwood Village at 73B8 Calle Real, that has already been
approved for building by the City of Goleta. There will alsc be
significant increased traffic at both U.5. 101 sguthbound ramps
and at the intersection of Hollister Avenue and Storke Road due
to multiple other multi-unit projects in the area which were
already approved for building by the City of Geleta, but have
yet to be completed, including Westar [(Hollister Village} a ZE&
unit residential complex at 7000 Hellister Avenue at the
northeast corner of Glen Annie and Hollister; Rincon Palms Hotel
(Hilton Garden Inn at 6878 Heollister Avenue, a hetel with 138
rooms and meeting spaces; and Mariposa at Ellwood Shores, an
assisted living facility with 90 residents at 77¢0 Hollister
avenue. The full effects of the increased traffic and
congestion in the area due to the buildings already approved by
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the City of Goleta has not even been felt yet.

In addition, on Octcber 28, 2008, an article in the Santa
Barbara News Press stated that a man was killed “traveling east
on Calle Real near Baker Lane”. The article goes on to say that
“the area near the crash scene has been the site of several
fatal incidents including two people killed in a car crash™. I
am including a copy of the article for your convenience. This
area will only be more dangercus with the increased traffic.
ralle Real near Baker Lane is dangerous enough without adding
significant traffic and congestion in the area from both Citrus
Village and Kenwood Village.

Further, the plans for Kenwcod Village include a bike path at
the nertheast corner of the property. The way that the plans
are drawn, unless all the bicyclists who exit Henwood Village on
rhe bike path somehow manage to turn thelr bikes 180 degrees and
ride back into Kenwood Village, then the only three outlets for
the bieyclists riding along the northeastern saction of the bike
path is to travel down one of three PRIVATE streets, i.e. Baker
Lane, Vieclet Lane and/or Daffodil Lane (hereinafter PRIVATE
atreets). There are no other cutlets other than these three
BRIVATE streets for a bicyclist to ride after leaving Kenwood
village. Further, there is no indication in the current plans
that bicyelists would be blocked off from riding down the
PRIVATE streets. As such, the excess traffic and wear and tear
on both the PRIVATE streets and sidewalks would do increased
damage. There would be increased ncise and congesticn on these
FRIVATE streets.

In addition, there is a road that is north of the three PRIVATE
streets that runs perpendicular to the PRIVATE streets which
connects the three PRIVATE streets. This street runs parallel
o and next to the proposed bike path. Since before I was barn,
my parents and great-grandmother used this land as a roadway
from our houses to what is now Daffodil Lane to Calle Real and
to our original mailboxes, which were located at the corner of
what is now Daffodil Lane and Calle Real. At first, it was a
dirt road. Then, several decades ago, my step-father paved the
road with concrete. Arcund the time the houses were bBuilt on
the PRIVATE streets, the land was paved with asphalt. At this
point, there does not appear to be enough room to build a Like
path next to the paved slLreet. The bike path should not
interfere with the street north of the three PRIVATE streets
which has been in existence in one form or another for over 50
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years.

Further, there is clearly not enough parking spaces designated
for the project. Mr. Alker has designated 2 spaces per unit for
each of the 13 single family homes for a total of only 26
spaces, 2 spaces per unit for each of the 20 duplex units for a
total of 40 spaces, 2.5 spaces per unit for each of the 27
triplex units and eonly 1 space for every 5 units for wvisitor
parking. Thus, there are only 140 parking spaces allotted for
the entire project. This is absurd. Further, there is a
question as to whether the streets are too small; i.e. whether
people would be able to park on the streets and still have the
garbage trucks fit down the street. As a result, pecple will be
looking for other places to park. he most logical places would
be for pecple going to Kenwood Village to park on the nearby
PRIVATE streets of Baker Lane, Violet Lane and/or Daffodil Lane
{hereinafter PRIVATE streets) and walk to Kenwood Village by way
of the bike path at the northeast end of the project. A3 a
result, the increased traffic and excessive wear and tear on the
PRIVATE streets, the lack of parking on the PRIVATE streets for
the actual residents and their guests, the increased noise and
lights and the general disruption for the residents who live on
the PRIVATE streets due to the intrusion of the wvehicles of the
Kenwood Village residents and guests would destroy the
aesthetics, air guality, atmosphere and character of the
currently guiet community. It would also make it virtually
impossible for the residents and guests of the PRIVATE streets
to find parking at or near cur own homes.

Further, building 1 1/2 to 2 story houses on Kenwood Village
would clearly destroy the local scenic views. The Kenwood
Document states, “the project may obstruct some of the protected
views of the Santa ¥Ynez Mountains from Calle Real and US 101.

It would also destroy the views of the residents of Baker Lane

and bevond.

It should also be noted that the master bedrooms at both 15 and
17 Baker Lane, as well as one of the smaller bedrooms and cne of
the bathrooms at 17 Baker Lane, &ll face westbound toward
Kenwwod Village. The two story houses that Mr. Alker proposes
to bulld next to the back vards of 15 and 17 Baker Lane would
allow anyone loocking gout the second story eastbound windows of
Kenwood Village to see into the bedrooms and bathroom.
Currently, I live at 15 Baker Lane, I also have two married
adults and their two small daughters living as renters at 17
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Baker Lane. As a result, the only solution to preventing people
at Kenwood Village from staring into the bedrcoms of myself, my
adult renters and their two small daughters would ke to have to
keep the curtains closed all the time withcout ever having any
sunlight in the rooms. This is not fair to myself or my
renters.

alsc, the 1 1/2 to 2 story buildings at Kenwood Village will
cause disruption from the significantly increased noise and
lighting for the surrounding residents and the animal species in
the area. For example, the excessive noise and lights flowing
inte the bedrocms at 15 and 17 Baker Lane weuld make it
difficult for myself and my renters te sleep. In addition, the
excessive noise and lighting would harm the wildlife in and
around El Encantoc Creek. The Kenwood Document states “the El
Encanto Creek riparian corridor can be adversely impacted by
excessive noise levels which may inhibit avian nesting an/or
wildlife movement through the corridor®.

Finally, another big drawback for the Kenwood Village project is
rhat the entire State, including the City of Goleta, is in 1t's
fifth year of a water drought. This past winter, Goleta
continued to receive less than average rainfall. There is not
enough water for the current residents of Goleta, much less any
residents that would live in yet to be built, huge, multi-unit
housing complexes like Kenwood Village. In addition, according
ta the City of Goleta's own website, there are at least 16
additional multi-unit projects currently approved or being built
in the Ccity of Goleta. Goleta has not yet felt the effects of
the additional water demands of the buildings under construction
and/or already approved by the City of Geleta. Further, there
is no indication of when the water drought will be over. Mr.
Alker claims he can get water from Carpenteria. There 1is nec
guarantee that Carpenteria will be able to provide water to the
Kenwood Project residents for the entire run of the water
drought. If Carpenteria does not provide Kenwood Village with
=11 the water it needs, then Goleta will be forced to bear the
burden of providing water for the residents of Kenwood Village.
Given the multiple other projects currently being built in
Goleta, the uncertainty of how these cther projects will affect
the availability ef water for Geleta, the uncertainty of how
long Carpenteria will have water LC provide Kenwood Village and
the uncertainty of how long the drought will last, Lhe Kenwood
village preject should not be approved at this time.



Please feel free [o contact me if you have any gquesticns or

concerns regarding my letter. Thank you for your time.

Q W {lffl |

Apgil Reid

Lncl.
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