Williams, Julia

From: hkspea@aol.com

Sent: Monday, October 17, 2016 5:33 PM
To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Rezoning Case No. 16 Zone 1026
Julia Williams Henry Spear
Planning & Design. 4206 Taylorsville Rd.

Dear Ms. Williams:
Please add my comments into the official record of the above referred case.

| live at 4206 Taylorsville Road on the corner of Taylorsville Rd & Houston Blvd.My Property is next door to the proposed
development ar 4208 Raylorsville Road, with my back porch and backyard directly adjacent to said proposed
development.

The first concern | would like to address is the developers proposed waiver to reduce the distance between our back
yard property line to a proposed condominium from the standard code of 35 feet to 25 feet. To put that distance into
perspective....... If you've ' ever watched a football game, the distance required to make a first down is a mere 10 yards.
Twenty five feet would be 8.3 yards...... Not even enough yardage to make a first down. A very short distance. The
construction codes were established for reasons after afore thought and considerations were carefully reviewed.

To change these thoughtfully established codes at the mere whim of a developer is not what was purposed when the
codes were established.

We bought our home because we had privacy in our back yard with honeysuckle vines and other natural vegetation for
privacy and as a natural buffer between our backyard and adjacent farm lot next to it.

There are also five fully grown trees on the other side if our said vegetation buffer which sit on the developers property.
These trees also serve as a beautiful natural buffer between our backyard and the developers purchased fawn house.
They are also beautiful natural landscapes for viewing as one drives down Taylorsville Road.

The developer would cut these trees down, peal the natural landscapes back like an onion, and build a condominium
within 25 feet (8 1/3 yards) of our property line.

It would also be a two story condominium, with the second story looking down on our back porch where we are now
enjoy privacy to grill out, read books, and play with our grandchildren.

Please don't let this happen! Please don't let them change the established construction code. I am 72 yrs old and my
wife is 68 yrs old. We did not anticipate these changes when we bought our property. We anticipated peace, privacy and
to be left alone in our retirement and old age.

For the record, | also want to state that | strongly oppose and object to the proposed Rezoning from single Family
Residential to Multi-Family & Office Space.

Increasing the density in this geographical area is dangerous and unwise. Traffic is already heavy and Taylorsvilie Rd is
unsafe and risky to travel on. If this development is allowed or take place, there will be more cars coming to a stop to
make the turn into the development..... Where other vehicles are coming at them at 60 -70 MPH ( and believe me they
do travel that fast on Taylorsville Rd.) There will surely be a fatal crash if this development is allowed. | will keep a copy
of this emailed prophecy of a future fatal crash for my records. Does Planning & Zoning want this on their conscience?

There are many other concerns | have for not allowing this development to take place and | will address them at another
time.



Sincerely Yours,

Henry Spear

Sent from my iPad



October 12, 2016

To Whom It May Concern:
Thank you in advance for taking the time to read this letter.

My name is Adriane Hoffman and I live at 3005 Houston Blvd, Louisville, KY 40220 in
Houston Acres off of Taylorsville Road. My property backs up to 4208 Taylorsville Road,
which is owned by Teulu Homes, LLC. Teulu Homes, LLC is requesting zoning change for a
1.89 acre lot currently zoned R-4 to R-5A for 1.39 acres and OR-1 for .50 acres. Their plans
propose, 3 buildings with 4 two-story condo units in each building. This is a total of 12 condo
units proposed for a 1.89 acre lot that already has a two-story single family home currently on
the property, which the developer wants to sell as office space.

I oppose this zoning change and the proposed development. Here are a few concerns | have:

1. “Spot Zoning” ~ The definition of spot zoning is the process of singling out a small
parcel of land for a use classification totally different from that of the surrounding area
for the benefit of the owner of such property and to the detriment of other owners.

a. The parcel of land at 4208 Taylorsville Road is a 1.89 acre lot zoned R-4. The
eight lots that surround 4208 Taylorsville Road property on three sides are all
zoned R-4 with single family homes. (See Exhibit A) The developers, Teulu
Homes, LLC are spot zoning, by requesting to change a small parcel of land to R-
5A & OR-1 that is surrounded by R-4. Teulu Homes, LLC will build their
condos, sell them, make a profit and move onto the next project. This rezoning is
a benefit to Teulu Homes, LLC, but damaging to the surrounding properties and
OWners. '

2. Water Drainage is a current issue along the back of the properties on Houston Blvd that
border 4208 Taylorsville Road. During heavy rainfalls, water pools along the back of my
property. (See Exhibit B) I am very concerned that I will have more water in my yard
once these 12 condos are built. | already have issues with water leaking into my basement
during heavy rain storms. MSD came out to our neighborhood on Friday, October 7,
2016 to discuss the drainage questions we have if this development gets approved. MSD
said there will have to be some drainage improvements made if these 12 condos are built.
These improvements would take place within the existing easement that runs between the
back of about five Houston Blvd houses and the 4208 Taylorsville Road property. If the
developer just builds under the existing zoning R-4, then they may not have to improve
the drainage. It just depends on the developers plans.
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3. The current Character of our neighborhood is mostly single family one-story homes and
a few cape cods. The developer, Teulu Homes, LLC are planning to put 12 two-story
condo units on 1.39 acres. The difference in building structures (a two-story condo unit
compared to a single family one-story home) changes the character of Houston Acres and
surrounding neighborhoods.

4. 1have Mature Trees that run along the entire length of our property line that back up to
Teulu Homes, LLC’s property, 4208 Taylorsville Road. If the drainage improvements
are made that I mentioned earlier, then most of these mature trees will be removed. A lot
of mature trees will have to be cut down which currently provide a buffer between
properties, homes for many different kinds of wildlife and shade to our yards and homes.
Also according to the developer’s plans, spacing between the proposed condo buildings
and adjacent property lines are only 5 -10 feet, which is too close and unacceptable. If the
drainage issue does not cause the removal of numerous mature trees, then the placement
of these condo buildings will and we cannot let this happen. It will take many years for
newly planted trees to grow to the same height as the trees are now. Plus ] also want to
protect the privacy that these trees provide.

5. Traffic and Safety will be an issue when the population of residents increase in this area
on Taylorville Road. Houston Acres neighborhood does not have a signal at Houston
Acres and Taylorsville Road and never will because it is too close to the signal at the
McMahan intersection. The developer’s entrance at 4208 Taylorsville Road will not get a
signal for the same reason, It is already difficult and unsafe to turn left out of Houston
Acres at peak hours of the day. The increase in cars and foot traffic in this area will
generate many safety concems.

6. Density is a big issue with this proposed development. Teulu Homes, LLC is trying to fit
too much on such a litile tract of land, a 1.89 acre lot. They want to put 3 buildings with
4 two-story condo units in each of them on 1.39 acres. A two-story house already sits on
the existing 1.89 acre lot, which is where the owners want to rezone .30 acres to OR-1.
Houston Acres and the surrounding neighborhoods will have to worry about additional
noise, lights, drainage, safety, etc. The proximity of the proposed 3 buildings, street
Jamps and dumpsters are too close to our properties and homes.

Houston Acres is a beautiful and quiet neighborhood. Ido believe this proposed development
will change that. I ask that you please take into consideration what I have written and why |
oppose the zoning change and proposed development on 4208 Taylorsville Road by Teulu
Homes, LLC.

Thank you again for your time.
Sincerely,

M fHf—

Adriane Hoffman



Exhibit B

Water pools in our backyard along the tree line that borders my property at 3005 Houston Blvd and the
property behind mine at 4208 Taylorsville Road (property in question for rezoning).

When there is a heavy rainfall, water pools in the back yard, front yard, as well as leaks into our
basement. We are very concerned about where the water will go if 3, two-story condo buildings are
built on the property behind ours, which retains a lot more water than ours does during a heavy rain
storm. We do not want any more water in our yard or in our basement.
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

{am a nearby resident of the development site that is being proposed at 4208 Taylorsvilie Rd. 1 am
writing this to express concerns regarding 16Z0ONE1026.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer states, “The increase in the proposed density over
what is currently permitted in the R4 zone is minimal (net 4-5 unit increase).”

To me, this quote suggest a request to increase the proposed density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have
not met anyone who considers this minimal. | am requesting that the R4 zoning status remain
unchanged.

The developer was willing to purchase this property and rehabilitate the existing structure under the R4
zoning status and at a later date decided to apply for rezoning. 1do not believe that rezonmg this site to
OR1 will be in the best interest of the neighboring communities.
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Julia Williams
444 S 5" Street
Suite 300

Louisville, KY 40202 R E C E g VE D

OCT 28 2016
RE: CASE #16ZONE1026 FLANNING &

DESIGN SERVICES

Dear Ms. Williams,

I live near the development site at 4208 Taylorsville Rd and | am attempting to play an integral role in
preserving the character of the local community. The proposed development will impact all residents of
the surrounding communities and | have concerns that | would like to have documented.

Under the Economic Growth and Sustainability Guideline in the Justification for Rezoning, the developer
submitted the following documentation:

“This development furthers the goal of preserving the existing neighborhood while preserving an
existing structure. No nuisances will be created and adjacent properties will not be adversely affected.”

Thus far, the illegal dumpu_n&f‘l} loads 61‘ dirt, trash }a:grock has taken place which resulted miﬁgg
‘work order by MSD. The dirt came from a 2" development site being constructed by the developer. In
addition, after the stop work order was placed, the developer cut down over 1000 square feet of
vegetation on the property which resulted in a 2" Stop Work Order issued by MSD.

A petition was submitted by the local community that contained all necessary signatures to hold a public
hearing at an evening time at McMahon Firehouse, which is located within walking distance of the
development site. Special permission was also received from the McMahon fire chief to ensure they
could accommodate the local citizens group to express their opposition. The LDT meeting determined
that having the hearing 20+ minutes away from the development site would be satisfactory and justified
this with reasoning that | consider to be trivial at best. | can assure you that the relocation of this
meeting comes provides clear advantage to the developer and will reduce the ability of the opposition
to attend.

Representatives for the developer have also attended two public meetings. Meeting minutes were
documented and rebuttals were expressed by the developer at the LDT meeting. The developer clearly
misrepresented the opposition when submitting their minutes to the city and overstated their limited
attempts to accommodate the neighboring community at the LDT meeting.

I am requesting that the city maintain the singie family zoning status for this site.
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Sincerely,




Julia Williams

444 S 51 Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
I live near the proposed development site listed above and wish to share my concerns.

There is a Guideline under the developer’s Justification for Zoning Change that is titled “Mohbility,
Transportation, Circulation, Bicycle, Pedestrian, & Transit”. Under this guideline, the developer states,
“Sidewalks are located along Taylorsville Road thereby insuring an interconnected network for
pedestrian access.

This statement is highly misleading if not false. There are no sidewalks in front of this portion of
Taylorsville Road. The development map shows a sidewalk that connects to a bike lane located at the
north property line. There is no interconnected pedestrian access for several hundred yards.

This is one of many misleading statements that was suggested in the Guidelines and noted in the
Meeting Minutes that were submitted to the city by the developer. Many of the comments made by the
developer disregard or down play the real opinion of the local community and this development fails to
retain the character of the local community.

It is my opinion that the city should reject the zoning change request in addition to waivers and
variances for any development that takes place on this property. | would like for this site to remain
single family residential.
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

[ am a nearby resident of the development site that is being proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | am
writing this to express concerns regarding 16ZONE1026.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer states, “The increase in the proposed density over
what is currently permitted in the R4 zone is minimal (net 4-5 unit increase).”

To me, this quote suggest a request to increase the proposed density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have
not met anyone who considers this minimal. | am requesting that the R4 zoning status remain
unchanged.

The developer was willing to purchase this property and rehabilitate the existing structure under the R4
zoning status and at a later date decided to apply for rezoning. | do not believe that rezoning this site to
OR1 will be in the best interest of the neighboring communities.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I am a nearbyv resident to the proposed development at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. This will affect me, and |
wish to express my concerns.

In the developer’s “Justification for Zoning,” that was submitted to the city, they stated that, “This is a
low density moderately priced condominium project that will provide housing for the growing medical
community and meet other housing needs in the immediate area.”

In a meeting, the developer stated that these condos would be valued at over $200,000 each.
Observation and local research shows similar condo units that are currently for sale have an average
value around $127,000. In addition, many of these units offer amenities such as swimming pool, tennis
courts, brick exteriors, etc. All comparisons were within the District 11 area and many showed
construction dates that were within the last 15 years. Prices compared were zestimates which are
typically 10-20% higher than the actual sale price of these units.

When the developer was question about their high valuations, they explained that they were legally
allowed to take estimates from locations further east of the development site and avoided elaborating
on any details.

I also disagree that the medical community needs additional housing of this type, within this area.
Consistently, there are condo units and apartments in many locations throughout District 11 that are
advertising and showing that unit are available.

I wish to conclude by stating that | am in strong opposition to the rezoning of this property.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I'am a nearby resident to the proposed development at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. This will affect me, and |
wish to express my concerns.

In the developer’s “Justification for Zoning,” that was submitted to the city, they stated that, “This is a
low density moderately priced condominium project that will provide housing for the growing medical
community and meet other housing needs in the immediate area.”

In a meeting, the developer stated that these condos would be valued at over $200,000 each.
Observation and local research shows similar condo units that are currently for sale have an average
value around $127,000. In addition, many of these units offer amenities such as swimming pool, tennis
courts, brick exteriors, etc. All comparisons were within the District 11 area and many showed
construction dates that were within the last 15 years. Prices compared were zestimates which are
typically 10-20% higher than the actual sale price of these units.

When the developer was question about their high valuations, they explained that they were legally
allowed to take estimates from locations further east of the development site and avoided elaborating
on any details.

I also disagree that the medical community needs additional housing of this type, within this area.
Consistently, there are condo units and apartments in many locations throughout District 11 that are
advertising and showing that unit are available.

| wish to conclude by stating that | am in strong opposition to the rezoning of this property.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I live near the development site at 4208 Taylorsville Rd and | am attempting to play an integral role in
preserving the character of the local community. The proposed development will impact all residents of
the surrounding communities and | have concerns that | would like to have documented.

Under the Economic Growth and Sustainability Guideline in the Justification for Rezoning, the developer
submitted the following documentation:

“This development furthers the goal of preserving the existing neighborhood while preserving an
existing structure. No nuisances will be created and adjacent properties will not be adversely affected.”

Thus far, the illegal dumping of 11 loads of dirt, trash, and rock has taken place which resulted in a stop
work order by MSD. The dirt came from a 2™ development site being constructed by the developer. In
addition, after the stop work order was placed, the developer cut down over 1000 square feet of
vegetation on the property which resulted in a 2" Stop Work Order issued by MSD.

A petition was submitted by the local community that contained all necessary signatures to hold a public
hearing at an evening time at McMahon Firehouse, which is located within walking distance of the
development site. Special permission was also received from the McMahon fire chief to ensure they
could accommodate the local citizens group to express their opposition. The LDT meeting determined
that having the hearing 20+ minutes away from the development site would be satisfactory and justified
this with reasoning that | consider to be trivial at best. | can assure you that the relocation of this
meeting comes provides clear advantage to the developer and will reduce the ability of the opposition
to attend.

Representatives for the developer have also attended two public meetings. Meeting minutes were
documented and rebuttals were expressed by the developer at the LDT meeting. The developer clearly
misrepresented the opposition when submitting their minutes to the city and overstated their limited
attempts to accommodate the neighboring community at the LDT meeting.

f am requesting that the city maintain the single family zoning status for this site.

Sincerely,




Julia Williams

444 S 5 Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I'am a nearby resident of the development site that is being proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | am
writing this to express concerns regarding 16ZONE1026.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer states, “The increase in the proposed density over
what is currently permitted in the R4 zone is minimal (net 4-5 unit increase).”

To me, this quote suggest a request to increase the proposed density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have
not met anyone who considers this minimal. 1am requesting that the R4 zoning status remain
unchanged.

The developer was willing to purchase this property and rehabilitate the existing structure under the R4
zoning status and at a later date decided to apply for rezoning. | do not believe that rezoning this site to
OR1 will be in the best interest of the neighboring communities.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5 Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
I'live in the same area as the development site proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer is quoted as saying, “Changes in use from single
family to multi family or office is permitted at the interface between commercial nodes and residential
uses provided the orientation, design, scale and location of the proposed development are compatible
with surrounding uses.”

| disagree with this statement. This site is completely surrounded by R4 residential units and is currently
located outside of the commercial, office and medium residential areas located along Taylorsville Rd. |
believe this proposal will have a long term negative impact on the local community as well as District 11.
This does not fit within the of Cornerstone 2020 guidelines in regards to the economic impact to the
neighboring community.

I do not support the rezoning change in this location. | believe that the developer is capable of
constructing single family residential homes that are similar in scope and size of the surrounding
neighborhood for a reasonable profit. The developer was perfectly fine with the R4 zoning when the
property was purchased and rehabilitation of the existing home began. Single family housing would
limit or improve the character of the local community if it was done the right way. | do not believe
office bujldings or condos fit within this particular locale.

Thank you,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5 Street
Suite 300
Louisvitle, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0ONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
I'live in the same area as the development site proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd.

In the “Cormmunity Form Guideline,” the developer is quoted as saying, “Changes in use from single
family to multi family or office is permitted at the interface between commercial nodes and residential
uses provided the orientation, design, scale and location of the proposed development are compatible
with surrounding uses.”

I disagree with this statement. This site is completely surrounded by R4 residential units and is currently
located outside of the commercial, office and medium residential areas located along Taylorsville Rd. |
believe this proposal will have a long term negative impact on the local community as well as District 11.
This does not fit within the of Cornerstone 2020 guidelines in regards to the economic impact to the
neighboring community.

I do not support the rezoning change in this location. | believe that the developer is capable of
constructing single family residential homes that are similar in scope and size of the surrounding
neighborhood for a reasonable profit. The developer was perfectly fine with the R4 zoning when the
property was purchased and rehabilitation of the existing home began. Single family housing would
limit or improve the character of the local community if it was done the right way. | do not believe
office buildings or condos fit within this particular locale.

Thank you,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0ONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
llive in the same area as the development site proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer is quoted as saying, “Changes in use from single
family to multi family or office is permitted at the interface between commercial nodes and residential
uses provided the orientation, design, scale and location of the proposed development are compatible
with surrounding uses.”

I disagree with this statement. This site is completely surrounded by R4 residential units and is currently
located outside of the commercial, office and medium residential areas located along Taylorsville Rd. |
believe this proposal will have a long term negative impact on the local community as well as District 11.
This does not fit within the of Cornerstone 2020 guidelines in regards to the economic impact to the
neighboring community.

I do not support the rezoning change in this location. | believe that the developer is capable of
constructing single family residential homes that are similar in scope and size of the surrounding
neighborhood for a reasonable profit. The developer was perfectly fine with the R4 zoning when the
property was purchased and rehabilitation of the existing home began. Single family housing would
limit or improve the character of the local community if it was done the right way. | do not believe
office buildings or condos fit within this particular locale.

Thank you,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
| live in the same area as the development site proposed at 4208 Taylorsviile Rd.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer is quoted as saying, “Changes in use from single
family to multi family or office is permitted at the interface between commercial nodes and residential
uses provided the orientation, design, scale and location of the proposed development are compatible
with surrounding uses.”

| disagree with this statement. This site is completely surrounded by R4 residential units and is currently
located outside of the commercial, office and medium residential areas located along Taylorsville Rd. |
believe this proposal will have a long term negative impact on the local community as well as District 11.
This does not fit within the of Cornerstone 2020 guidelines in regards to the economic impact to the
neighboring community.

f do not support the rezoning change in this location. | believe that the developer is capable of
constructing single family residential homes that are similar in scope and size of the surrounding
neighborhood for a reasonable profit. The developer was perfectly fine with the R4 zoning when the
property was purchased and rehabilitation of the existing home began. Single family housing would
limit or improve the character of the local community if it was done the right way. 1do not believe
office buildings or condos fit within this particular locale.

Thank you,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

| own a nearby resident to the proposed development site at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | wish to voice my
opinion on this matter.

The developer is quoted as saying, “The proposal will not adversely impact the aesthetic appearance of
the existing building and will revitalize and preserve the existing structure that may be eligible for the
National Historic Register.” This was submitted to the city under the Open Space Natural Areas and
Scenic and Historic Resources Guideline of the Justification for Zoning Change.

It is my belief that the developer will seek Historic Registry status on the main structure and apply for
National Registry tax incentives on the rehabilitation costs associated with remodeling after the
property is rezoned for office space. There is a clear advantage to the developer at the detriment to
neighboring citizens. | believe the OR1 zoning request is a precursor to what will snowball into a spot
zoning situation.

| am requesting that the zoning change be denied and that this property remain single family residential.
The density of the proposed residential area is too high and the office space does not fit into this general
area. | believe this will have a negative impact on the surrounding communities.

Thank you.
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisviile, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

| live near the proposed development at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | am writing this to inform you of my
concerns regarding 16Z0ONE1026.

Under the “Compatibility Guideline,” for the Justification of Zoning Change, the developer states,
“Several properties fronting Taylorsville Rd have previously been granted approval for office retail uses
where appropriate. We have taken into consideration the concerns of the surrounding property owners
in the design of this project.”

I do not believe the opinion of the surrounding property owners were taken into consideration. | have
not met to a single person who is in support of commercial, office, or increased density residential
developments at this location. | am also aware that all neighboring properties to this site are zoned as
single family residential.

In the “Meeting Minutes,” submitted to the city the developer clearly failed at listening and describing
the concerns of local citizens. | am strongly opposed to anything except single family residential homes,
shared driveways or cutting down the mature trees located along the perimeter of the development
site. | am also opposed to any office or commercial zoning suggested for the main structure on this
property.

Thank you and please help us preserve the character of our wonderful community!

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5™ Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I own a nearby resident to the proposed development site at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | wish to voice my
opinion on this matter.

The developer is quoted as saying, “The proposal will not adversely impact the aesthetic appearance of
the existing building and will revitalize and preserve the existing structure that may be eligible for the
National Historic Register.” This was submitted to the city under the Open Space Natural Areas and
Scenic and Historic Resources Guideline of the Justification for Zoning Change.

It is my belief that the developer will seek Historic Registry status on the main structure and apply for
National Registry tax incentives on the rehabilitation costs associated with remodeling after the
property is rezoned for office space. There is a clear advantage to the developer at the detriment to
neighboring citizens. [ believe the OR1 zoning request is a precursor to what will snowball into a spot
zoning situation.

| am requesting that the zoning change be denied and that this property remain single family residential.
The density of the proposed residential area is too high and the office space does not fit into this general
area. | believe this will have a negative impact on the surrounding communities.

Thank you.
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I live near the proposed development site listed above and will be directly affected by the development.
| am using this opportunity to express my displeasure with the proposal that has been submitted to the
City of Louisville.

In the “Development Center Guideline,” the developer suggests, “The redevelopment of the existing
building and reutilization of the property as office/residential will represent significant reinvestment
along the Taylorsville Road corridor and will also encourage viability and renewed sense of place in the
general neighborhood.”

My opinion is quite strong since | live in the general neighborhood and am in complete disagreement
with this statement. It is my belief that the developer is seeking to rezone the existing building as an
office so they can take advantage of the Historic Site Tax Incentives associated with this zoning change.

It is my understanding that normal rezoning takes place during the purchase of a property and prior to
any construction. This particular developer, purchased first, remodeled second, and is now looking to
rezone the rehabilitated structure.

This does not encourage viability nor does it renew a sense of place in the neighborhood. | would like to
see the city maintain the R4 zoning status on this site and feel that the developer has little to no interest
in maintaining the character of the surrounding community.

The developer has been misleading in meetings and has repeatedly misquoted or misunderstood citizen
concerns that were documented in the Meeting Minutes submitted to the city.

Thank you and please consider these concerns in your decision making.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I'am a nearby resident of the development site that is being proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. 1am
writing this to express concerns regarding 16ZONE1026.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer states, “The increase in the proposed density over
what is currently permitted in the R4 zone is minimal {net 4-5 unit increase).”

To me, this quote suggest a request to increase the proposed density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have
not met anyone who considers this minimal. |1 am requesting that the R4 zoning status remain
unchanged.

The developer was willing to purchase this property and rehabilitate the existing structure under the R4
zoning status and at a later date decided to apply for rezoning. | do not believe that rezoning this site to
OR1 will be in the best interest of the neighboring communities.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0ONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I live near the proposed development site listed above and will be directly affected by the development.
I am using this opportunity to express my displeasure with the proposal that has been submitted to the
City of Louisville.

In the “Development Center Guideline,” the developer suggests, “The redevelopment of the existing
building and reutilization of the property as office/residential will represent significant reinvestment
along the Taylorsville Road corridor and will also encourage viability and renewed sense of place in the
general neighborhood.”

My opinion is quite strong since | live in the general neighborhood and am in complete disagreement
with this statement. It is my belief that the developer is seeking to rezone the existing building as an
office so they can take advantage of the Historic Site Tax Incentives associated with this zoning change.

it is my understanding that normal rezoning takes place during the purchase of a property and prior to
any construction. This particular developer, purchased first, remodeled second, and is now looking to
rezone the rehabilitated structure.

This does not encourage viability nor does it renew a sense of place in the neighborhood. | would like to
see the city maintain the R4 zoning status on this site and feel that the developer has little to no interest
in maintaining the character of the surrounding community.

The developer has been misleading in meetings and has repeatedly misquoted or misunderstood citizen
concerns that were documented in the Meeting Minutes submitted to the city.

Thank you and please consider these concerns in your decision making.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

| live near the proposed development at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | am writing this to inform you of my
concerns regarding 16ZONE1026.

Under the “Compatibility Guideline,” for the Justification of Zoning Change, the developer states,
“Several properties fronting Taylorsville Rd have previously been granted approval for office retail uses
where appropriate. We have taken into consideration the concerns of the surrounding property owners
in the design of this project.”

| do not believe the opinion of the surrounding property owners were taken into consideration. | have
not met to a single person who is in support of commercial, office, or increased density residential
developments at this location. 1 am also aware that all neighboring properties to this site are zoned as
single family residential.

In the “Meeting Minutes,” submitted to the city the developer clearly failed at listening and describing
the concerns of iocal citizens. | am strongly opposed to anything except single family residential homes,
shared driveways or cutting down the mature trees located along the perimeter of the development
site. | am also opposed to any office or commercial zoning suggested for the main structure on this
property.

Thank you and please help us preserve the character of our wonderful community!

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5" Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I live near the development site at 4208 Taylorsville Rd and | am attempting to play an integral role in
preserving the character of the local community. The proposed development will impact all residents of
the surrounding communities and | have concerns that | would like to have documented.

Under the Economic Growth and Sustainability Guideline in the Justification for Rezoning, the developer
submitted the following documentation:

“This development furthers the goal of preserving the existing neighborhood while preserving an
existing structure. No nuisances will be created and adjacent properties will not be adversely affected.”

Thus far, the illegal dumping of 11 loads of dirt, trash, and rock has taken place which resulted in a stop
work order by MSD. The dirt came from a 2™ development site being constructed by the developer. In
addition, after the stop work order was placed, the developer cut down over 1000 square feet of
vegetation on the property which resulted in a 2™ Stop Work Order issued by MSD.

A petition was submitted by the local community that contained all necessary signatures to hold a public
hearing at an evening time at McMahon Firehouse, which is located within walking distance of the
development site. Special permission was also received from the McMahon fire chief to ensure they
could accommodate the local citizens group to express their opposition. The LDT meeting determined
that having the hearing 20+ minutes away from the development site would be satisfactory and justified
this with reasoning that | consider to be trivial at best. | can assure you that the relocation of this
meeting comes provides clear advantage to the developer and will reduce the ability of the opposition
to attend.

Representatives for the developer have also attended two public meetings. Meeting minutes were
documented and rebuttals were expressed by the developer at the LDT meeting. The deveioper ciearly
misrepresented the opposition when submitting their minutes to the city and overstated their limited
attempts to accommodate the neighboring community at the LDT meeting.

I am requesting that the city maintain the single family zoning status for this site.

Sincerely,
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lulia Williams

444 S 5™ Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0ONE1026

Dear Ms. Wiiliams,
I live near the proposed development site listed above and wish to share my concerns.

~-- There-is a Guideline under the developer’s Justification for Zoning Change that is titled “Mobility,
Transportation, Circulation, Bicycle, Pedestrian, & Transit”. Under this guideline, the developer states,
“Sidewalks are located along Taylorsville Road thereby insuring an interconnected network for
pedestrian access.

This statement is highly misleading if not false. There are no sidewalks in front of this portion of
Taylorsville Road. The development map shows a sidewalk that connects to a bike lane located at the
north property line. There is no interconnected pedestrian access for several hundred yards.

This is one of many misleading statements that was suggested in the Guidelines and noted in the
#feeting Minutes that were submitted to the city by the developer. Many of the comments made by the
developer disregard or down play the real opinion of the local community and this development fails to
retain the character of the local community.

It is my opinion that the city should reject the zoning change request in addition to waivers and
variances for any development that takes place on this property. | would like for this site to remain
single family residential.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
I live in the same area as the development site proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer is quoted as saying, “Changes in use from single
family to multi family or office is permitted at the interface between commercial nodes and residentiai
uses provided the orientation, design, scale and location of the proposed development are compatible
with surrounding uses.”

| disagree with this statement. This site is completely surrounded by R4 residential units and is currently
located outside of the commercial, office and medium residential areas located along Taylorsville Rd. |
believe this proposal will have a long term negative impact on the local community as well as District 11.
This does not fit within the of Cornerstone 2020 guidelines in regards to the economic impact to the
neighboring community.

| do not support the rezoning change in this location. | believe that the developer is capable of
constructing single family residential homes that are similar in scope and size of the surrounding
neighborhood for a reasonable profit. The developer was perfectly fine with the R4 zoning when the
property was purchased and rehabilitation of the existing home began. Single family housing would
limit or improve the character of the local community if it was done the right way. | do not believe
office buildings or condos fit within this particular locale.

Thank you,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5t Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0ONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I live near the proposed development site listed above and will be directly affected by the development.
I am using this opportunity to express my displeasure with the proposal that has been submitted to the
City of Louisville.

In the “Development Center Guideline,” the developéf suggests, “The redevelopment of the existing
building and reutilization of the property as office/residential will represent significant reinvestment
along the Taylorsville Road corridor and will also encourage viability and renewed sense of place in the
general neighborhood.”

My opinion is quite strong since | live in the general neighborhood and am in complete disagreement
with this statement. It is my belief that the developer is seeking to rezone the existing building as an
office so they can take advantage of the Historic Site Tax Incentives associated with this zoning change.

It is my understanding that normal rezoning takes place during the purchase of a property and prior to
any construction. This particular developer, purchased first, remodeled second, and is now looking to
rezone the rehabilitated structure.

This does not encourage viability nor does it renew a sense of place in the neighborhood. | would like to
see the city maintain the R4 zoning status on this site and feel that the developer has little to no interest
in maintaining the character of the surrounding community.

The developer has been misleading in meetings and has repeatedly misquoted or misunderstood citizen
concerns that were documented in the Meeting Minutes submitted to the city.
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Julia Williams

444 S 5 Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

tam a nearby resident to the proposed development at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. This will affect me, and |
wish to express my concerns.

J "

In the developer’s “Justification for Zoning,” that was submitted to the city, they stated that, “This is a
low density moderately priced condominium project that will provide housing for the growing medical
community and meet other housing needs in the immediate area.”

In a meeting, the developer stated that these condos would be valued at over $200,000 each.
Observation and local research shows similar condo units that are currently for sale have an average
value around $127,000. In addition, many of these units offer amenities such as swimming pool, tennis
courts, brick exteriors, etc. All comparisons were within the District 11 area and many showed
construction dates that were within the last 15 years. Prices compared were zestimates which are
typically 10-20% higher than the actual sale price of these units.

When the developer was question about their high valuations, they explained that they were legally
allowed to take estimates from locations further east of the development site and avoided elaborating
on any details.

I also disagree that the medical community needs additional housing of this type, within this area.
Consistently, there are condo units and apartments in many locations throughout District 11 that are
advertising and showing that unit are available.

I'wish to conclude by stating that ! am in strong opposition to the rezoning of this property.
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Julia Williams

444 S 5" Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I am a nearby resident of the development site that is being proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. |am
writing this to express concerns regarding 16ZONE1026.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer states, “The increase in the proposed density over
what is currently permitted in the R4 zone is minimal (net 4-5 unit increase).”

To me, this quote suggest a request to increase the proposed density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have
not met anyone who considers this minimal. | am requesting that the R4 zoning status remain
unchanged.

The developer was willing to purchase this property and rehabilitate the existing structure under the R4
zoning status and at a later date decided to apply for rezoning. | do not believe that rezoning this site to
OR1 will be in the best interest of the neighboring communities.
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

[ five near the development site at 4208 Taylorsville Rd and | am attempting to play an integral role in
preserving the character of the local community. The proposed development will impact all residents of
the surrounding communities and | have concerns that | would like to have documented.

Under the Economic Growth and Sustainability Guideline in the Justification for Rezoning, the developer
submitted the following documentation:

“This development furthers the goal of preserving the existing neighborhood while preserving an
existing structure. No nuisances will be created and adjacent properties will not be adversely affected.”

Thus far, the illegal dumping of 11 loads of dirt, trash, and rock has taken place which resulted in a stop
work order by MSD. The dirt came from a 2™ development site being constructed by the developer. In
addition, after the stop work order was placed, the developer cut down over 1000 square feet of
vegetation on the property which resulted in a 2" Stop Work Order issued by MSD.

A petition was submitted by the local community that contained all necessary signatures to hold a public
hearing at an evening time at McMahon Firehouse, which is located within walking distance of the
development site. Special permission was also received from the McMahon fire chief to ensure they
could accommodate the local citizens group to express their opposition. The LDT meeting determined
that having the hearing 20+ minutes away from the development site would be satisfactory and justified
this with reasoning that | consider to be trivial at best. | can assure you that the relocation of this
meeting comes provides clear advantage to the developer and will reduce the ability of the opposition
to attend.

Representatives for the developer have also attended two public meetings. Meeting minutes were
documented and rebuttals were expressed by the developer at the LDT meeting. The developer clearly
misrepresented the opposition when submitting their minutes to the city and overstated their limited
attempts to accommodate the neighboring community at the LDT meeting.

I am requesting that the city maintain the single family zoning status for this site.

Sin;erely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5™ Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
I live in the same area as the development site proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer is quoted as saying, “Changes in use from single
family to multi family or office is permitted at the interface between commercial nodes and residential
uses provided the orientation, design, scale and location of the proposed development are compatible
with surrounding uses.”

| disagree with this statement. This site is completely surrounded by R4 residential units and is currently
located outside of the commerecial, office and medium residential areas located along Taylorsville Rd. |
believe this proposal will have a long term negative impact on the local community as well as District 11.
This does not fit within the of Cornerstone 2020 guidelines in regards to the economic impact to the
neighboring community.

I do not support the rezoning change in this location. | believe that the developer is capable of
constructing single family residential homes that are similar in scope and size of the surrounding
neighborhood for a reasonable profit. The developer was perfectly fine with the R4 zoning when the
property was purchased and rehabilitation of the existing home began. Single family housing would
limit or improve the character of the local community if it was done the right way. | do not believe
office buildings or condos fit within this particular locale.

Thank you,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5™ Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
I live near the proposed development site listed above and wish to share my concerns.

There is a Guideline under the developer’s Justification for Zoning Change that is titled “Mobility,
Transportation, Circulation, Bicycle, Pedestrian, & Transit”. Under this guideline, the developer states,
“Sidewalks are located along Taylorsville Road thereby insuring an interconnected network for
pedestrian access.

This statement is highly misleading if not false. There are no sidewalks in front of this portion of
Taylorsville Road. The development map shows a sidewalk that connects to a bike lane located at the
north property line. There is no interconnected pedestrian access for several hundred yards.

This is one of many misleading statements that was suggested in the Guidelines and noted in the
Meeting Minutes that were submitted to the city by the developer. Many of the comments made by the
developer disregard or down play the real opinion of the local community and this development fails to
retain the character of the local community.

It is my opinion that the city should reject the zoning change request in addition to waivers and
variances for any development that takes place on this property. I would like for this site to remain
single family residential.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5 Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I live near the proposed development site listed above and will be directly affected by the development.
I am using this opportunity to express my displeasure with the proposal that has been submitted to the
City of Louisville.

In the “Development Center Guideline,” the developer suggests, “The redevelopment of the existing
building and reutilization of the property as office/residential will represent significant reinvestment
along the Taylorsville Road corridor and will also encourage viability and renewed sense of place in the
general neighborhood.”

My opinion is quite strong since | live in the general neighborhood and am in complete disagreement
with this statement. It is my belief that the developer is seeking to rezone the existing building as an
. office so they can take advantage of the Historic Site Tax Incentives associated with this zoning change.

It is my understanding that normal rezoning takes place during the purchase of a property and prior to
any construction. This particular developer, purchased first, remodeled second, and is now looking to
rezone the rehabilitated structure.

This does not encourage viability nor does it renew a sense of place in the neighborhood. | would like to
see the city maintain the R4 zoning status on this site and feel that the developer has little to no interest
in maintaining the character of the surrounding community.

The developer has been misleading in meetings and has repeatedly misquoted or misunderstood citizen
concerns that were documented in the Meeting Minutes submitted to the city.

Thank you and please consider these concerns in your decision making.

Sincerely,

Q@Mﬁw V&}J M

\\ Qula m Qur\udﬁm
AD|0O [\f\f C@\&QL Deve J
C}\Ou ,i?(/é ‘Q) H\j HOINO FLANNING &

ST =$K2-A6ST DESIGN SERVICES

ot
£
M"‘*’“\&
-
ety
£
PI-N
L
™
g



Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

i own a nearby resident to the proposed development site at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | wish to voice my
opinion on this matter.

The developer is quoted as saying, “The pronosal will not adversely impact the aesthetic appearance of
the existing building and will revitalize and preserve the existing structure that may be eligible for the
National Historic Register.” This was submitted to the city under the Open Space Natural Areas and
Scenic and Historic Resources Guideline of the Justification for Zoning Change.

It is my belief that the developer will seek Historic Registry status on the main structure and apply for
National Registry tax incentives on the rehabilitation costs associated with remodeling after the
property is rezoned for office space. There is a clear advantage to the developer at the detriment to
neighboring citizens. | believe the OR1 zoning request is a precursor to what will snowball into a spot
zoning situation.

| am requesting that the zoning change be denied and that this property remain single family residential.
The density of the proposed residential area is too high and the office space does not fit into this general
area. | believe this will have a negative impact on the surrounding communities.

Thank you.
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I live near the proposed development site listed above and will be directly affected by the development.
| am using this opportunity to express my displeasure with the proposal that has been submitted to the
City of Louisville.

In the “Development Center Guideline,” the developer suggests, “The redevelopment of the existing
building and reutilization of the property as office/residential will represent significant reinvestment
along the Taylorsville Road corridor and will also encourage viability and renewed sense of place in the
general neighborhood.”

My opinion is quite strong since | live in the general neighborhood and am in complete disagreement
with this statement. It is my belief that the developer is seeking to rezone the existing building as an
office so they can take advantage of the Historic Site Tax Incentives associated with this zoning change.

It is my understanding that normal rezoning takes place during the purchase of a property and prior to
any construction. This particular developer, purchased first, remodeled second, and is now looking to
rezone the rehabilitated structure.

This does not encourage viability nor does it renew a sense of place in the neighborhood. 1 would like to
see the city maintain the R4 zoning status on this site and feel that the developer has little to no interest
in maintaining the character of the surrounding community.

The developer has been misleading in meetings and has repeatedly misquoted or misunderstood citizen
concerns that were documented in the Meeting Minutes submitted to the city.

Thank you and please consider these concerns in your decision making.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5" Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
I'live in the same area as the development site proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd,

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer is quoted as saying, “Changes in use from single
family to multi family or office is permitted at the interface between commercial nodes and residential
uses provided the orientation, design, scale and location of the proposed development are compatible
with surrounding uses.”

| disagree with this statement. This site is completely surrounded by R4 residential units and is currently
located outside of the commercial, office and medium residential areas located along Taylorsville Rd. |
believe this proposal will have a long term negative impact on the local community as well as District 11.
This does not fit within the of Cornerstone 2020 guidelines in regards to the economic impact to the
neighboring community.

I do not support the rezoning change in this location. | believe that the developer is capable of
constructing single family residential homes that are similar in scope and size of the surrounding
neighborhood for a reasonable profit. The developer was perfectly fine with the R4 zoning when the
property was purchased and rehabilitation of the existing home began. Single family housing would
limit or improve the character of the local community if it was done the right way. | do not believe
office buildings or condos fit within this particular locale.

Thank you,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0ONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I am a nearby resident of the development site that is being proposed at 4208 Taylorsvilie Rd. | am
writing this to express concerns regarding 16ZONE1026.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer states, “The increase in the proposed density over
what is currently permitted in the R4 zone is minimal (net 4-5 unit increase).”

To me, this quote suggest a request to increase the proposed density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have
not met anyone who considers this minimal. | am requesting that the R4 zoning status remain
unchanged.

The developer was willing to purchase this property and rehabilitate the existing structure under the R4
zoning status and at a later date decided to apply for rezoning. | do not believe that rezoning this site to
OR1 will be in the best interest of the neighboring communities.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5 Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
I live in the same area as the development site proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer is quoted as saying, “Changes in use from single
family to multi family or office is permitted at the interface between commercial nodes and residential
uses provided the orientation, design, scale and location of the proposed development are compatible
with surrounding uses.”

I disagree with this statement. This site is completely surrounded by R4 residential units and is currently
located outside of the commercial, office and medium residential areas located along Taylorsville Rd. |
believe this proposal will have a long term negative impact on the local community as well as District 11.
This does not fit within the of Cornerstone 2020 guidelines in regards to the economic impact to the
neighboring community.

I do not support the rezoning change in this location. | believe that the developer is capable of
constructing single family residential homes that are similar in scope and size of the surrounding
neighborhood for a reasonable profit. The developer was perfectly fine with the R4 zoning when the
property was purchased and rehabilitation of the existing home began. Single family housing would
limit or improve the character of the local community if it was done the right way. | do not believe
office buildings or condos fit within this particular locale.

Thank you,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5" Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0ONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
I live near the proposed development site listed above and wish to share my concerns.

There is a Guideline under the developer’s Justification for Zoning Change that is titled “Mobility,
Transportatton Circulation, Bicycle, Pedestrian, & Transit”. Under this guideline, the developer states,

“sidewalks are located along Taylorsville Road thereby insuring an interconnected network for
pedestrian access.

This statement is highly misleading if not false. There are no sidewalks in front of this portion of
Taylorsville Road. The development map shows a sidewalk that connects to a bike lane located at the
north property line. There is no interconnected pedestrian access for several hundred yards.

This is one of many misleading statements that was suggested in the Guidelines and noted in the
Meeting Minutes that were submitted to the city by the developer. Many of the comments made by the
developer disregard or down play the real opinion of the local community and this development fails to
retain the character of the local community.

It is my opinion that the city should reject the zoning change request in addition to waivers and
variances for any development that takes place on this property. | would like for this site to remain
single family residential.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5" Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I'am a nearby resident to the proposed development at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. This will affect me, and |
wish to express my concerns.

In the developer’s “Justification for Zoning,” that was submitted to the city, they stated that, “This is a
low density moderately priced condominium project that will provide housing for the growing medical
community and meet other housing needs in the immediate area.”

In a meeting, the developer stated that these condos would be valued at over $200,000 each.
Observation and local research shows similar condo units that are currently for sale have an average
value around $127,000. In addition, many of these units offer amenities such as swimming pool, tennis
courts, brick exteriors, etc. All comparisons were within the District 11 area and many showed
construction dates that were within the last 15 years. Prices compared were zestimates which are
typically 10-20% higher than the actual sale price of these units.

When the developer was question about their high valuations, they explained that they were legally
allowed to take estimates from locations further east of the development site and avoided elaborating
on any details.

I also disagree that the medical community needs additional housing of this type, within this area.
Consistently, there are condo units and apartments in many locations throughout District 11 that are
advertising and showing that unit are available.

| wish to conclude by stating that | am in strong opposition to the rezoning of this property.

Sincerely,
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Julia Willlams

444 S 5" Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I'live near the proposed development site listed above and will be directly affected by the development.
I am using this opportunity to express my displeasure with the proposal that has been submitted to the
City of Louisville.

In the “Development Center Guideline,” the developer suggests, “The redevelopment of the existing
building and reutilization of the property as office/residential will represent significant reinvestment
along the Taylorsville Road corridor and will also encourage viability and renewed sense of place in the
general neighborhood.”

My opinion is quite strong since I live in the general neighborhood and am in complete disagreement
with this statement. It is my belief that the developer is seeking to rezone the existing building as an
office so they can take advantage of the Historic Site Tax Incentives associated with this zoning change.

It is my understanding that normal rezoning takes place during the purchase of a property and prior to
any construction. This particular developer, purchased first, remodeled second, and is now looking to
rezone the rehabilitated structure.

This does not encourage viability nor does it renew a sense of place in the neighborhood. 1would like to
see the city maintain the R4 zoning status on this site and feel that the developer has little to no interest
in maintaining the character of the surrounding community.

The developer has been misleading in meetings and has repeatedly misquoted or misunderstood citizen
concerns that were documented in the Meeting Minutes submitted to the city.

Thank you and please consider these concerns in your decision making.
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Julia Williams

444 S 5" Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
lHive in the same area as the development site proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd,

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer is quoted as saying, “Changes in use from single
family to multi family or office is permitted at the interface between commercial nodes and residential
uses provided the orientation, design, scale and location of the proposed development are compatible
with surrounding uses.”

I disagree with this statement. This site is completely surrounded by R4 residential units and is currently
located outside of the commercial, office and medium residential areas located along Taylorsville Rd. |
believe this proposal will have a long term negative impact on the local community as well as District 11.
This does not fit within the of Cornerstone 2020 guidelines in regards to the economic impact to the
neighboring community.

I do not support the rezoning change in this location. | believe that the developer is capable of
constructing single family residential homes that are similar in scope and size of the surrounding
neighborhood for a reasonable profit. The developer was perfectly fine with the R4 zoning when the
property was purchased and rehabilitation of the existing home began. Single family housing would
limit or improve the character of the local community if it was done the right way. | do not believe
office buildings or condos fit within this particular locale.

Thank you,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5" Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
I live in the same area as the development site proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer is quoted as saying, “Changes in use from single
family to multi family or office is permitted at the interface between commercial nodes and residential
uses provided the orientation, design, scale and location of the proposed development are compatible
with surrounding uses.”

| disagree with this statement. This site is completely surrounded by R4 residential units and is currently
located outside of the commerecial, office and medium residential areas located along Taylorsville Rd. |
believe this proposal will have a long term negative impact on the local community as well as District 11.
This does not fit within the of Cornerstone 2020 guidelines in regards to the economic impact to the
neighboring community.

I do not support the rezoning change in this location. | believe that the developer is capable of
constructing single family residential homes that are similar in scope and size of the surrounding
neighborhood for a reasonable profit. The developer was perfectly fine with the R4 zoning when the
property was purchased and rehabilitation of the existing home began. Single family housing would
limit or improve the character of the local community if it was done the right way. | do not believe
office buildings or condos fit within this particular locale.

Thank you, |
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Julia Williams

444 S 5" Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
Iive in the same area as the development site proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer is quoted as saying, “Changes in use from single
family to multi family or office is permitted at the interface between commercial nodes and residential
uses provided the orientation, design, scale and location of the proposed development are compatible
with surrounding uses.”

I disagree with this statement. This site is completely surrounded by R4 residential units and is currently
located outside of the commercial, office and medium residential areas located along Taylorsville Rd. |
believe this proposal will have a long term negative impact on the local community as well as District 11.
This does not fit within the of Cornerstone 2020 guidelines in regards to the economic impact to the
neighboring community.

I do not support the rezoning change in this location. | believe that the developer is capable of
constructing single family residential homes that are similar in scope and size of the surrounding
neighborhood for a reasonable profit. The developer was perfectly fine with the R4 zoning when the
property was purchased and rehabilitation of the existing home began. Single family housing would
limit or improve the character of the local community if it was done the right way. | do not believe
office buildings or condos fit within this particular locale.

Thank you,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5" Street
Suite 300

Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
llive in the same area as the development site proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer is quoted as saying, “Changes in use from single
family to multi family or office is permitted at the interface between commercial nodes and residential
uses provided the orientation, design, scale and location of the proposed development are compatible
with surrounding uses.”

I disagree with this statement. This site is completely surrounded by R4 residential units and is currently
located outside of the commercial, office and medium residential areas located along Taylorsville Rd. |
believe this proposal will have a long term negative impact on the local community as well as District 11.
This does not fit within the of Cornerstone 2020 guidelines in regards to the economic impact to the
neighboring community.

I do not support the rezoning change in this location. | believe that the developer is capable of
constructing single family residential homes that are similar in scope and size of the surrounding
neighborhood for a reasonable profit. The developer was perfectly fine with the R4 zoning when the
property was purchased and rehabilitation of the existing home began. Single family housing would
limit or improve the character of the local community if it was done the right way. | do not believe
office buildings or condos fit within this particular locale.

Thank you,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5" Street
Suite 300

Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
['live in the same area as the development site proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd.

in the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer is quoted as saying, “Changes in use from single
family to multi family or office is permitted at the interface between commercial nodes and residential
uses provided the orientation, design, scale and location of the proposed development are compatible
with surrounding uses.”

I disagree with this statement. This site is completely surrounded by R4 residential units and is currently
located outside of the commercial, office and medium residential areas located along Taylorsville Rd. |
believe this proposal will have a long term negative impact on the local community as well as District 11.
This does not fit within the of Cornerstone 2020 guidelines in regards to the economic impact to the
neighboring community.

I'do not support the rezoning change in this location. | believe that the developer is capable of
constructing single family residential homes that are similar in scope and size of the surrounding
neighborhood for a reasonable profit. The developer was perfectly fine with the R4 zoning when the
property was purchased and rehabilitation of the existing home began. Single family housing would
limit or improve the character of the local community if it was done the right way. | do not believe
office buildings or condos fit within this particular locale.

Thank you,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5" Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
I live in the same area as the development site proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer is quoted as saying, “Changes in use from single
family to multi family or office is permitted at the interface between commercial nodes and residential
uses provided the orientation, design, scale and location of the proposed development are compatible
with surrounding uses.”

I disagree with this statement. This site is completely surrounded by R4 residential units and is currently
located outside of the commercial, office and medium residential areas located along Taylorsville Rd. |
believe this proposal will have a long term negative impact on the local community as well as District 11.
This does not fit within the of Cornerstone 2020 guidelines in regards to the economic impact to the
neighboring community.

I'do not support the rezoning change in this location. | believe that the developer is capable of
constructing single family residential homes that are similar in scope and size of the surrounding
neighborhood for a reasonable profit. The developer was perfectly fine with the R4 zoning when the
property was purchased and rehabilitation of the existing home began. Single family housing would
limit or improve the character of the local community if it was done the right way. | do not believe
office buildings or condos fit within this particular locale.

Thank you,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5" Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
I'live in the same area as the development site proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer is quoted as saying, “Changes in use from single
family to multi family or office is permitted at the interface between commercial nodes and residential
uses provided the orientation, design, scale and location of the proposed development are compatible
with surrounding uses.”

| disagree with this statement. This site is completely surrounded by R4 residential units and is currently
located outside of the commerecial, office and medium residential areas located along Taylorsville Rd. |
believe this proposal will have a long term negative impact on the local community as well as District 11.
This does not fit within the of Cornerstone 2020 guidelines in regards to the economic impact to the
neighboring community.

I do not support the rezoning change in this location. | believe that the developer is capable of
constructing single family residential homes that are similar in scope and size of the surrounding
neighborhood for a reasonable profit. The developer was perfectly fine with the R4 zoning when the
property was purchased and rehabilitation of the existing home began. Single family housing would
limit or improve the character of the local community if it was done the right way. | do not believe
office buildings or condos fit within this particular locale,

Thank you,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300

Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
I'live in the same area as the development site proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer is quoted as saying, “Changes in use from single
family to multi family or office is permitted at the interface between commercial nodes and residential
uses provided the orientation, design, scale and location of the proposed development are compatible
with surrounding uses.”

| disagree with this statement. This site is completely surrounded by R4 residential units and is currently
located outside of the commercial, office and medium residential areas located along Taylorsville Rd. |
believe this proposal will have a long term negative impact on the local community as well as District 11.
This does not fit within the of Cornerstone 2020 guidelines in regards to the economic impact to the
neighboring community.

I'do not support the rezoning change in this location. | believe that the developer is capable of
constructing single family residential homes that are similar in scope and size of the surrounding
neighborhood for a reasonable profit. The developer was perfectly fine with the R4 zoning when the
property was purchased and rehabilitation of the existing home began. Single family housing would
limit or improve the character of the local community if it was done the right way. | do not believe
office buildings or condos fit within this particular locale.
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Julia Williams

444 S 5" Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
live in the same area as the development site proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer is quoted as saying, “Changes in use from single
family to multi family or office is permitted at the interface between commercial nodes and residential
uses provided the orientation, design, scale and location of the proposed development are compatible
with surrounding uses.”

| disagree with this statement. This site is completely surrounded by R4 residential units and is currently
located outside of the commercial, office and medium residential areas located along Taylorsville Rd. |
believe this proposal will have a long term negative impact on the local community as well as District 11.
This does not fit within the of Cornerstone 2020 guidelines in regards to the economic impact to the
neighboring community.

| do not support the rezoning change in this location. | believe that the developer is capable of
constructing single family residential homes that are similar in scope and size of the surrounding
neighborhood for a reasonable profit. The developer was perfectly fine with the R4 zoning when the
property was purchased and rehabilitation of the existing home began. Single family housing would
limit or improve the character of the local community if it was done the right way. | do not believe
office buildings or condos fit within this particular locale.

Thank you,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
I live in the same area as the development site proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer is quoted as saying, “Changes in use from single
family to multi family or office is permitted at the interface between commercial nodes and residential
uses provided the orientation, design, scale and location of the proposed development are compatible
with surrounding uses.”

I disagree with this statement. This site is completely surrounded by R4 residential units and is currently
located outside of the commercial, office and medium residential areas located along Taylorsville Rd. |
believe this proposal will have a long term negative impact on the local community as well as District 11.
This does not fit within the of Cornerstone 2020 guidelines in regards to the economic impact to the
neighboring community.

I do not support the rezoning change in this location. | believe that the developer is capable of
constructing single family residential homes that are similar in scope and size of the surrounding
neighborhood for a reasonable profit. The developer was perfectly fine with the R4 zoning when the
property was purchased and rehabilitation of the existing home began. Single family housing would
limit or improve the character of the local community if it was done the right way. | do not believe
office buildings or condos fit within this particular locale.

Thank you,

EIVED

ocT 3.1 208
PLANNING &
DESIGN SERVICES




Julia Williams

444 S 5t Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

| am a nearby resident to the proposed development at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. This will affect me, and |
wish to express my concerns.

In the developer’s “Justification for Zoning,” that was submitted to the city, they stated that, “This is a
low density moderately priced condominium project that will provide housing for the growing medical
community and meet other housing needs in the immediate area.”

In a meeting, the developer stated that these condos would be valued at over $200,000 each.
Observation and local research shows similar condo units that are currently for sale have an average
value around $127,000. In addition, many of these units offer amenities such as swimming pool, tennis
courts, brick exteriors, etc. All comparisons were within the District 11 area and many showed
construction dates that were within the last 15 years. Prices compared were zestimates which are
typically 10-20% higher than the actual sale price of these units.

When the developer was question about their high valuations, they explained that they were legally
allowed to take estimates from locations further east of the development site and avoided elaborating
on any details.

l also disagree that the medical community needs additional housing of this type, within this area.
Consistently, there are condo units and apartments in many locations throughout District 11 that are
advertising and showing that unit are available.

I wish to conclude by stating that | am in strong opposition to the rezoning of this property.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5™ Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

F'am a nearby resident to the proposed development at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. This will affect me, and |
wish to express my concerns.

In the developer’s “Justification for Zoning,” that was submitted to the city, they stated that, “This is a
low density moderately priced condominium project that will provide housing for the growing medical
community and meet other housing needs in the immediate area.”

In a meeting, the developer stated that these condos would be valued at over $200,000 each.
Observation and local research shows similar condo units that are currently for sale have an average
value around $127,000. In addition, many of these units offer amenities such as swimming pool, tennis
courts, brick exteriors, etc. All comparisons were within the District 11 area and many showed
construction dates that were within the last 15 years. Prices compared were zestimates which are
typically 10-20% higher than the actual sale price of these units.

When the developer was question about their high valuations, they explained that they were legally
allowed to take estimates from locations further east of the development site and avoided elaborating
on any details.

| also disagree that the medical community needs additional housing of this type, within this area.
Consistently, there are condo units and apartments in many locations throughout District 11 that are
advertising and showing that unit are available.

I'wish to conclude by stating that | am in strong opposition to the rezoning of this property.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
I live near the proposed development site listed above and wish to share my concerns.

There is a Guideline under the developer’s Justification for Zoning Change that is titled “Mobility,
Transportation, Circulation, Bicycle, Pedestrian, & Transit”. Under this guideline, the developer states,
“Sidewalks are located along Taylorsville Road thereby insuring an interconnected network for
pedestrian access.

This statement is highly misleading if not false. There are no sidewalks in front of this portion of
Taylorsville Road. The development map shows a sidewalk that connects to a bike lane located at the
north property line. There is no interconnected pedestrian access for several hundred yards.

This is one of many misleading statements that was suggested in the Guidelines and noted in the
Meeting Minutes that were submitted to the city by the developer. Many of the comments made by the
developer disregard or down play the real opinion of the local community and this development fails to
retain the character of the local community.

It is my opinion that the city should reject the zoning change request in addition to waivers and
variances for any development that takes place on this property. | would like for this site to remain
single family residential.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
I live near the proposed development site listed above and wish to share my concerns.

There is a Guideline under the developer’s Justification for Zoning Change that is titled “Mobility,
Transportation, Circulation, Bicycle, Pedestrian, & Transit”. Under this guideline, the developer states,
“Sidewalks are located along Taylorsville Road thereby insuring an interconnected network for
pedestrian access.

This statement is highly misleading if not false. There are no sidewalks in front of this portion of
Taylorsville Road. The development map shows a sidewalk that connects to a bike lane located at the
north property line. There is no interconnected pedestrian access for several hundred yards.

This is one of many misleading statements that was suggested in the Guidelines and noted in the
Meeting Minutes that were submitted to the city by the developer. Many of the comments made by the
developer disregard or down play the real opinion of the local community and this development fails to
retain the character of the local community.

It is my opinion that the city should reject the zoning change request in addition to waivers and
variances for any development that takes place on this property. ! would like for this site to remain
single family residential.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5t Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I'live near the proposed development site listed above and will be directly affected by the development.
I 'am using this opportunity to express my displeasure with the proposal that has been submitted to the
City of Louisville.

In the “Development Center Guideline,” the developer suggests, “The redevelopment of the existing
building and reutilization of the property as office/residential will represent significant reinvestment
along the Taylorsville Road corridor and will also encourage viability and renewed sense of place in the
general neighborhood.”

My opinion is quite strong since | live in the general neighborhood and am in complete disagreement
with this statement. It is my belief that the developer is seeking to rezone the existing building as an
office so they can take advantage of the Historic Site Tax Incentives associated with this zoning change.

It is my understanding that normal rezoning takes place during the purchase of a property and prior to
any construction. This particular developer, purchased first, remodeled second, and is now looking to
rezone the rehabilitated structure.

This does not encourage viability nor does it renew a sense of place in the neighborhood. 1would like to
see the city maintain the R4 zoning status on this site and feel that the developer has little to no interest
in maintaining the character of the surrounding community.

The developer has been misleading in meetings and has repeatedly misquoted or misunderstood citizen
concerns that were documented in the Meeting Minutes submitted to the city.

Thank you and please consider these concerns in your decision making.
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Julia Williams

444 S 5™ Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
| live near the proposed development site listed above and wish to share my concerns.

There is a Guideline under the developer’s Justification for Zoning Change that is titled “Mobility,
Transportation, Circulation, Bicycle, Pedestrian, & Transit”. Under this guideline, the developer states,
“Sidewalks are located along Taylorsville Road thereby insuring an interconnected network for
pedestrian access. '

This statement is highly misleading if not false. There are no sidewalks in front of this portion of
Taylorsville Road. The development map shows a sidewalk that connects to a bike iane located at the
north property line. There is no interconnected pedestrian access for several hundred yards.

This is one of many misleading statements that was suggested in the Guidelines and noted in the
Meeting Minutes that were submitted to the city by the developer. Many of the comments made by the
developer disregard or down play the real opinion of the local community and this development fails to
retain the character of the local community.

It is my opinion that the city should reject the zoning change request in addition to waivers and

variances for any development that takes piace on this property. | would like for this site to remain
single family residential.
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

[ am a nearby resident of the development site that is being proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. 1am
writing this to express concerns regarding 16ZONE1026.

in the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer states, “The increase in the proposed density over
“what is currently permitted in the R4 zone is minimal (net'4-5 unit increase).”

To me, this quote suggest a request to increase the proposed density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have
not met anyone who considers this minimal. | am requesting that the R4 zoning status remain
unchanged.

[

The developer was willing to purchase this property and rehabilitate the existing structure under the R4
zoning status and at a later date decided to apply for rezoning. | do not believe that rezoning this site to
OR1 will be in the best interest of the neighboring communities.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300

Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

l'am a nearby resident to the proposed development at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. This will affect me, and |
wish to express my concerns.

/ 174

in the developer’s “Justification for Zoning,” that was submitted to the city, they stated that, “Thisis a
low density moderately priced condominium project that will provide housing for the growing medical
community and meet other housing needs in the immediate area.”

In a meeting, the developer stated that these condos would be valued at over $200,000 each.
Observation and local research shows similar condo units that are currently for sale have an average
value around $127,000. In addition, many of these units offer amenities such as swimming pooi, tennis
courts, brick exteriors, etc. All comparisons were within the District 11 area and many showed
construction dates that were within the last 15 years. Prices compared were zestimates which are
typically 10-20% higher than the actual sale price of these units.

When the developer was question about their high valuations, they explained that they were legally
allowed to take estimates from locations further east of the development site and avoided elaborating
on any details.

| also disagree that the medical community needs additional housing of this type, within this area.
Consistently, there are condo units and apartments in many locations throughout District 11 that are
advertising and showing that unit are available.

I wish to conclude by stating that | am in strong opposition to the rezoning of this property.

o St s .

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

[ am a nearby resident of the development site that is being proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | am
writing this to express concerns regarding 16ZONE1026.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer states, “The increase in the proposed density over
“what is currently permitted in the R4 zone is minimal (net 4-5 unit increase).”

To me, this quote suggest a request to increase the proposed density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have
not met anyone who considers this minimal. | am requesting that the R4 zoning status remain
unchanged.

'

The developer was willing to purchase this property and rehabilitate the existing structure under the R4
zoning status and at a later date decided to apply for rezoning. 1 do not believe that rezoning this site to
OR1 will be in the best interest of the neighboring communities. ‘
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0ONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
I live near the proposed development site listed above and wish to share my concerns.

There is a Guideline under the developer’s Justification for Zoning Change that is titled “Mobility,
Transportation, Circulation, Bicycle, Pedestrian, & Transit”. Under this guideline, the developer states,
“Sidewalks are located along Taylorsville Road thereby insuring an interconnected network for
pedestrian access.

This statement is highly misleading if not false. There are no sidewalks in front of this portion of
Taylorsville Road. The development map shows a sidewalk that connects to a bike lane located at the
north property line. There is no interconnected pedestrian access for several hundred yards.

This is one of many misleading statements that was suggested in the Guidelines and noted in the
Meeting Minutes that were submitted to the city by the developer. Many of the comments made by the
developer disregard or down play the real opinion of the local community and this development fails to
retain the character of the local community.

It is my opinion that the city should reject the zoning change request in addition to waivers and
variances for any development that takes place on this property. | would like for this site to remain
single family residential.

Smcerely, Y
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I'am a nearby resident of the development site that is being proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | am
writing this to express concerns regarding 16ZONE1026.

tn the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer states, “The increase in the proposed density over
“what is currently permitted in the R4 zone is minimal (net 4-5 unit increase).”

To me, this guote suggest a request to increase the proposed density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have
not met anyone who considers this minimal. | am requesting that the R4 zoning status remain
unchanged.

i

The developer was willing to purchase this property and rehabilitate the existing structure under the R4
zoning status and at a later date decided to apply for rezoning. | do not believe that rezoning this site to
OR1 will be in the best interest of the neighboring communities.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5™ Street
Suijte 300

Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0ONE1026

Dear Ms. Wiiliams,
I'live near the proposed development site listed above and wish to share my concerns.

There is a Guideline under the developer’s Justification for Zoning Change that is titled “Mobility,
Transportation, Circulation, Bicycle, Pedestrian, & Transit”. Under this guideline, the developer states,
“Sidewalks are located along Taylorsville Road thereby insuring an interconnected network for
pedestrian access.

This statement is highly misleading if not false. There are no sidewalks in front of this portion of
Taylorsville Road. The development map shows a sidewalk that connects to a bike lane located at the
north property line. There is no interconnected pedestrian access for several hundred yards.

This is one of many misleading statements that was suggested in the Guidelines and noted in the
Meeting Minutes that were submitted to the city by the developer. Many of the comments made by the
developer disregard or down play the real opinion of the local community and this development fails to
retain the character of the local community.

Itis my opinion that the city should reject the zoning change request in addition to waivers and
variances for any development that takes place on this property. | would like for this site to remain
single family residential.
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1Q26

Dear Ms. Williams,

l'am a nearby resident of the development site that is being proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | am
writing this to express concerns regarding 16ZONE1026.

tn the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer states, “The increase in the proposed density over
“what is currently permitted in the R4 zone is minimal {net'4-5 unit increase).”

To me, this quote suggest a request to increase the proposed density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have
not met anyone who considers this minimal. | am requesting that the R4 zoning status remain
unchanged.

i

The developer was willing to purchase this property and rehahilitate the existing structure under the R4
zoning status and at a later date decided to apply for rezoning. I do not believe that rezoning this site to
OR1 will be in the best interest of the neighboring communities.

Sincergdy,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I live near the proposed development site listed above and will be directly affected by the development.
I am using this opportunity to express my displeasure with the proposal that has been submitted to the
City of Louisville.

In the “Development Center Guideline,” the developer suggests, “The redevelopment of the existing
building and reutilization of the property as office/residential will represent significant reinvestment
along the Taylorsville Road corridor and will also encourage viability and renewed sense of place in the
general neighborhood.”

My opinion is quite strong since I live in the general neighborhood and am in complete disagreement
with this statement. It is my belief that the developer is seeking to rezone the existing building as an
office so they can take advantage of the Historic Site Tax Incentives associated with this zoning change.

It is my understanding that normal rezoning takes place during the purchase of a property and prior to
any construction. This particular developer, purchased first, remodeled second, and is now looking to
rezone the rehabilitated structure.

This does not encourage viability nor does it renew a sense of place in the neighborhood. | would like to
see the city maintain the R4 zoning status on this site and feel that the developer has little to no interest
in maintaining the character of the surrounding community.

The developer has been misleading in meetings and has repeatedly misquoted or misunderstood citizen
concerns that were documented in the Meeting Minutes submitted to the city.

Thank you and please consider these concerns in your decision making.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300

Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0ONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

[live near the proposed development at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | am writing this to inform you of my
concerns regarding 16Z0ONE1026.

Under the “Compatibility Guideline,” for the Justification of Zoning Change, the developer states,
“Several properties fronting Taylorsville Rd have previously been granted approval for office retail uses
where appropriate. We have taken into consideration the concerns of the surrounding property owners
in the design of this project.” '

I do not believe the opinion of the surrounding property owners were taken into consideration. | have
not met to a single person who is in support of commercial, office, or increased density residential
developments at this location. | am also aware that all neighboring properties to this site are zoned as
single family residential.

In the “Meeting Minutes,” submitted to the city the developer clearly failed at listening and describing
the concerns of local citizens. | am strongly opposed to anything except single family residential homes,
shared driveways or cutting down the mature trees located along the perimeter of the development
site. 1 am also opposed to any office or commercial zoning suggested for the main structure on this
property.

Thank you and please help us preserve the character of our wonderful communityl

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I am a nearby resident of the development site that is being proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | am
writing this to express concerns regarding 16Z0ONE1026.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer states, “The increase in the proposed density over
“what is currently permitted in the R4 zone is minimal (net'4-5 unit increase).”

To me, this quote suggest a request to increase the proposed density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have
not met anyone who considers this minimal. | am requesting that the R4 zoning status remain
unchanged.

!

The developer was willing to purchase this property and rehabilitate the existing structure under the R4
zoning status and at a later date decided to apply for rezoning. | do not believe that rezoning this site to
OR1 will be in the best interest of the neighboring communities.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5" Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
I'live near the proposed development site listed above and wish to share my concerns.

There is a Guideline under the developer’s Justification for Zoning Change that is titled “Mobility,
Transportation, Circulation, Bicycle, Pedestrian, & Transit”. Under this guideline, the developer states,
“Sidewalks are located along Taylorsville Road thereby insuring an interconnected network for
pedestrian access.

This statement is highly misleading if not false. There are no sidewalks in front of this portion of
Taylorsville Road. The development map shows a sidewalk that connects to a bike lane located at the
north property line. There is no interconnected pedestrian access for several hundred yards.

This is one of many misleading statements that was suggested in the Guidelines and noted in the
Meeting Minutes that were submitted to the city by the developer. Many of the comments made by the
developer disregard or down play the real opinion of the local community and this development fails to
retain the character of the local community.

It is my opinion that the city should reject the zoning change request in addition to waivers and
variances for any development that takes place on this property. | would like for this site to remain
single family residential.
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

l'own a nearby resident to the proposed development site at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. I wish to voice my
opinion on this matter.

The developer is quoted as saying, “The proposa! will not adversely impact the aesthetic appearance of
the existing building and will revitalize and preserve the existing structure that may be eligible for the
National Historic Register.” This was submitted to the city under the Open Space Natural Areas and
Scenic and Historic Resources Guideline of the Justification for Zoning Change.

It is my belief that the developer will seek Historic Registry status on the main structure and apply for
National Registry tax incentives on the rehabilitation costs associated with remodeling after the
property is rezoned for office space. There is a clear advantage to the developer at the detriment to
neighboring citizens. | believe the OR1 zoning request is a precursor to what will snowball into a spot
zoning situation.

l'am requesting that the zoning change be denied and that this property remain single family residential.
The density of the proposed residential area is too high and the office space does not fit into this general
area. | believe this will have a negative impact on the surrounding communities.

Thank you.
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I'ive near the proposed development at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. am writing this to inform you of my
concerns regarding 16Z0ONE1026.

Under the “Compatibility Guideline,” for the Justification of Zoning Change, the developer states,
“Several properties fronting Taylorsville Rd have previously been granted approval for office retail uses
where appropriate. We have taken into consideration the concerns of the surrounding property owners
in the design of this project.” '

I do not believe the opinion of the surrounding property owners were taken into consideration. | have
not met to a single person who is in support of commercial, office, or increased density residential
developments at this location. | am also aware that all neighboring properties to this site are zoned as
single family residential.

In the “Meeting Minutes,” submitted to the city the developer clearly failed at listening and describing
the concerns of local citizens. 1am strongly opposed to anything except single family residential homes,
shared driveways or cutting down the mature trees located along the perimeter of the development
site. I'am also opposed to any office or commercial zoning suggested for the main structure on this
property.

Thank you and please help us preserve the character of our wonderful community!

Sincerely, .
Candy, Mg
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Julia Williams

444 S 5" Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0ONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

Ilive near the proposed development at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | am writing this to inform you of my
concerns regarding 16ZONE1026.

Under the “Compatibility Guideline,” for the Justification of Zoning Change, the developer states,
“Several properties fronting Taylorsville Rd have previously been granted approval for office retail uses
where appropriate. We have taken into consideration the concerns of the surrounding property owners
in the design of this project.” '

I do not believe the opinion of the surrounding property owners were taken into consideration. | have
not met to a single person who is in support of commercial, office, or increased density residential
developments at this location. | am also aware that all neighboring properties to this site are zoned as
single family residential.

In the “Meeting Minutes,” submitted to the city the developer clearly failed at listening and describing
the concerns of local citizens. | am strongly opposed to anything except single family residential homes,
shared driveways or cutting down the mature trees located along the perimeter of the development
site. | am also opposed to any office or commercial zoning suggested for the main structure on this
property.

Thank you and please help us preserve the character of our wonderful community!

Sincerely,
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© Ms. Julia Williams
444 So. 5" Street
Suite 300
Louisville, Kentucky 40202

Re: Rezoning Case #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams

My family and | live next door to 4208 Taylorsville Road. Maost recently a building at 4208 had
“lead paint” washed off. The paint was not controlled and was blown in all direction including my
property and neighbors.

The paint was analyzed and determined to be lead paint. The paint is on the ground and trees.
This proposed development includes removing trees and disturbing the contour of the Iam
Should this happen, the paint will again be in the air and we wiil again be exposed. Don’t you agree /

| oncels enough? /

N @AM/"KMMM s <o - f

/ Additionally, since lead paint was blown off the spray paint (uncontrolled) process began. The |
dirt and trees are now exposed to lead paint, new point. /

P i Z e M"'\

e oot

Should development be allowed, Houston Acres would be exposed to old and new paint, both of
which are deadly.

< Surface water could wash these two paints into public waterways. The entire water run-oD
d

irected to Houston Acres residents. e /
ouston Acres residents.
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Sincerely,



Julia Williams

444 S 5 Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

lown a nearby resident to the proposed development site at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | wish to voice my
opinion on this matter.

The developer is quoted as saying, “The proposal will not adversely impact the aesthetic appearance of
the existing building and will revitalize and preserve the existing structure that may be eligible for the
National Historic Register.” This was submitted to the city under the Open Space Natural Areas and
Scenic and Historic Resources Guideline of the Justification for Zoning Change.

It is my belief that the developer will seek Historic Registry status on the main structure and apply for
National Registry tax‘incentives on the rehabilitation costs associated with remodeling after the
property is rezoned for office space. There is a clear advantage to the developer at the detriment to
neighboring citizens. | believe the OR1 zoning request is a precursor to what will snowball into a spot
zoning situation.

I am requesting that the zoning change be denied and that this property remain single family residential.
The density of the proposed residential area is too high and the office space does not fit into this general
area. | believe this will have a negative impact on the surrounding communities.

Thank you.
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I'am a nearby resident to the proposed development at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. This will affect me, and |
wish to express my concerns.

In the developer’s “Justification for Zoning,” that was submitted to the city, they stated that, “This is a
low density moderately priced condominium project that will provide housing for the growing medical
community and meet other housing needs in the immediate area.”

In a meeting, the developer stated that these condos would be valued at over $200,000 each.
Observation and local research shows similar condo units that are currently for sale have an average
value around $127,000. In addition, many of these units offer amenities such as swimming pool, tennis
courts, brick exteriors, etc. All comparisons were within the District 11 area and many showed
construction dates that were within the last 15 years. Prices compared were zestimates which are
typically 10-20% higher than the actual sale price of these units.

When the developer was question about their high valuations, they explained that they were legally
allowed to take estimates from locations further east of the development site and avoided elaborating
on any details.

| also disagree that the medical community needs additional housing of this type, within this area.
Consistently, there are condo units and apartments in many locations throughout District 11 that are
advertising and showing that unit are available.

I wish to conclude by stating that | am in strong opposition to the rezoning of this property.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 5 5™ Street
Suite 300

Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I am a nearby resident of the development site that is being proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. I am
writing this to express concerns regarding 16Z0NE1026.

In the "Community Form Guideline,” the developer states, “The increase in the proposed density over
“what is currently permitted in the R4 zone is minimal (net 4-5 unit increase).”

To me, this quote suggest a request to increase the proposed density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have
not met anyone who considers this minimal. | am requesting that the R4 zoning status remain
unchanged.

[

The developer was willing to purchase this property and rehabilitate the existing structure under the R4
zoning status and at a later date decided to apply for rezoning. | do not believe that rezoning this site to
OR1 will be in the best interest of the neighboring communities.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Wiiliams,

I'am a nearby resident of the development site that is being proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. I am
writing this to express concerns regarding 16Z0ONE1026.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer states, “The increase in the proposed density over
“what is currently permitted in the R4 zone is minimal (net 4-5 unit increase).”

To me, this quote suggest a request to increase the proposed density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have
not met anyone who considers this minimal. | am requesting that the R4 zoning status remain
unchanged.

~ The developer was willing to purchase this property and rehabilitate the existing structure under the R4
zoning status and at a later date decided to apply for rezoning. | do not believe that rezoning this site to
OR1 will be in the best interest of the neighboring communities.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5™ Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I own a nearby resident to the proposed development site at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | wish to voice my
opinion on this matter.

The developer is quoted as saying, “The proposal will not adversely impact the aesthetic appearance of
the existing building and will revitalize and preserve the existing structure that may be eligible for the
National Historic Register.” This was submitted to the city under the Open Space Natural Areas and
Scenic and Historic Resources Guideline of the Justification for Zoning Change.

It is my belief that the developer will seek Historic Registry status on the main structure and apply for
National Registry tax incentives on the rehabilitation costs associated with remodeling after the
property is rezoned for office space. There is a clear advantage to the developer at the detriment to
neighboring citizens. | believe the OR1 zoning request is a precursor to what will snowball into a spot
zoning situation.

I'am requesting that the zoning change be denied and that this property remain single family residential.
The density of the proposed residential area is too high and the office space does not fit into this general
area. | believe this will have a negative impact on the surrounding communities.

John Grawemeyer
4213 Hewitt Ave.
Louisville, KY 40220




Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
[ live near the proposed development site listed above and wish to share my concerns.

There is a Guideline under the developer’s Justification for Zoning Change that is titled “Mobility,
Transportation, Circulation, Bicycle, Pedestrian, & Transit”. Under this guideline, the developer states,
“Sidewalks are located along Taylorsville Road thereby insuring an interconnected network for
pedestrian access.

This statement is highly misleading if not false. There are no sidewalks in front of this portion of
Taylorsville Road. The development map shows a sidewalk that connects to a bike lane located at the
north property line. There is no interconnected pedestrian access for several hundred yards.

This is one of many misleading statements that was suggested in the Guidelines and noted in the
Meeting Minutes that were submitted to the city by the developer. Many of the comments made by the
developer disregard or down play the real opinion of the local community and this development fails to
retain the character of the local community.

It is my opinion that the city should reject the zoning change request in addition to waivers and
variances for any development that takes place on this property. 1 would like for this site to remain
single family residential.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5t Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
Iive in the same area as the development site proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer is quoted as saying, “Changes in use from single
family to multi family or office is permitted at the interface between commercial nodes and residential
uses provided the orientation, design, scale and location of the proposed development are compatible
with surrounding uses.”

| disagree with this statement. This site is completely surrounded by R4 residential units and is currently
located outside of the commercial, office and medium residential areas located along Taylorsville Rd. |
believe this proposal will have a long term negative impact on the local community as well as District 11.
This does not fit within the of Cornerstone 2020 guidelines in regards to the economic impact to the
neighboring community.

I'do not support the rezoning change in this location. | believe that the developer is capable of
constructing single family residential homes that are similar in scope and size of the surrounding
neighborhood for a reasonable profit. The developer was perfectly fine with the R4 zoning when the
property was purchased and rehabilitation of the existing home began. Single family housing would
limit or improve the character of the local community if it was done the right way. | do not believe
office buildings or condos fit within this particular locale.

Thank you,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5' Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

| live near the proposed development at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | am writing this to inform you of my
concerns regarding 16Z0ONE1026.

Under the “Compatibility Guideline,” for the Justification of Zoning Change, the developer states,
“Several properties fronting Taylorsville Rd have previously been granted approval for office retail uses
where appropriate. We have taken into consideration the concerns of the surrounding property owners
in the design of this project.”

I do not believe the opinion of the surrounding property owners were taken into consideration. [ have
not met to a single person who is in support of commercial, office, or increased density residential
developments at this location. | am also aware that all neighboring properties to this site are zoned as
single family residential.

In the “Meeting Minutes,” submitted to the city the developer clearly failed at listening and describing
the concerns of local citizens. | am strongly opposed to anything except single family residential homes,
shared driveways or cutting down the mature trees located along the perimeter of the development
site. [ am also opposed to any office or commercial zoning suggested for the main structure on this
property. '

Thank you and please help us preserve the character of our wonderful community!

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5™ Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

| live near the proposed development at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | am writing this to inform you of my
concerns regarding 16ZONE1026.

Under the “Compatibility Guideline,” for the Justification of Zoning Change, the developer states,
“Several properties fronting Taylorsville Rd have previously been granted approval for office retail uses
where appropriate. We have taken into consideration the concerns of the surrounding property owners
in the design of this project.”

I do not believe the opinion of the surrounding property owners were taken into consideration. | have
not met to a single person who is in support of commercial, office, or increased density residential
developments at this location. | am also aware that all neighboring properties to this site are zoned as
single family residential,

In the “Meeting Minutes,” submitted to the city the developer clearly failed at listening and describing
the concerns of local citizens. | am strongly opposed to anything except single family residential homes,
shared driveways or cutting down the mature trees located along the perimeter of the development
site. | am also opposed to any office or commercial zoning suggested for the main structure on this
property. ‘

Thank you and please help us preserve the character of our wonderful community!

Sincerely,

Rondal C. Bartley
4205 Hewitt Avenue
Louisville, KY 40220

PS...I have lived in Houston Acres since 1971! I don't want the
setting and nature of our city changed.
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
I live in the same area as the development site proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer is quoted as saying, “Changes in use from single
family to multi family or office is permitted at the interface between commercial nodes and residential
uses provided the orientation, design, scale and location of the proposed development are compatible
with surrounding uses.”

| disagree with this statement. This site is completely surrounded by R4 residential units and is currently
located outside of the commercial, office and medium residential areas located along Taylorsville Rd. |
believe this proposal will have a long term negative impact on the local community as well as District 11.
This does not fit within the of Cornerstone 2020 guidelines in regards to the economic impact to the
neighboring community.

I do not support the rezoning change in this location. | believe that the developer is capable of
constructing single family residential homes that are similar in scope and size of the surrounding
neighborhood for a reasonable profit. The developer was perfectly fine with the R4 zoning when the
property was purchased and rehabilitation of the existing home began. Single family housing would
limit or improve the character of the local community if it was done the right way. | do not believe
office buildings or condos fit within this particular locale.

Thank you,

Matalu Lebuly
3020 Michagl Dr
Lovisvilk, Ky 4oaro




Julia Wililams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE£1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

tam a nearby resident of the development site that is being proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | am
writing this to express concerns regarding 16ZONE1026.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer states, “The increase in the proposed density over
what is currently permitted in the R4 zone is minimal (net 4-5 unit increase).”

To me, this quote suggest a request to increase the proposed density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have
not met anyone who considers this minimal. | am requesting that the R4 zoning status remain
unchanged.

The developer was willing to purchase this property and rehabilitate the existing structure under the R4
zoning status and at a later date decided to apply for rezoning. | do not believe that rezoning this site to
OR1 will be in the best interest of the neighboring communities.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Sireet
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I'am a nearby resident of the development site that is being proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. 1am
writing this to express concerns regarding 16ZONE1026.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer states, “The increase in the proposed density over
what is currently permitted in the R4 zone is minimal (net 4-5 unit increase).”

To me, this quote suggest a request to increase the proposed density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have
not met anyone who considers this minimal. [ am requesting that the R4 zoning status remain
unchanged.

The developer was willing to purchase this property and rehabilitate the existing structure under the R4
zoning status and at a later date decided to apply for rezoning. | do not believe that rezoning this site to
OR1 will be in the best interest of the neighboring communities.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5™ Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0ONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

| am a nearby resident of the development site that is being proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. { am
writing this to express concerns regarding 16ZONE1026.

tn the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer states, “The increase in the proposed density over
“what is currently permitted in the R4 zone is minimal (net 4-5 unit increase).”

To me, this quote suggest a request o increase the proposed density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have
not met anyone who considers this minimal. | am requesting that the R4 zoning status remain
unchanged.

i

The developer was willing to purchase this property and rehabilitate the existing structure under the R4
zoning status and at a later date decided to apply for rezoning. | do not believe that rezoning this site to

OR1 will be in the best interest of the neighboring communities.
-CEIVED
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Julia Williams

444 S 5" Street
Suite 300
Louisvilie, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

| am a nearby resident of the development site thatis being proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. 1 am
writing this to express concerns regarding 16Z0NE1026.

tn the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer states, “The increase in the proposed density over
“what is currently permitted in the R4 zone is minimal {(net'4-5 unit increase).”

To me, this quote suggestsa request to increase the proposed density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. 1 have
not met anyone who considers this minimal. | am requesting that the R4 zoning status remain
unchanged.

i

The developer was willing to purchase this property and rehabilitate the existing structure under the R4
zoning status and at a later date decided to apply for rezoning. 1 do not believe that rezoning this site to
OR1 will be in the best interest of the neighboring communities.

Sincerely,

Rescdent - City of Hovston Acres




Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

l'am a nearby resident of the development site that is being proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | am
writing this to express concerns regarding 16Z0ONE1026.

fn the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer states, “The increase in the proposed density over
“what is currently permitted in the R4 zone is minimal (net 4-5 unit increase).”

To me, this quote suggest a request to increase the proposed density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have
not met anyone who considers this minimal. [ am requesting that the R4 zoning status remain
unchanged.

1

The developer was willing to purchase this property and rehabilitate the existing structure under the R4
zoning status and at a later date decided to apply for rezoning. I do not believe that rezoning this site to
OR1 will be in the best interest of the neighboring communities.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5 Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

Dear Ms. Williams,

tam a nearby resident of the development site that is being proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. 1am
writing this to express concerns regarding 16Z0NE1026.

in the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer states, “The increase in the proposad density over

what is currently permitted in the R4 zone is minimal (net 4-5 unit increase).”

'c me, this quote suggest a request to increase the proposed dens lt\: of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have
not met anyone who considers this minimal. | am requesting that the R4 zoning status remain
unchanged.

The developer was willing to pu

d

rchase this property and rehabilitate the existing structure under the R
z0ning status and at a later date decided to 0 apply forrezoning. tdo not believe that rezoning this site t
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

tive near the development site at 4208 Taylorsville Rd and | am attempting to play an integral role in
preserving the character of the local community. The proposed development will impact all residents of
the surrounding communities and | have concerns that | would like to have documented.

Under the Economic Growth and Sustainability Guideline in the Justification for Rezoning, the developer
submitted the following documentation:

“This development furthers the goal of preserving the existing neighborhood while preserving an
existing structure. No nuisances will be created and adjacent properties will not be adversely affected.”

Thus far, the illegal dumping of 11 loads of dirt, trash, and rock has taken place which resulted in a stop
work order by MSD. The dirt came from a 2" development site being constructed by the developer. In
addition, after the stop work order was placed, the developer cut down over 1000 square feet of
vegetation on the property which resulted in a 2™ Stop Work Order issued by MSD.

A petition was submitted by the local community that contained all necessary signatures to hold a public
hearing at an evening time at McMahon Firehouse, which is located within walking distance of the
development site. Special permission was also received from the McMahon fire chief to ensure they
could accommodate the local citizens group to express their opposition. The LDT meeting determined
that having the hearing 20+ minutes away from the development site would be satisfactory and justified
this with reasoning that | consider to be trivial at best. | can assure you that the relocation of this
meeting comes provides clear advantage to the developer and will reduce the ability of the opposition
to attend.

Representatives for the developer have also attended two public meetings. Meeting minutes were
documented and rebuttals were expressed by the developer at the LDT meeting. The developer clearly
misrepresented the opposition when submitting their minutes to the city and overstated their limited
attempts to accommodate the neighboring community at the LDT meeting.

I'am requesting that the city maintain the single family zoning status for this site.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5" Street
Suite 300

Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I own a nearby resident to the proposed development site at 4208 Taylorsviile Rd. | wish to voice my
opinion on this matter. '

The developer is quoted as saying, “The proposal will not adversely impact the aesthetic appearance of
the existing building and will revitalize and preserve the existing structure that may be eligible for the
National Historic Register.” This was submitted to the city under the Open Space Natural Areas and
Scenic and Historic Resources Guideline of the Justification for Zoning Change.

It is my belief that the developer will seek Historic Registry status on the main structure and apply for
National Registry tax’incentives on the rehabilitation costs associated with remodeling after the
property is rezoned for office space. There is a clear advantage to the developer at the detriment to
neighboring citizens. 1 believe the OR1 zoning request is a precursor to what will snowball into a spot
zoning situation.

| am requesting that the zoning change be denied and that this property remain single family residential.
The density of the proposed residential area is too high and the office space does not fit into this general
area. | believe this will have a negative impact on the surrounding communities.

Thank you. _
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I'am a nearby resident of the development site that is being proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. 1 am
writing this to express concerns regarding 16Z0NE1026.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer states, “The increase in the proposed density over
“what is currently permitted in the R4 zone is minimal (net 4-5 unit increase).”

To me, this quote suggest a request to increase the proposed density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have
not met anyone who considers this minimal. | am requesting that the R4 zoning status remain
unchanged.

'

The developer was willing to purchase this property and rehabilitate the existing structure under the R4
zoning status and at a later date decided to apply for rezoning. | do not believe that rezoning this site to
OR1 will be in the best interest of the neighboring communities.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 57 Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

i

lam a nearby resident to the proposed development at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. This will affect me, and |
wish to express my concerns.

o

In the developer’s “Justification for Zoning,” that was submitted to the city, they stated that, “Thisis a
low density moderately priced condominium project that will provide housing for the growing medical

community and meet other housing needs in the immediate area.”

In a meeting, the developer stated that these condos would be valued at over $200,000 each.
Observation and local research shows similar condo units that are currently for sale have an average
value around $127,000. In addition, many of these units offer amenities such as swimming pool, tennis
courts, brick exteriors, etc. All comparisons were within the District 11 area and many showed
construction dates that were within the last 15 years. Prices compared were zestimates which are
typically 10-20% higher than the actual sale price of these units.

When the developer was question about their high valuations, they explained that they were legally
allowed to take estimates from locations further east of the development site and avoided elaborating
on any details.

l'also disagree that the medical community needs additional housing of this type, within this area.
Consistently, there are condo units and apartments in many locations throughout District 11 that are
advertising and showing that unit are availabie.

i wish to conclude by stating that I arn in strong opposition to the rezoning of this property.

Sincerely, -
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300

Louisville, KY 40202

72 CASE #16Z0ONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

l'am a nearby resident of the development site that is being proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | am
writing this to express concerns regarding 16ZONE1026.

tn the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer states, “The increase in the proposed density over
“what s currently permitted in the R4 zone is minimal (net 4-5 unit increase).”

To me, this quote suggest a request to increase the proposed density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have
not met anyone who considers this minimal. | am requesting that the R4 zoning status remain
unchanged.

i

The developer was willing to purchase this property and rehabilitate the existing structure under the R4
zoning status and at a later date decided to apply for rezoning. | do not believe that rezoning this site to
OR1 wili be in the best interest of the neighboring communities.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5™ Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

Dear Ms. Williams,

fem a nearby resident of the development site that is being proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. |am
writing this tc express concerns re garding 16Z0NE1025.

in the "Community Form Guideline,” the deveioper states, “The increzse in the proposed density over
what is currently permitted in the R4 zone is minimal (net 4-5 unit increase).”

o me, this quote suggast a request to increase the proposed density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have
tanyone who considers this minimal. | am requesting that the R4 zoning status remain

to purchase this property and rehabilitate the exist ting structure under the R4
afusandata !ater date decided to apply for rezoning. | do not believe that rezonin ng this site
OR1 will be in the best intersst of the n eighboring communities,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5™ Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I am a nearby resident of the development site that is being proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | am
writing this to express concerns regarding 16ZONE1026.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer states, “The increase in the proposed density over
what is currently permitted in the R4 zone is minimal (net 4-5 unit increase).”

To me, this quote suggest a request to increase the proposed density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have
not met anyone who considers this minimal. | am requesting that the R4 zoning status remain
unchanged.

The developer was willing to purchase this property and rehabilitate the existing structure under the R4
zoning status and at a later date decided to apply for rezoning. | do not believe that rezoning this site to
OR1 will be in the best interest of the neighboring communities.

Smcerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

lown a nearby resident to the proposed development site at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | wish to voice my
opinion on this matter. ’

The developer is quoted as saying, “The proposal will not adversely impact the aesthetic appearance of
the existing building and will revitalize and preserve the existing structure that may be eligible for the
National Historic Register.” This was submitted to the city under the Open Space Natural Areas and
Scenic and Historic Resources Guideline of the Justification for Zoning Change.

It is my belief that the developer will seek Historic Registry status on the main structure and apply for
National Registry tax‘incentives on the rehabilitation costs associated with remodeling after the
property is rezoned for office space. There is a clear advantage to the developer at the detriment to
neighboring citizens. | believe the OR1 zoning request is a precursor to what will snowball into a spot
zoning situation.

l'am requesting that the zoning change be denied and that this property remain single family residential.
The density of the proposed residential area is too high and the office space does not fit into this general
area. | believe this will have a negative impact on the surrounding communities.

Thank you.
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Julia Williams

444 S 5 Street
Suite 300

Louisvilie, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

l'am a nearby resident of the development site that is being proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | am
writing this to express concerns regarding 16ZONE1026.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer states, “The increase in the proposed density over
“what is currently permitted in the R4 zone is minimal (net 4-5 unit increase).”

To me, this quote suggest a request to increase the proposed density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have
not met anyone who considers this minimal. | am requesting that the R4 zoning status remain
unchanged.

'

The developer was willing to purchase this property and rehabilitate the existing structure under the R4
zoning status and at a later date decided to apply for rezoning. | do not believe that rezoning this site to
OR1 will be in the best interest of the neighboring communities.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

Dear Ms. Williams,

lam a nearby resident of the deveiopment site that s being proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | am
writing this to express concerns regarding 16Z0NE1026,

tn the “Community Form Guideline,” t ne developer states, “The increase in the proposed density over

n
what is currently permitied in the R4 zone is minimal (net 4-5 unit increase).

To me, this quote suggest a request to increase the proposad density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have

5
not met anyone who cons

ders this minimal. |am requesting that the R4 zoning status remain
unchanged.

The developer was willing t

O Y
oning status and at a later date decided to apply for rezoning. | do not beiieve that rezoning this site o
OR1 will be in the best interast of the neighboring communities.
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Julia Williams

444 S 5" Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #1670NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

llive near the proposed development site listed above and wish to share my concerns.

THere is a Guideline under the HPVDIOﬂﬂr s luctificatinn F'\r Zoning (‘hﬂngq that ic titlad “NAs chi !“7/
Transportation, Circulation, Bicycle, Pedestrian, & Transit”. Under this guideline, the developer states,
“Sidewalks are located along Taylorsville Road thereby insuring an interconnected network for

pedestrian access.

This statement is highly misleading if not false. There are no sidewalks in front of this portion of
Taylorsville Road. The development map shows a sidewalk that connects to a bike lane located at the
north property line. There is no interconnected pedestrian access for several hundred yards.

This is one of many misleading statements that was suggested in the Guidelines and noted in the
Meeting Minutes that were submitted to the city by the developer. Many of the comments made by the
developer disregard or down play the real opinion of the local community and this development fails to
retain the character of the local community.

It is my opinion that the city should reject the zoning change request in addition to waivers and
variances for any development that takes place on this property. | would like for this site to remain
single family residential.
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1025

Dear Ms. Williams,

tam a nearby resident of the development site tie?

writing this 1o express concerns regarding 16Z0NE1028,

Inthe “Community Form Guideline,” the deveiop
what is currently permittad in the R4 zone is minim al {net

not met anyone who considers this minimal.
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Julia Williams

444 S 5" Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
['live in the same area as the development site proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer is quoted as saying, “Changes in use from single
family to multi family or office is permitted at the interface between commercial nodes and residential
uses provided the orientation, design, scale and location of the proposed development are compatible
with surrounding uses.”

| disagree with this statement. This site is completely surrounded by R4 residential units and is currently
located outside of the commercial, office and medium residential areas located along Taylorsville Rd. |
believe this proposal will have a long term negative impact on the local community as well as District 11.
This does not fit within the of Cornerstone 2020 guidelines in regards to the economic impact to the
neighboring community.

I do not support the rezoning change in this location. I believe that the developer is capable of
constructing single family residential homes that are similar in scope and size of the surrounding
neighborhood for a reasonable profit. The developer was perfectly fine with the R4 zoning when the
property was purchased and rehabilitation of the existing home began. Single family housing would
limit or improve the character of the local community if it was done the right way. | do not believe
office buildings or condos fit within this particular locale.

Thank you,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5" Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
I live in the same area as the development site proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd.,

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer is quoted as saying, “Changes in use from single
family to multi family or office is permitted at the interface between commercial nodes and residential
uses provided the orientation, design, scale and location of the proposed development are compatible
with surrounding uses.”

| disagree with this statement. This site is completely surrounded by R4 residential units and is currently
located outside of the commercial, office and medium residential areas located along Taylorsville Rd. |
believe this proposal will have a long term negative impact on the local community as well as District 11.
This does not fit within the of Cornerstone 2020 guidelines in regards to the economic impact to the
neighboring community.

I do not support the rezoning change in this location. | believe that the developer is capable of
constructing single family residential homes that are similar in scope and size of the surrounding
neighborhood for a reasonable profit. The developer was perfectly fine with the R4 zoning when the
property was purchased and rehabilitation of the existing home began. Single family housing would
limit or improve the character of the local community if it was done the right way. | do not believe
office buildings or condos fit within this particular locale.

Thank you,
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Julia Williams

444 5 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0ONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

[ live near the proposed development site listed above and will be directly affected by the development.

| am using this opportunity to express my displeasure with the proposal that has been submitted to the
City of Louisville.

In the “Development Center Guideline,” the developer suggests, “The redevelopment of the existing
building and reutilization of the property as office/residential will represent significant reinvestment
along the Taylorsville Road corridor and will also encourage viability and renewed sense of place in the
general neighborhood.”

My opinion is quite strong since 1 live in the general neighborhood and am in complete disagreement
with this statement. It is my belief that the developer is seeking to rezone the existing building as an
office so they can take advantage of the Histaric Site Tax Incentives associated with this zoning change.

It is my understanding that normal rezoning takes place during the purchase of a property and prior to
any construction. This particular developer, purchased first, remodeled second, and is now looking to
rezone the rehabilitated structure.

This does not encourage viability nor does it renew a sense of place in the neighborhood. | would like to
see the city maintain the R4 zoning status on this site and feel that the developer has little to no interest
in maintaining the character of the surrounding community.

The developer has been misleading in meetings and has repeatedly misquoted or misunderstood citizen
concerns that were documented in the Meeting Minutes submitted to the city.

Thank you and please consider these concerns in your decision making.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300

Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0ONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

| live near the proposed development site listed above and will be directly affected by the development.
I am using this opportunity to express my displeasure with the proposal that has been submitted to the
City of Louisville.

in the “Development Center Guideline,” the developer suggests, “The redevelopment of the existing
building and reutilization of the property as office/residential will represent significant reinvestment
along the Taylorsville Road corridor and will also encourage viability and renewed sense of place in the
general neighborhood.”

My opinion is quite strong since | live in the general neighborhood and am in complete disagreement
with this statement. It is my belief that the developer is seeking to rezone the existing building as an
office so they can take advantage of the Historic Site Tax Incentives associated with this zoning change.

It is my understanding that normal rezoning takes place during the purchase of a property and prior to
any construction. This particular developer, purchased first, remodeled second, and is now looking to
rezone the rehabilitated structure.

This does not encourage viability nor does it renew a sense of place in the neighborhood. | would like to
see the city maintain the R4 zoning status on this site and feel that the developer has little to no interest
in maintaining the character of the surrounding community.

The developer has been misleading in meetings and has repeatedly misquoted or misunderstood citizen
concerns that were documented in the Meeting Minutes submitted to the city.

Thank you and please consider these concerns in your decision making.

%06‘4/ Lls’f/gaﬁbg/eg
RECEIVEL
yhe M/Cé/ﬂ;/ D/f ocT 3.1 2010

sy Sl L2 20 FLANNING &
"A‘W“Wf,/f/ /f e DESIGN SERVICES
(i) #59-50585




Julia Williams

444 5 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

Iive near the proposed development site listed above and will be directly affected by the development.
I'am using this opportunity to express my displeasure with the proposal that has been submitted to the
City of Louisville,

In the “Development Center Guideline,” the developer suggests, “The redevelopment of the existing
building and reutilization of the property as office/residential will represent significant reinvestment
along the Taylorsville Road corridor and will also encourage viability and renewed sense of place in the
general neighborhood.”

My opinion is quite strong since | live in the general neighborhood and am in complete disagreement
with this statement. It is my belief that the developer is seeking to rezone the existing building as an
office so they can take advantage of the Historic Site Tax Incentives associated with this zoning change.

It is my understanding that normal rezoning takes place during the purchase of a property and prior to
any construction. This particular developer, purchased first, remodeled second, and is now looking to
rezone the rehabilitated structure.

This does not encourage viability nor does it renew a sense of place in the neighborhood. | would like to
see the city maintain the R4 zoning status on this site and feel that the developer has little to no interest
in maintaining the character of the surrounding community.

The developer has been misleading in meetings and has repeatedly misquoted or misunderstood citizen
concerns that were documented in the Meeting Minutes submitted to the city.

Thank you and please consider these concerns in your decision making.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5™ Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0ONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I live near the proposed development site listed above and will be directly affected by the development.
| am using this opportunity to express my displeasure with the proposal that has been submitted to the
City of Louisville.

In the “Development Center Guideline,” the developer suggests, “The redevelopment of the existing
building and reutilization of the property as office/residential will represent significant reinvestment
along the Taylorsville Road corridor and will also encourage viability and renewed sense of place in the
general neighborhood.”

My opinion is quite strong since | live in the general neighborhood and am in complete disagreement
with this statement. It is my belief that the developer is seeking to rezone the existing building as an -
office so they can take advantage of the Historic Site Tax Incentives associated with this zoning change.

It is my understanding that normal rezoning takes place during the purchase of a property and prior to
any construction. This particular developer, purchased first, remodeled second, and is now looking to
rezone the rehabilitated structure.

This does not encourage viability nor does it renew a sense of place in the neighborhood. | would like to
see the city maintain the R4 zoning status on this site and feel that the developer has little to no interest
in maintaining the character of the surrounding community.

The developer has been misleading in meetings and has repeatedly misquoted or misunderstood citizen
concerns that were documented in the Meeting Minutes submitted to the city.

Thank you and please consider these concerns in your decision making.
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Julia Williams

444 5 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I live near the proposed development site listed above and will be directly affected by the development.
I am using this opportunity to express my displeasure with the proposal that has been submitted to the
City of Louisville.

In the “Development Center Guideline,” the developer suggests, “The redevelopment of the existing
building and reutilization of the property as office/residential will represent significant reinvestment
along the Taylorsville Road corridor and will also encourage viability and renewed sense of place in the
general neighborhood.”

My opinion is quite strong since I live in the general neighborhood and am in complete disagreement
with this statement. It is my belief that the developer is seeking to rezone the existing building as an .
office so they can take advantage of the Historic Site Tax Incentives associated with this zoning change.

It is my understanding that normal rezoning takes place during the purchase of a property and prior to
any construction. This particular developer, purchased first, remodeled second, and is now looking to
rezone the rehabilitated structure.

This does not encourage viability nor does it renew a sense of place in the neighborhood. 1 would like to
see the city maintain the R4 zoning status on this site and feel that the developer has little to no interest
in maintaining the character of the surrounding community.

The developer has been misleading in meetings and has repeatedly misquoted or misunderstood citizen
concerns that were documented in the Meeting Minutes submitted to the city.

Thank you and please consider these concerns in your decision making.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
live in the same area as the development site proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer is quoted as saying, “Changes in use from single
family to multi family or office is permitted at the interface between commercial nodes and residential
uses provided the orientation, design, scale and location of the proposed development are compatible
with surrounding uses.”

| disagree with this statement. This site is completely surrounded by R4 residential units and is currently
located outside of the commercial, office and medium residential areas located along Taylorsville Rd. |
believe this proposal will have a long term negative impact on the local community as well as District 11.
This does not fit within the of Cornerstone 2020 guidelines in regards to the economic impact to the
neighboring community.

I do not support the rezoning change in this location. | believe that the developer is capable of
constructing single family residential homes that are similar in scope and size of the surrounding
neighborhood for a reasonable profit. The developer was perfectly fine with the R4 zoning when the
property was purchased and rehabilitation of the existing home began. Single family housing would
limit or improve the character of the local community if it was done the right way. | do not believe
office buildings or condos fit within this particular locale.
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Julia Williams

444 S 51 Street
Suite 300

Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
llive in the same area as the development site proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer is quoted as saying, “Changes in use from single
family to multi family or office is permitted at the interface between commercial nodes and residential
uses provided the orientation, design, scale and location of the proposed development are compatible
with surrounding uses.”

I disagree with this statement. This site is completely surrounded by R4 residential units and is currently
located outside of the commercial, office and medium residential areas located along Taylorsville Rd. |
believe this proposal will have a long term negative impact on the local community as well as District 11.
This does not fit within the of Cornerstone 2020 guidelines in regards to the economic impact to the
neighboring community.

I do not support the rezoning change in this location. | believe that the developer is capable of
constructing single family residential homes that are similar in scope and size of the surrounding
neighborhood for a reasonable profit. The developer was perfectly fine with the R4 zoning when the
property was purchased and rehabilitation of the existing home began. Single family housing would
limit or improve the character of the local community if it was done the right way. | do not believe
office buildings or condos fit within this particular locale.

Thank you, e
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Julia Williams

444 S 5' Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
I'live in the same area as the development site proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer is quoted as saying, “Changes in use from single
family to multi family or office is permitted at the interface between commercial nodes and residential
uses provided the orientation, design, scale and location of the proposed development are compatible
with surrounding uses.”

I disagree with this statement. This site is completely surrounded by R4 residential units and is currently
located outside of the commercial, office and medium residential areas located along Taylorsville Rd. |
believe this proposal will have a long term negative impact on the local community as well as District 11.
This does not fit within the of Cornerstone 2020 guidelines in regards to the economic impact to the
neighboring community.

I do not support the rezoning change in this location. | believe that the developer is capable of
constructing single family residential homes that are similar in scope and size of the surrounding
neighborhood for a reasonable profit. The developer was perfectly fine with the R4 zoning when the
property was purchased and rehabilitation of the existing home began. Single family housing would
limit or improve the character of the local community if it was done the right way. 1 do not believe
office buildings or condos fit within this particular locale.

Thank you,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0ONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I live near the proposed development at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | am writing this to inform you of my
concerns regarding 16ZONE1026.

Under the “Compatibility Guideline,” for the Justification of Zoning Change, the developer states,
“Several properties fronting Taylorsville Rd have previously been granted approval for office retail uses
where appropriate. We have taken into consideration the concerns of the surrounding property owners
in the design of this project.”

I do not believe the opinion of the surrounding property owners were taken into consideration. | have
not met to a single person who is in support of commercial, office, or increased density residential
developments at this location. | am also aware that all neighboring properties to this site are zoned as
single family residential.

In the “Meeting Minutes,” submitted to the city the developer clearly failed at listening and describing
the concerns of local citizens. | am strongly opposed to anything except single family residential homes,
shared driveways or cutting down the mature trees located along the perimeter of the development
site. | am also opposed to any office or commercial zoning suggested for the main structure on this
property.

Thank you and please help us preserve the character of our wonderful community!

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5 Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
I'ive in the same area as the development site proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer is quoted as saying, “Changes in use from single
family to multi family or office is permitted at the interface between commercial nodes and residential
uses provided the orientation, design, scale and location of the proposed development are compatible
with surrounding uses.”

I disagree with this statement. This site is completely surrounded by R4 residential units and is currently
located outside of the commercial, office and medium residential areas located along Taylorsville Rd. |
believe this proposal will have a long term negative impact on the local community as well as District 11.
This does not fit within the of Cornerstone 2020 guidelines in regards to the economic impact to the
neighboring community.

I'do not support the rezoning change in this location. | believe that the developer is capable of
constructing single family residential homes that are similar in scope and size of the surrounding
neighborhood for a reasonable profit. The developer was perfectly fine with the R4 zoning when the
property was purchased and rehabilitation of the existing home began. Single family housing would
limit or improve the character of the local community if it was done the right way. | do not believe
office buildings or condos fit within this particular locale.

Thank you,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5™ Street
Suite 300

Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,
llive in the same area as the development site proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer is quoted as saying, “Changes in use from single
family to multi family or office is permitted at the interface between commercial nodes and residential
uses provided the orientation, design, scale and location of the proposed development are compatible
with surrounding uses.”

neighboring community.

I'do not support the rezoning change in this location. | believe that the developer is capable of
constructing single family residential homes that are similar in scope and size of the surrounding
neighborhood for a reasonable profit. The developer was perfectly fine with the R4 zoning when the
property was purchased and rehabilitation of the existing home began. Single family housing would
limit or improve the character of the local community if it was done the right way. | do not believe
office buildings or condos fit within this particular locale.

Thank you,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

[ live near the proposed development at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | am writing this to inform you of my
concerns regarding 16ZONE1026.

Under the “Compatibility Guideline,” for the Justification of Zoning Change, the developer states,
“Several properties fronting Taylorsville Rd have previously been granted approval for office retail uses
where appropriate. We have taken into consideration the concerns of the surrounding property owners
in the design of this project.”

I do not believe the opinion of the surrounding property owners were taken into consideration. | have
not met to a single person who is in support of commercial, office, or increased density residential
developments at this location. | am also aware that all neighboring properties to this site are zoned as
single family residential.

In the “Meeting Minutes,” submitted to the city the developer clearly failed at listening and describing
the concerns of local citizens. | am strongly opposed to anything except single family residential homes,
shared driveways or cutting down the mature trees located along the perimeter of the development
site. | am also opposed to any office or commerecial zoning suggested for the main structure on this
property.

Thank you and please help us preserve the character of our wonderful community!

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5 Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I live near the proposed development at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. 1 am writing this to inform you of my
concerns regarding 16ZONE1026.

Under the “Compatibility Guideline,” for the Justification of Zoning Change, the developer states,
“Several properties fronting Taylorsville Rd have previously been granted approval for office retail uses
where appropriate. We have taken into consideration the concerns of the surrounding property owners
in the design of this project.”

I do not believe the opinion of the surrounding property owners were taken into consideration. | have
not met to a single person who is in support of commercial, office, or increased density residential
developments at this location. | am also aware that all neighboring properties to this site are zoned as
single family residential.

In the “Meeting Minutes,” submitted to the city the developer clearly failed at listening and describing
the concerns of local citizens. | am strongly opposed to anything except single family residential homes,
shared driveways or cutting down the mature trees located along the perimeter of the development
site. 1am also opposed to any office or commercial zoning suggested for the main structure on this
property.

Thank you and please help us preserve the character of our wonderful community!

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5t Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

l'am a nearby resident of the development site that is being proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | am
writing this to express concerns regarding 16ZONE1026.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer states, “The increase in the proposed density over
what is currently permitted in the R4 zone is minimal (net 4-5 unit increase).”

To me, this quote suggest a request to increase the proposed density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have
not met anyone who considers this minimal. | am requesting that the R4 zoning status remain
unchanged.

The developer was willing to purchase this property and rehabilitate the existing structure under the R4
zoning status and at a later date decided to apply for rezoning. | do not believe that rezoning this site to
OR1 will be in the best interest of the neighboring communities.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5" Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

| own a nearby resident to the proposed development site at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | wish to voice my
opinion on this matter.

The developer is quoted as saying, “The proposal will not adversely impact the aesthetic appearance of
the existing building and will revitalize and preserve the existing structure that may be eligible for the
National Historic Register.” This was submitted to the city under the Open Space Natural Areas and
Scenic and Historic Resources Guideline of the Justification for Zoning Change.

It is my belief that the developer will seek Historic Registry status on the main structure and apply for
National Registry tax incentives on the rehabilitation costs associated with remodeling after the
property is rezoned for office space. There is a clear advantage to the developer at the detriment to
neighboring citizens. | believe the OR1 zoning request is a precursor to what will snowball into a spot
zoning situation.

| am requesting that the zoning change be denied and that this property remain single family residential.
The density of the proposed residential area is too high and the office space does not fit into this general
area. | believe this will have a negative impact on the surrounding communities.

Thank you.
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Julia Williams

444 S 5™ Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0ONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

l'own a nearby resident to the proposed development site at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | wish to voice my
opinion on this matter.

The developer is quoted as saying, “The proposal will not adversely impact the aesthetic appearance of
the existing building and will revitalize and preserve the existing structure that may be eligible for the
National Historic Register.” This was submitted to the city under the Open Space Natural Areas and
Scenic and Historic Resources Guideline of the Justification for Zoning Change.

It is my belief that the developer will seek Historic Registry status on the main structure and apply for
National Registry taX incentives on the rehabilitation costs associated with remodeling after the
property is rezoned for office space. There is a clear advantage to the developer at the detriment to
neighboring citizens. 1 believe the OR1 zoning request is a precursor to what will snowball into a spot
zoning situation.

I'am requesting that the zoning change be denied and that this property remain single family residential.
The density of the proposed residential area is too high and the office space does not fit into this general
area. | believe this will have a negative impact on the surrounding communities.

Thank you.
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0ONE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

lam a nearby resident of the development site that is being proposed at 4208 Taylorsvilie Rd. | am
writing this to express concerns regarding 16ZONE1026.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer states, “The increase in the proposed density over
what is currently permitted in the R4 zone is minimal (net 4-5 unit increase).”

To me, this quote suggest a request to increase the proposed density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have
not met anyone who considers this minimal. | am requesting that the R4 zoning status remain
unchanged.

The developer was willing to purchase this property and rehabilitate the existing structure under the R4
zoning status and at a later date decided to apply for rezoning. | do not believe that rezoning this site to
OR1 will be in the best interest of the neighboring communities.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

tam a nearb resident of the develo ment site that is being pro osed at 4208
5
S

t
writing this 1o express concern regarding 16Z0NFE1025,

T

aylorsville Rd. 1am

in the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer states, “The increase in the roposad density over
! ~

what is currently permitied in the R4 zone is minimal (net 4-5 unit increase).”

To me, this quote suggest a request to increase the proposad density of the R4 zone by 80-100%.

unchanged.

notmet anyone who considers this minimal. | am requesting that the R4 zoning status

| have
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The developer was willing to purchase this property and rehabilitate the existing structure under the R4

zoning status and at a later date

OR1 will be in the best interest of the neighboring communitias,
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OPPOSED TO ZONING CHANGE
4208 TAYLORSVILLE ROAD

I am opposed to the re-zoning and | want to keep the zoning as it is now R-4
Re-zoning is not in the best interests of the community for many reasons.
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OPPOSED TO ZONING CHANGE
4208 TAYLORSVILLE ROAD

I am opposed to the re-zoning and | want to keep the zoning as it is now R-4.
Re-zoning is not in the best interests of the community for many reasons.
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OPPOSED TO ZONING CHANGE
4208 TAYLORSVILLE ROAD

I'am opposed to the re-zoni

ng and I want to keep the Zoning as it is now R-4,
Re-zoning is not in the best

interests of the community for many reasons.
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OPPOSED TO ZONING CHANGE
4208 TAYLORSVILLE ROAD

I'am opposed to the re-zoning and | want to keep the zoning as it is now R-4.
Re-zoning is not in the best interests of the community for many reasons.
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OPPOSED TO ZONING CHANGE
4208 TAYLORSVILLE ROAD

I am opposed to the re-zoning and | want to keep the zoning as it is now R-4.
Re-zoning is not in the best interests of the community for many reasons.
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OPPOSED TO ZONING CHANGE
4208 TAYLORSVILLE ROAD

| am opposed to the re-zoning and | want to keep the zoning as it is now R-4.
Re-zoning is not in the best interests of the community for many reasons.
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street

Suite 300

Louisville, KY 40202 QE@EEV
NOV 02 2016

RE: CASE #16ZONE1026 FLANNING &

DESIGN SERVICES

Dear Ms. Williams,

I live near the development site at 4208 Taylorsville Rd and | am attempting to play an integral role in
preserving the character of the local community. The proposed development will impact ail residents of
the surrounding communities and I have concerns that | would like to have documented.

Under the Economic Growth and Sustainability Guideline in the Justification for Rezoning, the developer
submitted the following documentation:

“This development furthers the goal of preserving the existing neighborhood while preserving an
existing structure. No nuisances will be created and adjacent properties will not be adversely affected.”

Thus far, the illegal dumping of 11 loads of dirt, trash, and rock has taken place which resulted in a stop
work order by MSD. The dirt came from a 2™ development site being constructed by the developer. In
addition, after the stop work order was placed, the developer cut down over 1000 square feet of
vegetation on the property which resulted in a 2" Stop Work Order issued by MSD.

A petition was submitted by the local community that contained all necessary signatures to hold a public
hearing at an evening time at McMahon Firehouse, which is located within walking distance of the
development site. Special permission was also received from the McMahon fire chief to ensure they
could accommodate the local citizens group to express their opposition. The LDT meeting determined
that having the hearing 20+ minutes away from the development site would be satisfactory and justified
this with reasoning that | consider to be trivial at best. 1 can assure you that the relocation of this
meeting comes provides clear advantage to the developer and will reduce the ability of the opposition
to attend.

Representatives for the developer have also attended two public meetings. Meeting minutes were
documented and rebuttals were expressed by the developer at the LDT meeting. The developer clearly
misrepresented the opposition when submitting their minutes to the city and overstated their limited
attempts to accommodate the neighboring community at the LDT meeting.

| am requesting that the city maintain the single family zoning status for this site.

Sincerely,
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lulia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202

IVED
NOV 02 201
RE: CASE #16Z0NE1026 FLANNING &

DESIGN SERVICES

Dear Ms. Williams,

l'am a nearby resident of the development sitz that is being proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. 1 am
writing this to express concerns regarding 16Z0NE1025

inthe “Community Form Guideline,” the deveioper states, “The increase in the proposad density cver
what is currently permittad in the R4 zone is minimal (net 4-5 unit increase).”

- ' H : o/ 1

ro me, this quote suggest a request to increase the proposad density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have
C

not metanyone who considers this minimal. | am requesting that the R 4 zoning status remain
unchanged.

The developer was willing to purchase this property and rehabilitate the existing structure under the R4
zoning status and at a later date decided to apply for rezoning. | do not believe that rezoning this site to

ORI will be in the best interest of the neighboring communities.

Sincerely,
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Julia Williams
444 S 5 Straet
Suite 300 ’ §VE@
Louisville, KY 40202 )
NOV 02 201%
FEANNING &

RE: CASE #16Z0ONE1026 DESIGN SERVICES

Dear Ms. Williams,

l'em a nearby resident of the development site that is being proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. | am
writing this to express concerns regarding 162Z0NE1025,

in the “"Community Form Guideline,” the developer states, “The increase in the proposed density over

y oM

what is currently permitted in the Rﬁ zone is minimal (net 4-5 unit increase).

& me, this quote suggest a request to increase the proposed density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have

not met anyone who considers this minimal. | a m requesting that the R4 zoning status remain
unchanged.
The developer was willing to purchase this property and rehabilitate the exis‘tmg structure undﬁr the R4
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zoning status and at a later date decided to apply fo
OR1 will be in the best interest of the neighboring communitias,

Sincereiy, ,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5™ Street
Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202
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ASE #16Z0NEL026

Dear Ms. William 1S,

tam a nearby resident of the development site that is being proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. |am
writing this to exprass concerns regarding 16Z0NE1025.

in the “Community Form Guideline,” the devejoper states, “The increase

in Lke proposed density over
what is currently permitted in the R4 zone is minimal (net 4-5 unit increase).”

y

¢ me, this quote suggest a request to increase the proposad density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have
ot met anyone who considers this minimal. | am requesting that the R4 zoning status remain

The developer was willing to purchase this property and rehabilitate the existing structure under the R4
zoning status and at a later date decided to apply for rezoning. | do not believe that rezoning this site 1o
OR1 will be in the best intersst of the neighboring communities.

Sinceraly,
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Julia Williams

444 S 5% Street
Suite 300
Louisvilie, KY 40202

Ri: CASE #16Z0NE1026

Dear Ms. Williams,

I am a nearby resident of the development site that is being proposed at 4208 Taylorsville Rd. am
writing this to express concerns regarding 16Z0NE1026.

In the “Community Form Guideline,” the developer states, “The increase in the proposad density over
what is currently permitted in the R4 zone is minimal (net 4-5 unit increase}.”

To me, this quote suggest a request to increase the proposed density of the R4 zone by 80-100%. | have
not met anyone who considers this minimal. | am requesting that the R4 zoning status remain
unchanged.

The developer was willing to purchase this property and rehabilitate the existing structure under the R4
zoning status and at a later date dacided to apply for rezoning. | do not believe that rezoning this site to
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1

OR1 will be in the best interest of the neighboring communities.

Sincerely,




