Dc, Joel |

From: Randy Strobo <rstrobo@strobobarkley.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 3, 2021 12:14 PM

To: Dock, Joel

Cc: Clay Barkley; Ben Hassett; Ashburner, Clifford
Subject: Re: 20-ZONE-0078

CAUTION: This email came from outside of Louisville Metro. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe

Joel,
Sorry one more thing. Please add the following statement to the record in Case No. 20-ZONE-0078:

An agreement with the Applicant has been made with Wolf Pen Mill Farm, LLC, to add protections to Wolf Pen Mill and
the Wolf Pen Mill Farm. Therefore, Wolf Pen Mill Farm, LLC now has no objection to the approval of this application, and
it withdraws all prior objections.

Best,

Randy Strobo
Counsel for Wolf Pen Mill Farm LLC

Randy Strobo
www.strobobarkley.com
direct; 502.405.9956
rstrobo@strobobarkley.com




Dock, Joel

From: Randy Strobo <rstrobo@strobobarkley.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 3, 2021 10:18 AM

To: Dock, Joel

Cc: Clay Barkley; Ben Hassett

Subject: 20-ZONE-0078

CAUTION: This email came from outside of Louisvilie Metro. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe

Hi, Joel,

Please add me to the speaker list for the PC meeting today in case no. 20-ZONE-0078 as "other” on behalf of Wolf Pen
Mill Farm, LLC. | submitted the online speaker form a few minutes ago.

I will state this during my testimony, but we would also like to withdraw ocur comment letter dated March 24, 2021 and
presentation dated March 25, 2021 that we submitted on behalf of Wolf Pen Mill Farm LLC prior to the LDT Committee

meeting.
And thank you for your help regarding the email issue yesterday. Very much appreciated.
Thanks,

Randy

Randy Strobo
www.strobobarkley.com
direct: 502.409.9956
rsirobo@strobobarkley.com




Dock, Joel

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:
Attachments:

stpinlou@aol.com

Thursday, June 3, 2021 10:13 AM

Dock, Joel; agunnison@aol.com; Davis, Brian
Re: 20-ZONE-0078 COMMENTS FOR PC
Atty-WPPA-FOF-Office Park.pdf

CAUTION: This email came from outside of Louisville Metro. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe

Joel and Brian,

Please send the attached Findings of Fact for Denial to the Commissioners and to legal counsel. Please have it on-
screen ready for our presentation also. Thanks
| will be coordinating the opposition speakers in the following order:

Steve Porter
Mark Foster
iMarsha Weinstein
Mary Kannapell
Vittoria Riedling
Barbara Keliy

Leea Bridgeman (if avail;able)

Alice Gunnison
Seth Singleton
Steve Porter

In a message dated 6/3/2021 9:54:03 AM Eastern Standard Time, Joel.Dock@Ilouisvilleky.gov writes:

Commissioner this morning.

Joel P. Dock, AICP
Planner Il
Planning & Design Services

502-574-5860

From: Dock, Joel

've attached a copy of interested party comments received after publication. They've been provided to the

Sent: Thursday, june 3, 2021 9:51 AM
To: Davis, Brian <Brian.Davis@Ilouisvilleky.gov>
Subject: 20-ZONE-0078 COMMENTS FCR PC



Please send to commissioners for today. These are comments received after publication.

Joel P, Dock, AICP

Planner I

Planning & Design Services
Department of Develop Louisville
LOUISVILLE FORWARD

444 South Fifth Street, Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202
502-574-5860

https://louisvilleky.gov/government/planning-design

DEVELOP
LOUISVILLE

LOUISYILLE FORWARD

The information contained in this communication from the sender is confidential. It is intended solely for use
by the recipient and others authorized to receive it. If you are not the recipient, you are hereby notified that
any disclosure, copying, distribution or taking action in relation of the contents of this information is strictly
prohibited and may be unlawful.



FINDINGS OF FACT FOR DENIAL

Case Number 20-ZONE-0078
Chamberlain Woods Office Park

5220 Chamberlain Lane

The applicant proposes to re-zone the above properties from R-4 single-family
residential to OR-3 Office-residential, For the reasons below, this proposal does not comply
with the applicable Plan Elements of the Plan 2040 Comprehensive Plan and does not comply
with the Wolf Pen Branch Neighborhood Plan, duly adepted by the Metro Council in 2012. Both
the PDS staff report and the applicant’s Justification Statement acknowledge the property is
located in the boundaries of the Wolf Pen Plan. The existing zoning classification given to the
property is appropriate. The proposed zoning classification is inappropriate and not in
agreement with the 2040 Comprehensive Plan or the neighborhood plan. Since the adoption of
Plan 2040, there have been no major changes of an economic, physical or social nature which
have altered the basic character of the area of the property.

Community Form

The proposal does not comply with the intent and applicable policies of the Community
Form Plan Elements of the 2040 Comprehensive Plan. The new development is not compatible
with the scale and site design of nearby existing development, as evidenced by the many
objections from the nearby public. The proposal constitutes a non-residential expansion into an
existing residential area. It will have negative impacts such as increased traffic, and increased
lighting and noise in a residential area. There is no adequate buffer or transition between lower
density residential and non-residential usage.

Plan 2040 defines an “activity center” as: “An area of concentrated, mixed-use activity
that often has a residential component.” Plan 2040 also defines a “neighberhood center” as
“Mixture of neighborhood- serving land uses such as offices, shops, restaurants and services ...”
This single office development cannot be considered an activity center or a neighborhood
center. It is merely an isolated office, non-residential use, an example, if allowed, of spot
zoning. It is not located in or near an activity center. It is not compatible with adjacent uses.
There is no proposal for any residential on the site {even though OR-3 zoning would permit
that), thus the proposal is not a mixed-use proposal. The plan proposes to demolish an existing
residential structures instead of any possible rehabilitation or continued use.

The proposal viclates Goal 1, Objective b because this proposal is not in line with the
preferred neighborhood character. Very importantly, this proposal violates Goal 1, objective e
because, if it is allowed, it would be a direct viclation of the Wolf Pen branch neighborhood
Plan, thus not allowing the community to be fully engaged in the planning and development
process. The proposal viclates Policy 2.1.2 because the intensity and density of the proposal is



not appropriate in this location. The proposal violates Policy 2.1.4 because it is incompatible
with surrounding uses in use, mass, scale, height, orientation and design. It violates Goal 1,
policy 3.1.3 because its high density use is not compatible with the residential nature of the
area. The proposal violates Goal 1, Policy 4 because it is not compatible with the scale and site

design of nearby existing development.

This proposal viclates Goal 1, Policy 6 because it has adverse impacts relating to traffic,
lighting, noise, displacement of residents, and loss of affordable housing. It violates Goal 1,
Policy 7 because it is not near major transportation facilities and transit corridors. It violates
Goal 1, Policy 9 because it does not provide an appropriate transition between uses that are
substantially different in scale and intensity. It violates Goal 1, Policy 10 because it does not
provide an adequate buffer between uses substantially different in intensity. It violates Goal 1,
Policy 11 because its building height is not compatible with nearby development and is almost
twice the height allowed in the form district. It violates Goal 1, Policy 17 because it does not
mitigate the adverse effects of traffic, especially with the conflict of outgoing residential
neighbors with incoming office workers.

The proposal violates Goal 2, Policy 4 because it allows non-residential development to
occur with inappropriate access and connectivity. It violates Goal 2, Policy 8 because it does not

bring any residential use to the site.
Mohility

The proposal does not comply with Goal 2, Policy 4 because it creates a significant
nuisance by bringing access to the development through an area of lower intensity. Access from
Chamberlain Lane and Brownsboro Road is not the only potential access. Many office workers
would come from Wolf Pen Branch Road through the Wolf pen neighborhood.

Economic Development

The proposal does not comply with the intent and applicable policies of the Economic
Development Plan Elements of the 2040 Comprehensive Plan. It viclates Goal 2, Objective b
because it does not protect the economic value of neighborhoods.

Livability

The proposal does not comply with the intent and applicable policies of the Livability
Plan Elements of the 2040 Comprehensive Plan. It violates Goal 3, Objective ¢ because it is in
total conflict with the adopted neighborhood plan. Allowing this proposa! would not support or
empower the ability of neighborhood groups to plan for their neighborhood. It violates Goal 3,
Objective f because it does not maintain the existing tree canopy. Despite the applicant’s
contention that a “significant” portion of the canopy wilt be undisturbed, only 21% of the
existing canopy will be preserved (just barely over the requirement of local ordinance).



Housing

The proposal does not comply with the policies of the Housing Plan Elements described
in Goal 2, Policy 1; Goal 2, Policy 2; and Goal 3, Policy 3.. While C-1 zoning does permit higher
density housing options that would support aging in place, this proposal not only does not
propose any such housing, it proposes to demolish a residential unit currently on the site. The
pian does not propose any housing which includes affordable housing. in fact, it proposes
demolishing the affordable housing on the site currently and displacing the current residents. it
does not encourage the use of vacant property for new housing.

Wolf Pen Branch Neighborhood Plan

Because the neighborhood plan was adopted by the Metro Council, that plan becomes
part of plan 2040, the comprehensive plan. As noted by the staff report, the neighborhood plan
provides the following: “Restrict future development to single-family residential use and limit
future nonresidential development to the reuse of existing non-residentially zoned areas at
River Road.”

If the applicant for this proposed office development wanted to comply with some of
the housing objectives of Plan 2040, this proposal should look entirely different. But it does not
propose any housing, not “middle housing”, not affordable housing, not any residential at all.
To say it complies with Plan 2040 because this proposed zoning allows housing is absurd
because the development plan does not contain any housing at all.

Our comprehensive plan allows and promotes neighborhood plans. The Metro Council
has adopted the Wolf Pen Branch Plan. To allow a flagrant violation of that plan would negate
all the hard work of the neighborhood and PDS staff on that plan. Such an approval would
seriously violate the plan 2040 objective that neighborhoods shouid be empowered in the
planning process, not ignored.

This zoning request, this development plan and the height variance should all be denied.



From: wilizs Taylo:

Te Daxk. Jor)

Subject: # 20-ZONE-2078

Date: Tuesdey, June £, 2031 10:45:06 PM

CAUTION: This emaki came from cutside of Louisvitie Metro. Do not ofick links or apen atackments
unless yeu recognize the sender and know the content is sate

Dear Mr. Dock,

I write as a direct descendent of Revolutionary War Captain Reuben Taylor whose 1799 fog
rouse still stands off Chamberiain Lane a shont distance from the proposed office complex.
The Wolfper Branch/Chamberlain Lang area is one of the oldest setiled and most unique azas
to live a quict, reflective life in Louviswille, It is regarded as a sanctuary amonbg the creeks,
streams, springs, and woods and removed from the incessant noise of commercial
develepments. [1's rick history and weli-preserved corc is 2a asset to our city and must be
valued as such. Anoffice complex at the roundabout would be completcly out of place and
irreversibly destroy the pastoral setting of the arca. Whatever marginal benefit is offered by
the complex - which 1 struggle to find - is far outweighed by the detrimental impact to the
environment and the characier of the area

I o finite world, growth cannot be infinite. We must be smarier shout growth, We should
foliow the guidance of the Neighborhood Plan passed by the Metro Council in 2012 and keep
this area zoned as low density residential,

1 plan to attend the Planning Commission meeting on Thursday. If time allows, 1 wish to
speak ai the heanng in opposition to the proposed office complex. Thank you.

Sinegrely,
Willis Tavior

(502} 810-4970

Fram: Lebzy hacdan

Tos Dotk Jod

€ Ezed, Scolt

Subject: £20-ZCHE-LOVE

Oate: Saturduy, May 25, 2021 $0:13:05 AM

CAUTION: This eenail ceme from outside of Lovisvidle Metro. Do notebick links ot open attachments unfess vou
rocognize the sender and know the content is sife

Thank vou for the apportunity 1o comment on this latest spranwt for the helluvit rezoning raquest. 1'm not surs on
what planel any city needs this single usc, sutocentric so Jast contury pion for officcs when existing space is anpty
and Kot peig t be filfed paytime soon

'en aisa aphast 4t B3O surfuce parking spaces in Hest Jstond City, or 1990 wants it's zoming plin hack ... cven
WalMars bas abandoned this mode] in favor of nelkoble sites. While dovmtown focuses on nothing but hotels for o
dwindling transient population while izing the brue transient poputation withoul affordable kousing. this
rainote ooming offiee buikding wit beat isdand and & fow stok tees sansgms inegity. Fven the felks on Noron
Commons Istand cannot per there on oot Ts there 8 biss stop??

D better Lovisville. “Develop Forward Louisville ™ has been the oxymoron of the pust decade.

Thank you for your time

Debra Hardan
1734 Chichester Ave
40205

Sent from my iPhone

From: Ehsalbeth Clary

Tot Ceacle, Sl
Subjest: FIO-ZOME-OOYE
Date: Saturday, Hay 29, 21 %:48:07 AM

CAUTION: This cinail eame (rom outside of Eowisvilly Metro."Eo not click Hinks or open attachments valess vou
recognize the seader and know the content is safe

Plerse do not silow this development in this srcs. As 2 5 vear resident of Nonon Commons who teavels thes

Chemberlain Lane srea everyday, [ assure you it is an inuppropriste placement. Troflie is alveady very heavy st

certain s of the duy and wilf become warse with the huge condo complex just built within NC thet s yet to be

habitusted and the sdditions] homws unde cotistruction

Louisvilic has a suepius of unvscd commercial buifdings suitsble for offices und retail. Please do not burden our
idersial sren with this v procnt, Thank you

Lhesbeth Clark
9164 Blezing Ster lane
40059

Sent from my il'hone

From. Gtk Masehall
Te: Rk Jusl

Go: fabert Tovier

Bultject: F2B-TONE-OCIE

Date: Sebuntay, May 35, 2021 L9 PM

CAUTION: This emall came from outside of Loulsville Metro. Do net elick Hnks ¢ open attachmenis
unfeys you recognize the sender and kitow the content |s safe

Joel, as a close neighbor of #20-ZONE-B078, | oppose the change in zoning. Our
beautiful and natural surroundings will be destroyed by asphalt, concrete,
and lighting. Traffic wili be increased and result in more congestion at the
Norion Common's circle. Qur backyards have already been impacted by the
increases in surface water flow from the commerciai developmenis near
Norton Commons. Undoublably this new development will cause even more
alteration to the fiow and absorption of surface waler. | stand oppesed 1o tge
rezoning of the subject area.

Gene Marshail
5401 Mersbrook Lanc
Prospect, Ky 40039



From: EATRICHA RORES

Tor Dask. Bel

Bubrject: Case M-Zone-0L7e

Date: Wadnesday, June 2, 2024 23032 PH

CAUTION: This emall come from outside of Louisville Metre. Bo ot click tinks or open sttachnaents unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safc

L am witing in opposition ta this plarncd affics developrient site by the McMahin Grotp i the ares of Wolf Per
Brench Road and Chambesizin Lane. This is an ares of virgin forest which is scenic and Kistosic. The Wolf Pen
Branch Neighbarhood Plan specilies that office space is to be exciuded from the plan aroa. How can the plan be
sy clearer? Why docs the McMahan Group persist in doveloping this praject?

TFhis devefoprrent is corteinly ol low impact with one four story Buding, two by story buildings and & parking
1ot for 8501 cars and other vehicles.  This developracat wili be 8 totn] of 300K 5q &t of office space.  The traflic
Frean this development is unsuited for the two lem rends in the arca. I iooked af the Mchzhan Group wiebsite
which lists 1.367 office and refail spaces for rent in Fefferson County as of Tupe 2, 20371

1 am wsking e MeMahan Group to respect Hic Wolt Pen Branch Neighborhood Plan and ot go Farward with this
office development. 1fthe developers do nof tespect 1he Neighborioad Pluns end Comerstone 2040, why do we
spend 1ax paver doltars 1o wiite, implement and monitor these plans? 1 amms sentiin thit thete wre srows of Jetferson
County thet would welkeome this kind of ceonomic development. Surely, Mayor Fischer and others would 3¢ able
1o help relocate this office complex? Thank you for your slleativa to my reguest.

Best regards,
Pt Rales

2208 Wynnewood Circle 222
502-930-1463

Feoary; DAk Bl Cotn

Ta: Rask.dest

Subject: 20-zone5078

Date: Wedersday, lunt 2, 2051 8:13:36 PM

CAUTION: This email came Fom owtside of Louisvilic Meto. Do not chiek links ot open ttachnsents unless you
secognize the sender and know the content Js safe

Jock,

1 oppose the nequesied rezening for this project. The project is not
sppropriate for this neighbochoed.

Fam groatly concernet that the eighborhood plan is being igaored
NEIGHBORROOD BLANS MUST BE HONORED

Ann Rarser

From: G Bst

Tt Diast. el
(= Alck Gunhison

Subject: 20-2ONE-0078, Chambarlain Gffe Pack
Date: Wiegnesday, June 2, 2021 §:45.15 AM

CAUTION, This emuil enme frem outside of Lovisville Metro, Do not click Jinks of open attachments untess you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe

Nir. Bock, good moming. H you would, pleass pass tis to the Planning Commissioners in anticipation omomaw s
bearing. any thanks to yeu.

Ladics & Gentlemen: T live ot fas from the proposed dovelopment site, & within the area doscribed by the Wolf
Pen Branch Neighborhood Plus. You sirady knew far more sbout the content & mnplications of this documient
thar mos people, s0 T wim't offer quotes,

What I wilh ¢ is to sk, just for & mlosient. that vea would imagine that vou were Rarbass Kelly of Mark Foster ot
Burnic Loeb or Charles Cassis or Bob Berdogna ot Michael Joncs, of eny of the private citizens who took the time,
made the effort, performod the negotiations, & firally produced Hiis neighborhoed plan over the course of months, i
notyears. Hsd vou been involved in that long process, imagine how huppy you would have been &t the ead, upon
Tesming that the plan had been fnatized, & then adopted by the Metro ladership

Now, imagine yourself having bad & simitar ol in the crostion of Coraerstone 2040

Thett, imagine for & second, how crtshing it would be to have spent thet time & misde that effort, only to bave
selective pertions of the Plans discounted. waived. of perhips violsted for the suke of development. One could
casily say that such a fecling would be somewhere between £ shame & an absolute fmvesly, & while felings a
Absofutely not the wnpartent issue bere. eonirol of inconsistent development is absolutely the key.

PFlease pive proper credense te the work that preceded His atlenpt to avaid severs] provisions of these Bow-
esteblishod riles of the game, & emawe that the residents (the peopic who would be most impecied by this
development, by the way) see property hesrd on Jung 3

Thenks for your time & consideration.
Geof Hialas

T4UE Wall Pen Branch Road
Prospect, KY 40655-9172

ghialas@ beltsauth

From: ‘acunnsonfacl com

To: Do Seel

Blabjert: 20-ZONE-BETE

Date: Frisey, May 26, 2021 3:15:46 P

CAUTION: This emall came from sulside of Loulsvifle Ketro. Bo not elick Enks or open asttachments
uniass you recogrlze the sender and know the content is sate

Dear Mr, Dock—

As you are aware | am exceedingly interested in this project ['ve kved in the area for
B5 years and am very concerned abowt the planned destruction of the tree canopy on
Chamberiain with the proposed office complex. The Grande Senior Living directiy
across Chamberlain promised to repiant the entire hiliside and has not foliowed
through on that. Yes, the trees are young but they will never completely cover the
hillside as promised.

| urge the Commissioners and Staff to carefully consider the canopy--especially in
fight of the Kindred Rehab Hespital proposed for Chamberlain immediately to the
south of the I-71 overpass. | hope there are some construction aternatives 1o totally
gutting the hiliside.

Please pul this in the record for the June 3, 2021 PC hearing.

Thank you,

Alice Gunnisan
7849 Wolf Pen Branch Rd



Fram: anfan

To: ok, Joel

Subjart: Cate: 20 -ZOHE-DO?S

Bt Tussday, une 1, 2021 $:06:57 P

CAUTION: This emall came from cutsite of Loutsville Metro, Do not chick Hnks or open attachments
LNiess YoU recognize e sender st krow the content is sate

Dear Members of the Planning Commission:

[ urge vou 10 reject this proposal 1o build an enormous, uncharacternistic and unneeded office
complex in the historic Wolf Pen Branch neighborhood.

It is undisputed that the development violates the thoughtful, detiberate and expensive Wolf
Pen Branch Neighborhood Plan, as well as the Comprehensive Plan 2040 which adopted i,
The Planming Commission has ne basts to ignote the Pian, and o do so distespects the process
and atl of the consilvents who participated in the process.

i

Fust one example of how this develop violates the Comp ve Plan is the &
of the tree canopy. The Comprehensive Plan's Vision Statenent provides that the Waolf Pen
Branch community should remain 2 umique mural setting by protecting the trec canopy, among
other things. However, Just the entrance te this erormous development will destroy the hiliside

which supports the tree canopy.

Furthermore, the Woif Pen Branch Plan atea does not need an enormous office compies. This
area is already well served by offices and other commercial development in Norton Commons
and on Browssboro Road

Nor does it need & huge, uncharacteristic building of sy sort. The size and scals of this
complew will dwarf evervthing in the Plan area. The 72 fi. height of the complex s twice the
height of what is currently aliowed and the 280,000 q. . scale is in no way compatible with
the neighbarhood or the Neighborhood Plan.

Thercfore, | urge the Planning Commission to respect the Wolf Pea Branch Neighborhood
Plan and to reject this massive, uncharacieristic complex. Please vole against if,

Yours truby,
Lee Cony

1.e¢ Troutman Cory
31 River HIRd.
Louisviile, Ky 40207

Froro Emorgshaie

Yot J-

Subject: Case B 20-ZONE-0O75 Wolf Pen office bidg
Date: Monday, May 33, 3021 155601 P

CAUTION: This emgit come from ouside of Louisville Metro Do net elick Iinks of open sttachments unless you
recognize the seader and know the content is safe

TFiris propaosel is an egregious vielation of the Walf Pen Reighborhand Pl F is grossly out of scale & out of
charaeter with this neighborhood. 1t would create so many serous, permanent problems with traffic, noise, &
potlition us fo destroy this neighborhoed's charscter abogether. which is & clour viclation of Plan 2048, It wouid fil
1o community need whatsoever - there ere elzeady empty office buitdings 1t over the county. We dott need
another oe, & certanly potin 2 tesidensinl, wmi-wal seighborhood

1 strongly urpe the Commission to reject this bad proposal

Thask you
Frenees Aprile

13404 Taylosvilke Rd
Fisherville KY 40023

Frone: adfias BesorSoon

Yo: Dok, Jex|
Subject: Case: 0-ZONE-0I78
Duta: wednesay, June 2, 2021 T1:23:07 As

CAUTION: This amall came trom outside of Lovisville Retre, Do not click Hoks of apen sttachments
uniess you recoghize the Sender and know Bie tontent is safe

Good Morning Joel,
{ am writing to vaice my support for the Wolf Pen neighbors i opposing the
development proposed in case 20-ZONE-0078

The development goes against the neighborhood plan for Wolf Pen. What is the
purpese of a neighborhoed plan and all of the work and money that goes into
putting it together if it is not going te be adhered to?

Thank you for your time,

Liléas Pettit-Scott

17280 Lydia Street

Schnitzelburg Neighborhoed, 46217

From: Basra Sl
To: Lo Jooi

Subject: Chamberi#in Lane Office Develapment. 20-ZONE-0078
Oute: Friday, May 38, 2021 3:02.02 it

CAUTION: This emaif came from oulside of Louisvilie Metro. Ba not cick finks or epen aliachments
eSS you reangrize Bie sender rda know the contert s safe

| spoke to Jeff Brown about our concerns for preserving the Chamberain Lane tree
canopy with regard to road improvements asscciated with the development. As vet
there are no construction plans for him to review. He recommended that | let you
know so you could add this to the record.

The devalopmant pfan shows a crosswalk on Chamberiain Lane at the roundabout.
For those of us whe live out here and use the roundabout, this seems unsafe.

Thank you,
~Barbara Kelly



From: Hice Vel
Tor Dok, 2osi

Subject: Chamberlan Cifice Park (20-ZORE-0C8}
Date: Wadnesday, June 2, 2021 $1:61:07 A

CALTION: This email came from outside of boumsvitle Meto Do net ofick links or open stlechnents unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe

Dhear Joel.

FLEASE PLEASE do ot Jet this giant oifice park = 20-ZONE-0O?E) be duitt
i this very bucaliz neighborhood. 1tis NOT approptiate for the

arer. The roads and the 3rea sre not zoned for such buitdings € Please

honos past zoning repulations.

Thank vou,

Adice 8 Wells

215 Spring Farm Road

Prospeet, KY d0659

From:

Ton Rusk, dasl

Subject: Fublic Comment re: {ase Ho. 20 ZONE-307E Plancing Comaasson
bBate: Wedrsesdzy, Jane 2, 2021 12:08:36 PM

CAUTION: This emalt came trom outside of Louisville Metre. Do not click tinks or open stzchments
unfess you FECognize the sender and know tie content is safe
Mr. Deck:

Tam writing to submit my comment regarding Case No. 20-ZONE-0U78, which is set 1o be
heard at the uy ing Planaing Lo ion meeting on Thursday., June 3, 2021, at 108 PM,
1 a5k that my comment be entered into the record.

1am a resident of Wolf Pen Branch Road and 1 oppose this development as currently
proposed.

As the Planning Commission is aware, as required dv KRS 100.213(1}, the developer must
prove that the p g develep plics with the applicable guidelines and policies of
Plan 2048 The proposced development does net compty svith Plan 2040,

The exceptions to this requirement do not appiy. KRS 100.213(1){a) is not applicable because
there is no evidenee that the existing zoning classification is inappropriate. And secondiy,
KRS 100.213(1)(b) does not apply since there have been no major changes of an economic,
physical, or social nature within the arca, particularly siace Plan 2040 was just recently
adopted

The guiding force bohind Plan 20440 is the ov Iing CHASE principles. This proposed
developmen dots not fit into the CHASE principles. For instance, in contravention of the
“Conneet” element of the CHASE principles, the development does not leverage its natural
environment and geographie position to isprove the guahty of lif for all citizens. As
explained below, it does the opposite. The development also does 5ot support the

natural enviconment by considering air, water, and sofl quality, as required by the "Healthny™
clemem of the CHASE principles. And the development as proposed will likely cause
systematic and changeable differences in health between hiczlly defined popul X
The "Healty " element cannot possibly be satisfied with the reduction in natural landscape,
loss of tree canopy., and significant addition of impervious pavement contributing 1o the heat
istand gffect experienced throughout Lonisviile

Fronx dackpss: TnosoEon
Dok, Joel

To:

et Reed, Seolt

Subject: QA 1 e #20-TONE-GOTE) - {hamberiain Cffice Park
Date: Wednesday, June 2, 2033 5:20:21 P

CALTION: This emali came from outside of Lowlsvilte Matra, Do net clok links or open attachments
uniess you recognize e sender and know the content s safe

Giood aftcracon, Joel -

I'm writing in opposition to the proposed rezening to allow the Chamberiain Office
Park to move forward. With angaing work on §-7 1 — widening and new bridges, as
weil as the additien of noise barriars, more office structures, increased cars and
traffic is 2 detriment to the area as well as an inconveniance o current and future
residents. Piease do not move forward with this zoning change.

Best,
Jackson Thompson

Furthermare, this development violates the “Authentic” element of the CHASE principles. It
cenamly does not recogmize the unique eulture of the surrounding area and does not recognize
important features in the built and natural environment, meludmg nearby watersays for the
rcasons explained below. The proposed dovelopment does not comply with the “Sustainable”
clement of the CHASE principies cither. It fails to encourage green practices and it is not
harmonious with the natural environment. And lastly, the development fails to meet the
requirensents of the "Equitable” element of the CHASE principles because the dovelaper has
failed to engage ali citizens in the decision-niaking process. not just those with decp pogkets or
political power,

There are scveral reasons for my opposition but the one 1hat stands out is the potentia? the
development has to increase thru-iraffic on the Chamberiain Lane/Wolf Pen Branch Road
cornidor. While rneressed traffic isn't typically compelling, the vmique sumounding arca
requires a deep fook into the negative impact of increased maffic caused by this proposed
development. The area directhy surrounding the proposed development is a scenic and historic
route chenshed by not only nearby residents, but all Jefferson residents. Approving this
development will only increase thre-traffic, ultimately disrpting the scenic and tranquil
characier of the Wolf Pen Branch cormidor.

Thic secondary proposed entrance on Wolf Pen Branch Road wili ensure this increased wraffie,
Although this sccondary entrance is proposed us an "emergency” entrance only, there is no
guaranter that this will remain in perperwity. Many developments have instalied gates on
emergency entrances only 1o have those gates remain open for general use, This will ondy
create dangerous conditions neat the blind curve on Wolf Pen Branch Road where the
secondary entrance is proposed. It is worth noting that Wolf Pen Branch Road is narrower than
a tepical two lane road. And widening Wolf Pen Branch Road 10 aczommodate the sccondary
entrance would further the disruption caused to the corrdor,

I addition 1o the increased thru-teaffic on Wolf Pen Branch Road, this proposed developmient
will undoubtediy create problems for water management 1o the Wolf Pen Branch watershed
Wolf Pen Branch Road experiences significant flooding during any given yvear, namely due o
other nearby development, znd the proposed detention basins will not adequately offset the
increased stormwater un-off created by this propesed development,

This development wili alse add 1o the surrounding light poliution, whichk will negatively
impact the overall ambiance of the arva. And, in the same vein, it will add 10 the surrounding
noise pollution. Not only by the initial construction, but abso by the inereased traffic and
activity created by fenants, chiemts, and visitors {0 this proposed development.

Next, e development's proposed utilities will reguire the removal of the patgral landscape



and tree canopy. As a resuit, it will greatly disrupt the scenie feel of Wolf Pen Branch Road.
This will alse deplete the much-needed landscape for native wildlife, forcing them into the
fine of traffic and creaning & dangerous eavivonment for drivers. bikers, joggers, and other
pedestrians,

It maust also be considered that there is a 2-story rehabilitation facility proposed on properly
adijacent 1o this development. This further adds to the potential disruptions to the scenie Wolf
Pen Branch comdor, including waffic, light pollution, water management, and narural
landscaping. This development does not consider this adiacent development

And lastly, this development does not fit into the Wolf Per Branch Road neighborheod plan
{effectively adopied by and mcorporated o Plan 204¢). This plan has been in effect since
2006 and updated in 2012, Tt limits development to low- and very low-density residential, The
proposed office bufldings do not conform with the hborhood plan. The buildings are
completely out of character for the scenic and historic Chambezlzin Lane/Wolf Pen Branch
Road comdor. It will be argued by proponents of the development that they ar: not required to
abide by the neighborboeed plan. This is not true. The Wolf Per Branck Road neighborhood
plan was approved by the Louisville Metro Government and incorporated into Plan 2040
Accordingly, ver public servants have indicated a desire for the Wolf Pen Branch arca to
retain its scenic and historic atmosphere.

Thank vou, Mr. Dock. | app vour time and 10 this matter.

Best,

Seth J. Singleton, Esq.
(502} 612-8745
singietonG ‘

2. | will request that the applicant address this as needed since uliiity coorcination and instatiation is
a construction phase maner. There is alse gas alorg Chamberlain Lane that intersects the
praposed entrance on Chambetiain,

3. The case witt be fast on the agenda butthere is no guarantes that the case wont start belore 4
PM. It seems likely to begin batween 3-& basad cutient agends items

Joe! P, Dock, AICP
Planner H

Plarning & Design Services
802-674-5850

From: apunnisnnacl.oom <aguncison@acl.con™
Sent: Wednesday, April 21, 2021 632 PM

To: Bock, Joef <Jos: Dock@lauevibeky aov>

Ce: elzpidan net

Subject: Case 20.-Z20NE-O07]

CAUTION: This email came from outside of Louisvilie Metro. Do not click links
or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is
safe

Joel-- | have three questions I'd like 1o ask:

1) The atiachment above shows a public hearing sign for May 6, 1 pm. ltis posted on
1he sirip of land along Wolf Pen which includes the existing house at 8720 and there
is another sign in front of the 1630s house on Chamberiain by the roundabout {| don't
know that house number). The area marked seems to be only the parcel that is
currently excluded from the proposed office compiex proposal. There are no other
signs on the Chamberiain or Wolf Pen areas indicating the parcel that is being heard
by the Planning Commission on May 8th. \We just want to make sure this parcel is not
inciuded in the zoning change case referenced above

2) I'mi trying to figure out where the gas lines are going. Looks like they fie in at the
robndabout and head west on Wolf Pen on the oppesite side from the development
Then, they cross the road at the big curve and head In {near the gaited entrance)
toward the buitdings. Am [ reading this correctly? How close 1o the Wolf Pen roadway
will these lines run? There are dense trees and brush on both sides of Wolf Pen on
that stretch so it will be a noticeable loss.

3) | believe Steve Porter has requested that our case be heard at 4 pm. Would you
have information about that?

Thanks,
Afice

From: Dk, det

To: FHOET £

Subject: RE: Case 20-ZONE-00TE

Date: Tumsday, June £, 2023 80000 AM

Both. They are ot be rezoned and they are poi part of the development site. They are undisterbed,
This keep wolf pen tranch road along these two parcels undisturbed. In exchange for a small bit of
frontage on Wolf Pen Branch where the emergency zccess is lorated and sidewalks are required, 2
sidewalk is being pravisioned atross these twe parcels or Chamberlzin Lane 1o conaect to Nertan
Commans,

loe] P. Dock, AICP

Planner |t

Fianning & Design Services
502-574-5860

From: agunnison@acl.com <agunnison@acl.com>
Sent; Sunday, May 30, 2021 1.06 PM

To: Dock, Joel <loel.Dock@louisvilleky govs
Subject: Re: Case 20-ZONE D078

CAUTION: This email came frem cutside of Louisville Metro. Do not click links
or open attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is
safe

Joel-- In the Aprit 22 email below, you state initem 1) "the parcel of land containing
the two nomes is not inchuded in the propoesal.” | am not sure if that means they are
not part of the proposed office complex, or not part of the rezoning request,

Alice

e Otigginal Message.—

From: Dock, Joet supel Dock@spuesvilleky govs
Yo gounn: | Gom <agunr Kol ied
Ce: glipi@at.nel <glaainall net>

Sent Thu, Apr 22, 2021 $.45 am

Subject: RE: Case 20-ZONE-DG7E

Alice,

1. Fhe percet of lznd containing the twe homes is not induded in the proposat




From: Imeessdeol Lo

Tar Lk Joel

Subject: Wialf Pen Branch:

Date: Toesdey, June L, 2021 30408 PM

CAUTION: This emall came from outside of Loulsville Metro, Do not olick Haks or open atachments
tnless you recognize the sender and know e content is sate

M. Dack,

8o much for profection of anything. The fact that this project is even being consitiersd, 3 ruination of an
entice vista of beauty which deserves preservation is beyond thinking. And countervailing entirefy to
fong term agreed upon plans

[t reminds one- does i not7?? of the Manhaltan glass lowsrs by Kevan Cogan when we can see thaf
downigwn js emply. \Would those in y cur position not ask themselves why this Mayor wanted 1o pult
people gwey from downiois rather thah tamp down the sprawl whick is allowing that?

This spaaks to the sama ilogical unsound thinking. But worse®

I this case, fise ta the ocoasion It shouldet be so very hard to do the right thing.

Mary Moss Greenebaum

£
3
2
|
g
®
£
&
g
4

Source: Photi

#rem: Tk Rgne

To: Dack..2asl
Subject: Wo¥ Pen o g
Date: Tarsday, June 1, 2021 4:55:57 PM

CAUTION: Thes emsil cane from outside of Loudsvilie Metve "o net chek links or open sitachinents upless yvou
recopnize the sender and knew the content is sufe

APprosing a projest inconsistent with the peighborhood pln is wrong and sends expetly the wrong message 1 the
doveioponens commaity a5 dowmown Louisville anempts o rebaild its feasing and 1 base. Thanks

Ted Stone

2830 Tremont Drive

Louisile Ky 40263

Sent from my iPhone

hotographs of surrounding ares

Source: P
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Patition to Deny Zoning Change

CASE # 20-ZONE-0078 and VARIANCES and WAIVER

Flaguost for zareng shangs rom R4 single-family to OR-3 ONice-residontal i the constauclion of thres office buddungs snd
4 vanans 1 allow a 72-ool office bukiing te excesd the S0-4out requirement

W, the undersigned, ara OPPOSED o tha xoning changelsaiversivanencd riguesied u Case # 20-ZONE-O0TE

Bignaung Addrags Empali and twiephons ap Cods
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Petition to Deny Zoning Change

CABE # 20-ZONE-G078 and VARIANCES and WAIVER

Flaquest tor zoning clungs from R4 singkefamily 1o OR-3 Office-rasidentiat for the construction of thtee alfice Bukdings and .

a vanance & 0w A 7 2106t 6ice purding 1o wxceed hu 301001 requirsmant

Wi, the undersigned, are OPPOSED to the oning changehwanersfvananca teyuested in Gasa # 20-ZONE-OOTS ’

Signature T hddress - Ecuall aet Lalephorsa " Bpcoe
- ernny 503 arinaal-
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Petition to Deny Zoning Changs

CASE # 20-Z0NE-0078 and VARIANCES and WAIVER

Reguest for 2asmng SENGS froit B-4 single-damily 1o OR-3 Office-rosdonba for ha construction of tres office buikkngs and
a YAnance o aliow & 72-fout office buildryg 16 exCead the 30 requirsmaent

Wa, the undarmgnud, are OPPGSED 1o the 20Ming Changiwaiveivenants requostad n Case & 20-20NE-GO73

Blgasuny Addrays . Email uisdd telophiona Zig Codin
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Petition to Deny Zoning Change

CASE # 20-ZONE-0078 and VARIANCES and WAIVER

Request fur zonng changs frons R4 singlafamily to DR -3 Offwa-residentsa lor the construscion of hrag pifice bakings ard
& VERANCE 10 aliow & T2-food oifics bulkling 1o excesd the 30-fagt requiremenat

W, the undersignog, ara OFFOSED o tha zoning changeiwanersivarianss requested in Caga # 25-ZONE-CITS

Signature Aduenss
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Petition to Deny Zoning Change
CASE # 20-ZONE-0078 and VARIANCES and WAIVER

Request tor zoning change from R4 singie-family (o OR-3 Officawesicdiental for tha construction of ihise oifcs buitdings and
B varanee 1o aiow a 72400t office buiiding to excead tha 30{oot requiremont

‘ We, the undarsigned, are GPPOSED to the zoning changerwanesivarianca raquesiad in nwwm # uo..wcvw_m@cwm

" Signature ) . Addlrosa + Eault an letuphone 2ip Caca




Petition to Deny Zoning Change Petition to Deny Zoning Change

CASE ¥ 20-ZONE-0078 and VARIANCES and WAIVER
CABE # 20-ZONE-0075 and VARIANCES and WAIVER
. . Petitiar summary and - Request for roning change fram R aingtafaraily 1o OR-3 Office-resicental fer the constastion of three olice burdings ang
Palition summary and Reques! for zoning changs from R4 sngia-famity to OR-3 Office-residentai for the construction of Hiree office build S g Lackgrouad 3 vanance 1 alkew & 7210l office bulkking to exceed the 2foat raquEsNET
backgroynd @ vanENce 1o slltw @ 72400l office bLkiing Lo exceed P 3i-loa requirgrent y kS
. il o S Action petitioned far We, 1ha undersignid, ams QPPOSED ta the 20mng SRangedwaversivariance requested in Case & 20-FONE Q078
Activn pydtioned for VU, the undersigned, arg DPPOSED o the zoning changeiwavessivenancs fequesied in Case # 2 - e B E— - - .
.
- e Printed Nams Signature " Address il and ’
Printed Name Signalure Addrass Emaif and toieptions Zip Cade ) ) » . . 2 . i nd taloghona o Zip Cada
L . . i g o A Ste 0w, § o y
AR g, el K Lire it Lguvie] m ien q.wmrrvtkm%_&a\, 3 ey
. G ) , . G
bid . .

-, - (AT _\m\ bt it L

<74 . P . -~ P Ly Ll et L

T < o (i il e J, - fiaa i m\\h S .

AR o ; Ul e udd o e A Lea i B L~
- .\ic}éfwk 2 et e P A iy = mnw..ww " S FRpELG L drond fied
. . [,
[T B . g . ] o LAY L
houe : | 5ts Weid T Braud B4 Prswii 10 LEATHARD e
RIS !..ﬂenwﬁ ﬁ..w\i.&\f.h $905 Weld yn Draad Gt -5t-5205
Crawdoed o ’

doverd oL ST Q,mezé ttw\&.\ ProsfeeT oy iposd 70655

Wi

- - Tk o £F :‘_\v\_ . Ta0b Lanflumd Fhi.:

o TN LI S ) . Ik s | 4 ihof 1h S

et Coucoect Toas m;rdr RN I R T drss 1Ry Purpect, £ yousy

Aoranf3EeT L gy, k@wﬂﬂ\\wW\. 15 Loy B Bty 3 - 434 - s ST N‘ Q&&\ S Mepbi prosk ba,

: : - o N
: L&w\\u 7 @nw v WQ\Q.M\NQ \m\\.
N . X
i i Petition to Deny Zoning Change
Petition to Deny Zoning Changs LR 8 9
= CASE # 20-ZONE-0078 and VARIANCES and WAIVER
CASE # 20-ZONE-U078 and VARIANCES and WAIVER
Paytition summary and Raquest for zuning chiangs from R4 single-famay to OK-3 Offica-residantiel for the construclion of ihrew ot buldings and

Prefon sumknery nd Rexpeast for 20ning changs Fom R singla-Tanmily 6 OR-3 Offica-rosidential for the construction of fiew ofbes buildiags and tachground a vananoa tw show & F2-ioat &.33 asﬁ.“.‘ﬁ.po sxcaed the 30400t requires B
aackgiound o vananes o shost i kool ctico bing @ axewd o 3ot @ramest . s b Action pesitionad mQ o W, the undarsigned, .Ivcmmo 16 the zoming changewaiversiyanance requested in Casa # 20-20NE-007S8

Action petdioned tor g, _:@ca!«.ma.u..m.é OPPOSED Ic the Ngdngm-gm_m&lxnunqﬁﬁgcem.ca in Case # 20-20NE-QDTR . - i S PaSuand P s

: Printes Nams Signature ) Addrass Ermail and talsphone Zip Codo
Prbniad Nassss Signature Adiirss m,i_w and talbgions Zip Goder Cpees O L L RWE ¥ ;wmf s if Fox Bl 4 HSTETHERD Etobmonioigoind
\ - e AT A SRR H e ] gFe
Friew § e gbed rii ST S VP R R R oo e Jl«;ﬁ?,\ 000G
. R AT Yy W M\.XI. - : : .”
- g ot D o 4 T500 s e e il 0. fom, FETG
S5 wuif 1Tadpe @ | B iy Defondty ffdes R e \
R . - . . i o E ol AT R < iz
s Trieanzy ,\v&&.ﬁ. Prespeor Db G ociond, s Lomdiy Frospe fo was

L o o o i : mﬁattm : ; e 190} ety Fen bnanch- Cohale befden 7a %nmo
.w\.wm??lw‘ln&r,_ P\ii%\\\\ o«\.QEn,mm}mE - presstiodag Yatbeabt el e ” BervEd ﬁ\..k.v@\.h\ m&& *@%Mﬁ W m.méﬁ?__ )
. MN%L‘ w1 e S : : 27 ”

Lotne tigblos Sriee beldns M7 et Ten _wx»:;vw Fr&w&b?@ nuﬁrae;L. et G
Frospe ,F_i{:ﬁw : co :

Fllopph (e e 529 Whodesle
o VICEPTE - 2 %ém?i 3\




Petition to Deny Zoning Change

CASE # 20-ZONE-0078 and VARIANCES and WAIVER
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Patition to Deny Zoning Change

CASE # 20-ZONE-0078 and VARIANCES and WAIVER

o Requast for zoning changs kom R4 singlo-family 16 OR-3 Glice-remdential for (ve conalruclion of thise office bktings
i} and @ vawiancs Lo allow @ 72-lool office bullding Lo exceed the 30-fat faqursment

e the undersigned, a1e OPPOSED o the 2onng changeswaiversivariancs fequested in Case # 20-ZONE-OR78
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Petition to Deny Zoning Change

CASE # 20-ZONE-GO78 and VARIANCES and WAIVER
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Petition to Deny Zoning Change

CASE # 20-20NE-0078 and VARIANCES and WAIVER

?m.‘-:.._am .!3..55. »_.i xmntna. 8. Nua_:m a:maun tfrom R4 singha- H:.i..._b.ox 3 ific rosidernial for the construction of three ofice buildings
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| Aation petitioned for
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Petition to Deny Zoning Change

CASE # 26-ZONE-0078 and VARIANCES and WAIVER
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Petition to Deny Zoning Change
CASE # 20-ZONE-0078 and VARIANGCES and WAIVER

Requast for zoning changeo from B4 giedamsly to OR-3 O asicharttial for the
& vanancs te aliow a 72-loot offica wc_,e:é 10 aucead the 30400t rsquiterment
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Petition to Deny Zoning Chamge
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Petition to Deny Zoning Change

CASE # 20-ZONE-0078 and VARIANCES and WAIVER
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Petition to Deny Zoning Change
CABE # 20-ZONE-0078 and VARIANCES and WAIVER

Patition sumanary and Raquest for zoning shange from R singie-family ta OR-3 Cffice-ressdontal tor the construction of tree ofice Dukbngs and
backgraund 4 var@nce 1o sliow a ¥ 2-fvol office buling 1o excesd tho 30-4o0t En::m.:m:_
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Petition to Deny Zoning Change

CASE # 20-ZONE-0078 and VARIANGES and WAIVER
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Petition to Deny Zoning Change

CASE# 20-ZONE-0078 and VARIANCES and WAIVER
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Petition to Deny Zoning Change

CASE # 20-ZONE-D078 and VARIANCES and WAIVER
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Petition to Deny Zoning Change

CASE # 20-ZONE-0078 and VARIANCES and WAIVER

Fequast for zoning change from R4 singie-tamily to OR-3 Office-residential for the construction of three offce buildings
"} and a vanance to allow a 72-foot affice buitding 10 excend the 30-fout requirement
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Petition to Deny Zoning Change
CASE # 20-ZONE-0078 and VARIANCES and WAIVER
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Petition to Deny Zoning Changs

CASE # 20-ZONE-6078 and VARIANCES and WAIVER
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Petition to Deny Zoning Change

CABE # 20-ZONE-0078 and VARIANGES and WAIVER
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change.org

Rei

joef Dock

Greetings,

SAVE QUR WOLF PEN/CHAMBERLAIN LANE NEIGHBORHOOD

Lam OPPOSED to the zoning change/waiversivariance requested in Case #
20-ZONE-0078.

Name

Megan Reel
Leonai Lanceta
Reagen Cliver
Barbara Beauchamp
Brent Pottinger
Laura Stone
Jenese Briegel
James Hurm
Michele Zayas
Lynette Hurm
Leeza Wright
Mary Peters
Judy Graham
Carla Mankin
Beau Mankin
Christy Pleiffer
Brittney Zeller
Aaron Wright
iulie Wood
Greg DeSpain
Marilyn Zelier

Cynthia Kulmer

Location
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
West Lafayetta, N
Prospect, KY
Antioch, TN
Prospect, KY
Praspect, KY
touisville, KY
Louisvifle, KY
Prospect, KY
Lauisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisvitie, KY
Louisvile, KY
Louisville, KY
Prospect, KY
Louisviile, KY
Loutsville, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY

Prospect, KY

Date

2021-04-29
2021-04-29
2021-04-2%
2021-04-29
2021-04-29
2021-04-29%
2021-04-2%
2021-04-29
2021-04-29
2021-04-29
2021-04-29
2021-04-23
2021-04-2%
2021-04-2%
2021-04-29
2021-04-29
2021-04-29
2021-04-29
2021-04-29
2021-04-29
2021-04-29

2021-04-2%

Signatures

Name

Shawn Riedling
Angela Ciliberti-Riecling
Gene Gruver

Lily Wang

Seth Singleton
Chris Siegel
Rebecca Busch
Heather Toews
Janet Marquard{
Michelle Wright
Cheisea Carden
Cayce Bayens
Rachel Bennett
Ajmee Dyess
Michael Rasmovich
charles taliey

Heidi Meyer

Sierra Siegel

Kyla Siegel

Becky Tindail

Name

James Wolfe

Vickie Gruver
Abderrahman Alssami
mark Watkins
Molky T,

Erin Ofiver

Daniet Combest
Leea Bridgeman
Samuel Bridgermnan
Yvonne Bridgeman
Maureen Riediing
Amy Harlib

Adam Kaluba
Kathy Hawbalde
Corey Meyers
Mike Hawbaldr
Vittoria Riedling
Marsha Weinstein
Lindsay Slack
Jackie Washington
Heidi Elston

Aaran Kolarcik

Location

us
Louisvilie, KY
Prospect, KY
Chicago, Il
Prospect, KY
Louisvitie, KY
Louisville, KY
Prospect, KY
Prospect, KY
Louisville, KY
Fraspect, KY
Prospect, XY
Prospect, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Loutsville, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisvilte, KY
Loulsville, KY

us

location
Prospect, KY
Prospect, KY
Louisville, KY
Prospect, KY
Middleton, WI
Georgetown, IN
Prospect, KY
Louisvitie, KY
Louisviile, KY
Prospect, KY
Louisville, KY
New York, US
Burleson, US
Louisville, KY
Lakeland, US
Louisvitie, KY
Louisville, KY
Prospect, KY
Prodpect, KY
Prospect, TX
Louisville, XY

Louisville, Ky

bate

2021-04-35
2021-04-25
2021-04-27
2021-04-28
2021-04-29
2021-04-29
2021-04-29
2021-04-29
2021-04-29
2021-04-29
2021-04-29
2021-04-29
2021-04-29
2021-04-29
2021-04-29
2021-04-29
2021-04-28
2021-04-28
2021-04-29

2021-04-25

Date

202%-04-29
2021+-04-29
20210429
2021-04-29
2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-30
20279-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-84-30

2021-04-30



Name

Change This
Mark Mueller
Vani Nadar MD
Ann Campbedl
Brenda MchMiahon
Ress Batchelor
Nief Randait
Leslie Cattral!
Linda Smith
Nancy Forsha
Jeff Hafner
Kimberly Hicks
Arlel Krenenberg
Adam Shirchff
Kelly Shircliff
jane Stewart
Kate Vogel
Chutk Fiteh
Casey Reynolds
Patrice Pagtia
Lori Madison

Deborah Hewitt

Name

Anityz Mariowe
Bill Thomas
ORielly Riedling
Nicholas Egart
julian sharp
{iana Lancaster
Beverly Lancaster
Donna Campbell
Naralie Lancaster
Kim Dweyer
Landon Shelton
Kate Perdue
Amber Alexander
Anna Kristin Wilson
Ed Messer

Missy Hillock
Angela Parsons
Jamie King

Jackie Bavis

Mimi Leppert
Miranda Clds

Jennifer Desserich

Location
Allen Park, US
Hockessin, DE
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisville, Ky
Praspect, KY
Louisvitle, KY
Louisvilie, KY
Prospedt, KY
Prospect, KY
Prospect, KY
Brertwood, TN
Prospect, KY
Louisvitle, KY
Frospect, KY
Louisville, KY
Prospect, KY
Prospect, XY
Louisviiie, KY
Louisville, KY

Louisvifie, KY

‘Location

Louisville, KY
Prospect, KY
Louisvifie, KY
Prospect, Y
Louisvifte, KY
Kentucky

Prospect, KY
Louisville, KY
Prospect, KY
Prospect, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Praspect, KY
Prospect, KY
Louisvitte, KY
Prospect, KY
Louisviile, KY
Louisville, KY
Prospect, KY
Prospect, KY
Louisville, KY

Louisville, KY

Date

2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-84-30
2021-94-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-38
2621-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-64-30
2021-64-30
2021.04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-38
2821-04-30
2021-04-20
2021-04-30
2023-04-30
202%-04-30

2021-04-30

Date

2021-04-36
2021-04-30
2621-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-20
2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-m1
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
26210501
2021-05-01
20210501
2021-05-01
2021-05-01

20210501

Name

Juliana Swiney
Petrus Huljbregts
Mags Mueller
Maria Miranda
ed katz

Anwar Mahmacod
Debbie Provano
Rob Atchison
Samantha R
JanUhl

Kara Batchelor
sally kao

Ltayne Foote
sherri Hafner
Matthew Singleton
Steve Lentini
Deepak Sheth
Thomas Polston
Amy Kamer

Julia Nestor
Patricia Devins

Jerry Devins

Name

Jill uckett

Ajla Cakar
Messer Angie
Julie Ann Taafe
Mechele Skaggs
Andrew Morrison
Toni Coombs
Halley Morrison
Christina Scott
John Gatrdner
Lacey Shell
Terri Kearney
Larry Bates
Greg Ebel
Wade Lewis
Berry Craig
Diivia sullivan
Kathy Croft
Molty Stice
Kevin Gabbert
Jerry Zegart

Ronaid Benson

Location
Prospect. KY
Prospect, KY
Louisvilte, KY
Brooklyr, US
Charlestown, US
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Prospect, KY
Houston, Lis
Louisvilte, KY
Prospect, KY
praspact, KY
Loulsville, KY
Prospect, KY
Prospedt, KY
L ouisville, KY
Louisvitle, KY
Louisville, KY
Prospect, KY
Louisvitte, KY
Louisvitie, KY

Louisvilke, KY

Location
Prospect, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisviite, KY
Lowisvitie, KY
Louisvitte, KY
Louisvifle, KY
Prospect, KY
Petharn, US
Prospect, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisville, XY
Prospect, KY
Prospect, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisvitie, KY
Louisvilie, KY
Louisvitle, KY
Prospect, KY

Louisvitle, KY

Date

2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2027-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-36
2021-04-36
2021-04-30
202%-04-30
2027-04-30
2021-04-30
2021-04-30

2021-04-30

Date

2021-05-01
2021-05-01
20210501
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
20271-05-01
2021-05-01
2621-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
20210501
2021-05-01
20250501
202%-05-01

2023-05-01



Name

Shanen Alcorn
Michael Seiler
Laura Richardson
Jaime Wientjes
April Rogers
Deuglas Chin
Kristen Donovan
Alice Baran

Nick Potts
Marsha Salzman
Andrew Simon
Chantel Williams
Bruce Mercke
Destiny Walker
Whitnay Wilson
Deborah Glass
Ronda Reed

Joei Wilson
Michelle Dunn
Maria Cupningham
Robert Dickinson

Bhanu Calvert

Name

Susan Zinninger
Debra Richards
i Slusher

Cecil Watts
Laura Crawford
Pam Dike

Jas Guthrie H1
Caralyn Ford-Hoover
Andrew Dunn
Jule Tinder

Pam Robertsen
Drew Beacham
carpiine eager
Lee Troutman Cory
jenny Engiand
Tim Mueller
Ginz Wells
Peter Fass
Bryan Surnett
Julie Mueller
Megan Goneen

Margarset Ravis

location
Louisvitte, KY
Prospect, XY
Prospect, KY
Prospect, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisvitie, KY
Louisvilie, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Prospect, KY
New Orieans, US
Louisville, ®Y
Louisvitie, KY
Goshen, KY
Prospect, KY
Louisville, KY
Goshen, KY
Louisville, K¥
Louisville, KY
Fort Colling, US

Louisvitie, KY

kocation
Louwisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisvitle, XY
Prospect, KY
Louisvilie, Ky
Prospect, KY
LouisvilieProspect, KY
Prospect, KY
Louisville, KY
Lowisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisvilie, KY
Louisville, KY
L ouisvitle, Ky
Louisville, KY
Louisvitle, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Kentucky

Louisviile, KY

Date

2021-¢5-01
2021-05-01
2821.05.01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2821-05-0%
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-1
2021-05-0%
2621.05-01
2021-05-01
2025-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01

2021-05+01

Date

2023-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
20210501
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2027:05-01
202%-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-0%
2021-05-01
2027-05-01
2021-05-01
202%-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01

2021-05-01

Name

Jennifer Giannone
Bruce Nall
Sharen Yyler

Teri Burke

Sarah Muetlier
Sally Potter
Chariene Minnic
Anthony Holiand
Dustin Shell
Hattie Sager
Melissa Atkinsan
Rose Leiburg
Kevin McDearman
Jessica Wise
Barbara Keily
Vicki Helms

Byron Sprankle
Lhristopher Williams
Thomas Fawbush
Rachel Brunner
Shephali Bhatnagar

Sue Cornelius

Name

Betty Merz

Dyan Hyman
Patrick Yates
Fatty Von Allmen
Donna Cocke
Claudia Dampier
Karen Hargis
Kevin Kouba
Scott Lewls
Stacie Reed

Chrris Von Alimen
Brian Heck

Jehn Doe

Leslie Cavanaugh
Lisa wells
Richard Katly
Paul Eager
Edmund vonAlimen
£lisabeth Clark
Heather Harstine
Cortney Hayden

Ronda Glass

Location

Louisvitie, KY
Louisville, KY
Prospect, KY

Louisville, KY

Haines City, FL

Loulsvitie, KY
Prospect, US
Louisvilie, KY
Prospect, KY
Prospect, KY
Prospect, KY
Eden Prairie,
Louisvitie, KY
Louisville, KY
Prospect, KY
Prospect, KY
Louisville, KY
Sanford, US

Louisvilie, KY
Louisviiie, KY
Prospect, KY

Prospect, KY

Location
Prospect, KY
Louisville, KY
touisvilie, KY
Lauisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Prospect, KY
louisviile, KY
Lauisvilie, KY
Prospect, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisvilie, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Prospect. KY
Praspect, KY
Praspect, KY
Dallas, TX
Us
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisvilie, KY

Prospect, KY

us

Date

2021-95-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2025-05-61
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2621.05.01
2021-05-01
2023-05-01
2021-05-01

2021-05-01

Date

2021-05-01
2021-05-1
2027-85-1
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2024-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-85-01
2021-05-M
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2821-05-01
2021-05-01
2025-05-0%
20231-05-01
2021-05-G1
2021-05-81

2021-05-01



Name

Janet Greider
Nancy Terry
Laura Stocker
Terri RoHes
Danlelie Schubargo
Denise Caravona
Charlie MADDOX
Anne Walsh
£lizabeth Lea
Staci Dyar

Kathy Schweitzer
Alice Welis
Kristin Wood
Kim Brakmeier
Elizabeth jackson
Kenneth Wisan
Mike Glass
Jeime LopezOrtiz
Mark Shacklette
Elizabeth Franklin
Fatricia Roles

Beth Lancaster

Name

Kelly Krupp
[Donna Payne
Rhonda Lopez
Rick Edwards
Maoily Speider
Renee Flannery
Ronaid Halloway
G Greene
Michael Carr
Scott Clark
Frank Redriguez
Robin Passine
Ginny First
Lauren Purcei!
Alex Gilbert
Hoily Bali
Sharon Walter
ann ramser
Sheri Downer
Rita Clare
Barbara Alderks

Edward Pope

tocation
Prospect, KY
Louisville, K¥
Loutsville, KY
Norton Commons, KY
Louisvilie, KY
Louisvitie, KY
Fentan, Ml
Louisville, US
Louisville, KY
us

Louisville, KY
Prospect, KY
Prospect, KY
Louisvitie, KY
Crestwood, KY
Louisville, KY
Miami, FL
Louisville, KY
Prospect, KY
PROSPECY, KY
Louisville, KY

Loutsville, KY

Location
Praspect, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisville, XY
Louisviile, KY
Prospect, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisviile, KY
Louisville, KY
Port Saint fucie, US
Alexandriz, VA
Louisville, KY
Louisville, XY
Loutsville, KY
Louisville, KY
l.ouisvilie, KY
Louisvilie, KY
Prospect, KY
Saint Augustine, Fb
Chicago, 1L

Brentwood, TN

Date

2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2821-05-01
2021-05-81
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
20210501
2021-85-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-61
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01

2021-05-01

Date

2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2023-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-0%-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2521-05-01
2021-05-02
2021-05-02
2021-05-02
2021-05-02
2021-05-02

2021-06-02

Name

Yeranica Wunderlich
Dennis Wundertich
Jason Hughes
Kelsey Wungderiich
Rebert B Horner Jr
Derek Wunderlich
Devin Wunderiich
john Mason

Gia Mendiratta
Yale Butier

Kristi Wysner
Sarah Plerce
Danielle Martel
Becky Garvey
Alisha Pena

Brad Wunderlich
Pam Bievens
Tammy Switow
Lauren Butch
Mark Switow
Lauren Powers

Susan Mixen

Name

Ali Ignatow
Veronica Mizelle
Franny Aprile
Mike Fraser
Marlon Linton
larry webb

Tina Massey
Lheyenne Benson
< skelton
Marcia jumblatt
Heather Yaron
Julie Hogan
Gary Simkins.
Kevin jenkins
Pam Buren
Linda Williams
Jocelyn Mousel
Gary Stuart
Monica Cabell
Brenda Monks
Yolanda Walker

Cheryl Poole

Location
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Prospect, K
Louisvitke, KY
Louisvitle, KY
tacksonvilie, FL
Louisville, US
West Hollywood, CA
Gardendale, AL
|.ouisville, KY
Louisviite, KY
Prospect, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisvitle, KY
Frospect, KY
Los Angeles, CA
Prospect, KY
Prospect, KY
Louisvitie, KY

Louisvitie, KY

kacation
Loutsville, KY
Louisville, Y
Fishervifie, KY
Louisvitie, KY
Louisvilie, KY
Prospect, KY
Louisville, KY
Fast Chicago, US
Louisville, KY
touisville, KY
Prospect, KY
Prospect, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Columbus, OH
L ouisviile, KY
Prospect, KY
Prospect, KY
Loisvilie, KY
Philadeiphia, PA
Louisville, KY

Louisville, KY

Date

2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2821-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-0%
2021-05-01
2021-05-61
2021-05-01
2821-05-1
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01
2023-05-01
2021-05-01
2021-05-01

2021-05-01

Date

2021-05-02
2021-05-02
2021-05-02
2021-05-02
2021-05-02
2021-05-02
2021-05-02
2821-05-02
2021-05-02
2021-05-02
202%-05-02
2021-05-02
20210502
2021-05-02
2021-05-02
2021-05-02
20210502
2621-05-02
2021-05-02
2021-05-02
2021-05-02

2021-05-02



Name

Kevin Young
Dale Reavy
David Gaheen
Faina Kronenberg
Craig Williams
Michael Pulley
Ed Ciliberti
Otivia Ciliberti
matt Clark

David Rake
Christine Degnan
John Hoover
Linda Hay

Ami Gobis

Kelly Sacre
Denise Hutchens
Leitany Vazquez
EV. Wong
Ashley P

Kate Butts
Vaughn Bowen

Matt Atkinson

Name

Mancy Kranz
Andrew [gnatow
Allie Rogers

Zhiwei Fu

Betty Probasce
Martina McLaughlin
Erin Miiter

Scott Sacre

Yael Ben-Yehuda
Erian Christie
Joseph Shaver
Becky Conner
Trese {intron
Micheile Gressmann
James Davis

Shelah Woodruff
Shawn Woadruff
Nitzan Ben - Yehuda
Todd Herrmann
Gabi Kronenberg
Shirlee Reeves

Bambi Wiggins

Location
Lauisville, KY
Louisvilie, KY
Prospect, KY
Prospect, KY
Loutsville, KY
Prospest, KY
Manteca, CA
Carmel, IN
Louisvitie, KY
Manteca, CA
Louisvifle, KY
Prospect, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Prospect, KY
Minneapoiis, MN
Louisvitie, KY
Unioh City, US
Prospect, KY
Prospect, KY

Prospect, KY

Location
Louisvitie, KY
Louisvitle, KY
l.ouisvifle, KY
Prospect, KY
Lowisville, KY
Louisville, KY
i ouisville, US
Louisville, XY
Ramat Gan, [sraet
Louisvitie, KY
Louisvitie, KY
Louisvifie, KY
Chicago, IL
Prospect, KY
Louisville, KY
Prospect, KY
Prospect, KY
Ramat Gan, [sragi
Fraspect, KY
Louisvitie, KY
Frospect, KY

St Petersburg, FL

Date

2021-95-02

2021-05-02

2021.05-02

2021-05-02

2021-05-02

2{21-05-02

202%-65-02

2021-05-02

2021-05-02

2021-05-02

2021-05-02

2021:05-02

2021-05-02

2021-05-02

2021-05-02

2021-05-82

2021.05:02

2021-05-02

2021-05-02

2021-05-02

2021-05-02

2021.05.02

Date

2021-05-03

2021-05-03

2021-05-03

2021-05-03

2021-05-03

2021-05-03

2021-05-03

20214503

2021-05-03

2021-05-03

2021-05-03

202105403

2021-05-03

2021-05-03

2021-05-03

2021-65-03

2021-05-03

2021-05-03

2021-05-03

2021-05-03

202%-05-03

2021-05-63

Name

Joseph Gebls
Linda Wells

Bob Liu
Amanda Perry
Jennifer Dwyer
JENNIFER KIRKWOOD
John Ferreby
Catherine Chandler
Jerry Kunze
beth madden
Laura Mosher
Eric Cornett
Debra Ford

Lori Price

Ann Wathen
Frank Wathen
Erin Ragers
Andrew Gorden
Bob Fereman
Destiny Walker
Stephanie Perna

Mitra Shams

Narme

Johnna Herrmann
Erin james
Michelle Wetls
Summer Maurer
Taylor Maurer
Trevor Frauhiger
Tracy Shacklette
Debbie Childress
Nicholas Busch
Ashley Gratton
Mark Spelder
Sallie Bingham
Matthew Oneill
Pam Wunderlich
Samn Bhimani
Chelsea Stahl
Rachei Wortey
mark Warley
Ursula Mchiahon
Katherine Allison
Rifey Atkinson

Keara Bradiey

Location

Louisviile, KY
Louisville, KY
Loutsville, XY
Louisville, KY
Louisvitle, KY
Louisville, KY
Lauisvilie, KY
Louisville, KY
Prospect, KY
Louisville, XY
Lotisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Prospect, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisviiie, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisvitie, KY
Louisvitie, KY

Louisviile, KY

“Location

Prospect, KY
Louisvitie, KY
Louisvitle, KY
Fraspect, KY
Princeton, IN
Louisvilie, KY
Indtanapaiis, IN
Asheboro, US
Prospect, KY
Ammaon, US
Louisville, KY
Santa Fe, NM
Federal Way, US
Louisvifle, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisviile, KY
Louisville, KY
Leuisville, K¥
Louisville, KY
Louisville, XY
Prospect, KY

Spokane, US

Date

2021-05-02
2021-05-52
2021-05-02
2021-05-02
2021-05-02
2021-05-02
2021-05-02
2021-05-82
2021-05-02
2021-05-02
2021-05-02
20210503
2021-05-03
2023-05-03
2021-55-03
2021-05-03
2021-05-03
2621-05-03
2021-05-03
2021-05-03
2021-05-03

2021-05-03

Date

2021-05-03
2021-05-03
2021-05-03
2021-05-03
2021-05-03
2021-65-03
2021-05-03
20821-05-03
2021-05-03
2021-05-03
2021-05-03
2021-05-03
2021-05-03
2021-05-03
2021-05-03
2021-05-04
2021-05-04
2621-05-04
2021-05-04
2021-05-04
2021-05-D4

2021-05-04



Name

Matt Rupp
Wayne Hollins
Karol johns
Preet Shah

Todd Getz
Dgepankar Malik
Priyanka Sehgal
Kasey Myers
Jigisha Mehta
Anil Shah

Ming Yang
Miltgn Cooper
Rose Cooper
Ashmeeta Obersi
John Hixes

Eva Woodruff
Autette Johnson
Kathy Riley
Jackie Grimiey
Susan Ullos
Kristine Pham

Shelly Pease

Nama

Katherine Tepaz
Marcie Hoerig
Skylar Shouse
Stephanie jJahnson
Dulce Yang
Ashlee Patton
Annie Temmay
Marti Kunnecke
lustin Whang
Sophie Sthmerin
Ryan Karls

Perry Gx

Fatrick W. Mulligan
Catherine Tsang
Pete Kirven
Bridgest Wilson
Phil Samuel
Ashton Gonzalez
Anne Arensberg
Deberah Ford
Iuliana Puhakka

Keith Hali

Location
Prospect, KY
us
Louisville, xY
Prospect, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisvifie, KY
Louisville, KY
Tallahassee, US
Louisville, KY
Prospect, KY
Prospect, KY
Louisviile, KY
Louisvilie, KY
fouisvitle, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Evansvitle, IN
Louisville, KY
Prospect, KY
Crestling, US
Harrisburg, US

Prospect, KY

Location
Milton, US
Prospect, KY
Indianapalis, US
Seattle, US
Covina, US
Eureka, US

us

Louisvilie, KY
Santa Clara, US
New York, US
Eau Claire, US
Tustin, US
Mims, Us
Honolulu, US
Louisville, KY
San Antanioc, US
Louisvilie, KY
Coweta, US
Louisvilie, KY
Louisvitie, KY
Louisville, KY

Praspect, KY

Date

2021-05-04
2021-05-04
2021-05-04
2021-05-04
2021-05-04
2021-05-04
2021-05-04
2021-05-04
2021-05-04
2021-05-04
2021-05-04
2021-85-04
2621-05-04
2021-05-04
2021-05-04
2021-05-04
2021-05-04
2021-05-04
2021-05-04
2021-05-04
2021-85-04

A021-05-64

Date

2021-05-05
2021-05-05
2021-05-05
2021-05-05%
2021-05-0%
2021-05-05
2821-05-0%
2021-05-05
2021-05-05
2021-05-05
2021-05-05
2027-05-05
2021-05-05
2021-85-05
2021-05-0%
2021-05-05
2021-05-05
2021-05-0%
2021-05-0%
2021-05-05
2021-05-05

2021-05-05

Name

Catherine Schwerer
Marco mazzoli
Jjoshua Standiford
Marina Vashakmadze
Yamileth Arce
Stephanie Horseman
Ron Rigby

Khara Michaels
Stian johnson

Jack Sullivan

Devin Lawsen
haleigh watsan
Dante Medari
Aidan Borgo
Camile Cabarcas
Karen Pitts

lisa hibdon
Qindrila Paul
Ashley Heimert
Grayson Camp
Steven Morris

Themas Somers

Name

Robin Baker

David Vitrano
Jjilian Tonks
Michael Rewland
Jaimie Finley
NICOLETTE MAIGNANT
Rabecca Maglinger
Christopher Tom
Richard McConneil
wendy peddicord
Dottie Eaten

Alicia Martin

Eden Farley

Lilias Pettit-Scott
iisa Strand
Isabelia Alernan
Mark Gaff

Robin Amsbary
Kenneth Secker
Toni Hamilton
Maribel Marulanda

Sharma Adams

Location
Peoria, US
Miami, US

Lake Zurich, US
Pensacoia, US
Los Angeles, US
Salisbury, Us
Louisville, KY
Lakeville, US
Snpgualmie, US
Philadelphia, Us
Atlanta, US
owenstoro, US
jenkintown, US
Golden, US
Houston, US
Fortland, ME
Wit Hall, Us
Louisvilie, KY
Lino Lakes, US
us

Sharps Chapel, Us

Pasadena, CA

Location

APO, US

Rio Vista, US
Idaho Falls, US
Prospect, KY
Jonesbaro, US
Waterbury, US
Owensbero, US
Pleasantvilie, US
Olympia Fields, US
Watsonville, US
Lauisville, KY
fort Worth, Us
Pleasant Grove, Us
Louisville, KY
Carbondaie, US
Philadelphia, US
Louisviile, KY
Louisville, KY
Louisville, KY
Detroit, US

New York, US

Thenotesassa, US

Date

2021-05-04
2821-05-04
2021-05-04
2021-65-04
2021-95-04
2021-05-04
2021-05-04
2021-05-04
2021-05-04
2021-05-04
2021-05-04
2021-05-04
2021-05-05
2021-95-05
2021-05-05
2021-05-05
2021-05-05
2621-05-05
2021-05-05
2021-05-05
2021-05-05

20250505

Date

2021-05-05
2821-05-05
2021-05-05
2021-05-05
20210505
2021-05-05
2021-05-05
20270505
2021-05-05
2021-05-06
2021-05-06
2021:05:-06
2021-05-06
2021-05-06
2021-05-06
2021-05-06
2021-05-06
2021-05-06
2021-65-06
2021-05-06
2021-05-06

2021-05-08



Name

Ayumi Stohr
Layla Ewar
Harriet Barger
Corey Pacheco
Dan De Yo

Linga Prather
Stephanie Eaton
Carrie Busha
jasmine chung
Braylon Dureli
Trung Nguyen
Justin Truong
Kylie Perry
Sarah Rasmovich
zoe ameen
Kathy Scheibel
William Mills
EUGENE ATWELL
Cheryl Newbern

Lien Vanloon

Laurenice Bourguigrion

Kim Bates

Name

Sald Abusalem
Darrefi Gibson
Lauren Andersan
Anthony Grosser
McKinnley Martin
James Smith
Lindsey Rivas
Deborah Towler
Jordan Laws
Dairan Pedroza
Leslie Bales
jennifer Swanson
Naomj Davis

Dan Prather

Joy Berger

Bryan Ob

briana garcia
JOSEPH scarcella
Rebert Towler
Amanda Ferguson
Christepher Harrelt

Ryan Hall

Location

San Frandisce, US
Chicaga, US
Louisville, KY
Manchester, US
Yorba Linda, US
Louisville, KY
Prospect, KY
Louisvitle, KY
Rocklin, US
Dallas, US
Seattle, Us

San Frandisco, US
Sandy, US
Prospect, KY
Sparta, US
Louisville, KY
Louisvitie, KY
Louisville, KY
Praspect, KY
Neeroeteren, Belgium
Auray, France

Louisville, KY

Locatien
Louisvilte, KY
Hoboken, US
Antigch, TN
Louisville, XY
Langley, US
Piscataway. US
£nterprise, US
Louisville, KY
Saint Cloud, US
Hellywaood, US
Louisville, KY
Louisviile, KY
Mew Drieans, LA
Louisvilie, KY
Louisvilie, KY
Carroliton, TX
El Paso, US
Miami, U$
Prospect, KY
Prospect, KY
Louisville, KY

Geargetown, IN

Date

202%-05-06
2021-05-06
2021-05-06
2021-05-08
2021-05-06
2021-05-06
2021-05-06
2021-05-06
202%-05-06
2025-05-06
2021-05-06
2021-05-06
2021-05-06
2021-05-06
2021-05-06
2021-05-06
2021-05-06
28210506
2021-05-06
2021-05-06
2021-05-06

2021-05-06

Date

2021-05-08
2021-05-08
2021-05-08
2021-05-08
2021-05-08
2021-05-08
2021-05-08
2021-05-09
2021-05-09
2021-05-09
2021-05-10
2021-05-10
20621-05-10
2021-05-10
2021-85-10
2021-85-10
2021-0510
2021-05-10
2021-05-10
2021-05-11
2021-05-11

2021-05-12

Name

jean Reader
jehn paul

Lynda Huckaby
Christy Solines
Jessica Easen
Nancy Dubin
Toney Grant
Jennifer Wolff
joe lLederman
limena Baquerc
Lisa Santos
Melissa Heithaus
annabelia garcowski
Richard {otter
Christy Howard
Sheily Stazen
ralphie beam
Kari Christie
Yastuine Horton
Dustin King
Vicki Romanko

Maria Citiberti

Name

Aurelie Hervy

Amina Guerrak
Maggie Neithammer
Jignesh Desai

Judy Wright

Ben Weinstein

Willis Taylar

Robert Shircliff

Heidi Moser

Jean Chrstensen

Location
Lowisvitle, KY
Louisville, KY
Prospect, KY
Guayaquil, Ecuador
Stephenville, US
New York, US
Conyers, US
Westminster, US
East Setauket, US
New Milfard, US
Louisvitle, KY
Mckinney, US
Raieigh, US
Boyne City, US
Rotky Top, GA
Louisviile, KY
Cumberland, US
Prospect, KY
Bessemer, US
Prospect, KY
Prospect, KY

{ouisville, KY

Location
Louisville, XY
Lowisville, DC
Louisville, KY
Louisviile, KY
Louisvitie, KY
Frospect, KY
Goshen, KY
Louisvilie, KY
Louisvilfe, KY

Louisville, KY

Date

202%-05-06
2021-05-06
2021-05-06
2021-05-06
2021-05-87
2021-05-97
Z021-05-07
2021-05.07
20210507
2021-05-07
2021-05-07
20271-05-07
2021-05-07
2021-05-07
2021-05-07
2021-05-07
2021-05-07
2021-05-07
202%-05-07
2027-05-08
2021-05-08

2021-05-08

Date

2021-05-12
2021-05-12
2021405412
2021-05-13
20210514
2021-05-23
2021-05-24
2021-05-26
2021-05-27

2021-G5-29



Barbara Keily
6009 Mint Springs Branch Road
Prospect, KY 406458

April 29, 2021

Dear Planning Commissioners

1am opposed o the propesed zoning change and office complex development plan, 20-ZONE-GUTE, a2 3220
Chamberiain Lane. It is inappropriate, and completely at odds with the Wolf Pen Branch Neighborhood Pian,
which was adopted into Compn,hcnsne Pian 2040, Per Megro's website, even compicted neighborhood plans
not megting the neighborkood pl di are still recognized as important planning effons, even
though not officially adopted mlu the Compre:henswc Pian. This would lead one to conclede that plans such as
Wolf Pen’s that meet the ordinance requirements and are adopted into the Comprehensive Plan, are meant to be
taken very serously in guiding future development in their respective plan area

Just as the comprehensive plan and the Land Development Code provide county-wide Jand use policies and
standards, the Wolf Pen Plan identifics the special charactenstics that make up the unique neighborhood. These
elements were used 1o develop land use policies and standards consistent with its scenie, histore, cultural and
environmental heritags. The existing conditions of the Wolf Pen Cormidor wen: developed inte appropriale
cottext-specific design purdelines 10 manage future growth, and are found in the Execinive Summany,

The Executive Summary includes the plan’s Vision Statement, which reads in part. ““The Wolf Pen Branch
Neighberhoed .. ....will remain 2 umigue rural sefting in Metre Lovisville with winding tree covered roads and
historic singie famiiy homesteads. Our vision is to steward this neighborhood so that it will continue 10 provide
the public a scenic, histeric, environmental and cubturat resovrce,” The Wolf Pen plan arca begins at
Chamberiain Lanc and the 1-71 overpass. Tree canopy covers the roadway's hillsides, and sets the tone for the
arca. Specifically listed in the Exccutive Summary is protection of the tree canepy. This defining element would
be iost if the tree canopy-supporting hillside were removed for the development entrance, as planned.

Just east of the plan area boundary on Chamberlain Lane, opposite the site of the proposed development, is an
R4 zoned parcel with an assisted living facility. Its developer assured ihe neighborhood with beautiful
renderings of how the hiliside tzee canepy would be restored once replanted. The actuat replamiing is an
abysmal failure. “Fool me once,” the saving goes. The wree canopy equates 10 the neighborhood's awthenticity. It
2ides both good health, by cleaning the air we breathe, and the environment, by absorbing stomm water.

The task force for the initial Neighborhood Plan was comprised of arca residents, developers and their land use
atiorrey. 1t met regularhy for one vear with planning staft and consuhiants, costing taxpayers $50,000. This was
a serious wndertaking. and neighbors wanted te craft a pian that sveuld protect the arga for the very fong term for
many firure generations. Unformunately, the propeny ownerdeveloper of this development plan never
participated in gither the inftial or revision public processes, which were open 10 all stakeholders.

The revised plan included these major revisions:
+ clarified that office development is excluded from the plan arca
v corrected the Wolf Pen Comidor map to indivate the corrider begins al Chamberlain Lane and the 1-71
OVerpass

Approval of this office complex and rezoning would be a complete disregard and dismissal of the Wolf Pen
Branch Neighborhood Plan. The location of the 72-foot building is already approximately 15-feet above
Chamberiain Lare (i 5-feet is the clearance of the 1-7] overpass at Chamberfain Lane). It wounld dominate the
area, Combined with the other two butldings, it would equal 2 whopping 280 000-square feet, far out of scale
with the aeighborhood plan arce.

Finially, spproving this developrocnt would result in:
+«  WASTE of a munimum $50,000 1ax dollars, and one vear spent developing the original plan
«  FRAUD - stakehiolders were led to belicve the document was a serious, Jong range planning tool that
would proteet the area
*  ABUSE of public trust and public money

This would be a senous blow to the Wolf Pen Branch Neghborkood and would have a detnimental impact on
the future of the plan area. The bigger picture is that other neighborhood plans would be that much easier to
disregard, resulting in an outraged public. T urge vou 1o rejeet this plan.

Yours traly,

Barbara Kelly

«  added language describing Chamberlain Lane as a transition area in order to justify additional
landscaping in the vicinity of the Wolf Trace arca

« included all roads in the corridor, in addition to what is referred 1o as the Wolf Pen Corridor of
Chamberlain Lane, Wolf Pen and Mint Springs Branch reads

The plan area is weli served by office and commercial development in Nortor Commons, nearby Brownsboro
Roaé and Lhe ara around Wolf Pen Branch Road and River Road. It is i the Neighborhood Form District, a

= idenlial district, ¢h ized by its intogration of neighbothood scalke development, such as
remail and services. South of -1 on Brownsbora Road is 2 regional cemer with a hospital, restasranis, and large
office and retail spaces. Insuring that future development is compatible with the surrounding neighborhood is
the primary goal of the Comprehensive Plan and Form Distriets. The mass, 72-foot height (more than twice
what is alfowed) and 280,000 sguars foot scale of this offica complex are not compatible with the
neighborhiood. Those features are appropriate in a regional center.

Over g pened of years, neighbors have metl with this developer or his representatives numerous Smes o view
the latest development idea for the site. Each time the development was inappropriate, and we would again
expiain what iype of development was suitable per the neighborood plan. We suggesied cluster homes. We
suggested 2 conservation subdivision, but because it was not absolutely Randall Arendi-perfect, the idea was
redeeted. {Arend! is credited with creating the conservation subdivision concept}, They told area residents that
since an i uns along the southem side of the property, it is not appropriate for bomes. {n the Wolf Pen
plan arga there are no less than four residential develor against an i : Wolf Pen Estates, Wolf Pen
Lane develepment, development off Spring Famm Road and Wolf Pen Woeds, The proposed office complex
plan does not even offer a mulimodal trail that could run from near the emergency onirance into and around the
development. This developer is the same persen who deveioped Old Brownsboro Crossing directly 10 the south,
which offers a walkway around the majority of the development.

Aside from being in accord with the neighborhood plan, the most impoertant point is for development on this site
16 be Jow impact. The newer LED parking lot hghiting 13 extremely bright, and light mespass is very noticeabke
and objectionable. Since the site is elovated, this conld pose & very annoying intrusion for surrounding homes,
Any development on this site needs 16 follow the patiern of Old Brownsbore Crossing, by not placing
itluminated signs on buildings facing 1-71 or toward the neighborhood. The Grand assisted Living facitity across
from the development site agreed 10 use exlernal liphting on its monument sign, as did Nonton Commons, and
the as-vet-approved U of L rehab facility further south on Chamberlain Lane has agreed 10 do so as well

Overall, the proposal appears to do litk 1o employ the CHASE principles of Plan 2040

s Irdoes not d that it is ¢ ted in a way that enh the natural environment and
geographic location fo improve the life of citizens

« Tt docs not demonstrate that it sepponts the natural environment in a heakthy way, particularly when it
would destroy tree canepy that cleans the zir and absorbs storm water runoff

& It does not demonstrate that it is 2uthentic, because it fails to recogmze (he vnique culture of the arca’s
nztural environment, tree canopy and waternays

+ b does not demonstrate that it is sustairable, becanse it fails 1o provide even a minimum walkable
multi-modal path to harmenize with the nateral environment as indicated in the Excoutive Summary,
and it fails to recognize that bright parking lot lighting is derimental wo area wildlife

= It docs not demonstrate a willingness 10 engage with citizens 1o devise an equitable development plan
whereby the built and natural environment arg in harmony

from: Raniel £eppis

Te: Dock.ge]

Subject & H-ZONE- 8078

Data: TFuesday, Aprd 27, 2021 4:55:14 PM

CAUTION: This emall came from outside of Louisvilte Metro. Do not shick Enks of open ahachmonts
unfess you recognize the sender anrd know the contentis safe

This note concems a pessible rezoning and new building at the edge of the Wolf Pen Branch
Road.

1 oppose rezoning and such a new building. This would be far different than some simple, low-
ingursion change. In navural ecological communitics, land at or near the edges of extant
commuhities tend to be the richest in plant and animal species. The present Wolf Pen forest is
probably oo unique to support added pressere from the outside.,

JARIEC TN
il Valiey B
Prospoct, RY Jisy




From: e Wieks

Tor Rl ot

Suvjeet: £20-DONE-0076

Bate: Fioaday, Api 26, 2028 2:15:37 P

CAUTION: This email came frons outside of Louieville Metro. Do not<lick links o open stachenents onfess you
recoprize the sceder and know the comient is safe

Hi Joed.

Fam writing to request you 6 oppose rezoring for this huge ffice
compiex. Case 620-ZONE-0T8. Please Please thes building is pot
appropriate for this neighbarhand

Thank you for your considergtion.

Aldiee 8 Wells

5215 Spring Farm Road

Prospect, KY #0050

PLEASE SUPPORT THE NEIGHBORHOOD PLAR

Fremt foarshallpanky el com

To: Resi a2zl

Cer “Rebert Tewter™, “ar M, kathegseend Somai com
Subjact: 20 s0D07E

Oute: Wednesday, March 24, 2024 1:23:04 P

CAUTION: This emall czme from cufsice of Loulsville Metrs, Do not elick links or open attachments
uniess you recagnize the seater and know the content is spfe

Dear Mr. Dack,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment en the 5220 Charmberlzin Road rezaning project. We live
Bt 5401 Merriprook Lane and tonk off our rear tieck ta see deer, turkey, squirrel, many different
birds, and a few skunks. it is a wooded view af the Walf Pean Springs Open Space. if we ook to our
right off cur deck in the winter, we see the house that is shown to remaln in the development.
Behind that house, we will see the parking lot lighting and the upper flocrs of the proposed 4 stary
building. Qut request is simple. We would like some kind of ight management so that the
development is not overwhelmingly noticeable at night and some additienal talt bushes and ar
trees i front of the house. 1t is uniikely that we can avoid seeing the 4 siory buildirg, but given our
angle of view up towards the house, 2 litle laadseaping in front of it, would hide a good bit. There
are times that traffic is backed up at the traffic circle both a:to and out of Nortor Commons, but
good tratfic management at the entrance 1o the development could help avoid adding to that
probiem.

Ag an FYL, the Gandhi's at 5400 Merribrook Lane soid their house to Preet Shah. | et him kacw about
1he development.

A8 of ry nelghbors are cancerned about what they will have Lo look af from their rear decks. tight
management zad adegquate bush/tree huffers wilkge a tong way in preserving the wooded
environmeni we Were onge in.

Thank you for what yau are deing to keep adjacent property oweers aware of the project.
Best regards,

Gene and Becky Marshalt

5401 Merribrovk Lane

Prospect, Ky 40059
502-419-6205

Frome Liagmi Sehsivich

To: Dok, Jo:
Subject; Case #20-Zone-0073
Datis Tutsdry, A 20, 2023 1:54:55 P

CAUTION: This email came from piitside of Loulsviie Metro. Do rot click Hnks of open atchments
unless you Fecegrize the sender and know the content is sale

As a 52 year resident of Wolf Pen Branch Rd.. 1 am greatly OPPOSED 10 the zoning
change/waiversivariance requested in Case #20-ZONE-G7E

A neighborkood plas was developed several years ago 1o protect and ¢nhance our
neighberhood character. The first step in the rezoning process was an online meeting with the
LD&T commince members evaluaring things such as height and scale of butidings, signage,
parking access, traffic, slormwater detention and drainage.

Asidge from the inappropn. of the develop , &l of those issues as stated above are of

RTCal Concent

Please put this email in the file for the LD&T meeting in May.

Naomi Scheirich

7823 Wolf Pen Branch R4

From: brneldiCans Zegash

Tee Dogk, Jov|

Subject: Case # 20-Zone-0078 |

Date: Wednesday, Hasch 24, 2021 334117 Atk

CAUTION: This emall came frem outside of Louisville Metro, Do nat glick likks of opes attaghments
UReSS you tecaghize the sender and know the content s sate

case # 20-Zone-0078 to be discussed on Thursday, March
25th, 2021.

1am a long time resident of Woif Pen Branch Rd since Qcteber,
1966. Others have expressed all the right reasons for the
opposition, such as increased traffic, potential storm damage
run-offs, ruining the scenic & historic view shed, etc ete which
you'alt have heard many times before and usually ignore.
Usuaily the well financed developer & his excellent wel)
financed zoning attorney prevail as the L D & T Committee
always fall in line believing that any major commercial
development is atways better economicafiy for the overall
community. The long term residential opponents of such
deveippments are always discounted. Of course this has been
a great boom for Cldham County as many former
Louisville/Jefferson County residents flock there to escape
commercial encroachment,

We spent rmany hours working with City Government
developing, implementing and updating the Neighborhooed
Plan. If you approve the zoning change aleng with the
proposed office building complex plan, which quite honestly [
expect you {o do, you have confirmed my belief that PUBLIC
PARTICIPATION IS A SHAM & just a continuing PR stunt to
"give the public a voice®. When the chips are down & push
comes to shove, LDBT always sides with the development
community. I dare you to prove me wrong.

Sincerely,



Arnoid 1. Zegart
7800 Wolf Pen Branch Rd.
Prospect, Ky 40059

Fram: Yeof Pen Estalze Commusky Assaciation

Yo:

e ner Cilfar: Abgul Jabbar; Paimlsle Ahoey
Subject: Case Nusber 20-ZONE-$078

bate: Wednesday, Macs 14, 2021 30:53:06 AM

CAUTION: This email came from outside of Loutsville Metio Do pot chick ks or open ptischments unfess you
recognize the seader end know the content is safe

Mr. Dock: 1 2m the President of the Wolf Pen Extaies Community Association. Ine. We are 1he legal Homeowners
Association for the Wolf Pon Estates Subdivision on Wolf Pen Branck Roud in Prospect. A few of our [ots hove a
santiguous propemy line with the reperty sffected by the Case Number sted above end for which rezening fiom

4 to OR-3 hirs been requested. | wiite 1o advise the Plunaing Commtissies thet, after severad menths of
Regotiations. e WPECA bas reached & wiitlen sgreement with e Developers of the property in guestion that
suiisfios our concerns. W support the rezoning provided thet the detaiicd plans. waivers and variances &5 lisied ar¢
implementad. The Agreement was approved by o unsninous vole of the mombers of the HOA at s meeting this
week Shoeld you have further quéstions, 3o not Jiésitste to contagt me. Thank you.

Lisa Fleming

President

Woif Per Evtates Community Association, Inc.
507-439-4081

From: tamne s

Toi
Subject: Cae ¥ 20-2ORE-0078
Date: Tuesday, March 23, 2021 178330

CAUTION,; This email carne from outside of Lowisvike Metre. Do not click knks o open aftachments
untess you recopnlze the sender and know e content is sate

Mr Dock,
Please record my comments into the record.

The Wolf Pen Branch Road Comidor has always been an historic rural arca in Jefferson
County with very low density of residential propeny, therefore making it totafly inappropriate
to build office buildings in this neighborhood. Four story buildings do not belong! The
utilities for these buildings will result in removal of the natural landscape of trees and bushes
which further erodes the character of this Jefferson Coumy measurell!

Fam proud of the Neighborbood Plan we wrote i 2006 with the input and support of the
residents Evervone who lives here are well aware of the water problems that occur when it
raings as water last many days. Ingreased traffic on Wolf Pen Branch Road has made it
extremely dangerous for residents 1o simply walk 10 their neighbors homes and children are
always at risk when they are plaving outside

Please stop the madness of destroving 1his historie neighborhood!

Marsha Weinstein
5608 Wolf Pen Trace
Prospect, KY 4003%

Marsha Weinstein
5608 Wolf Pen Trace
Prospect, KY 40059
502-819-2537

Frah: S2h.J. Slnaiton
Tos Ok Jes!

Subjuct: Comments re: Case No. 20-ZONE-607
Date: Wednesdy, March 24, 2624 10:36:3 AM

CAUTION: This ematl came from outslde of Loutsvilie Metro. Do not click ks o7 apen atischmients
LHESS YOU FECOgRize the Sender and Know the sontent is safe

Mr. Dock:

Fam writing %o submit my comments regarding Case No. 20-ZONE-0078, which is set to be
discussed at the upcoming Land Development & Transporiation Commities meeting on
Thursday. March 23, 2021 at 1:00 PM. ¥ ask that sy commients be entered #6io the record

Fam a resident of Wolf Pen Branch Road and 1 oppose this development as currently
proposed, There are several reasons for my opposition but the one that stands out is the
poiential the development has te increase thru-traffic on Wolf Pex Branch Road. This corridor
15 & scenic and bistoric route cherished by not onhy nearby residents, but all Jefferson
residents, Approving this development will only increase thru-traffic, ultimately disrupting the
seenic and tranquil character of the Wolf Pen Branch cornder

The secondary proposed enirance on Wolf Pen Branch Road will ensure this increased taffic,
Although this secondary entzance is proposed as an "emergency” entrance only, there is 1o
guarantee that this will remain in perpetsity, Many developmenis have installed gates on
emergency entranees only 10 have these gaes remain open for general use. This will only
create dangerous conditions near the blind curve on Wolf Pen Branch Road where the
secondary entrance is proposed. And widening Wolf Pen Branch Road to accommadate the
secondary entrance would further the disruption caused 10 the comidor.

In zddition to the increased tira-traffic on Wol Pen Branch Road, this proposed development
will undoubtedly create problems for water to the Wolf Fen Branch waershed
Wolf Pen Branch Road experiences sipnificant flooding during any piven vear, samely duc to
cther nearby development, and the propesed detention basias wili not adequately offser tie
increased stormwater mn-off created by this proposed development.

This development will slso add 1o the surrounding light pollation, which will negatively
impact the overall ambiance of the arca. And, in the same vein, it will add te the surrounding
noise poliution. Not only by the initial construction, but also by the increased traffic and
activity created by tenants, elients, and vishors to this proposed develepment

Next, the development's proposed utilitics will require the removal of natural landscape. Asa
result, it will gresthy disrupt the seenie feel to Welf Pen Branch Road. This will also deplete
the much-necded landscape for native wildlife, forcing them into the line of traffic and
¢reating a dangerous environment for drivers and bikers

1t must also be considered that there is a 2-story rehabilitation facility proposed on propeny
adpacent 10 this development. This further adds te the potentzal disruptions 1o the scenic Wolf
Fen Branch corridor, including traffic, light pellution, walter management, and aatural



landscaping. This development docs not consider this adjacent development

And fastly, this developmient does not fit into the Wolf Pes Branch Road neighbor pian that
kas been in effect since 2006 and updated m 2012, The neighborhood plan heits development
to low- and very low-density residential. The proposed office buildings do not conform with
the neighbor plan. They arc compleiely omt of character for the scenic and historic Wolf Pen
Branch comidor. M will be arpued by proponents of the development that they are not required
to abide by the neighborhood plan. The Wolf Pen Branch Road neighbor plan was approved
by the Louisville Metro Government, Accordingly, our public servants bave indicated a desire
for the Wolf Pen Branch anea 10 retan its scenic and historie atmosphere

Thank vou, Mr. Dock

Best,

Seth J. Singleton, Esq.
hic] )

Joal,
In the zoom meeting with the lawyer and engineer | spoke of the flooding thal occurs across Wolf Fah

ot 8617, This wates comes from the proposed development area. We don't need more. Thisis nota
trivial amount of water, The development would cause wolf pen to be 2 cut through from 42, Wolf pen
alse has @ very narrow bridge farther down of which I'm waiting fer the day ! smack/shatier side misrors

with somecne.




Mark Worley

Apparently sending you pictures of water over Wolf Pen Branch prompted MSD ta react. They did & few
days of work to the stream and roadside for the water that would be coming from the proposed new
development. The problem of water over wolf pen was not tesolved as Thursday nights storm with
water running over the road washed away the road edge materiai they had just placed.

There also appears to be a culvert axit nearer ta the corner band that they did not touch that water has
to run up Nt to get to the creek,

Can you please add this to the record and forward to whomever it was forwardad to before that
prompted the first repairs.




Mark Worley




STROBO BARKLEY

March 24, 2021

B

Louisvitle Metro Phnning
Commission Members

LDT Commitiee

444 South Sth Street, Swite 300
Louisviile, Rentueky 40202

Joet Dock, AICP, Planner 11

Lowisville Metro Planning & Design Services
444 Seuth 3th Street, Suite 300

Louisville, Kentucky 40202

Re:  Oppasition to Change in ZoningForm Digtriet, 20 ZONEHOTE
Property Oener: McMahan Holdings, LLC and Roy F. McMahaz 111
Apphicant: McMahan Holdings, LLC
5220 Chamberiain Road

Dear Louisville Metro Planning € i DT Committee Members, and Planning
Staff.

Thank you for the opporivnity to comment This firm represents Wolf Pen Milt
Farmy, LLC ("Wolf Pen Mill"), a historic 41 2-acre farm protected by consenvation easement
property in kefforson County, Kentucky, adjacent 10 the property proposed for 2 changs in
mnmgform district. McMahan Holdimgs, LLC subtmitted as application for & mne change
for property owned by McMahan Holdings, LLC and Roy F. McMahan 11 {collectively
“McMahan” or “Applicant”™) losated at $220 Chamberiain Road near Notton Commons
McMahan requesis a ne change from the curzent zoning designation of SingleFamih
Residential ('R<4™) 10 OfieeResidential {"OR3™)

Wolf Per: Miill is opposed %o the apphcation because the proposed change violates
the Comprehensive Plan 2040 ("Comp. Plan™) the Lovisvilic Land Development Code
(“LDOC™), asweli asthe Wolf Pen Branch Neighborhood Plan. The requested mone chang:
wouid cxacerbate afready problematic stormwater flows and further threaten this historic
property and mill which the Comp, Plan, LDC. and Neighborheod Plan seck 1o prevent.
For the followittg reasons. Wolf Pen Mill opposes the application.

BACKGROUND

A Change in ZonwgForm Distriet Pre-Appheation, 20-Z0NEPALNS4, was fled on
June 22, 2020 by McMahan for property located at 5220 Chamberlain Road with a total
area to be rened listed as 3379 agres. The requested mnmp of Office Residential or OR-
3 3510 be used for constructing the Chamberlain Woods Office Park - 270,000 sguare foet
of office space, which according to plans, would include three differgnt buildmps, ong that
is four steries high and two buildings both o stories high cach, as well as approximately
833 parking spaces. On August 17, 2020, the Chanpe in ZonngForm District Application
was filed as case rumber 20Z0NE-0078, which contained larpely the same information as
the preapphication
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Applicant fails to comply with the Comp, Plan, LDC and Neighberkood Plan, as outlined
below. Therefore, the e chiange application should be DENIED.

IMMARY OF LOPPOsTI0N

1} Thke application is incompatible with Lovisvitle’s 2040 Cornerstone Plan,
specifically violating Scetions 4.1, 4.4, and 4.5. The proposed development is
incompatible with the Neighborhood Form District and bas the potential to
exacerpate the already intense flooding suffered by the downstroam Wolf Per
Mittand therefors should be denied

2) The proposed zone change is incon sistent with the Land Dewlopsent Code and
15 better suited as R versus OR-3

3) The proposed use is inconsisient with the Wolf Pen Branch Neighborhood Plan
as it violatesthe Plan ‘s intended designation of the arca as Extremely Low to
Very Low Densty Residential

4} The proposed zone district change violates KRS 10¢:213(1) and therefore mug
be demed.

s IMMENTSIN QEBQWT L)

1) Ie Proposts Vst Dops NoT Cones y WITH Ty 2040 COMPREHENSIVE PLay

A. The application is incompatible with the Comp. Plan and its designated
Neighborhood Form District,

Louisvitic Metro has implemented a lazered approach o planning and
dewlopment review which assigns parcels a traditional zoning destgnation as weltasa
Form Dhstrict. A s developraent must be reviewed for whether it compiies with the
traditional oning desgnation which regulate land use and density, as well as the form-
based deaigns such as height and setbacks.

MeMahan s plan secks 1o transform and funher erode a rural residential arca with a
270,000 s¢. . office complex Jocated at the headwaters of Wolf Pen Branch

The Neighborhood Form Area is defined as, A pattern of development
characterized by mostiv residemial areas that are served by neighborhood scale shops and
servicos at Jocations that bawe public spaces such as parks and plasgrounds.” Cop. Plan a2
111, s ako Section 4.1, Poliey 3.1.3. The proposed development does not comply with the
definition for a Neighborheod Form Disiniar as any commercial wse cannet be described as
“neighboriood-scale shops and services.” Policy 3.1.3 1ays out other similar mistures of the
appropriate civic uses including Voffices, shops, restaurants and senvices” but mandates that
these “neighborhoed centers should be ar a scale that is appropriate for nearby
seighborhoods.” Comp. Plan at 41 The Comp. Plun does not contemplate locating
270,000 sq. &. of office complex within its Neighborhoed Fonn Distric

Wolf Peos Mill Commems | 372472021
Page 2 0f ¢

The Wolf Pen Branch Neighborhood is a predom inately rural arca of north cast
Jefferson County, rich in bistorie, sultural, and environmental character. The area
sretohies down a 6.4mile corridor that includes all of Wolf Pen Branch Road and Mim
Sprig Branch Road, as well as portions of Chamberlain Lane. The presenvation of the
scenic Wolf Pen Branch Neighborhood iras become increasingly important within the last
few decades as developments continue to degrade the watershed and viewshed. There are
only a fow parcels of commercial land in the area, close 1o the River Road intersection,
afthough there is substantial commercial growth on Brownsboro Road at 1-263. The
Neighborhood Plan was enacted to ensure that futere development would be compatible
with the existing plan, which mainly consists of “Tow,” "very Jow,” to “extremely Tow”
density singlefamily residential develop This mone change s meonsistent with the
Neighborhood’s goals and the properly adepted Wolf Pen Branch Neighborhood Plan,

‘Wolf Pen Mill Farm is a crown jewel of the Wolf Pen Branch Neighborhood. The
Wolf Pen Mill is a stene com mill constructed in the early 1800s and is one of the oldest
funazioning milis in the Commonwealth. ls picuresque water wheel and stone foundation
arg the lynghpin of the 412-acrg tract that was permanently protected in 199¢ by
consenvation zasements donated to River Fields and the Kentucky Heritage Coundil. The
farm is also home to 3 rare coflection of the region s native wildflowers as well as the
federally endangered plant, the running buffafo dover, The farm is lso known asthe
home to the “Targest and mosl significant plant commuenity™ in the region.

The Wolf Pen Branch watershed is approximately §,440 acres and the namesake
stream is a protected perenmial bluedme stream. The area is already inendated with
stormwater runoff from sprawding development upstream. Jugt recently, after tse days of
heavy rain at the end of Febmuary, increased stormwater Bows from upsiream propertiss
inundated the stream, threatening the siabitity of the mitl. The flooding significantly
damaged theee bridges on the Wolf Pen Mill Farm.  All three bridges were coverad with
heavy debris and water eroded abutments and uedercut the driveway on the dovwngream
side due 1o the tremesn dous wiocity of water in the stream. The abutments and
foundations were heavily damaged and afler an engincer’s inspection, it is clear that one
bridge requires replacement which isnow undenvay. Cost ofthese repairs will be
sighificant.

Inadeguate somwater dranage fom this massiwe development will be signsficant
and without proper mitigation measures in place, key feateres of Wolf Pen Mill Farm
could be completel destroyed

According to the application, the office complex would span across 800 feet of
frontage on Wolf Pen Branch Road, and 800 feer of fontage on Chamberlain Lane. The
complex is located within the Neighborbood Form Digrict. The Wolf Pen Mill belicves the
area should remain residential, as intended by ahe Neighborhood Plan and because of its
location within 2 Neighborhood Form District

Because the proposed zone change would atlow jarge commercial complexes which
will undoubtedly increase sormwater flows which already pose a substantial threat 10 the
historic integrity of the property Welf Pen Mill must oppose this acion. Further, the

2
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The Neighborbood Form i reserved for "predominantiy residential uses .. that
blend compatibly into the exigting landseape and neighborhood arcas,” id. {emph
added). These largescaie offiee complexss propesed by MeMahan that range from 24
stories tall with atotal of 853 parking spaces wilt not blend conpatibly into the seonic and
iistoric landscape of Wolf Pen Branch Road, Nor will these complenss blend compatibly
into the other single family residential neighborhioods on the property’s north side.

According to the Comp. Plan, *highdengty uses.” like the one proposed here, “will
be limited in scope to minor or major arterials and to areas that haw limited impadt on the
low te moderate density residentnal arcas ™ Id. Tiis development woeuld be better suited on
anygjor arterial Hke Brownshoro Road versus on Woif Pen Branch Road and Chamberlain
Lane, on 1op of 3 Wolf Per: Branch headstream. While 800 or so feet of the complex has
frontag: on Wolf Pen Branch Road, approxamately 2,000 or 50 of that remaining side wilf
face residential neighbors of Wolf Pen Estates as well as residents near Deepa Dirive. The
neighboting asssted Iiving facility, with its mainhy permanent residents and limited staff s
not conzpatible in use with the bustling traffic of hundrods of cars every dayat peak rush
hour fines going to and from work at the office facility

The Comip. Plan’s Form Distriets exsst to fe]asure new deselopmient and
redevelopmient are compatible with the scale and site design of nearby existing
Gevelopment and with the desired panesn of development within the Form Distriet.”
Carp. Pian Soction 4.1, Policy 4, p. 45, This development does not satish: this objoctise.
The Comp. Plan also seeks to “jdJiscourape nonresidential expangion into cxsting
residentiaf neighborhoods enless applicant can demonstrate that any adwerse impact on
residential uses will be mitigated " 1d. ar Scetion 6. Vegetative buflers, open spaces,
Jandscaping, site design. building heights, building design, materials, and orientation alf
assist in transtionmg different density categories. The applicant argues that there will be
adequate barricrs between the proposed offics buildings and the adjacent residential
propertics as well as Wolf Pen Branch Road, damuing this will offiet any light, noise, and
traffic in and out of the complex. The applicant has not demonsirated that adequate
natigation of averse impacts will be used to properdy form boundaries zndf of transition
betngen these 24 story office buildings, and the scenic corridor of Wolf Pen Branch Road
and s surroundi wdential areas. Neighbonng residents are concerned about noise and
light polution fom the office buildings as well as from the parking lots, while Wolf Pen
Mill 15 concertied with increased teaffic during peak rush hour @ d the lack of stormwater
management plan in the current design from this proposed highdensin: complex.

B. The application is incompalible with the Comp. Plan s policies regarding
invability, conservation, and economic development.

This application alsg fails to meet several other poals and pelicies set forth in the
Comp. Plan. Scction 4.5 of the Comp. Pian address livabitity concerns. One of the geiding
prnciples o the Comp. Plan 15 to provide for appropriate growth and deselopment while
also supporting the natural environment as well as air, water and soil guality, S Comp.
Pian s CHASE Principles, p. 32

Goal | within the Livability Section 1810 “Frotect and enhanee the natusal
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environment and integrate it with the built environmeni as development ocgurs ™ Within
the same section, Pelicy 10 states, “Mitigate negarive development impacts to the watershed
and i#s capacity 1o transport stormwater by discovraging changes to stream channels and
drainage fearures,” Conp. Pl ot Section 4.5, Goal 1. Pobiey 10, This 20n¢ change would
allow negative impacts to the Wolf Pen Branch watershed, incleding overshelming its
atready strained capacity to transport Sormwater as 270,000 sguare feet of office space and
855 parking spaces will only climinate access 10 stream channels and natural drainage
features, exaoerbating flooding of downstream properties ke Wolf Pen Mill

Section 4.5, Goal 1, Policy 12 sevks to “{mfinimize impervious surface area and take
advanzage of il saturation capacities.” Id. a1 89, Policy 17 prioritias adequate site
selection in order to mitigate disturbance to “groendwater resources, flow patterns, and
cxasting and proposed surfaoe dranage " Td Policy 26 states, “Ensure that drainage sistems
are designed to be capable of accommodating the runoff from development upstrcam,
assuming a falhedewloped natershed and ar increased frequency of intense storm owenls”
Id. a1 0. Policy 28 would mandate onsite management and treatment of sonnwater,
because this dewelopment will increase runoff. This plan viclates ali of thess policies. As
previcush mentioned, Wolf Pen Mili is already being threazened by intense storm ovents
like the flooding in late Febmuarythat continug to cause erosion issucs. The increased
frequeney, volume, and velocity of Sows 16 also threatening the higoric nill’s operation
and underhing gructure, There hawe boen no asserances from the Applicant regarding
mitigation of increased runoff from & large. upstreany development. This in viokation of
multiplc policies within Section 4.5, Goal 1.

The \k:Mah:m applicahon is also inconsistent with Section 4 4 of the Comp. Plan
i Goal 1, Policy 3 states to Tljosate commercial uses
gmcranng high wlumes of traffic on 2 major anterial street, at the intersection of two
minor arterialy, or 4t a location with adequate acoess 1o 2 major arterial and at locations
where nuisances and activities of the proposed use will not adwrseivaffect adjacent arcas.”
Comp. Plan at 83, As noted abose. nomse and light pollution frem the offics buildings and
parking lots will create nuisaaces for nearby resdential properiics. The development wili
gonerate high volumes of traffic ob mimor arterials, which are inadequarely designed for
peak rush hour traffic to and from the office comples.

The apphieation is inconsstent with Louisville Metro’s Comyp. Plan. 1t 18 betier
suited being mned R4 and is incon sistent with the Neighborkood Form District, as well as
Cargp Plan Sections 4.1, 4.4, and 4.3 The e change should be DENIED

2) TugProposeD Lisk 15 Bcon sisTENT WITH THE Lann DRVELaeMENT CODE

The property is better suited for R4 Zoning versus OR3,

McMahan s proposal would alter the cutrent oning designation of SingleFamily
Residential (R<5") to OfficeResidential ('ORS3"). The permitted land uses within R-§ arg
the same as the permitted uses in the R-1 Residential Single Family District. See LIC
2.2.6(A) Usesinchude actessory butidings, agricuRural uses, commun ity residences,
country clubs, singledfamily dwellings, family care home, home occupations, as well as
residential care facitivies Commurcial and office complexes are net pemiitted in R<.
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buffers 1o protect existing b ds, impl ting sitespecific landscape buffers and

building sethacks to maintain historic setbacks, roguire tree canopy preservation, reduce
light pollution, as well as Emiting roadway improvements which could endanger joggers,
bicywlists, and horse back riders.

The applicant is not in compliang: with numerous provisions of the Wolf Pen
Branch Neighborhood Plan. The deveiopment would ignore the neighborhood’s plan 1o
restrict fature development to single family residential use and also would threaten existing
tree canopy and hisioric setbacks. The applicant continuoushy notes that s pln would
“presere the vast majority of the tree canopy on the subject propenty,” but admittedlvibe
development would require removal of some of the existing canopy. The dewelopment
would also ignore the neightborkood s poal of reducing ligh polhwtion as srreet lighting
would need 10 be instalied for the 853 parking spaces, and lpht poliation from the three
building complexes would permeate the surrounding neighborhoed at all hours of the day
and hikel throughous the night, Neghtomood Plan ar 12

Recommendation & from the Walf Pen Branch Neighborhood Plan reiterates the
neighborhood s desire 1o “preserw existing open space, minimia impacts to adjoining
necighbors, enhance scenic corndor view sheds and protect historic, culwral, archacologicat
and natural resourees, including seenic view sheds, farmlands, water bodiss, wethinds and
wilghife habitat.” 1d This 2one change would violate cach of thes: provigons. The proposal
would climinate existing open space, would create additional noise and light nuisances for
neighbors, would degrade the soenic corridors, and threaten existing higtoric and cukural
resourees — nameh the Wolf Pen Farm Mill

Regarding mobility in the Wolf Per Branch Neighborhood, the plan notes that
“through waffic is the exception and not the norm.” This dovelopment would increase
through traffic on the narrow, bspdane Wolf Pen Branch Road, jeopardizing the safety of
residents and general sesthetic of the soenic route. Many of Wolf Pen Branch's residents
travel on Welf Pen and Chamberlain Lanc toward Mint Spring Branch Road, both of
which will now be inundated with rush hour traffic entering and exiting the 270,000
square fool office complex. Again, this higher voleme of traffic from the proposed
developrent will threaten the safery of walkers, runoers, bikers, and horse nders who often
enjoy Woif Pen Branch Road, which vielates the Neighborhood Plan’s policy to gncourage
the multimodal use of all roadwans within the neighborhiood. The Plan continuousiy'
emphasizes its desire 1o engurs thal Wolf Pen Branch Road is maintamed as a scenic
readway and does not become a coanector route. This zone change would undennine this
ebjective.

As directed in the Preapplication Staff Report, the “apphicant/ developer jmust]
strive 10 ensure compliance with the Woll Pen Branch Neighborhood Plan and
demongirate such compliance clearly on the dewlopment plan and/ or renderings 1o
address landscape buffers and trec canopy, architectural design clements, historic context,
and roadway improvements.” So fir, the applicant has been rioncompliant with the goals
and objectives outhined in the Neighborhood Plan

4. Tup PrOovosed Zonk District CHange VioraTes KRS 100 213(1
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# is worth noting that the assinied Hiving factliny, on the other sde of Chamberlain
Lane, adiacent to the proposed dewclopment, 15 on a propenty that is alsp 2oned R4 To the
extent McMahan argues thar this use is consistent with that of its neighbors, Wolf Pen Mill
argues that the assisted living facility is 4 permitted use in R4 and Is an appropriate
ransition for locating near singledmily residenees, while a fargescale office complex is
not.

On the other hand, Office/ Residential District oning, OR-, is designated for
dwelhings with multiple familics such as apartment hotels, assisted liviag residences,
contmun ity residences, boarding and lodging houses, office buildings. barbers and
hairdressers, medical laboratories, physical filness instruction, fratemitics and sorontics
and other clubs and lodges, as well as porteait studios. See LDC 2.3.4. The proposed
deselopmaent is not suited for a primanky R4 designared arca despite the Siaff Repont's
ﬁﬂdmgthaﬂ an office dstrict 18 appropriate at this ocabon becauss It is adjacent fo the

mixeduse devek , and assisted living community. The Staff Report’s
finding ignores the fect that ali ofthe development cited is on the cast side of Chamberlain
Lane. The entire west side of Chamberlain Lane is exclushely residential so this
development would encroach in these residential areas and is wholly incon sistent with the
current patters of dewelopment. The onlvarea near the proposed site that is designated as
(R3 isthe Lowe's and Costeo area — which is not at all consistent with the scenic
neighborhood feel of Woif Pen Branch - and is located on the other side of 171 where
development is mare appropriate.

i the Commission were to ukimately allow this mne changs, it wouid result in tie
unnecessary expansion of OR-3 permitted uses in an exchestve R4 ares. Thas encroachment
on ly further erodes and thireatens the historic Wolf Pen Branch area, OR3 uses should
semain on the other side of [71 between the Brownsboro Road exit fom the Gene
Snxder, where other OR-3 development already exists and should not permeate that 17
barrier, nor the west side of Chamberlain Lane. The proposed ate s better suted for all
residenis and travelers aleng Wolf Pen Branch Road and Chamberiain Lane remaining R-
4,

The property is currently vned R4. This mning is consistent with the Wolf Pen
Branch Neighborkood Plan s intended desipnation of the area as Extremely Low to Very
Low Den sity Residential. McMahan is requesting a one change to OfficeResidential (OR-
3}- a designation which would be wholly ingonsisten? with the Neighbarhood Plan. The
Neighborhood Plan specifically emphasiaes — *New development within the neiphborhoad
should conform to the existing scen i roadway alignments, be compatible nith the exigting
rusal residential development pattem and safd d the soenic, envil al, historic
and culturd resourocs of the Wolf Pen Branch Neighborhood. ™ Soe Noighboehood Plan at 20
This proposed zone change violates the stated objective

Likewase, the Staff Report notes seweral goals that are emiphasizd in the
Neighborhiood Plan including an emphasis on restricting fiture dewsdloprient 1o single
Tamily residential, promotin g the solantarny use of conseration casenments as open space

6
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The propesed zone change viokates KRS 100.213()) which states in periinent part

Bofore any map amendmient is granted, the planning commission or the legstative
body or fiscal court must find that the map aviendment is In agreement with the
adopted comprehensive plan, of, in the absence of such a finding that ene () or
more of the fellowing applyand sech finding shall be recorded i the minutes and
records of the planning commission or the legislative body or fiscad court:

(@) That the exasting 2oning classification gven 10 the prepervis
inappropriate and that the proposed zoning classification is approprisic;

(&) That there have been major changes of an economic, phisical, or social
nature within the arca invohed which were not anticipated in the
adepted comprehensive plan and whick hawe substantially altered the
basic characier of such area.

The proposal dees not meet the requirements of KRS 100213 fora sone change is
not in agroemient with the Comp. Plan. The Applicant also has ot proven that either
cxeeplion applics and that the existing zoning classification is inappropriae or that there
have been major cconomic, phasical, or social changes in the area which were not
anncipated whea the Cemp. Plan was adopted. As such, the proposed zone change is
contran o satute and cannot be granted under any circumsance.

5. Woir PEN My Fary 15 SEEKING ADDITIONAL PROTECTIONSTO WOLF PEN
Branca.

The Comp. Plan requires the Commission to take into consideration water quality.
Wolf Per Mill Farm 1s currentiy in discussions with the Kentucky Division of Water to add
further protections to Wolf Pen Branch, especially as Wolf Pea Mift is dependent on 2
healthy, unaliered siream. As gated above, Wolf Pen Ml Farm is protected from
dewlopment with a conservation easenient and has been so protected sinos 1999, The
integrity of Wolf Pen Branch is critical 1o the presenvation and operation of Wolf Pen Mill,
one of the oldest operating mills in the country. The Planning Commission should refrain
from approving any rew development until the Outstandmyg State Resouree Water process
is completed, and the dewveloper can assure that any changes in the water guality de not
negatively affeet the mill, which is pant of a multimillion doliar effort to preserwe Wolf Pen
Mili Farm and the mill its}f.

LONCLUSON

The proposed land use is wholly incompatible with the Compreliensive Plan, LDC,
and Neighberhood Pian as it violales nzmerous provisions i each. The proposed complex
will be @ nuisance to the surrounding neighbors and to the scenic corridor of Woif Pen
Branch, wiil substantially increas; traffic on minor artenals, and will result in irreparable
damage to dovwnstream properties, sach as Wolf Pen Mill, from increased stormwater fiows
wivich threaten the mill's exstencs. Granting this zone map amendment would
fundamentally and permanently aker the residential nature of the area to the detriment of

3
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Wolf Pen Mill and its surrounding ueighbors

Wolfl Porn Mil respoctheBly requests the LDT Committes and Planning
Commission reffain from scheduling a fell Planning Commission hearing on the
application untif the developer can show compliance with the Comp. Plan, Neighborhood
Plan, and the LDC, and assure that changes to water quality will not threaten Wolf Pen
il

Respoctfully submitted.

by

1. \"
T /‘ o
L/L._,/ of
Randy Strobo
Clay Barkley
Serobo Barkley PLLC

Fram: Heena Saani

e Lk Jue)

Subject: 5220 Chamberials Lane

Date: Wednesday, Harch 24, 021 11.59:18 PM

CAUTEIN: This emafl came trom outside of touisville Metro. Do not chck Hnks or open atachments
unkess Yol recoghlze the sender ang khow the centent is sale

T'm writing 1o ¢xpress my disapproval of the develeper's petition for cumrent Residential
zoning specified in our Wolf Pen Branch Neighbothood Plan 1o be changed to
Office/Residential so that these buildings can be built

Traffic in the Wolf Per Branch acighborhood is alveady bad now: adding in commercial

zoming witl make it wonse. The environmental impact on this beauiiul and historic arca will
significanily affect all the residems. Louisvilie's ree canopy is aleady being decimated. We
cannol centinue to develop without regard to the preservation and future of cur environment,

Pleasg vote no on this proposed change in zoning

Bast,
Neena Sehri

Froex Earharz Kely

Ta: Dok, Jisi

Subject: Proposed Deveapmant 26-ZGRE-GIPE
Data: Wednesday, March 24, 2021 4:44:33 Pt

CAUTION: This email came from sutsige of Loutsville #etre. Do nof click inks of open anachments
unless you recogrize the senter and know the content is safe

Members of the LD&T Committee,

Piease address how this proposed development and rezening to OR-3 comports with
the Wolf Pen Branch Neighborhood Plan. Area residents and development
community representatives collaborated with PDS staff and Sabak, Wiison and Lingo
consultants for one year to carefully craft a plan appropriate for the area, insuring that
its appeal would endure for the long term.

This development plan is wholly incongruous with the neighborheod and the
neighborhood plan area, due to its rezoning for office use, and the mass, height and
scale of the bulidings. The height of the building closest to Chamberlain Lane,
coupled with the elevated grade of the site, would dominate the area. That alone is
hardly fow impact.

The Grande Senior Center is lecated directly across Chambariain {ane from this site.
Had area residents realized how massive The Grande would be, when they revised
their plan to erlarge #, we would have objected.

Residents have invested in this scenic residentiat area with expectations that those
scenic, fow impact attributes will not be upended by an office complex. The
neighborhood plan was revised in 2012, to specifically exciude office development,
using language suggested by PDS staff,

1 urge you to reject this development plan.
Barbara Kelly

BO0S Mint Spring Branch Road
Praspect, KY 40058

From: Loseph adary

To: Dazk, Joel

Subject: Lase #20-TOHE-GUTE

Date: Sautday, Aped 2%, 2021 %:01:08 P

CAUTION: This email came from outside of Loutsville Metre. Do notclisk links or open stachments
unlest you recagnlxc the sender and know the centent is sste

Hello Joel, 1 can't tell you how disappointed 1 was to read about the recemt aftempts to change
our ngighborhood zoning te atiow for a huge new office complex! | got physically sick
thinking about some developer coming to our beawtiful area and 101ily ignoning the city
sanctioned plan and building & monstrosity like this. The rypical Louisvilke family would not
want this in their neighborhood, We will fight this as aggressively as we can, These people
will have no respect at all for what we've preserved here.

Thank vou for vour time and piease help us and not the developers! There are plenty of zoned
areas 1o put thosg tvpe of projects. They don't need 1o desizoy 2 neighborhood

Sincerely,
Joo Adams

7901 Woif Pen Branch Road
Louisvilic, KY 4005¢



From Babay Branass

To: Dogi. Joei

o Regd. okt

Subject: Cx5 Fi0. 20-FONE-0078

Data: Tuesdey, Aped 27, 2021 $.23.01 P14

CALTION: This emeil came from outside of Louisville Metro. Do nod click finks or open attachments undess you
recognize the sendei tnd Know the content is sife

Diesr Sin

Fars opposed to the rezoniag at Welf Pen Brarch Road and Chemberinin Lene for en office complea The
propisal is totally consistent with our neipbborhood pins which was sdopted by Metse Counci in 2012, This 20ne
change would have s huge negative impuet on hoth Wolf Pon Brench and Chamberain, end it would sdd 10 the
water runof¥ probleins we atready fhce. Flease proleet our neighborbood's charscter,
Betsy Rudd Bonnett
1 Waoll Pen Lane

Sert fron iy iPhone

Joel P. Dock, AICP
Piaaner It

Planning & Design Services
502.574-5880

From: markworeyee@gmail.com <markworleyee@gmad.coms>
Sent: Thursday, September 3, 2020 10:67 Pt

To: Dack, Joet <Joel Cockd@louisvitleky gov>

Subject: Chamberlain/71/Wolf Pen proposed devalopment

CAUTION: This email came from outside of Louisville Metro. Do net click
{inks ar open atachmeants uniess yau recognize the sender znd know the
coatent i safe

Joed,

Iy the ropm meeting with the lawyer and engineer | spoke of the
flonding that occurs acress Wolf Per at 8617. This water comes from the
proposed development area. We don't need mare. This is not a trivisl
ameunt of water. The developrrent would cause wolf pen ta be 2 cut
threugh from 42, Wolf pen alao has a very narrow bridge farther dows of
which ¥ m waiting for the day | smack/shatter side mirears with sameane.
<image((} jpg=

<imagell2 jpg=>

<imagell3 jpa>

Ntark Worley

To:
Subjuct: Chamberialey/74 Wil Pen preposes development (water roag lsues
Data: Sanday, January 3, 2024 12:20:24 M
Aachments: Imagei.ioey
Iranel s
lraeges zoeg
Imeesiiees
imaged soeg
imagefize

CAUTECN: This emait came frem outside of Lowlsville Metro. Bo not cfick finks of open attachments
#htess you tecogize the sender and know the cafitent iz e

Jocl,
Apparemly scading vou pictures of water over Wolf Pen Branch prompted MSD to react,

They did a few davs of work to the stream and roadside for the water that would be coming,

from the proposed new development. The problem of water over wolf pen was not reselved as

Thursday nights storm with water running over the road washed away the road cdge material

they bad Just placed

There also appears to be a cubvert exit nearer 10 the comer bend that they did net touch that

water has 1o mon up hil 10 gt lo the ereek,

Can vou please add this to the record and forward to whomever it was forwarded 1o before that

prompied the first repairs

BEEEFE

Mark Worley

Begin forwarded message:
From: matkworleyes@gmaif com
Date: September 4, 2020 at 30:13:44 AM EDT
To: "Dock, Joel" <Joel Dock@lomsvilicky govs-
Subject: Re: Chamberlain/71/Wolf Pen proposed development
Thank you...this is not a trivial amount of water ..at least & inches.
Mark Worley

On Sep 4, 2020, a1 9:07 AM, Dock, Joel
<Joci.Dock @louisvilleky gov> wrote:

Thanks for sencing thess. ¢l mclude In the record.

From: L
Tot Peed. Ecolt Deck, Jos!
Subjest: Fvwii: Cate # 20-Zone-D078 |
bate: Friday, AprE 23, 2021 5:02:42 PP

CAUTION: This email cante froth oLtsdde of Louisvige Melro. De nat chick KRks ¢ opek stlachients
wnieSs you recognize the sender and know the content is safe

——Qrigingl Meessage—

From: Araold/Carol Zegart <aczegert@anl com>

To jeel isvilleiy.gov <joal. isviieky gove
Sent VWed, Mar 24, 2021 314 pm

Subject: Case # 20-Zone-0078 1

1 am writing to express my opposition to the zoning change,
case # 20-Zone-0078 to be discussed on Thursday, May 6,
2021 at the public hearing before the Planning Commission.

Iam a leng time resident of Wolf Pen Branch Rd since October,
1866. Qthers have expressed all the right reascons for the
apposition, such as increased traffic, potential storm damage
run-offs, ruining the scenic B historic view shed, etc etc which
you'all have heard many times befere and usually ignore.
Usually the weli financed developer & his excellent well
financed zoning attorney prevail as the L D & T Committee
always fali in line believing that any major commerciai
development is always better economically for the overall
community. The long term residential opponents of such
developments are always discounted. Of course this has been
a greal boom for Oldham County as many former
Louisville/3efferson County residents flock there to escape
commercial encroachment.

We spent many hours working with City Government
deveioping, impiementing and updating the Neighborhood
Plan, If you approve the zoning change along with the
preoposed office building complex plan, which quite honestly 1



expect you to do, you have confirmed my belief that PUBLIC
PARTICIPATION IS A SHAM & just a continuing PR stunt to
"give the public a voice". When the chips are down & push
comes to shove, LD&T and the Planning Commission always
side with the development community, T challenge you to
prove me wrong.

Sincerely,
Arnold 3. Zegart

7800 Wolf Pen Branch Rd.
Prospect, Ky 40059

From: 2
Tor Dexs ot

Subject: Heighbeshood Plan

Dates Sunday, Ageil 25, 2021 12:31:40 Pt

CALTION: This ema! cams from culside of Lovisville Mewo. De kot click links oy oped atischmente
unless you recognite the sender and know the content is safe

Sent frem Malil for Windows 10

i oppose Rezonmg For Office Comples.
Marty Spence

7829 Wall Pes Br. RD.




Krom: by T tafoer

To: sk eel

o Resd, Scon

Subject: Wo Pen Branch Road

Dte: Thursday, Aprlt 23, 2021 10:37:37 4

CAUTION: This ematl came from outside of Loussville Metre Do notclick links or open sitachments uakess vou
recogiize the sender and know the conteat is sofe

M. Doic:

Linoved 5o 7815 Wolf Pen Branch Road with my parents in 1972 when [ was 11, Eiove the repote trvw ond wed fo
barsshack ride 8nd bike and bike ride 81t over this and other ranal roads. When § 1eB home, | sissed the ares but had
vot & dreatn of being able to affosd & house hore. 1n 3019 1 was Jucky cnough 2o find  bouse that we coukd swing
ust Fve doors down from my parents house at 7843 Woil Pen Bianch Road. We really love the arce, bt find
bevause of Norton's Commens traffic threugh to prospert the toad i dengeroles o ade it bike o walk on, Trffie is
fairly Ficavy and fist ot this thin country rond that even has & ane fane bridpe. W dadieve development sousd this
ases has ceatly sturved 1o ruin e runf rature of our area and the proposed medical buildings at chambertain tene s
Wal{ Pen will make traffic much worse. it wilt glso add weler ron ofT to outlet Gily stretched water sy item with @
Ristoric ruill. Light pollution is ncthet problem that we woutd fiee if this is approved. These buitdings do nat it
within the neighborhood plan in any ey und will hun the valae and beautiful rural foel of the atee thel s prid so
intich 10 Jive in T urge you e pleese consider refecting this development the doas pot fit i eur wondefid area! We
truly apprecinle vous considerstion in dis maticr!

Smcerely
John b Hafeer, Sherrt H. Hafer{ 7843 Woif Pen Branch Rosd)
Juan ;. Hafaer(781 5 Wolf Pen Beanch Rosd

Sent frot vy witehoss dovice

Ingrid ossweid
rezaning far afica comples suse #20-ZONE-DATE
Apri{ 27, 2021 51 2:21 Pl

Lear Case Manager loel Dock,

It hias come o my atiention that there is 8n impending roning change {or my nexghkbarhood.
After reviewing the details.Wow! What an immenie intrusion! Do you know that this piece
of ltand is part of the Wolf Pon Neighborhood Flan 1hat was just revised and approved by
Hetro Council in 28227 That’s less than 16 years. How is re-zoning possible, iet alore
with & 18,088 sg ft two ¢ four Stary sultiple building compliex?

1 urge you to censider that this property already has higher elavation thas many of the
hawes on wWolf Pen Road, With plans te gertially remove the hill with its many mature
trees that absork an aversge of 14,800 gallons of rain water sach year, what are the
residents down Stream supposed to de? And that's without adding aus climate change where
storms are even more likely and severe. We can't even estimate how much more cun off
there will be.

There are alreaty threée very large multistory office buitdings on Springdale road. [ am
sure many suites stand empty. Maybe we should count these! I can tell you the parking
lots around these buitdirgs ¢ sparsely vsed and the lots absorb Mo rain water.

Please asx the develogers to respect Gur Nejghborhood FLan g5 approved for single family
resigential development. The character of our neignbarhood witl only be irreversibly
diminished by this office complex. You will tind we are very interested in what happens
with this tase and Walt Fen aeighbors vpte at every opportunity!

1 am concernad,

Ingrid Osswald
5059 Spring Farm Road
Prospect, Ky 4B85%
ing7. os@grait. con

From: il KOUss

Tor Dok, Jork

Subfoct: ¥ 20-ZOME-0078

Date: Thriazy, AL 29, 2025 10:5% 56 AN

CAUTION: This etnal came from cutside of Loulsville Metra, Do net click links of open attachments
unkess you recagaize the sender and know the cantent is safe

| support the neighborhood plan. Please oppose rezoning for the office complex bordering
wolf pen branch road, chamberlain lang, and .71

Thank vot,

Kelh Knipp

5412 Mermibrook Lane
Prospect, KY 40059

Sent from. Yahao Mait fociPhone



From: Shaogs St

Tat Bk, oef

Subject # 20-ZONE-0078

Bate: Tussday, May 4 2021 #:48:04 AT

CAUTION: This email came from outside of Louisvile Meiro Du not<hek links of open attschments unbess you
recopnize the serder end kaow the content is wie

Dear foct,

1want to voise my appasition te the proposed roning ¢hangs What are Nerghborhood Plans god fer of they are
wpended so drastically by such roning changes? The scale of this proposal is way ot of line with aur sening.

Thanks -

Steven Shugps

&116 Wolf Pen Branch Roud

From: tlaha Hatt

Yo: b, Sretr; D, Jog|
Sublect: Case # 20-ZONE-007S

Date: Tuesday, Hay 5, 2021 4:61:3¢ 24

CAUTION: This email came from cutsite of Louisvilie Hetre. Do not click finks of open attachmernty
UREESS you tecoutize the sender and Know the content is safe

Drear Mr. Reed and Mr. Dock.
Iamy sending this email in reference to casc #20-ZONE<078, a proposed zoming change for
the Chamberlain Eane - Wolf Pen Branch Road ara. f strongly oppose rezoning this area for
an office complex. My family moved to the area in 1963, when | was a babyv. 1 grew upon

Mint Springs Branch Road and subsequently purchased the home that | grew up in. Thie Wolf
Pen area is uniquely beautifiel. 2 Indden jewei of Louisville, and reeds 10 be protected.

The proposed office complex is oul of character for the area and a building of 72 feet, which is
maore than double what is allowed, would be not only an eyesore, but would

potentially increase storn runoff, leading to mome fleeding, and negatively impacting the
historic mill on Welf Pen. Such a development would also merease traffic and congestion ob
the already szrained Chamberlain Lane. Panial removal of the hillside 1o build the entrance to
the proposed office complex would be harmiul 10 the envirenment, putting at risk the health of
the tree canopy aleng Chamberiain Lane,

Ibeg vou, please honor the Wolf Pen Branch Neighborhood Plan, which was ereated 1o
protect and enhance the neighborhood character, and eppose this zoning change. ¥ believe that
itis vital that Louvisvillians preserve those elements that create the very fabrice of this beautiful
neighbothood, for the long term. We now have the opportunity to stop this development and
wmaintain the unique charm that is the Chamberiain Lane - Wolf Pes Branch Road arca. | want
iy children and grandchildren to Be able 10 visit this gorgeous arca that | grew up in and
experiences its unique beauty first hand, mther than hearing stories of how pretty it ‘used to be'.

Please include my comments in the public hearing befon: the Planning Commission on May &,
2021. Thank vou in advance for vour consideration,

Martha Hyatt
6313 Mint Spring Branch Road
Prospeat, KY 40039

From: brsndabiearicon

To! Lotk los|
Subject: Case & -ZONE-DO7E
Date: Hondey, May 3, 202t 3:27:52 BM

CAUTION: This emiait came from autside of Louiswile Mewa. Do net click links or open attachuments
unless you recegnize the sender and know the content is safe

Diear Mr. Dock,
Pam writing 1o protest the zening change of the above property. The area is already severely
congested. five wr Narton Commans and ey Mam Eves ih Cobblestone patio komes. iTisvery
difficult to pu# out of Cobblestone or turn ieft o Cobblestone, When | am waiting 1o turs teft - |
feel very vulnerable with everyane flying up Chamberlain from 22 1o Norten Commens entrance. All
itwould take is someane glancing a1 their phone to have a head on cellision, |have already seen a
number of acridants.

An office complex is not an approgriate setting for a beautiful tree canopied ares such a< Weoil Pen
Branch Read. A more appropriate use of the fand would be for housing. The propesal is far affice
space and the onfy tenants t see would be medical. These offices wolid not only create traffic from
empioyeas — but also visiting patients. Any ather business sector is now reducing office space.

The traffic circle at Norton Commaons is a mess. 5 s 100 small for the speed of tratfic coming from
22 and no one signals.  This project weuld onke worsen that cendition. The area around 27 and the

Gene Shyder was widened a sumber of years ago and it has already owtgrown that revision,

Also why are they pre-leasing for office space that has not even been approved.

| ook forward ta your comments.

Brenda bichahon
9118 Dayflower Strest
Progpect, XY 40059

Us Phone 502-334-0878

Chadd Tor vituzes Ly Avast artiviclis sof

From: RRADELAGRC (D

Tot Dok, Jost

Subjeces cate 20-TOHE-0TE

Dates Monzay, May 3, 2024 7:32:47 Prt

CAUTION: This emai came from autside of Louisvilie Moo, Do not click Bnks or open attackments
unless you recognize the sender and Knew the cantent is safe

Joei--as you can see beiow, | emaifed comments to you (with cc to Scott Reed) on
Aprif 28, 2021, | have to wonder why my name wasn't listed as having been received
by April 30th. And could there be others that got misplaced?

~enQrignal Message. -

From: agunsison@acl com

Te: joel dock@ivuieviffery. gov <josl dock@louisviBeky gove: scolt. reedgicuisvilleky . gov
<scott reeddglovisvilieky. gov>

Sent: Mon, Apr 28, 2021 10:34 am

Subject case 20-ZONE-0078

To alf Pianning Commissioners:

As you know, the Woif Pen/Chamberdain@int Springs corridor is scenic, historic and
one of several unique arsas in Jeffersen County. indeed, the current Wolf Pen and
Chamberain roadway paths appear on the 1858 Bergmanh map, Also réemaining are
many historic structures and history scattered throughout,

The beauty and character here are ifrespective of doliar signs. For over 100 years
most propertes in the area have been small to medium sized single family residences
scattered in among working farms. Then develapers swooped in, buying up farms
and creating the more affivent subdivisions you see now. But the modest homes and
histeric structures stili remain and cry out for protection.

There are numerous citations in our twice approved Wolf Fen Branch Neighberhood
Plan which suppert preservation and discourage incompatible development. Putting
& 72 It high office building (and two smaller ones} in our neighborhood is like buiiding
a Waimart . ..in the midale of Waterfront Park.

Likewise, there are many cilations in Corerstone 2040 which state that
neighborhoods are "supported and empowered to participate i land use planning and
making poiicies” and we do not want to be ignered. We are certainly amenable 1o
working with the developer 1o put in soms housing cheices which could be more
“inclusive” and still blend i with the neighborhood. This would be & much better use
for the propery and the developer shouid be strongly encouraged 1o pariicipate in this
way. If hundreds of neighbors are expected to be more forward-thinking, so should
this developer.



Oppase this totally inappropriate development

Alice Gunnison
7848 Wolf Pen Branch Rd
Prospect, KY 4005¢

From: ok viekaed

Tos och, Joel

Sublect: Case Noimbet- 20-20HE-0078

Ote: Tuesday, Merch 16, 2024 §:48:57 AM

CAUTION: This email came from cutside of Lotisville Metro. Do not click Enks o open attachments
infess you racegaize the sonder 2nd know the eantent i safe

We have acencem with the amount of trafiic that will be travelling on O
from this development and the planned development (case #21-CUPPA-OU [} on the
southside of -7} and Chamberlain Lane that will affect pedestrians crossing Chamberfain
Lane from the Cobblestone Estate neighborhood.

Since these new developments will merease teaffie, are there plans o accommodate
pedestrians and vehicles (exiting Cobblestone Estates) with installation of a traffic signal with
pedestrian crossing lights?

Roben and Grace Mekeel
3110 Telford Lane
Louisville, KY 40245

From: ufiz:
Te sk iRsl Bead.Son
Subfoct: Case # 20-TONE-007E
Date: Windnzsday, Moy 5, 2021 4 15:08 PM

CAUTION: Thic cmail cemc fron outside of Leuisvilks Metro. Do aot click links ar opet. sitschracats anless you
recogaiae the sender and know the comtent is safc

My, Dotk - £ ounsibman Reed,
T'm writing to express our sirong opposition to this rezomng.

Yin sute youll hear from my neighbors about their concemns regrading
incrased tealfic along Chamberlain Lane (as well g long Wolf Pen
Tranch Read i people coming from LL§. 42), preserving the tee conopy.
stomm water runoff and poteraial adverse conscquences for the Wolf Pen
Mill. We share those corecrns,

We have an idditionel consern. 11y extremely Brusteating 1 spend the
tim working with the jocat offlcials to help Formulate an appropriate
development pinn for our arer only to huve developers continually retum
1 overlta it s begn fess thag 1) voars sinte the Maetro Coun]
sffrmed the Wolf Pen Brunch Neighborhood Plsn {which specifically
excluded office zoning} end added it to the Comprehensive Plon.

Now you're sgain being asked io ignore that and chunge the zoning to
sHow ¢ i s Why' must we by fight to
preserse the character of our seighborbood? This ix vo infuriating!

These's no shertoge of tand i JelTeison County for new oflice
buildigs. The devetopers knew the zoning whes they purchased the
piopeszy. Honor the cutrent plan and @l them 1o look efsewhore

Sincerely,

Austin and Susan Pryer
7835 Wolf Pen Branch Road

From: Ann Larpoel:

Ta: seb e loningle oo,
Subject: Reforance case ¥ Z0-ZONELE7S
Datx: Mangay. My 3, 2021 1:31:20 PH

TAUTION: This emait came from autside of Leuisvills Mebrn. Do hal chick inks or open attachments
unless you Fecognize the sender and hnow the cortent is sale

I highly oppose Reference case # 20-ZONE-0078

Best,

Ann Campbeli

8226 Featherbell bivd
Prospect, KY 40059

A Carrpbe!



From:

T ssaff oot Kulslin.gue Suck lacl

Subject: Wolf Pen & Chambarialn Lane - Case & 20-2ONE-0O78
Data: Mondzy, May 3, 2021 12:48:32 PH.

CAUTION: This emall came from outs|de of Levisullle Metro. Do 10t click links or open anachmeats
unless you recogrize the sender and krow the cantent is safe

1 five at 8415 Waolf Pen Branch #oad and | am reaching out 1o voice my cppositien to the propased
rezening of the property at the intersection of Wolf Pen Branch Road and Chamberlain Lane {Case
HE(-ZONE-0078])

Ethink this propesty is cerrectly zoned as f-4, which is consistent with the existing Woff Pen Branch
corridor and the Wolf Pen Neighberi:ood Area Plan. Rezaning the property to a higher intense
zoning would nal be compatible with the surrounding area and would increase traffic on a nafrow
twa lane, winding road that cannot safely absorh mare traffic. The Wolf Pen Branch corsidor is 2
scenic and histori area that needs W be pratected and maintained as 3 singfe family residential
corridor,

Thanks for your time and cansideration of eey concerns.

R. Eric Cornett
(502) 797-1799 {eell)

corridar to be for single family dwellings, Alloweng this zoning change would forever change
this corridor and the be contrasy te the preservation plan already in place.

In glosing; the Board af Directors of Wolf Trace Homeawners Association strongly cpposes the
proposed zoning change and desire far the continued support of current zaning status,

Regards,

Janet Margquardgt

Fresident af HOA Woll Trace
5102 Rensley Court
Prospect Ky 40059

Fromy ot Jenes

Yot gk, Josl

(=3 feed 5ot agunnisonSacl cony Marguardr Janet
Subje Letter of Opposiion & Jonieg Change Case 20-Zone807k
Dater Honday, May 24, 2021 1112:28 AM

Attachnreats: Chamissiae L2 200 g ot

Importance: High

CAUTEON: Thils emall came tram outslde of Louisville Matro. Do Kot ¢lick khks of open altachments
uniess you recognize the sender and know tne conent Is sate

Dear ki Joel Dock,

'm writing this letter to you as President of the Board of Directors for Wolf Trace Horme Owners
Asscciation. | also am 3 homeowner of $102 Hensley (t Prospect, Ky, 40058 Both my home and
Waolf Trace, a residential development of 215 hommes, are located off af Chamberlain Lane across
fraem Norton Commens. This letter is 4o document streng oppasition by the Home Owners
Assoctation Baard of Direttors to the zoning change which would ailow an oftice complex to be built
on an already heavily congested read making entry and egress difficult for those already lving here.

Representing the Hore Owniers Associatish Board of Directors; we are extrarmely opposed tc this
change in taning for the following reasons:

Increased water run-off will knpact an already over saturated nature greserve ant cominue
damaging the back yards of muttiple home cwners. Muftiple families have bad extreme
erosion af their respective back yards and experienced thousands of dolfars of expenses
refated to mitigating the damage dire to incregsed water runoff. This has been the resuit of
the building af The Grand on Chamberdain Lane 8nd increased apartiment complexes in
Horten Commons. The smail creeks frecuently are over run with water shed due to the
surface parking in these adjacent deveiopments, Allowing this zoning change will further
cause destruction ta the nature preserve and homeowners praperty thraughaut Wolf Pen
Springs development.

{rcreased tralfic cengestion on Chamberlain Lane and the round about will lead to dangercus
traffic conditions, Frequently, water pools across one lane on Chamberlain Lane beneath 171
causing traffic to shiff fames without mitigation. Multipie complaints have been logged to MSD
without permanent resofution. Additionz| traffic wiil be a formuka for disaster 1w an alréady
congested and dangerous arez

Witdiife présenvation in the Nature Preserve at the corner of Chamberfain Lane and Waoi Pen
Brand fipad wilt be negatively impacied by this 7oring change. Mary wikdiife creatures inhabit
this Nature Preserve and building an office complex will create multiple hardships an the
residents of this Nature Preserve. One of the reasons hame owsiers have purchased property
contiguous with the Nature Preserve is to enjoy the wilélife and the natural surrpundings thie
area presents. Light frem the propased office complex will negatively impact the ambrance of
the Mature Preserve and be harmiut 1o the wikdlife that reside in this area,

Lasthy, the Wolf Pen Branch Preservation Plan specifically calls Tor the preservation of this

=
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Feom: lazies Jones

To: Sk Joel

et squnnionSeslcom; spipcuRancom
Subjeer: Case Rambr 2070nE-0078

Date: Saturday, May 22, 021 15012 64

CAUTION: Thiz email came from outslde of Louiswiie Metro, Do not click ks or open anachments
uRless you recognize the sender and know the content is sate

Joel,

The nearly 40 Neighborhood Plans that Metro Council approved
should be enforced.  The Wolf Pen Neighborhood Plan spedcifies single
family residences only and the property asking for zoning change is
curently parfect for its existing R-4 housing option.  All neighborheod
pians should be honored--regardless of what pant of town they are.

Thanks,
James Jones



From: Jaman, oy

Ton Ligck ol

L Base. Sk

Subject: Zonip Case #20-ZONE-GDTS
Pate: Mohazy, May 10, 2021 11:0% 54 a4

CALTHIN: This emait caene from owtside of Totisville Metro. I3 not ¢lick links of opes atiscunents anbess you
recognize the scades 2nd know the content is sefe

Dear Me. Dock,

My rame is Tursmy Switon and 1 live a1 7220 Walf Pes Broneh Roud, 1 wish to muke it knewn tha | opposed the
sezoning of the fand in this erse from R4 to OR-3, This development is completely out of charcter with tfis
reighborhond and blatandy ipnotes the existing Neighborhood Plut that is cartenty in effest

Respectiudly,

Temmy Switow



Dock, l _

From: agunnison@aol.com

Sent: Wednesday, May 5, 2021 7:.03 PM
To: Dock, Joel

Subject: Re: case 20-ZONE-0078

Follow Up Flag: Flag for follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

CAUTION: This email came from outside of Louisville Metro. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe

Thanks for the clarification. Makes sense--I do write you a lot.

Alice

-----QOriginal Message--—--

From: Dock, Joe! <Joel.Dock@iouisvilleky.gov>
To: agunnison@aol.com <agunnison@aocl.com>
Sent: Wed, May 5, 2021 4:.07 pm

Subject: RE: case 20-ZONE-0078

Received. Your comments will be incorporated. This was a simple mistake and omission due to our multiple
communications that weren't necessarily public comments but guestions about process and LDC, etc. Thank you!

Joel P. Dock, AICP
Planner il

Pianning & Design Services
502-574-5860

From: agunnison@aol.com <agunnison@aol.com>
Sent: Monday, May 3, 2021 7:33 PM

To: Dock, Joel <Joel.Dock@louisvilleky.gov>
Subject: case 20-ZONE-0078

CAUTION: This email came from outside of Louisville Metro. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe

Joel--as you can see below, | emailed comments to you (with cc to Scott Reed) on April 26, 2021. |
have to wonder why my name wasn't listed as having been received by April 30th. And could there

be others that got misplaced?

-—---Original Message--—-

From: agunnison@aol.com
To: joel.dock@louisvilleky.gov <joel.dock@louisvilleky.gov>; scolt.reed@louisvilleky.gov <scott. reed@louisvilleky.gov=>

1



Sent: Mon, Apr 26, 2021 10:34 am
Subject: case 20-ZONE-0078

To all Planning Commissioners:

As you know, the Wolf Pen/Chamberlain/Mint Springs corridor is scenic, historic and one of several
unique areas in Jefferson County. Indeed, the current Wolf Pen and Chamberlain roadway paths
appear on the 1858 Bergmann map. Also remaining are many historic structures and history
scattered throughout.

The beauty and character here are irrespective of dollar signs. For over 100 years most properties in
the area have been small to medium sized single family residences scattered in among working
farms. Then developers swooped in, buying up farms and creating the more affluent subdivisions you
see now. But the modest homes and historic structures still remain and cry out for protection.

There are numerous citations in our twice approved Wolf Pen Branch Neighborhood Plan which
support preservation and discourage incompatible development. Putting a 72 ft high office building
(and two smalier ones) in our neighborhood is like building a Walmart ...in the middle of Waterfront
Park.

Likewise, there are many citations in Cornerstone 2040 which state that neighborhoods are
"supported and empowered to participate in land use planning and making policies" and we do not
want to be ignored. We are certainly amenable to working with the developer to put in some housing
choices which could be more "inclusive" and still blend in with the neighborhood. This would be a
much better use for the property and the developer should be strongly encouraged to participate in
this way. If hundreds of neighbors are expected to be more forward-thinking, so should this
developer.

Oppose this totally inappropriate development.

Alice Gunnison
7849 Wolf Pen Branch Rd
Prospect, KY 40059

The information contained in this communication frem the sender is confidential, It is intended solely for use by the
recipient and others authorized to receive it. If you are not the recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure,
copying, distribution or taking action in relation of the contents of this information is strictly prohibited and may be
uriawful.



Dock, Joel

From: Dock, Joel

Sent: Monday, May 3, 2021 2:22 PM

To: stpinlou@aol.com; Alice Gunnison {agunnison@aol.com); Barbara Kelly (elzair@att.net)
Subject: 20-ZONE-0078 cont'd to June 3, 2021 Public Hearing

Steve, Alice, and Barbara,

I'm emailing to inform you that the case will be continued from this coming Thursday’s public hearing to the June 3,
2021 public hearing. The applicant has requested this continuance to revisit the proposed height on the building nearest
Chambertain Lane and continue conversations with representatives of the Wolf Pen Mill Farm.

Joel P. Dock, AICP

Planner i

Planning & Design Services

Department of Develop Louisville

LOUISVILLE FORWARD

444 South Fifth Street, Suite 300

Louisville, KY 40202

502-574-5860
https://louisvilieky.gov/government/planning-design

DEVELOP
LOUISVILLE

LOUISVILLE FORWARD




Dock, Joel

[ O
From: Dock, Joel

Sent: Thursday, April 22, 2021 9:46 AM

To: 'stpinlou@aocl.com’; Liu, Emily

Subject: RE: 20-ZONE-0078

Steve,

The case will be last on the agenda but there is no guarantee that the case won't start before 4 PM. It seems likely to
begin between 3-4 PM based on current agenda items.

Joel P. Dock, AICP

Planner I

Planning & Design Services
502-574-5860

From: stpinfou@aol.com <stpinlou@aol.com>

Sent: Tuesday, April 20, 2021 10:54 AM

To: Liu, Emily <emily liu@louisvilleky.gov>; Dock, Joel <Joel.Dock@louisvilleky.gov>
Subject: 20-ZONE-0078

CAUTION: This email came from outside of Louisville Metro. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe

Emily and Joel,

Instead of a petition requiring a night hearing at a location, could we schedule the hearing on this case to be not before

4:007 The neighbors will be satisfied with that. Thanks.
Steve

Stephen T. Porter
Attorney at Law

2406 Tucker Station Road
Louisville, KY 40295
502-905-9991
stpintou@aagl.com




Dock, Joel

From: Dock, Joel

Sent: Thursday, April 22, 2021 9:45 AM
To: agunnison@aol.com

Ce: elzair@att.net

Subject: RE: Case 20-ZONE-0078

Alice,

1. The parcel of land containing the two homes is not included in the proposal.

2. 1will request that the applicant address this as needed since utility coordination and installation is a construction
phase matter. There is also gas along Chamberlain Lane that intersects the proposed entrance on Chamberlain.

3. The case will be last on the agenda but there is no guarantee that the case wont start before 4 PM. It seems likely
to begin between 3-4 based current agenda items.

Joel P. Dock, AICP

Planner Il

Planning & Design Services
502-574-5860

From: agunnison@aol.com <agunnison@aol.com>
Sent: Wednesday, April 21, 2021 6:32 PM

To: Dock, Joel <loel.Dock@louisvilleky.gov>

Cc: elzair@att.net

Subject: Case 20-ZONE-0078

CAUTION: This email came from cutside of Louisville Metro. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe

Joel-- | have three questions I'd like to ask;

1) The attachment above shows a public hearing sign for May 6, 1 pm. |t is posted on the strip of
land along Wolf Pen which includes the existing house at 8720 and there is another sign in front of
the 1930s house on Chamberlain by the roundabout (I don't know that house number). The area
marked seems to be only the parcel that is currently excluded from the proposed office complex
proposal. There are no other signs on the Chamberlain or Wolf Pen areas indicating the parcel that
is being heard by the Planning Commission on May 6th. We just want to make sure this parcel is not
included in the zoning change case referenced above.

2) I'm trying to figure out where the gas lines are going. Looks like they tie in at the roundabout and
head west on Wolf Pen on the opposite side from the development. Then, they cross the road at the
big curve and head in (near the gaited entrance) toward the buildings. Am | reading this

correctly? How close to the Wolf Pen roadway will these lines run? There are dense trees and brush
on both sides of Wolf Pen on that stretch so it will be a noticeable loss.

3) | believe Steve Porter has requested that our case be heard at 4 pm. Would you have information
about that?



Thanks,
Alice



Dock, Joel

From; Barbara Kelly <elzair@att.net>
Sent: Monday, March 22, 2021 1:52 PM
To: ALICE GUNNISON; Dock, Joel
Subject: Re: Case # 20-ZONE-0078
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

CAUTION: This email came from outside of Louisville Metrc. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe

Is the height of the building measured from grade level? It would not seem that the below grade
height would be included in the total height.

We would request that this project use an externally iluminated monument sign at its entrance on
Chamberlain Lane. This is the pattern for The Grande Senior Center and the planned U of L Rehab
Facility, both nearby on Chamberlain Lane.

To avoid disruptive effects to the neighborhood from illuminated signs, we request that no illuminated
signs be attached to the buildings of this development. You may be aware that Norton Old
Brownsboro Hospital and the nearby Norton Children's Hospital, as well as the planned U of L. Rehab
Hospital agreed not to place illuminated signs on theses buildings on the side toward 1-71 and
Chamberlain Lane, so as to be low impact with regard to signage.

Barbara Kelly

On Monday, March 22, 2021, 10:18:59 AM EDT, Dock, Joel <joel.dock@louisvilleky.gov> wrote:

The height appears to be combination of ceiling height, roof design, and grade. The roof is flat at the top so the height is
measured to the top instead of mean between eaves and ridge as would be typical for a gable roof seen in residential
construction. The back side away from chamberfain contains a below grade level that “walks out”. Primarily the height
would come from ceiling heights though...

The only road improvements available in this record on shown on the proposed development plan. It is not common to
have roadway plans/construction plans during development plan/rezoning phase of the project. The proposal will extend
sidewalks from the interstate side of the property on Chambertain up to Wolf Pen/Norton Commons intersection. No
improvements or sidewalks are proposed on Wolif Pen Branch Road.

Joel P. Dock, AICP

Planner il



Planning & Design Services

502-574-5860

From: Barbara Kelly <elzair@att.net>

Sent: Sunday, March 21, 2021 4.08 PM

To: ALICE GUNNISON <agunnison@aol.com=; Dock, Joel <Joel.Dock@louisvilleky.gov>
Subject; Re: Case # 20-ZONE-0078

CAUTION: This email came from outside of Louisville Metro. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe

Joel,

Thank you for sending these renderings. In the 72' building closest to Chamberlain Lane, it appears
that of the 4 floors, the ceiling height of the first floor is exceptionally high. Is that what accounts for
the additional height over a typical 4-story building?

Also, please send the road plan improvements proposed for Chamberlain Lane and Wolf Pen Branch
Road.

Thank you,

Barbara Kelly

On Thursday, March 18, 2021, 10:12:34 AM EDT, Dock, Joel <joel.dock@louisvilleky.gov> wrote:

I've attached a set of renderings. Height proposed is 72'; max permitted in OR-3 is 45" with exceptions to allow additional
height based on the increased setback. They have not pursued exceptions and submitted variance instead.

Here's the exception:



Additional height is aliowed, if all required setbacks are increased five feet for each additional ten feet of building height,
or fraction thereof, over 45 feet. This exira setback does not apply to off-street parking and maneuvering areas. Non-
residential uses are subject to building height limits as established in Table 5.3.2

Joel P. Dock, AICP
Planner |
Planning & Design Services

502-574-5860

From: Barbara Kelly <elzair@att.net>

Sent: Thursday, March 18, 2021 8:56 AM
To: ALICE GUNNISON <agunnison@aol.com>; Dock, Joel <Joel.Dock@louisvilleky.gov>

Subject: Re: Case # 20-ZONE-0078

CAUTION: This email came from outside of Louisville Metro. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe

Joel,

What height is the proposed building needing the variance, and what is the allowed height?

Thank you.

-Barbara Kelly

Cn Thursday, March 18, 2021, 9:20:15 AM EDT, Dock, Joel <jpel.dock@louisvilleky.gov> wrote:




1. A height variance is requested for the building nearest Chamberlain Lane.
The public wili be able to interact on video and verbally interact with all parties to ask a questions and make
statements. The procedure remains the same from in-person meetings — staff presents, applicant/support, neutral
parties, opposition rebutial, committee deliberation.

3. OR-3 allows for high density residential development and is calculated based on the type of units provisioned
(studio, 1 bed, 2 or more bedrooms). This type of conversation may require revised plan, however.

Joel P. Dock, AICP
Pianner i
Ptanning & Design Services

502-574-5860

From: ALICE GUNNISON <agunnison@aol.com>
Sent: Thursday, March 18, 2021 9:14 AM
To: Dock, Joel <Joel.Dock@louisvilleky.gov>

Cc: elzair@att.net
Subject: Case # 20-ZONE-0078

CAUTION: This email came from outside of Louisville Metro. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe

Hi, Joel--I have a couple of questions | thought you might be able to easily
answer for me:

1) Is the applicant asking for a height variance? I'm thinking he must be,
given he wants a 4 story building in a SFR neighborhood.

2) Will we be able to see other participants and verbally ask questions on
the Web-Ex LD&T meeting on March 25th? Lately, all the Web-Ex
meetings I've been on have only allowed written questions and did not
permit us to know who else was attending. This is such a user unfriendly
approach. Hope LD&T will be different.

4



3) The applicant is proposing OR-3, asking for office buildings. Let's say
he builds offices but later can't find enough tenants, can he then convert
some of those offices or buildings to residential?

Thanks,

Alice G

The information contained in this communication from the sender is confidential. It is intended solely for use by the recipient and cthers
authorized to receive it If you are not the recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure, copying, distribution or taking action in
relation of the contents of this information is strictly prohibited and may be unlawful.



Dock, Joel

From: Robert Towler <roberttowler@hotmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 24, 2021 2:32 PM

To: Dock, Joel

Cc: Deborah Towler; Ariet Kronenberg; Gene Marshall; Robert Towler; Mark Shackiette;
growelaw@belisouth.net; Ken; Jacqueline Grimley

Subject: Case Number 20-zone-0078

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

CAUTION: This email came from outside of Louisville Metro. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe

Dear Mr.. Dock,
t am writing to you regarding the proposed development at 5220 Chamberlain Lane. | appreciate your efforts to keeping

the public informed of this project and look forward to our on-line call tomorrow at 1:00pm. | live at 9510 Hayden Creek
Court and our property backs up to the nature preserve contiguous with both Chamberlain Lane and Wolf Pen Branch
Road. The nature preserve provides a great buffer area between Wolf Pen Springs development and the traffic on |-71,
especially in the summer time when the trees are in full foliage. When the leaves have fallen from these trees we will
have a clear unobstructed view of the office buildings and parking lots proposed at this site.

My request is simple and is meant to be supportive of this project but protective of some level the view of the nature
preserve and the wildlife that inhabit this protected area. Below is a summary of my request:

1. Light management — limit the brightness of light emitted at night time to keep the appearance of the woods for
human and animal inhabitants.

2. Privacy and preservation of nature preserve view — Plant additional trees and shrubs that are at high enough
elevation to preserve the wooded environment.

3. Ensure traffic on Chamberlain Lane is not impacted at the round-a-bout intersection causing delays to traffic on
Chamberiain Lane, Norton Commons, and Wolif Pen Branch Road.

4. Ensure run off of water shed from surface parking is not diverted towards the nature preserve. We have
experienced significantly increased water run off as Norton Commons and The Grand have developed properties
contiguous with the nature preserve.

Thanks for your support and | appreciate your efforts at keeping the adjacent property owners informed of this project,

Sincerely,

Robert D. Towler, MBA, MT{ASCP)
Sent from Mail for Windows 10



Dock, Joel

From: Barbara Keily <elzair@att.net>
Sent: Thursday, March 25, 2021 5:23 PM
To: Dock, Joel

Subject: Re: Chamberlain Woods Office Park
Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

CAUTION: This email came from outside of Louisville Metro. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe

We are requesting no illuminated signs on any sides of the buildings, and requesting an externally
iluminated monument entrance sign.

Barbara

On Thursday, March 25, 2021, 2:43:13 PM EDT, Dock, Joel <joel.dock@louisvilleky.gov> wrote:

To ciarify, you're reguesting no illumination or externally illuminated only?

Joel P. Dock, AICP
Planner l|
Planning & Design Services

502-574-5860

From: Barbara Kelly <elzair@att.net>

Sent: Thursday, March 25, 2021 2:28 PM
To: Dock, Joet <Joel.Dock@louisvileky.gov>
Subject: Chamberlain Woods Office Park

CAUTION: This email came from outside of Louisville Metro. Do not click links or open
attachments unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe




Joel,

You were going to add a binding element regarding not placing illuminated signs on the buildings,
following the example of Old Brownsboro Crossing buildings adjacent I-71 and Chamberlain Lane. |
don't see that in the list. Can you add that?

Barbara Kelly

The information contained in this communication from the sender is confidential. It is intended solely for use by the
recipient and others authorized to receive it. If vou are not the recipient, you are hereby notified that any disclosure,
copying, distribution or taking action in relation of the contents of this information is strictly prohibited and may be
uniawful.



From: marshall.genev iLeom

To: Dock |

Cc: "Robert Towler': "Gur Mukh": kathygbrand@gmait.com
Subject: 20-zone-0078

Date: Wednesday, March 24, 2021 1:23:09 PM

CAUTION: This email came from outside of Louisville Metro. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe

Dear Mr. Dock,

Thank you for the opportunity to comment on the 5220 Chamberlain Road rezoning project. We live
at 5401 Merribrock Lane and look off our rear deck to see deer, turkey, squirrel, many different
birds, and a few skunks. it is a wooded view of the Wolf Penn Springs Cpen Space. If we look to our
right off our deck in the winter, we see the house that is shown to remain in the development.
Behind that house, we will see the parking lot lighting and the upper floors of the proposed 4 story
building. Our request is simple. We wouid like some kind of light management so that the
development is not overwhelmingly noticeable at night and some additional tall bushes and or
trees in front of the house. It is unlikely that we can avoid seeing the 4 story building, but given our
angle of view up towards the house, a little landscaping in front of it, would hide a good bit. There
are times that traffic is backed up at the traffic circle both into and out of Norton Commons, but
good traffic management at the entrance fo the development could help avoid adding to that
probiem.

As an FYI, the Gandhi’s at 5400 Merribrook Lane sold their house to Preet Shah. | let him know about
the develocpment.

All of my neighbors are concerned about what they will have to fook at from their rear decks. Light
management and adequate bush/tree buffers will go a long way in preserving the wooded
environment we were once in.

Thank you for what you are doing to keep adjacent property owners aware of the project.
Best regards,

Gene and Becky Marshall
5401 Merribrook Lane
Prospect, Ky 40059
502-419-6205



From: Arncld/Carol Zegatt

To: Dock, Jeel

Subject: Case # 20-Zone-Q078 i

Date: Wednesday, March 24, 2021 3:14:17 PM

CAUTION: This email came from outside of Louisville Metro. Do not click links or open attachments
uniless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe

I am writing to express my opposition to the zoning change,
case # 20-Zone-0078 to be discussed on Thursday, March
25th, 2021.

I am a long time resident of Wolf Pen Branch Rd since October,
1966. Others have expressed all the right reasons for the
opposition, such as increased traffic, potential storm damage
run-offs, ruining the scenic & historic view shed, etc etc which
you'all have heard many times before and usually ignore.
Usually the well financed developer & his excellent well
financed zoning attorney prevail as the L D & T Committee
always fall in line believing that any major commercial
development is always better economically for the overall
community. The long term residential opponents of such
developments are always discounted. Of course this has been
a great boom for Oldham County as many former
Louisville/Jefferson County residents flock there to escape
commercial encroachment.

We spent many hours working with City Government
developing, implementing and updating the Neighborhood
Pian. If you approve the zoning change along with the
proposed office building complex plan, which quite honestly 1
expect you to do, you have confirmed my belief that PUBLIC
PARTICIPATION IS A SHAM & just a continuing PR stunt to
"give the public a voice". When the chips are down & push
comes to shove, LD&T always sides with the development
community. I dare you to prove me wrong.

Sincerely,



Arnold J. Zegart
7800 Wolf Pen Branch Rd.
Prospect, Ky 40059



From: Marsha Weinstein

To: Dock !
Subject: Case # 20-ZONE-0078
Date: Tuesday, March 23, 2021 1:43:30 PM

CAUTION: This email came from outside of Louisville Metro. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recegnize the sender and know the content is safe

Mr Dock,
Please record my comments into the record.

The Wolf Pen Branch Road Corridor has always been an historic rural area in Jefferson
County with very low density of residential property, therefore making it totally inappropriate
to build office buildings in this neighborhood. Four story buildings do not belong! The
utilities for these buildings will result in removal of the natural landscape of trees and bushes
which further erodes the character of this Jefferson County treasure!!!

I am proud of the Neighborhood Plan we wrote in 2006 with the input and support of the
residents Everyone who lives here are well aware of the water problems that occur when it
rains as water last many days. Increased traffic on Wolf Pen Branch Road has made it
extremely dangerous for residents to simply walk to their neighbors homes and children are

always at risk when they are playing outside.
Please stop the madness of destroying this historic neighborhood!

Marsha Weinstein
5608 Wolf Pen Trace
Prospect, KY 40059

Marsha Weinstein
5608 Wolf Pen Trace
Prospect, KY 40059
502-819-2537



From: Woif Pen Estates Community Association

To: Dock, Joel

Cc: Ashburner Clifford; Abdul Jabbar; Patricia Ahmed
Subject: Case Number 20-Z0NE-0078

Date: Wednesday, March 24, 2021 10:59:06 AM

CAUTION: This email came from outside of Louisville Metro.?7Do not click links or open attachments unless you
recognize the sender and know the content is safe

Mr. Dock: I am the President of the Wolf Pen Estates Community Association, Inc. We are the fegal Homeowners
Association for the Woif Pen Estates Subdivision on Wolif Pen Branch Road in Prospect. A few of our lots have a
contiguous property [ine with the property affected by the Case Number listed above and for which rezoning from
R-4 to OR-3 has been requested. 1 write to advise the Planning Commission that, after several months of
negotiations, the WPECA has reached a written agreement with the Developers of the property in question that
satisfies our concerns. We support the rezoning provided that the detailed plans, waivers and variances as listed are
implemented. The Agreement was approved by a unanimous vote of the members of the HOA at a meeting this
week. Should you have further questions, do not hesitate to contact me. Thank you.

Lisa Fleming

President

Wolf Pen Estates Community Association, Inc.
502-439-4081



From: Seth ). Singleton

To: Dock, i
Subject: Comments re: Case No. 20-ZONE-Q078
Date: Wednesday, March 24, 2021 10:38:3% AM

CAUTION: This email came from outside of Loulsvilie Metro, Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe

Mr. Dock:

I am writing to submit my comments regarding Case No. 20-ZONE-0078, which is set to be
discussed at the upcoming Land Development & Transportation Committee meeting on
Thursday, March 25, 2021 at 1:00 PM. I ask that my comments be entered into the record.

I am a resident of Wolf Pen Branch Road and | oppose this development as currently
proposed. There are several reasons for my opposition but the one that stands out is the
potential the development has to increase thru-traffic on Wolf Pen Branch Road. This corridor
is a scenic and historic route cherished by not only nearby residents, but all Jefferson
residents. Approving this development will only increase thru-traffic, ultimately disrupting the
scenic and tranguil character of the Wolf Pen Branch corridor.

The secondary proposed entrance on Wolf Pen Branch Road will ensure this increased traffic.
Although this secondary entrance is proposed as an "emergency” entrance only, there is no
guarantee that this will remain in perpetuity. Many developments have installed gates on
emergency entrances only to have those gates remain open for general use. This will onty
create dangerous conditions near the blind curve on Wolf Pen Branch Road where the
secondary entrance is proposed. And widening Wolf Pen Branch Road to accommodate the
secondary entrance would further the disruption caused to the corridor.

In addition to the increased thru-traffic on Wolf Pen Branch Road, this proposed development
will undoubtedly create problems for water management to the Wolf Pen Branch watershed.
Wolf Pen Branch Road experiences significant flooding during any given year, namely due to
other nearby development, and the proposed detention basins will not adequately offset the
increased stormwater run-off created by this proposed development.

This development will also add to the surrounding light pollution, which will negatively
impact the overall ambiance of the area. And, in the same vein, it will add to the surrounding
noise poliution. Not only by the initial construction, but also by the increased traffic and
activity created by tenants, clients, and visitors to this proposed development.

Next, the development's proposed utilities will require the removal of natural landscape. As a
result, it will greatly disrupt the scenic feel to Wolf Pen Branch Road. This will also deplete
the much-needed landscape for native wildlife, forcing them into the line of traffic and
creating a dangerous environment for drivers and bikers.

It must also be considered that there is a 2-story rehabilitation facility proposed on property
adjacent to this development. This further adds to the potential disruptions to the scenic Wolf
Pen Branch corridor, including traffic, light pollution, water management, and natural



landscaping. This development does not consider this adjacent development.

And lastly, this development does not fit into the Wolf Pen Branch Road neighbor plan that
has been in effect since 2006 and updated in 2012. The neighborhood plan limits development
to low- and very low-density residential. The proposed office buildings do not conform with
the neighbor plan. They are completely out of character for the scenic and historic Wolf Pen
Branch corridor. It will be argued by proponents of the development that they are not required
to abide by the neighborhood plan. The Wolf Pen Branch Road neighbor plan was approved
by the Louisville Metro Government. Accordingly, our public servants have indicated a desire
for the Wolf Pen Branch area to retain its scenic and historic atmosphere.

Thank you, Mr. Dock.

Best,

Seth J. Singleton, Esq.
sinal Domail



D[f{ STROBO BARKLEY r..c

March 24, 2021

Louisville Metro Planning
Commission Members

LDT Committee

444 South 5th Street, Suite 300
Louisville, Kentucky 40202

Joel Dock, AICP, Planner H

Louisville Metro Planning & Design Services
444 South 5th Street, Suite 300

Louisville, Kentucky 40202

Re:  Opposition to Change in Zoning¥form District, 20-ZONE-0078
Property Owner: McMahan Holdings, LLC and Roy F. McMahan 1
Applicant: McMahan Holdings, LLC
5220 Chamberlain Road

Dear Louisville Metro Planning Commission, LDT Committee Members, and Planning
Staff:

Thank you for the opportunity to comment. This firm represents Wolf Pen Mill
Farm, LLC (“Wolf Pen Mill”), a historic 412-acre farm protected by conservation easement
property in Jefferson County, Kentucky, adjacent to the property proposed for a change in
zoning{form district. McMahan Holdings, LLC submitted an application for a zone change
for property owned by McMahan Holdings, LLC and RoyF. McMahan 1! (collectively
“McMahan™ or “Applicant™) located at 5220 Chamberlain Road near Norton Commons.
McMahan requests a zone change from the current zoning designation of SingleFamily
Residential (“R4"") to O fficeResidential (“OR3").

Wolf Pen Mill is opposed to the application because the proposed change violates
the Comprehensive Plan 2040 (“Comp. Plan™) the Louisville Land Development Code
(“L.DC?), as well as the Wolf Pen Branch Neighborhood Plan. The requested zone change
would exacerbate already problematic stormwater flows and further threaten this historic
property and mill which the Comp. Plan, LDC, and Neighborhood Plan seek to prevent.
For the following reasons, Wolf Pen Mill opposes the application.

BACKGROUND

A Change in ZoningForm District Pre-Application, 20-ZONEPA-0054, was filed on
June 22, 2020 by McMahan for property located at 5220 Chamberlain Road with a total
area to be rezoned listed as 33.79 acres. The requested zoning of Office Residential or OR-
3 is to be used for constructing the Chamberlain Woods Office Park — 270,000 square feet
of office space, which according to plans, would include three different buildings, one that
is four stories high and two buildings both two stories high each, as well as approximately
853 parking spaces. On August 17, 2020, the Change in ZoningForm District Application
was filed as case number 20-ZONE-0078, which contained largely the same information as
the pre-application.

mAMGAL & 5TRORE retrobogetrobobarkieyvcom § clav A esrxiey charkloy@stobobarkliey.com
238 5. 5th Strest, Sulte 817 | Louisville, Kentucky 2207 | wwwstrohobarkleycom | (502} 200-578 puong | {502) 376535 racsnais



Wolf Pen Mill Comments| 3/24/2021
Page 2 of 9

The Wolf Pen Branch Neighborhood is a predominately rural area of north east
Jefferson County, rich in historic, cultural, and environmental character, The area
stretches down a 6.4-mile corridor that includes all of Wolf Pen Branch Road and Mint
Spring Branch Road, as well as portions of Chamberlain Lane. The preservation of the
scenic Wolf Pen Branch Neighborhood has become increasingly important within the last
few decades as developments continue to degrade the watershed and viewshed. There are
only a few parcels of commercial land in the area, close to the River Road intersection,
although there is substantial commercial growth on Brownsboro Road at 12265. The
Neighborhood Plan was enacted to ensure that future development would be compatible
with the existing plan, which mainly consists of “low,” “very low,” to “extremely low”
density singlefamily residential developments. This zone change is inconsistent with the
Neighborhood’s goals and the properly adopted Wolf Pen Branch Neighborhood Plan.

Wolf Pen Mill Farm is a crown jewel of the Wolf Pen Branch Neighborhood. The
Wolf Pen Mill is a stone corn mill constructed in the early 1800s and is one of the oldest
functioning mills in the Commonwealth. Its picturesque water wheel and stone foundation
are the lynchpin of the 412-acre tract that was permanently protected in 1999 by
conservation easements donated to River Fields and the Kentucky Heritage Council. The
farm is also home to a rare collection of the region’s native wildflowers as well as the
federally endangered plant, the running buffalo clover. The farm is also known as the
home to the “largest and most significant plant community” in the region.

The Wolf Pen Branch watershed is approximately 1,440 acres and the name-sake
stream is a protected perennial bluedine stream. The area is already inundated with
stormwater runoff from sprawling development upstream. Just recently, after the days of
heavy rain at the end of February, increased stormwater flows from upstream properties
inundated the stream, threatening the stability of the mill. The flooding significantly
damaged three bridges on the Wolf Pen Mill Farm. All three bridges were covered with
heavy debris and water eroded abutments and undercut the driveway on the downstream
side due to the tremendous velocity of water in the stream. The abutments and
foundations were heavily damaged and after an engineer’s inspection, it is clear that one
bridge requires replacement which is now underway. Cost of these repairs will be
significant.

Inadequate stormwater drainage from this massive development will be significant
and without proper mitigation measures in place, key features of Wolf Pen Mill Farm
could be completely destroyed.

According to the application, the office complex would span across 800 feet of
frontage on Wolf Pen Branch Road, and 800 feet of frontage on Chamberlain Lane. The
complex is located within the Neighborhood Form District. The Wolf Pen Mill believes the
area should remain residential, as intended by the Neighborhood Plan and because of its
location within a Neighborhood Form District.

Because the proposed zone change would allow large commercial complexes which
will undoubtedly increase stormwater flows which already pose a substantial threat to the
historic integrity of the property Wolf Pen Mill must oppose this action. Further, the

2



Wolf Pen Mill Comments| 3/24/2021
Page 3 of 9

Applicant fails to comply with the Comp. Plan, LDC, and Neighborhood Plan, as outlined
below. Therefore, the zone change application should be DENIED.

SUMMARY OF OPPOSITION

1)} The application is incompatible with Louisville’s 2040 Cornerstone Plan,
specifically violating Sections 4.1, 4.4, and 4.5. The proposed development is
incompatible with the Neighborhood Form District and has the potential to
exacerbate the already intense flooding suffered by the downstream Wolf Pen
Mill and therefore should be denied.

2) The proposed zone change is inconsistent with the Land Development Code and
is better suited as R-4 versus OR3.

3) The proposed use is inconsistent with the Wolf Pen Branch Neighborhood Plan
as it violates the Plan’s intended designation of the area as Extremely Low to
Very Low Density Residential.

4) The proposed zone district change violates KRS 100.213(1) and therefore must
be denied.

COMMENTS IN OPPOSITION

1) THEPROPOSED USE DOESNOT COMPLY WITH THE 2040 COMPREHENSIVE PLAN

A. The application is incompatible with the Comp. Plan and its designated
Neighborhood Form District.

Louisville Metro has implemented a layered approach to planning and
development review which assigns parcels a traditional zoning designation as well as a
Form District. A a development must be reviewed for whether it complies with the
traditional zoning designation which regulate land use and density, as well as the form-
based designs such as height and setbacks.

McMahan’s plan seeks to transform and further erode a rural residential area with a
270,000 sq. fi. office complex located at the headwaters of Wolf Pen Branch.

The Neighborhood Form Area is defined as, “A pattern of development
characterized by mostly residential areas that are served by neighborhood-scale shops and
services at locations that have public spaces such as parks and playgrounds.” Comp. Pian at
111, see also Section 4.1, Policy 3.1.3. The proposed development does not comply with the
definition for a Neighborhood Form District as any commercial use cannot be described as
“neighborhood-scale shops and services.” Policy 3.1.3 lays out other similar mixtures of the
appropriate civic uses including “offices, shops, restaurants and services” but mandates that
these “neighborhood centers should be at a scale that is appropriate for nearby
neighborhoods.” Comp. Plan at 41. The Comp. Plan does not contemplate locating
270,000 sq. ft. of office complex within its Neighborhood Form District.



Wolf Pen Mill Comments| 3/24/2021
Page 4 of 9

The Neighborhood Form is reserved for “predominantly residential uses ... that
blend compatibly into the existing landscape and neighborhood areas.” Id. (emphasis
added). These large-scale office complexes proposed by McMahan that range from 24
stories tall with a total of 853 parking spaces will not blend compatibly into the scenic and
historic landscape of Wolf Pen Branch Road. Nor will these complexes blend compatibly
into the other single family residential neighborhoods on the property’s north side.

According to the Comp. Plan, “high-density uses,” like the one proposed here, “will
be limited in scope to minor or major arterials and to areas that have limited impact on the
low to moderate density residential areas.” Id. This development would be better suited on
a major arterial like Brownsboro Road versus on Wolf Pen Branch Road and Chamberlain
Lane, on top of a Wolf Pen Branch headstream. While 800 or so feet of the complex has
frontage on Wolf Pen Branch Road, approximately 2,000 or so of that remaining side will
face residential neighbors of Wolf Pen Estates as well as residents near Deepa Drive. The
neighboring assisted living facility, with its mainly permanent residents and limited staff, is
not compatible in use with the bustling traffic of hundreds of cars every day at peak rush
hour times going to and from work at the office facility.

The Comp. Plan’s Form Districts exist to [e[nsure new development and
redevelopment are compatible with the scale and site design of nearby existing
development and with the desired pattern of development within the Form District.”
Comp. Plan Section 4.1, Policy 4, p. 45. This development does not satisfy this objective.
The Comp. Plan also seeks to “[d]iscourage non+esidential expansion into existing
residential neighborhoods unless applicant can demonstrate that any adverse impact on
residential uses will be mitigated.” Id. at Section 6. Vegetative buffers, open spaces,
landscaping, site design, building heights, building design, materials, and orientation all
assist in transitioning different density categories. The applicant argues that there will be
adequate barriers between the proposed office buildings and the adjacent residential
properties as well as Wolf Pen Branch Road, claiming this will offset any light, noise, and
traffic in and out of the complex. The applicant has not demonstrated that adequate
mitigation of adverse impacts will be used to properly form boundaries and/ or transition
between these 24 story office buildings, and the scenic corridor of Wolf Pen Branch Road
and its surrounding residential areas. Neighboring residents are concerned about noise and
light pollution from the office buildings as well as from the parking lots, while Wolf Pen
Mill is concerned with increased traffic during peak rush hour and the lack of stormwater
management plan in the current design from this proposed high-density complex.

B. The application is incompatible with the Comp. Plan’s policies regarding
livability, conservation, and economic development.

This application aiso fails to meet several other goals and policies set forth in the
Comp. Plan. Section 4.5 of the Comp. Plan address livability concerns. One of the guiding
principles of the Comp. Plan is to provide for appropriate growth and development while
also supporting the natural environment as well as air, water and soil quality. See Comp.
Plan’s CHASE Principles, p. 32.

Goal 1 within the Livability Section is to “Protect and enhance the natural
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environment and integrate it with the built environment as development occurs.” Within
the same section, Policy 10 states, “Mitigate negative development impacts to the watershed
and its capacity to transport stormwater by discouraging changes to stream channels and
drainage features.” Comp. Plan at Section 4.5, Goal 1, Policy 10. This zone change would
allow negative impacts to the Wolf Pen Branch watershed, including overwhelming its
already strained capacity to transport stormwater as 270,000 square feet of office space and
853 parking spaces will only eliminate access to stream channels and natural drainage
features, exacerbating flooding of downstream properties like Wolf Pen Mill.

Section 4.5, Goal 1, Policy 12 seeks to “[m]inimize impervious surface area and take
advantage of soil saturation capacities.” Id. at 89. Policy 17 prioritizes adequate site
selection in order to mitigate disturbance to “groundwater resources, flow patterns, and
existing and proposed surface drainage.” Id. Policy 26 states, “Ensure that drainage systems
are designed to be capable of accommodating the runoff from development upstream,
assuming a fullydeveloped watershed and an increased frequency of intense storm events.”
Id. at 90. Policy 28 would mandate onsite management and treatment of stormwater,
because this development will increase runoff. This plan violates all of these policies. As
previously mentioned, Wolf Pen Mill is already being threatened by intense storm events
like the flooding in late February that continue to cause erosion issues. The increased
frequency, volume, and velocity of flows is also threatening the historic mill’s operation
and underlying structure. There have been no assurances from the Applicant regarding
mitigation of increased runoff from a large, upstream development. This in violation of
multiple policies within Section 4.5, Goal 1.

The McMahan application is also inconsistent with Section 4.4 of the Comp. Plan
regarding economic development. Goal 1, Policy 3 states to “[Ijocate commercial uses
generating high volumes of traffic on a major arterial street, at the intersection of two
minor arterials, or at a location with adequate access to a major arterial and at locations
where nuisances and activities of the proposed use will not adversely affect adjacent areas.”
Comp. Plan at 83. As noted above, noise and light pollution from the office buildings and
parking lots will create nuisances for nearby residential properties. The development will
generate high volumes of traffic on minor arterials, which are inadequately designed for
peak rush hour traffic to and from the office complex.

The application is inconsistent with Louisville Metro’s Comp. Plan. It is better
suited being zoned R4 and is inconsistent with the Neighborhood Form District, as well as
Comp. Plan Sections 4.1, 4.4, and 4.5. The zone change should be DENIED.

2) THEPROPOSED USE ISINCONSISTENT WiTH THE LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE

The property is better suited for R4 Zoning versus OR-3.

McMahan’s proposal would alter the current zoning designation of SingleFamily
Residential (*R4™) to OfficeResidential (‘OR-3""). The permitted land uses within R4 are
the same as the permitted uses in the R-1 Residential Single Family District. See LDC
2.2.6(A). Uses include accessory buildings, agricultural uses, community residences,
country clubs, singlefamily dwellings, family care home, home occupations, as well as
residential care facilities. Commercial and office complexes are not permitted in R4.
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1t is worth noting that the assisted living facility, on the other side of Chamberlain
Lane, adjacent to the proposed development, is on a property that is also zoned R4. To the
extent McMahan argues that this use is consistent with that of its neighbors, Wolf Pen Mill
argues that the assisted living facility is a permitted use in R4 and is an appropriate
transition for locating near singlefamily residences, while a largescale office complex is
not.

On the other hand, Office/ Residential District zoning, OR-3, is designated for
dwellings with multiple families such as apartment hotels, assisted living residences,
community residences, boarding and lodging houses, office buildings, barbers and
hairdressers, medical laboratories, physical fitness instruction, fraternities and sororities
and other clubs and lodges, as well as portrait studios. See LDC 2.3.4. The proposed
development is not suited for a primarily R4 designated area despite the Staff Report’s
finding that an office district is appropriate at this location because it is adjacent to the
interstate, mixed-use development, and assisted living community. The Staff Report’s
finding ignores the fact that all of the development cited is on the east side of Chamberlain
Lane. The entire west side of Chamberlain Lane is exclusively residential so this
development would encroach in these residential areas and is wholly inconsistent with the
current pattern of development. The only area near the proposed site that is designated as
ORS33 is the Lowe’s and Costco area — which is not at all consistent with the scenic
neighborhood feel of Wolf Pen Branch — and is located on the other side of 171 where
development is more appropriate.

If the Commission were to ultimately allow this zone change, it would result in the
unnecessary expansion of OR-3 permitted uses in an exclusive R4 area. This encroachment
only further erodes and threatens the historic Wolf Pen Branch area. OR-3 uses should
remain on the other side of I-7] between the Brownsboro Road exit from the Gene
Snyder, where other OR-3 development already exists and should not permeate that 1-71
barrier, nor the west side of Chamberlain Lane. The proposed site is better suited for all
residents and travelers along Wolf Pen Branch Road and Chamberlain Lane remaining R-
4.

3. THEPROPOSED USE DOESNOT COMPLY WITH THE NEIGHBORHOOD PLAN

The property is currently zoned R4. This zoning is consistent with the Wolf Pen
Branch Neighborhood Plan’s intended designation of the area as Extremely Low to Very
Low Density Residential. McMahan is requesting a zone change to OfficeResidential (OR-
3} a designation which would be wholly inconsistent with the Neighborhood Plan. The
Neighborhood Plan specifically emphasizes — “New development within the neighborhood
should conform to the existing scenic roadway alignments, be compatible with the existing
rural residential development pattern and safeguard the scenic, environmental, historic
and cultural resources of the Wolf Pen Branch Neighborhood.” See Neighborhood Plan at 20.
This proposed zone change violates the stated objective.

Likewise, the Staff Report notes several goals that are emphasized in the
Neighborhood Plan including an emphasis on restricting future development to single
family residential, promoting the voluntary use of conservation easements as open space
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buffers to protect existing homesteads, implementing sitespecific landscape buffers and
building setbacks to maintain historic setbacks, require tree canopy preservation, reduce
light pollution, as well as limiting roadway improvements which could endanger joggers,
bicyclists, and horse back riders.

The applicant is not in compliance with numerous provisions of the Wolf Pen
Branch Neighborhood Plan. The development would ignore the neighborhood’s plan to
restrict future development to single family residential use and also would threaten existing
tree canopy and historic setbacks. The applicant continuously notes that its plan would
“preserve the vast majority of the tree canopy on the subject property,” but admittedly the
development would require removal of some of the existing canopy. The development
would also ignore the neighborhood’s goal of reducing light pollution as street lighting
would need to be installed for the 853 parking spaces, and light pollution from the three
building complexes would permeate the surrounding neighborhood at all hours of the day
and likely throughout the night. Neighborhood Plan at 12.

Recommendation 6 from the Wolf Pen Branch Neighborhood Plan reiterates the
neighborhood’s desire to “preserve existing open space, minimize impacts to adjoining
neighbors, enhance scenic corridor view sheds and protect historic, cultural, archaeological
and natural resources, including scenic view sheds, farmlands, water bodies, wetlands and
wildlife habitat.” Id. This zone change would violate each of these provisions. The proposal
would eliminate existing open space, would create additional noise and light nuisances for
neighbors, would degrade the scenic corridors, and threaten existing historic and cultural
resources ~ namely the Wolf Pen Farm Mill.

Regarding mobility in the Wolf Pen Branch Neighborhood, the plan notes that
“through traffic is the exception and not the norm.” This development would increase
through traffic on the narrow, twodane Wolf Pen Branch Road, jeopardizing the safety of
residents and general aesthetic of the scenic route. Many of Wolf Pen Branch’s residents
travel on Wolf Pen and Chamberlain Lane toward Mint Spring Branch Road, both of
which will now be inundated with rush hour traffic entering and exiting the 270,000
square foot office complex. Again, this higher volume of traffic from the proposed
development will threaten the safety of walkers, runners, bikers, and horse riders who often
enjoy Wolf Pen Branch Road, which violates the Neighborhood Plan’s policy to encourage
the multimodal use of all roadways within the neighborhood. The Plan continuously
emphasizes its desire to ensure that Wolf Pen Branch Road is maintained as a scenic
roadway and does not become a connector route. This zone change would undermine this
objective.

As directed in the Pre-application Staff Report, the “applicant/ developer [must]
strive to ensure compliance with the Wolf Pen Branch Neighborhood Plan and
demonstrate such compliance clearly on the development plan and/ or renderings to
address landscape buffers and tree canopy, architectural design elements, historic context,
and roadway improvements.” So far, the applicant has been noncompliant with the goals
and objectives outlined in the Neighborhood Plan.

4, THEPROPOSED ZONE DISTRICT CHANGE VIOLATES KRS 100.213(1)
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The proposed zone change violates KRS 100.213(1) which states in pertinent part:

Before any map amendment is granted, the planning commission or the legislative
body or fiscal court must find that the map amendment is in agreement with the
adopted comprehensive plan, or, in the absence of such a finding, that one (1) or
more of the following apply and such finding shall be recorded in the minutes and
records of the planning commission or the legislative body or fiscal court:

(a) That the existing zoning classification given to the property is
inappropriate and that the proposed zoning classification is appropriate;

(b) That there have been major changes of an economic, physical, or social
nature within the area involved which were not anticipated in the
adopted comprehensive plan and which have substantially altered the
basic character of such area.

The proposal does not meet the requirements of KRS 100.213 for a zone change is
not in agreement with the Comp. Plan. The Applicant also has not proven that either
exception applies and that the existing zoning classification is inappropriate or that there
have been major economic, physical, or social changes in the area which were not
anticipated when the Comp. Plan was adopted. As such, the proposed zone change is
contrary to statute and cannot be granted under any circumstance.

5. WOLFPEN MILL FARM IS SEEKING ADDITIONAL PROTECTIONS TO WOLF PEN
BRANCH.

The Comp. Plan requires the Commission to take into consideration water quality.
Wolf Pen Mill Farm is currently in discussions with the Kentucky Division of Water to add
further protections to Wolf Pen Branch, especially as Wolf Pen Mill is dependent on a
healthy, unaltered stream. As stated above, Wolf Pen Mill Farm is protected from
development with a conservation easement and has been so protected since 1999. The
integrity of Wolf Pen Branch is critical to the preservation and operation of Wolf Pen Mill,
one of the oldest operating mills in the country. The Planning Commission should refrain
from approving any new development until the Qutstanding State Resource Water process
is completed, and the developer can assure that any changes in the water quality do not
negatively affect the mill, which is part of a multimillion dollar effort to preserve Wolf Pen
Mill Farm and the mill itself.

CONCLUSION

The proposed land use is wholly incompatible with the Comprehensive Plan, 1.DC,
and Neighborhood Plan as it violates numerous provisions in each. The proposed complex
will be a nuisance to the surrounding neighbors and to the scenic corridor of Wolf Pen
Branch, will substantially increase traffic on minor arterials, and will result in irreparable
damage to downstream properties, such as Wolf Pen Mill, from increased stormwater flows
which threaten the mill’s existence. Granting this zone map amendment would
fundamentally and permanently alter the residential nature of the area to the detriment of
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Wolf Pen Mill and its surrounding neighbors.

Wolf Pen Mill respectfully requests the LDT Committee and Planning
Commission refrain from scheduling a full Planning Commission hearing on the
application until the developer can show compliance with the Comp. Plan, Neighborhood
Plan, and the LDC, and assure that changes to water quality will not threaten Wolf Pen
Mill.

Respectfully submitted,

S

Randy Strobo
Clay Barkley
Strobo Barkley PLLC



From: Barbara Kelly

To: Dock, Joel
Subject: Proposed Development 20-ZONE-0075
Date: Wednesday, March 24, 2021 4:44:33 PM

CAUTION: This email came from outside of Louisville Metro. Do not ¢lick links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe

Members of the LD&T Commitiee,

Please address how this proposed development and rezoning to OR-3 comports with
the Wolf Pen Branch Neighborhood Plan. Area residents and development
community representatives collaborated with PDS staff and Sabak, Wilson and Lingo
consultants for one year to carefully craft a plan appropriate for the area, insuring that
its appeal would endure for the long term.

This development plan is wholly incongruous with the neighborhood and the
neighborhood plan area, due to its rezoning for office use, and the mass, height and
scale of the buildings. The height of the building closest to Chamberlain Lane,
coupled with the elevated grade of the site, would dominate the area. That alone is

hardly low impact.

The Grande Senior Center is located directly across Chamberlain Lane from this site.
Had area residents realized how massive The Grande would be, when they revised
their plan to enlarge it, we would have objected.

Residents have invested in this scenic residential area with expectations that those
scenic, low impact attributes will not be upended by an office complex. The
neighborhood plan was revised in 2012, to specifically exclude office development,
using language suggested by PDS staff.

| urge you to reject this development plan.
Barbara Kelly

6009 Mint Spring Branch Road
Prospect, KY 40059



From: Neeria Sabnl

To: Rogk, Jgel
Subject: 5220 Chambetain Lane
Date: Wedsnesday, March 24, 2021 11:59:18 PM

CAUTION: This email came from outside of Louisville Metro. Do not click links or open attachments
unless you recognize the sender and know the content is safe

Hi,

I'm writing to express my disapproval of the developer's petition for current Residential
zoning specified in our Wolf Pen Branch Neighborhood Plan to be changed to
Office/Residential so that these buildings can be built.

Traffic in the Wolf Pen Branch neighborhood is already bad now; adding in commercial

zoning will make it worse. The environmental impact on this beautiful and historic area will
significantly affect all the residents. Louisville's tree canopy is already being decimated. We
cannot continue to develop without regard to the preservation and future of our environment.

Please vote no on this proposed change in zoning.

Best,
Neerja Sahni



loel,

In the zoom meeting with the lawyer and engineer | spoke of the flooding that occurs across Wolf Pen
at 8617. This water comes from the proposed development area. We don't need more. This is not a
trivial amount of water., The development would cause wolf pen to be a cut through from 42. Wolf pen
also has a very narrow bridge farther down of which I'm waiting for the day | smack/shatter side mirrors
with somecne.
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Mark Worley



Apparently sending you pictures of water over Wolf Pen Branch prompted MSD to react. They did a few
days of work to the stream and roadside for the water that would be coming from the proposed new
development. The problem of water over wolf pen was not resolved as Thursday nights storm with
water running over the road washed away the road edge material they had just placed.

There also appears to be a culvert exit nearer to the corner bend that they did not touch that water has
to run up hill to get to the creek.

Can you please add this to the record and forward to whomever it was forwarded to before that
prompted the first repairs.


















Mark Woriley



