Williams, Julia

From: ‘ Rande Swann <randeswann@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 13, 2017 3:48 PM

To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Fwd: Case # 16Zone1056

Dear Ms. Williams,

I would like the following comments be considered and added to the record regarding the Prospect Cove
Development at Timber Ridge Dr. and River Road in the Prospect area.

While I support affordable housing for the elderly and disadvantaged, I oppose Prospect Cove, as proposed, and
urge the following changes be made before it is approved tp make it more compatible in design and density to
nearby structures.

1. The facade is incompatible with the nearly all red brick and stone traditional style of the nearby buildings
and prevalent in the Prospect area. It is too contemporary and stark, which would make it more of an eyesore
than enhancement. Please request an exterior re-design of colors, finishes, and architectural elements.

2. The 4 story building is incompatible with all other housing in the Prospect area. The tallest housing units in
Prospect are the 3 story condos that sit BELOW THE GRADE LEVEL US HWY 42 near the entrance to
Prospect. Only the third floor can be seen from the roadway. All other Prospect housing and businesses are 2
stories, plus some with walk out basements. A 2 story building would be more compatible in this area.

3. The density should be decreased by half, from nearly 200 to no more than 90 units in 2 stories. This would
also go far in addressing neighbors concerned related to parking for residents and visitors. No where in
Prospect is there housing with density such as this. Prospect Cove, at maximum occupancy, could exceed
population of some of its larger neighborhoods, straining nearby resources and roadways.

4. Insufficient green space and open areas on-site for recreation and relaxation by residents. Much of the "open
space" is actually deep drainage swales and is unsuitable for recreation and inaccessible.

5. Prospect Cove should increase the number of elevators throughout the units and design them for use in the
event of a fire, or other emergency evacuation, for quicker evacuation as the Harrods Creek Fire Dept. does not
have the resources to quickly evacuate what could be several hundred seniors.

6. Prospect Cove should add a large laundry facility on site as there are no similar facilities in the Prospect
area.

In closing, I would like to note that what the City of Louisville is doing in support of Prospect Cove is the
antithesis of what the Lou. Housing Authority has been doing for over 2 decades to tear down and replace
"housing projects" with more attractive and affordable market rate units with diversified resident populations.

Thank you for considering my points,
Rande Swann

6701 John Hancock Place
Prospect, KY 40059



502 592-2677
RandeSwann@gmail.com

Rande Swann

6701 John Hancock Place
Prospect, KY 40059

502 592-2677
RandeSwann@gmail.com




Williams, Julia

From: Kelley Johnstone <kelleyjohnstone@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, July 10, 2017 12:35 PM

To: Williams, Julia

Cc: Ronda Gardner; Karen Fulcher; Michelle Hopmann; Martin Johnstone; Jamie Pantess
Subject: 16ZONE1056

Good afternoon Ms. Williams,

L am a citizen of the small city of Prospect, Kentucky and I am want to express my concern over the possibility
of a very large housing development that could possibly occur if your zoning committee approves the change.
The location selected for this development is far to small to provide ample parking, appropriately-sized living
accommodations, as well as a lack of green space. Prospect is known for it's ‘natural cityscape' and there is no
way to ensure that a massive structure would fit the overall aesthetics of our neighborhood. While I do
understand that the property is technically not within our city boundaries, it is only steps away and would alter
the overall appeal.

My grandparents build their home in Hunting Creek in 1974. When it was financially feasible, my husband and
I purchased our home in the same neighborhood in 2004. My husband's family also currently resides in the
neighborhood, where they purchased their home in 1986. We have known the neighbors and their children and
grandchildren; when families move here to Prospect they have a certain expectation. Prospect is not just for the
elite, but it is for families who want a local grocery, bank, coffee and cleaners. Our children ride bikes in the
neighborhood and even cross Hwy 42 to get an ice cream cone. I can't imagine what Hwy 42 would look like
with another 200-400 families added within these few square miles. We chose to live out away from the hustle
and bustle of the surrounding suburban areas such as Springhurst or Middletown, and want to keep our
neighborhood as quiet and undeveloped as possible.

As a teacher at the local public middle school, where both my children attend, 1 do believe in diversity and
equity in our city. That however is not what I believe will occur with this such development occurring. Please
consider local families like mine when voting to not allow a zoning change that would alter our neighborhood
so drastically.

Sincerely,

Kelley A. Johnstone



Williams, Julia

From: cskamen@aol.com

Sent: Sunday, July 09, 2017 1:51 PM

To: Williams, Julia

Subject: prospect cove -case no. 16zone1056

case no. 16zone1056
This email is in regards to the proposed Prospect Cove Development.

I am sure at this point you have received many responses from Prospect residents in regards to this project. | as many of
my neighbors are concerned with the size and density of this project. At the last planning commission meeting , many of
us felt that our concerns were marginalized by the commissioners. If it were not for the aesthetics, it would probably be
under construction.

The developers are calling this senior-housing, however with HUD requiring only 80% of the units to have one tenant over
the age of 55, it is hardly senior housing. If the current multi- family parking of 1.5 spaces per unit is taken into
consideration then 297 parking spaces would be required not 207.

Both our Prospect police and Metro police expressed concerns about limited resources. Our fire department noted they
don't have a truck with a ladder to reach 4 stories . All this seemed to be of no concern by the commissioners.

In order for this project to be in compliance with cornerstone 2020, the resources of Prospect not Louisville were
considered. Therefore, there should be more consideration of the impact on the City of Prospect as part of the approval
process.

Lastly, public transportation, medical , and jobs are all limited in this area.

As one Prospect resident whose father was prominent in the local civil rights movement stated , we need affordable
housing - not this project as planned.

It would be great if the LD&T Committee or the Planning Commission could direct this project to mediation before
rendering a decision. Maybe then hundreds of thousands of dollars will not be waisted on litigation and coulid be better
spent on those in our community who really could use those resources.

As one of three criteria by senior housing by HUD includes , all occupants 62 and older or housing is specifically designed
for and is housing elderly people , this might be a good start to compromise.

Thanks for forwarding this to the appropriate committee,

Craig Kamen, MD



Williams, Julia

From: Roberta Wasserstrom <robertacandoit@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 05, 2017 7:33 PM

To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Prospect Cove

Attachments: Prospect Cove Zoning Mtg.docx

I appreciate this opportunity to communicate. Please pass on to all
appropriate parties.



To: Julia.Willams@Iouisvilleky.gov Case. No. 16zonel056
502-574-6942
From: Roberta Wasserstrom robertacandoit@gmail.com
Smithfield Greene Condo  216-214-1483

Prospect Cove Zoning

I’m Roberta Wasserstrom 7407 Smithfield Greene Lane (condo development
across Timber Ridge Dr from proposed development

I moved to Louisville from Cleveland 2 yrs. ago retiring at 78 from my last career
of 32 years which was in Commercial Real Estate. Upon arrival | volunteered at
Evan Williams Bourbon Experience and was a finalist in the Visitor Center Rose
Awards.

My husband was an attorney and developer of condos/apts. The principal of the
Brokerage | worked for was also a developer apts/condo/shopping centers so |
have been to many rezoning meetings in Ohio/Florida mostly representing
developers.

Rezoning is always an issue. We know people don’t accept change easily. The goal
of these meetings is to find a win/win solution that will benefit the city, the
beneficiaries, the surrounding areas and the developer.

Back in Sept when | became aware of the development requesting approval of
“affordable senior housing” NOT EXACTLY..I quickly picked up that it was one of
HUD programs known as 80/20 and called it to the attention of neighbors and the
city. At the meeting in January my understanding is that has been changed to
Senior Housing requiring all residents to be over 55. This is an important issue
and should be reviewed.

Be clear, | am not against HUD or any other subsidy programs nor do I think most
people voicing opposition are. My husband and business associates use these
programs making good profit which is totally acceptable and seniors having the
advantage of subsidized affordable housing needed.



Having said that | am totally AGAINST this development.AND encourage this
committee to vote against rezoning. It is not the win/win for the various reasons;
Parking,size,design of building and compatibility etc.

Here’s how it comes down: Zoning regulations for 9+ acres are being used for
a building to be built on approx.. 4 % acres. This is the ROOT of the problem
True the other 4 % acres are undevelopable, However what about the future
development of all that beautiful land on River Rd or anywhere else. Can
you imagine what it would look like to have that zoning apply? And why
wouldn’t it?

The original proposal is for 198 units on 9+ acres of which only % is buildable
It is not reasonable to use zoning based on the entire parcel Based on the
HUD program 80/20 (which | hope has been changed to 100% seniors) it
would look like this:

178 - 2 bedroom
20 - 1 bedroom
Each bedroom is allowed 2 occupants thus 752 people
80% of the 198 is required to have ONE occupant over 55
and have an income of below $32,000 thus only 159 seniors

1. | question the income of other occupants
2. | question how this is monitored (which | know is impossibie)
Even if well intentioned

752 people is just simply outrageous

A FOUR STORY BUILDING IS SIMPLY NOT COMPATIBLE WITH SURROUNDING
AREA and EVEN WORSE “THE FIRE DEPARTMENT ADVISES, they do NOT EVEN
have equipment to get to 4 stories.AND FIRE AND POLICE both from Prospect
and Louisville say “ they do not have staff to service such a large development.
All you have to do is look to London’s recent tragedies.



So | urge you to vote against this development as it is proposed and
consider a building both in size and design built with zoning regulations

that would apply to a 4 % acre parcel hopefully 2 stories which besides being
compatible would better serve an aging population. Remember in case of an
emergency, most seniors could not use the stairs.

As | am a new resident | meet people (more than you would believe)that have
moved here recently because Louisville is a beautiful,compassionate city right at
the cusp of enormous growth. WE CAN DO BETTER!



Williams, Julia

From: Linda Creech <lbcreech@twc.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 13, 2017 3:15 PM
To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Case No. 16zone1056

Dear Ms. Williams,

I am contacting you to express my concerns regarding Case No. 16zone1056, the Prospect Cove proposed development
by LDG. Several of my concerns are outlined below. My primary concerns are safety, density, and compatibility.

I'truly believe it is an undesirable and unsafe location and design for senior citizens. There is extremely limited bus
service to the area and any 24/7 health care is accessible only by car. Seniors living on a third and fourth floor scare me.
In case of fire they would probably be trapped. There are only 2 elevators in the building, and of course they will not
work in case of a fire. Also, exercise is important for seniors, and while | know a fitness room is in the design, we all
know the value, physically and mentally, of fresh air. Across the street, is a Kroger gas station and behind the building is
uneven, unusable terrain. It is not safe for ANYONE to walk down River Road, with very narrow shoulders, no sidewalks,
and fast traffic. There are not even sidewalks along Timber Ridge. Walking to and from the only grocery in the area will
require crossing Timber Ridge on foot.

The design of Prospect Cove is incompatible with the Prospect area. Only one building in all of Prospect is over 2 stories
tall, and it is a very small, older building with three floors. The developers are not even trying to make the development
fitin with the rest of the town. It certainly is not compatible with the Kentucky Scenic Byway along River Road, that it
would tower over. There has been a real effort for many years to make Prospect have a “village feel.” Several years
ago, after lengthy discussion, even Kroger finally acquiesced and made its facade compatible with the town in order to
have a store here.

With 198 apartments, all but 20 of them being two bedroom, the development could house as many as 752 people (if
there are 2 people per bedroom). This development alone increases the size of Prospect by 25%!! ( An increase of that
size will test any infrastructure.) Timber Ridge is already a very busy road, connecting River Road and Highway 42. It was
designed for shopping center access, not as a major road to handle the traffic of a large residential building. How
interesting that the entire plot of land is used to justify the number of occupants, even though several acres are not
suitable for development. I do not believe the project could even be approved if only the developable acreage was
taken into consideration.

Parking and traffic will be very real problems. There are only 207 parking spaces for residents, and only 8 are
handicapped. This number is clearly insufficient (especially given the lack of public transportation). There is no place for
overflow parking, except for the Kroger parking lot. Some days this lot is close to full. ] am employed by a company
located in the Kroger Center, and have seen firsthand several times around holidays that there is no parking available. |
have actually had to wait for someone to leave, in order to park and go to work. Of course the holidays are the time of
year when seniors will probably have family visiting, further increasing the parking problem. Not only is the traffic
already too heavy on Timber Ridge, but adding up to 750 more cars on this little road, along with seniors walking across
the road getting to the grocery (or from the grocery parking lot to the units) creates a very unsafe situation for
everyone. Already it is difficult to get onto River Road, in either direction from Timber Ridge. Adding between 200 and
700 cars is not in anyone’s best interest.

In summary, | have nothing against senior housing. Another senior project is under construction in Prospect. It is very
attractive and only two stories tall. | have not heard of any opposition to it, probably because it has worked very hard to
be compatible with the rest of the town. | am also unhappy that our tax dollars, that are supposed to be used for senior,
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affordable housing, are being used to pay substantially ABOVE appraised value for this land. It would be nice to see this
extra money spent on actual facilities, instead of lining pockets as tax credits. The density of this complex, as presented
thus far, does not seem to be in anyone’s best interest. Please understand that while we are told that no one under 18
will be allowed to live in these units, LDG has indicated that there will not be a monitoring system in place.
Unfortunately, many seniors have children and grandchildren that come to live with them due to unforeseen
circumstances. The location is not safe for seniors to be walking, and that will only be made worse if children are also
living on the premises. Due to safety and compatibility issues, | hope this development does not materialize as
presented.

Thank you, Ms. Williams, for listening to my concerns.

Sincerely,

Linda Creech

7217 Hunters Run Dr
Prospect, KY 40059
Ibcreech@twc.com
home: (502) 228-0970




Williams, Julia

From: Barry Weinshenker <bweinshe@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, July 12, 2017 1:39 PM

To: Williams, Julia

Subject: CASE NO. 16ZONE 1056

CASE NO. 16ZONE 1056 PROSPECT
COVE

Dear Ms. Williams:

I am a handicapped 78 year old resident of Prospect. Much of my career
was in Safety and Security for a major corporation. As such, I was in 4
fires and 3 explosions with no casualties. Additionally, I built two plants
and was responsible for a 22 acre research/manufacturing/administrative
site in Louisville, Ky.

I am definitely in favor of senior housing; however this particular proposal
fails on several counts.

Obviously the building is neither compatible with its surroundings nor in
compliance with the 2020 building plan that designated this area as
adjacent to a village center. The building would also be in violation of at
least the spirit of the designation of River Road a scenic corridor.

More seriously the building with 4 floors and severely restricted fire
department access to upper level interior courtyard rooms makes it a
potential death trap for seniors. Fire and safety codes are written assuming
relatively mobile adults not a concentration of seniors with restricted
mobility. The potential builder implicitly recognizes the physical
restrictions of the targeted residents by saying the second bedrooms are
intended for caregivers.



It is my understanding that the building will have sprinklers, however
smoke and panic cause more casualties than the fire itself. In a fire,
elevators automatically shutdown and stairwells are the only exit. These
stairwells have doors which if not closed properly, turn the stairwell into a
natural chimney for the smoke. You are asking a lot of seniors, many with
physical problems, using canes and walkers; not to panic and descend 3 or
4 stories with alarms going off and smoke filling the stairwells. Frankly
based on my experience , you have the makings of a major tragedy which
could be avoided by eliminating one or two floors and providing sufficient
balcony space for residents to escape the smoke while awaiting rescue.
Hopefully you will carefully consider the issue of compatibility and
resident safety when reviewing the plans for this facility. I want seniors to
be able to live safely as part of my community.

Sincerely,
Barry Weinshenker



Williams, Julia

From: Kehlbeck@aol.com

Sent: Tuesday, July 11, 2017 3:36 PM

To: Wiiliams, Julia

Subject: zoning change. Case No.16 Zone 1056.
Attachments: Julia Williams.docx

Ms. Williams,

I'am a long time resident of the City of Prospect who would appreciate your adding the following paper on why the Planning and
Zoning Board should reject the request by LDG for a zoning change. Case No.16 Zone 1056.

Vote NO. If I were a member of the Planning Commission, I would vote NO on the request for a zoning change to build 198
apartments in Prospect. I would not want to accept responsibility for approving the zoning based on the following:

The biggest need is for medical services The 198 residents plus will be all over 55 years old. The developer (LDG) does not take into
consideration the age factor. Residents require developments that meet their needs. The nearest hospital is Norton’s East. It is 5 plus
miles from Prospect to Norton’s through four major highway interchanges. Under present Jefferson County rule, the Harrods Creek
Fire Department can provide emergency medical service but can't transport a person to the hospital. Metro EMS is supposed to
provide this service to Prospect. EMS relies on the Anchorage Ambulance service to travel 9 miles to Prospect to pick up the person
and take them to the hospital.

Non-comparable appearance of the structure. The four-story wooden structure is an eyesore compared to residential structures in the
immediate area. The residents of Prospect are overwhelmingly opposed to this structure based on height, wood framing and poor
appearance compared to existing homes.

Fire hazard. We have seen the result of fire on this type of construction in Indiana. It may be in compliance with local building
requirements but it does not take into consideration the fact that some of the residents’ movement will be restricted by physical
disabilities such as wheel chairs and walking in later stages of life. From what I have heard, fire walls have been removed from the
building code. It is my understanding that Harrods Creek Fire Department is not equipped with a snorkel to fight a roof top fire
externally. A fire at the Kroger fuel station that is across the street from the apartments would create havoc as the apartments have
only one exit via Pine Cove Road.

City of Prospect Services. The apartment project is outside the Prospect City limits. Prospect residents pay City taxes that includes the
Police Department. Prospect residents expect their Police Department to provide services within the City limits, not outside the City
limits. Prospect Police will probably support Metro if there is a murder or stabbing but I would, as a taxpaying citizen, be opposed to
our police providing service to less serious disturbances. Metro Police are now concentrating on the West End and rightly so. This
low-cost senior living development will require Metro Police service when it should be in the West end.

The City will not provide road maintenance, snow removal or garbage service outside City limits.

Huge traffic problem. Seeing is believing. In the evening traffic heading for Prospect and Oldham County is backed up from south of
Wolf Pen Branch, through Prospect to the Oldham County developments just over the Jefferson County line. Prospect is known as the
“Gateway to Oldham county”. Over the last twenty years the area in Oldham County adjacent to the Jefferson County line has been
booming. New large home developments, a fire station, a new school, churches, gas station and a limited number of small shops,
restaurants, cleaner, hardware store, bank and a vehicle fuel stations are just over the County line. Traffic from Timber Ridge onto US
42 is backed up every day from 3:00 to 6:30 PM. Morning through traffic on US 42 is about the same. Adding the 198 apartments
will add to this traffic problem. .

LDG is a developet/builder who is profit oriented. I have heard they have the ability to construct low cost housing funded by
government agencies. Paying about $3 million for land worth $1.2 million on the tax record raises questions. They are in this project
for profit. I assume they will somehow get this return on investment through State and Federal funding. I believe it is called Prospect
LLC. As such, if LDG is not successful in renting these apartments over a given time period, they can file for bankruptcy. If this is the




case, the property will be in litigation for at least one year, if not longer. In the meantime, the building will deteriorate and the
government will have to come up with funds to maintain the structure and/or move the residents.

If I were on the Planning Commission and had to accept responsibility in light of the above information, I would vote NO for the
zoning change.

Kehlbeck@aol.com
502-228-8838 (T)
502-593-0819 (C)




Williams, Julia

From: Greg Huelsman <greghuel502@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, July 09, 2017 11:27 AM

To: Williams, Julia

Cc: Mayor John Evans; Sandra Leonard; Bev Huelsman
Subject: ‘ Proposed Apartment Complex in Prospect

Dear Ms. Williams:

Thank you in advance for reading my email and thank you also for
giving it careful consideration. | hope you will feel free to forward
this to any and all others whom you deem appropriate. Thank you.

| am writing to express my concern about and opposition to the
LDG proposed apartment complex in Prospect KY.

Prospect is a great little community with a "village-like" character
and a low density population. My wife and | moved here from
Richmond, Va 14 years ago and love living in this community. | am
not opposed to low-income housing. In fact, | spent most of my
career supporting small disadvantaged businesses and helping
people to improve their livelihoods in housing, education and
carers. But | am greatly opposed to this project for many reasons.

Here are my objections and reasons:

» 4 Stories - The LDG proposal calls for 4 stories in an area (Prospect and
surrounding communities) where no 4-story buildings exist. A tall and imposing
structure such as proposed by LDG would totally erode all of the many years of
planning and building that have created the village-like community that we are
today. Prospect and surrounding communities are predominately one or two story
structures. If LDG's proposal was for a 2-story structure that was aesthetically
befitting to the village-like aesthetic, | don't think you would see the resistance that
has so profoundly been seen at all of the community meetings about this propose
_project.



o Population - With 198 apartments being proposed (178 two-bedroom and 20 one-bedroom)
and with each bedroom accommodating two people, that's a potential of 752 residents. This
would be more residents than all of the Prospect subdivisions except Hunting Creek and
Sutherland and would represent an over-night Prospect population increase of 25%. That's
huge...and frankly, too huge!

« Traffic - Timber Ridge is a connector street; it's not designed to accommodate a lot of
traffic, but it does already. We can ill-afford any additional traffic. The traffic report that
was presented to the Planning and Zoning Commission was inaccurate and riddled with
deceit, in my opinion. Photos were chosen that showed no traffic in the streets and no cars in
any parking lots. This simply is false reporting to support the LDG point of view. Thereis a
lot of traffic on Timber Ridge from 7 a.m. till 10 p.m.; and little parking available anywhere
around. On Friday and Saturday evenings, parking is already a real challenge due to the
many people who enjoy the restaurants, Kroger and other businesses in and around the
center.

« Senior Living - LDG proposed this project as a senior living center, yet LDG allocate only 8
handicapped spaces in their parking. By the way, Prospect supports senior living - there's a
brand new senior living center on Carslaw Road in Prospect. It's a two story structure,
architecturally attractive and fits in nicely. I'm aware of no complaints about this facility.

. What about LDG's Care of Community - LDG is not a Louisville firm or even a
Kentucky firm. To me, they don't care at all about heir facility's affects on citizens,
way of life, traffic, safety or any other community importance. Will they be a good
community citizen after the project is completed? | don't think so. LDG is in this for
the money and the financial advantages to them are huge with government
programs and even credits that can be sold. Once they build it, they won't be
community citizen that cares because they won't be here. And Prospect and
citizens of Prospect who have lived here so long and built our lives around creating
a great environment and way of life, will be left to deal with all of the problems of
traffic, parking and so on. Our rights are important too!

« Jobs - There are no jobs here for the apartment residents - maybe a scarce few. Bus service
is minimal, so getting someplace else is not a good option. Also and related to getting to
jobs or anyplace else for that matter, there are only two ways into and out of Prospect - that's
River Road and US 42; both are overly traveled and if there any sort of problem (and
there has been on several occasions), it's a major problem and can even have
serious consequences in emergency situations.

« Parking - LDG has allocated only 207 parking spaces in their plan. This is woefully
short. LDG knows this but they are skirting the facts by saying that only a small percentage
of apartment residents will require parking. 207 spaces for 752 people is just plain
unrealistic. There is no street parking allowed on River Road or Timber Ridge, so this
leaves the Kroger parking lot for apartment residents to sneak into illegally. Again, only 8
spaces are reserved for handicapped in a facility that is billed as a "senior-housing" facility.
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. Safety of Apartment Residents - the Prospect Fire Department stated at the most
recent Planning and Zoning meeting that it could not guarantee rescue of residents
in this 4-story structure should a fire occur. So, 4-stories is a fire hazard - people
could die. Also there are no sidewalks on Timber Ridge, River Road or US 42, s0

walking anyplace is unsafe. We're really a community of automobile transportation
and parking.

To me, if it weren't for the money, LDG would be no where

around. If LDG really wants to help people by providing a good
place to live and that has access to jobs and transportation, it would
have and should have selected another site. For example, there
are ample land choices farther in toward Louisville and near to
expressways, bus service and many job opportunities that are

much more practical, easier to get to and from and still offer a great
way of life for all.

| really appreciate your time and consideration.| If there's anything |
can do to help, please feel free to call upon me. | want the best of
Louisville, for all citizens and for Prospect.

King regards,

Greg Huelsman

7210 Hunters Run Drive
Prospect, KY 40059
502-292-0426
greqghuel502@gmail.com




Williams, Julia

From: Greg Huelsman <greghuel502@gmail.com>
Sent: Sunday, July 09, 2017 10:11 AM

To: Williams, Julia

Cc Sandra Leonard; Mayor John Evans

Subject: Proposed Apartment Complex in Prospect, KY

Dear Ms. Williams:

Thank you in advance for reading my email and thank you too for giving it careful consideration. | hope yo:
appropriate. Thank you.

I am writing to express my concern about and opposition to the LDG proposed apartment complex in Prosy

Prospect is a great little community with a "village-like" character and a low density population. We moved
am not opposed to low-income housing. In fact, | spent most of my career supporting small disadvantaged
education and careers. But | am opposed to this project for many reasons.

Here are my objections and reasons:

4 Stories - The LDG proposal calls for 4 stories in an area (Prospect and surrounding communities)
proposed by LDG would totally erode all of the years of planning and building that have gotten us to
communities are predominately one or two story structures. If LDG's proposal was for a 2-story stru
you would see the resistance that has so profoundly been seen at all of the community meetings ab

Population - With 198 apartments being proposed (178 two-bedroom and 20 one-bedroom) and witt
residents. This would be more residents than all of the Prospect subdivisions except Hunting Creek
increase of 25%. That's huge....frankly, too huge!

Traffic - Timber Ridge is a connector street, it's not designed to accommodate a lot of traffic, but it d
presented to the Planning and Zoning Commission was inaccurate and riddled with deceit. Photos
lots. This simply is false reporting to support the LDG point of view. There is a lot of traffic on Timb:
around. On Friday and Saturday evenings, parking is already a real challenge due to many who en;

Senior Living - LDG proposed this project as a senior living center, yet, LDG allocated only 8 handicap space
senior living center on Carslaw Road in Prospect. It's a two story structure, architecturally attractive and fits i

What about LDG - LDG is not a Louisville firm...or even a Kentucky firm. To me, they don't care at all about
matters. Will they be a good community citizen after the project is completed? I don't think so. LDG is in th
programs and even credits that can be sold. Once they build it, they won't be community citizens who care be
here 50 long and built our lives around creating a great environment and life, will be left to deal with all of the

Jobs - There are no jobs here for the apartment residents - maybe a scarce few. Bus service is minimal, 0 ge
or anyplace for that matter, there are only two ways into and out of Prospect...that's River Road and
has been on several occasions), it's a major problem and can even have serious consequences in €

Parking - LDG has allocated 207 parking spaces in their plan. This is woefully short-sighted. LDG knows thi
residents will require parking. 207 spaces for 752 people is just plain unrealistic. There is no street parking al
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apartment residents to sneak into illegally. Again, only 8 spaces are reserved for for handicapped in a facility

o Safety of Apartment Residents - The Prospect Fire Department stated at the most recent Planning and Zoning
fire occur. So, 4-stories is a fire hazard - people could die. Also, there are no sidewalks on Timber Ridge, Rir
automobile transportation and parking.

To me, if it weren't for the money, LDG would be no where around. If LDG really wants to help people by ¢
would have and should have selected another site. For example, there are ample land choices farther in t
opportunities that are much more practical, easier to get to and from and still offer a great way of life for all.

| really appreciate your time and consideration. If there's anything | can do to help, please feel free to call 1

Kind regards,

Greg Huelsman

7210 Hunters Run Drive
Prospect, KY 40059
502-292-0426
greghuel502@gmail.com




Williams, Julia

From: fhuecker@twc.com

Sent: Thursday, July 06, 2017 10:58 AM
To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Case No. 16 zone1065 Prospect Cove

Dear Ms. Williams. | am sending you these comments as a response to your staff and recommendations on the
Cornerstone 2020 plan elements. Within the 2020 Plan Element there are several areas that | believe you and your staff
have interpreted incorrectly and have skewed to fit the LDG narrative. As it pertains to the intent, compatibility, and
density if the 2020 Plan Element and the binding elements laid out in the 2020 plan. The binding element clearly spells
out a completely different finding from you "Staff Checklist ". Specifically, numerical points 1-2-3-5-5-10-15-17-19-20-22-
25-26-28 . | respectfully request that you and your team, review you findings, to reflect the intent, compatibility, and
less density, that are the reason for Cornerstone 2020 and are reflected in the Binding Elements. This proposed project
reflect none of the desires or needs of Prospect or the 2020 Cornerstone Plan. Thank you. Fred Huecker



Williams, Julia

From: Agnes White <awhiteky@gmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, July 06, 2017 12:27 PM

To: Williams, Julia :

Subject: prospect cove re:case No.16zone1056

I live in Smithfield Greene Condo. Iwould like to express my concerns about Prospect Cove, mainly because
of the traffic that will be affected on Timber Ridge and River Road. Also, a four story siding building is not
compatable with the homes and buildings in this area. Thanks, Agnes White



Williams, Julia

From: Sally Coln <scolnky@aol.com>

Sent: Monday, June 26, 2017 9:14 AM

To: Williams, Julia

Cc CommunityForestry; TreesLouisville@gmail.com; Reed, Scott
Subject: Prospect Cove, Case No. 16zone1056

Case No. 16zone1056, Prospect Cove
Ms Williams:

As a Prospect resident adjacent to this proposed development, | respectfully request that you amend your Staff Report to
more accurately reflect the true nature of this proposal and provide truthful information to the planning commission so they
may make an informed decision.

I have copied Erin Thompson of Division of Community Forestry and Cindi Sullivan of Trees Louisville so they see how
this city administration spends thousands of dollars on new stick trees while at the same time encouraging and approving
developments like this which would DESTROY MATURE OAKS, SYCAMORES and others which cannot be replaced by a
few six foot sticks. | hope they may have some influence to protect this mature tree canopy which borders the SCENIC
RIVER ROAD CORRIDOR BYWAY.

This proposed project DOES NOT meet the criteria for granting rezoning.

It DOES NOT comply with CORNERSTONE 2020, the existing zoning 1S NOT inappropriate, the proposed new zoning IS
NOT appropriate, and there have been NO economic, physical or social changes in the area that have altered the basic
character of the area.

STANDARD OF REVIEW STAFF ANALYSIS

In item a. you indicate that a wooded area between an intermittent stream and River Road would be preserved. What you
FAIL to include is that what you call an intermittent stream is actually a FLOOD SLOUGH which in flood times fills the
entire ravine with flood water and that the developer intends to widen the path to River Road which would REMOVE
MORE TREES along RIVER ROAD. You totally FAIL to address at all the MATURE TREE CANOPY on the other side of
the ravine which the developers' own in-person presentation SHOWED THIS MATURE TREE CANOPY BEING
DESTROYED. This area provides food, homes and cover for hawks, owls, woodpeckers and other birds and wildlife.

In item e. you indicate that this project design and use is compatible with existing development in the area. THIS IS
SIMPLY NOT TRUE. A 4-story, industrial style people warehouse IS NOT compatible with the existing area comprised of
single family homes, low density condos and low to medium density commercial. All development in the area is ONE OR
TWO STORY only. No number of stick trees can buffer this 4-story monstrosity from adjacent and nearby homeowners or
from the SCENIC RIVER ROAD CORRIDOR.

REQUEST FOR WAIVER

The request for waiver of utility easement encroaching more than 50% into the landscape buffer will certainly affect
adjacent property owners for the same reasons. This waiver would VIOLATE SPECIFIC GUIDELINES OF
CORNERSTONE 2020 as it DOES NOT PROTECT adjacent residential areas from changing the character of the area,
and DOES NOT provide protection from visual intrusions, outdoor lighting, noise, litter and visible parking.

CORNERSTONE 2020 STAFF CHECKLIST

ltem 1: This proposal is extremely high density in an area that has only single family homes, low density condos and low
to medium density commercial. All development in the area is one or two story only.

ltem 3: The Cornerstone 2020 guideline here REQUIRES LOW DENSITY when located at THE EDGE OF A VILLAGE
FORM. This proposed project IS AT THE EDGE OF PROSPECT VILLAGE FORM,_not outside it.

1



Ms. Willimas, | truly hope you will revise the Staff Report to include these corrections so the planning committee receives
the whole truth and an accurate report. Just checking the boxes does not provide accurate information to the people who
will be making a decision that could ADVERSELY AFFECT EXISTING HOMEOWNERS' PROPERTY VALUES AND
QUALITY OF LIFE, as well as the rural nature of this area and that of the RIVER ROAD CORRIDOR SCENIC BYWAY.

Thank you.

Sally Coln
Smithfield Greene



Williams, Julia

From: Mitra shams <shams.mitra@gmail.com>
Sent: Friday, June 30, 2017 8:15 PM

To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Affordable housing Prospect

Hi Julia,

I' would like to express my concern regarding the affordable housing development at the Kroger gas station in Prospect
(16zone1056). ‘

I believe it would damage the image of the Prospect neighborhood and significantly drop the price of our homes. Some
Prospect residents like myself bought their home when house prices were at a peak, and we are concerned about
putting our homes up for sale since we will not be able to recoup the investment.

I hope you can halt this development.

Thanks for your attention to this matter.

Mitra Shams



Williams, Julia

From: Pam Underwood <pam@systemaxcorp.com>
Sent: Friday, June 30, 2017 5:30 PM

To: Williams, Julia

Cc: ‘Max Underwood'

Subject: Prospect cove

Dear Ms Williams,

My name is Pam Underwood and we have lived in the Prospect zip code for 32 years. The growth that we have
witnessed has been tremendous, but the growth has not destroyed the rural aspect of the area. Prospect is a very
busy place of late and we are most concerned that adding an apartment complex with so many residents and too
few parking spaces will have a very negative impact on the area.

We have just suffered through the building of the East end bridge, which had a huge impact on the area residents.
Please convey our sincere concern to the council that this rezoning and development is not appropriate for this
area.

Thank you for your time.

Pam Underwood



Williams, Julia

From: Clare Jett <clare@jettstreamproductions.com>

Sent: Sunday, July 02, 2017 12:06 PM

To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Case No. 16 Zone 1056/Proposed LDG High-Density Senior Housing Complex in
Prospect

Dear Ms. Williams.
I am writing regarding the above referenced case in Prospect K'Y (Case # 16 Zone 1056).

My residence is considered a Prospect address, however, we actually live just outside the city

of Prospect, on River Road. We are located one block from the intersection of River Road and Timber Ridge
Lane, where

the “Prospect Cove" low-income/senior living development is proposed to be built.

We have experienced a tremendous increase in traffic and congestion along this corridor, and the idea of
another living community in this area is fraught with issues, including bicycle traffic on River Road. This would
be a source of life threatening accidents just waiting to happen! Given the nature of this development (low
income/senior citizen dwellings) this lot is not located on a TARC route. It is not the proper setting for a high
density development. We not only fear addition traffic congestion, but re-iterate the potential risk of life if
residents with children walk or play in and around this high traffic area.

My husband and I adamantly oppose this development. The parcel of land being considered is more suited for a
community park or shopping facility; it is certainly not scaled to accommodate a hi gh density complex.

We, along with numerous Prospect residents ask that our concerns are voiced and that this development is
not allowed to move forward.

Many thanks,

Clare Jett
7118 River Road
Prospect KY 40059



Williams, Julia

“

From: Cliff Kuhn <LaffDr@aol.com>

Sent: Monday, July 03, 2017 11:14 AM

To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Updated Proposal for Prospect Cove

Dear Ms. Williams,

I am writing as a resident of Prospect, Kentucky to register my concerns about the impending reconsideration
of the request for a zoning change to accommodate the construction of a massive affordable housing complex
entitled Prospect Cove adjacent to the downtown area of Prospect (Case#16. Zone 1056).

I use the word "massive" because the size and style is so alien to the architecture of our city as to be
incompatible and inconsistent with current structures. There are no other buildings in the area taller than two
stories, whereas the proposed height of the Prospect Cove edifice will be four stories. Also the numbers of
residents housed in this oversized facility will dramatically strain parking options and traffic flow in the area.

I write to you in hopes that your report to the zoning commission will address these concerns and encourage
efforts to make the projected facility more compatible with our existing community.

Thank you for your consideration.
Sincerely,
Clifford C. Kuhn, MD
7608 Endecott Place

Prospect, KY 40059

Virus-free. www.avast.com



Williams, Julia

From: don gibson <dongibson@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Saturday, July 01, 2017 2:27 PM
To: Williams, Julia; 'SANDRA LEONARD'

Attachments: prospect cove Kathy.docx



July 1, 2017
Julia Williams
Case No. 16zone 1056 “Prospect Cove”
Dear Ms. WiIIiavms

Have grave concerns about the traffic and parking impact of this proposed project on its residence and
the community.

The project is located adjacent to an already busy cross intersection with Timber Ridge Drive and the
entrances to the shopping center, and Kroger fueling station. Pedestrian traffic to and from the
shopping center will be at risk with the ten separate vehicle traffic patterns at that intersection.

Traffic will also increase substantially because of the project’s density and suburb transportation
realities.

Today’s transportation reality is that a car is required for living in the suburbs. Public transportation is
all but nonexistent. .There is a bus at 7am and another at 5pm. Many of project’s residences will be
coming from other metro areas where they now have their friends, family, churches, hospitals, doctors,
bowling alleys, and a job. Unless DLG is planning to provide them transportation, you are doing them
an incredible life style disservice.

Therefore, many any of the project residence will have a car or will find ways to get a car-because they
have no other viable choice. That wills significant increase the number of cars to the Village center. The
developer has told us they are building 178 two bedroom apartments and 20 one bedroom apartments.
They said their guidelines are no more than 2 residents per bedroom not counting caregivers. That’s
752 residences at full capacity using DLG's rules. That probably won't happen but 60% (451 residences)
capacity is likely required for the net present value cash flow requirement of the project investment. It's
not unreasonable to expect a car per apartment.not counting residence’s visitors thereby creating
substantial more traffic and overwhelming the projects 200 or sp parking slots. Residence and guests
will have little options but park in the shopping center, the streets or other private developments.

Your traffic variance analysis to the cornerstone 2020 guidelines is superficial and fails to consider the
unintended consequences.

On parking and traffic alone, this huge incompatible project is going to change the character of the
Prospect community, cause dangerous pedestrian crossings, and create parking points of friction
between the residences and the community.

Sincerely

Kathy Gibson

7605 Smithfield Greene Ln
Prospect, Ky 40059
502-939-1503



Williams, Julia

From: Carroll, Debbie

Sent: Wednesday, February 15, 2017 10:55 AM

To: ccrm47 @gmail.com

Cc: Williams, Julia

Subject: FW: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#452] - Prospect Cove Case 16ZONE1056

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record.

Debbie Carroll
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, February 15, 2017 10:06 AM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#452]

Name Craig Mottram

Address D

4111 Hayfield Way None
Prospect, Kentucky 40059
United States

Phone Number (502) 228-8638
Email cermd7@gmail.com
Comments Please listen to the residents in Prospect regarding Prospect cove development, As

cutlined it does not appear in the best interests of anyone other than the developer. That

would be a great mistake



Williams, Julia

From: Harpreet Chopra <choprahk@yahoo.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 22, 2017 7:18 PM

To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Prospect Cove Development, LDG Developers

Hello Ms Williams,

My family of four are residents of Prospect. My family would like to register our opposition to the Prospect Cove
development by the LDG Developers in Prospect.

The infrastructure on River Road and US 42 is not equipped to handle the huge influx of traffic which will definitely be
seen if this project is approved. Also the architecture of the proposed buildings does not fit in with the rural landscape of

Prospect.

We sincerely hope you will consider my family's and many other Prospect families request and urge you to stop this
development.

Thank you
Best wishes

Harpreet Chopra
Prospect Resident.

Sent from my iPhone



Williams, Julia
M

From: Bilitski, Deborah

Sent: : Thursday, June 15, 2017 4:46 PM

To: joyce1116@aol.com

Cc: Williams, Julia

Subject: RE: Website Mayor Contact Form [#4928] - on

Ms. Goldstein,

Any information on how the developer plans to finance the development would have to be requested of the
developer. Louisville Metro has provided no funding to date, federal or local, to this project. The Louisville Affordable
Housing Trust Fund and Louisville CARES have depleted their available funds for fiscal year 2017, but a new allocation is
expected for fiscal year 2018. If funds are appropriated and the developer makes application for funding in the future,
the decision whether to provide funding would be reviewed at that time in accordance with the guidelines set forth for
thase programs. Information about those programs may be reviewed at https://louisvilleky.gov/government/housing-
community-development/louisville-cares and https://louisvilleky.gov/government/housing-community-
development/louisville-affordable-housing-trust-fund. If the developer chooses to pursue low income housing tax
credits, the application would be under the purview of the Kentucky Housing Corporation.

As for the zoning case, you may submit written comments to the case manager with Planning and Design Services, Julia
Williams, who is copied hereon. You may also attend the next Planning Commission public hearing when it is scheduled
and provide testimony. At this point, | have not been informed that a date has been set for the hearing, but | have not
received an update recently. Julia, please advise.

Please let us know if you have any additional questions.

Thanks,
Deborah

From: Joyce [mailto:joyce1116@aol.com]
Sent: Monday, June 12, 2017 6:44 AM

To: Bilitski, Deborah
Subject: Re: Website Mayor Contact Form [#4928] - on

Hi Deborah,

Thank you for your response.

It was my distinct impression that the funding for this project came from the federal government to the city and
then was dispersed to builders to build this low income housing throughout

Louisville. If the city had no control over the funds being used by LDG then who does?

The concern I have is that our tax money is once again being wasted as I stated in my last concern.

To whom shall I address my concerns if this is not a city matter? Who is giving the money to LDG builders in
the federal government? Basically who can I address concerning this issue.

Also who on the zoning and planning commission can I write to addressing how this area is not accessible by
public transportation or by foot to anything that the proposed tenants might need.

Thank you for your help.

Sincerely,

Joyce Goldstein

502 533 9970

Sent from my iPhone



On Jun 9, 2017, at 5:36 PM, Bilitski, Deborah <Deborah.Bilitski@]louisvilleky.gov> wrote:

Ms. Goldstein,

On behalf of Mayor Fischer, thank you for your letter regarding the Prospect Cove zoning case
(16ZONE1056). Louisville Metro has not provided financial support or incentives to this
project. A change in zoning case on the property is currently pending before the Louisville
Metro Planning Commission. The role of the Planning Commission is to gather information,
create a record, and make a recommendation to the Louisville Metro Council, which has the final
authority over the change in zoning. Mayor Fischer does not have a vote. At the public hearing
on the case, the Planning Commission deferred taking action and requested additional
information from the applicant. The applicant will notify the Planning Commission when it is
ready to go back to the Commission with the additional information. When that happens, notice
will be given to everyone who received notice of the first hearing, the Planning Commission will
hold another public hearing with an opportunity for the public to present evidence and
testimony.

Please feel free to contact me or the staff of Planning & Design Services if you have questions or
would like additional information.

Thanks,

Deborah Bilitski
Director of Develop Louisville
LOUISVILLE FORWARD

444 8. 5™ Street, Suite 300
Louisville, KY 40202
502.574.6776

From: Website Contact Form for Mayor's Office [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, June 6, 2017 4:45 PM

To: Mayor Information

Subject: Website Mayor Contact Form [#4928] - on

Date *

Tuesday, June 6, 2017

Name *

joyce goldstein

Address *

[Image removed by
sender.]<http://maps.google.com/?q=7519%20Smithfield%20Greene++Prospect+KY+40059+U -
nited%20States>

7519 Smithfield Greene
Prospect, KY 40059




United States
Phone Number *
(502) 533-9970
Email *

joycel 116@aol.com<mailto:joycel 116(@aol.com>

Comment, question or concern:

Dear Mayor Fisher,

I am writing to you in regard to the proposed low income 55 and older senior housing out at
Prospect Cove.

The land in question is 10 acres of which ONLY 4.4 acres are buildable. The rest of the six acres
cannot be built on since

there is a creek running thru it.

The 4.4 buildable acres were valued at 1.6 million, although Gant agency who is representing the
owner has the total property

up for sale for 2.8 million. My understanding is that it is only sellable as the whole 10 acres.

As you probably know both a second investor and LDG had put in bids for this property for the
2.8 million dollars.

I also understand that LDG is receiving government funds given to the city of Louisville to use
in this manner.

Here is what is vexing me so. Unbeknownst to the second investor, LDG builders decided to up
the bid to 3.1 million

dollars and get the contract.

Mayor Fisher, I am so tired of big money using our tax dollars in such an abusive way. They are
paying double for a piece

of property just to build this low income high rise so they can collect government guarenteed
rents, and we are aiding them

in overpaying for this land. Another concern, they will close in nine months "whether or NOT"
they have zoning approval.

That is so suspect in my mind.

Now lets just talk about the tenants and how abused they are being in this situation. My
understanding is that LDG has no

intention of developing the 6 acres into a park or any sort of green space, they will stay the way
they are which is totally

unwalkable, unusable....it's just there. They are using the per person density that is allowed for 10
acres and squeezing it

into the 4.4 acres. Therefore they will have a 198 unit 4 story high rise that can house, legally,
852 people. They are only putting

in 200 parking spaces because that is all that is required.

I have worked in the inner cities of this country all my life. I would welcome the opportunity to
walk you around this proposed

space on the border of Prospect. If after you walk this area with me and then try to walk to the
limited shopping in this area

by way of either River Rd. or US 42 and then take a bus with me to get to the nearest medical
facility or Target or any store



other then Kroger, if you stuul think this is a good site for people without use of an automobile or
the children that they will

surely have living with them......well we can talk about that after we do the above.

My experience with inner cities has taught

me that despite the protest of the LDG lawyer many children will live there. His depictetion of
55 year old people are some sort of a debilitated, hobbling, homebound group is nothing more
than laughable. Most 55 year old people are working if they can and have transportation to get to
a job. They are often caring for children and grandchildren.

Mayor Fisher, I am so against people like LDG using our tax dollars for their own gain which is
just so obvious to me and many others.

I do understand the need for low income housing and [ have read so many books and been with
so many people who have benefited

from government assistance. However the money truly has to be used to benefit the people so
they and we are not exploited '
by builders like LDG. This is not a site for a 4 story high rise, 20 or 30 small condos for people
with cars, sure that might work,

but this is not a space for the proposed high rise.

I would welcome the opportunity to walk this area with you. I think you would have a much
better understanding of what I'm talking

about.

Thank you.

I look forward to hearing from you. I know how busy you are, but I would appreciate it if you
could read this, not just an assistant.

Again, many thanks,

Joyce Goldstein

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



Williams, Julia

From: Mike Mott <mwmott50@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, June 22, 2017 7:57 PM

To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Case #16ZONE1056; Prospect Cove Development

I understand you are the individual assigned by the Metro Louisville Council to receive citizens comments regarding the
rezoning request to allow LDG Development to build a low income housing project on a tract of land at the corner of
River Road and Timber Ridge Drive. | would hope you are aware of the outcry of the residents in this area who are
strongly opposed to this development and the impact it will have on our peaceful community in Prospect. Have you or
your staff reviewed the horrific increase in crime rates that have occurred in other communities where similar senior
housing/low income housing developments have been constructed by LDG like in Indianapolis? If not | suggest you ask
your police department to do some research on this subject and have this information available at the next Metro
Louisville zoning meeting where the zoning for this development will again be discussed. | would also suggest that the
developer explain his plan of where the people who occupy this development are going to find jobs to work in the
Prospect area. | do not think these people will find a sufficient number of jobs at Kroger or MacDonalds or other similar
establishments here in Prospect to justify the number of units that are planned for construction. | would further
question where are the occupants of these low income housing units going to come from? Has the developer petitioned
the residents of Prospect to determine how many people in Prospect would be interested in renting one of these units?
| seriously doubt it. What about the impact this development will have on the already congested main arteries of Hwy
42 and River Road?

I would be interested in hearing back from you on this subject and what involvement you have had or will have in the
future regarding this planned rezoning to accommodate this low income housing development. | would also like to
know when the next hearing is scheduled for this Prospect Cove rezoning matter as | would like to attend and voice my
opinion in person.

Regards,

Mike Mott

12903 Crestmoor Circle
Prospect, KY 40059



Williams, Julia

From: Grannan, Mike <Mike.Grannan@kindred.com>
Sent: Friday, June 30, 2017 3:22 PM

To: Williams, Julia

Cc: Grannan, Mike; Grannan, Ann

Subject: Opposition to Prospect Cove

Julia.....l am respectfully requesting that you make note within the records of our opposition to the Prospect Cove
development {Case No. 16zone1056) . We understand that the revised plan is being reviewed within your group. We are
especially concerned about the overall compatibility of the development within Prospect.

Thank you for your attention to this matter.
Respectfully,

Mike and Ann Grannan

7109 Cannonade Court

Prospect, KY 40059
502-228-8596



Williams, Julia

From: Bekki Livingston <RJSLivingston@hotmail.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 29, 2017 4:21 PM

To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Prospect Cove Development

Case #16zonel1056

I am writing to express my opinion on the propsed Prospect Cove 4 story housing development proposed for
Timber Ridge at River Road in Prospect. | am not a resident of Louisville nor Prospect, although | have the
Prospect zip code. | live in Oldham County just a mile or so east on Hwy 42. | shop in Prospect - gas, groceries,
doctor, dentist, etc. | have to drive through Prospect every day to get to Louisville. The traffic is getting
heavier. When there are accidents on Hwy 71, traffic is diverted or often finds itself on Hwy 42. Large truck
traffic and additional cars brings the road to a standstill. Mayor Fischer has been working hard to complete the
Lousiville Loop and the eastern portion is now under planning. Prospect is working-on a plan to develop a
pedestrian path to get citizens safely to the newly opened Lewis & Clark Bridge. Citizens for a Safer River Road
have raised money and Prospect has endorsed the changes to River Road that will provide more safetly for
cyclists. And then the City wants to put a 4 story high density building right in the middle of all this? It just
doesn't make sense. The project is unlike any architecture or height of any structure in the area. Adding
additional businesses and housing needs a bigger plan and a longer term outlook. It seems that spot zoning
here and there creates an ugly and impractical landscape. It would make more sense and be more practical to
widen roads, increase signage and create turn lanes in the area before adding a high density housing project.

| encourage the Zoning Board and City Council to create a long term plan that fits the nature of the area and
the best use of the property. | do not support a high rise building in this location for these reasons.

Bekki Livingston

12725 Crestmoor Circle-
Prospect, KY 40059
925-487-6551



Williams, Julia

From: Julie McGrail <jmcgrail@umail.iu.edu>
Sent: Thursday, June 29, 2017 3:01 PM

To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Prospect Cove Development

Ms. Williams,
It is my understanding the you are the case manager for the proposed development in Prospect Cove.

I am a new resident of Prospect. My family of 6 moved to Sutherland in November of 2016. We became aware
of the proposed low-income/senior living housing development soon after getting settled in our home.

My concern is what this will do to our community. This is a small, lightly traveled area. I don't believe it is
suitable for any type of high density living. The property itself is of limited size and not ideal for what is
proposed.

I don't want to take too much of your time because I know it is valuable. I just wanted to express my adamant
opposition to this high density development in Prospect Cove.

Thank you Ms. Williams.
Sincerely,

Julie McGrail
7417 Wycliffe Drive
Prospect, Ky 40059



Williams, Julia

From: bbrew1@aol.com

Sent: Wednesday, June 28, 2017 11:12 PM

To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Case No. 16 Zone 1056/Proposed LDG High-Density Senior Housing Complex in
Prospect

Ms. Williams,

Good morning. My understanding is that you are the case manager for the proposed low-income/senior living/high
density housing development in Prospect — Case No. 16 Zone 1056. |, along with the majority of residents of Prospect,
are adamantly opposed to this development at the proposed location. The size and scope, especially one being high
density, certainly does not fit the property it is planned to be built on. For one reason, the company is factoring in around 4
Acers of the property that is not usable into the equation to allow for a high-density structure on the property. Moreover,
the number of proposed parking spaces, including handicap parking, is inadequate for the potential number of residents. |
don't oppose having low income senior living there ff it fits the current zoning laws and isn't high density or over 3 stories
in height.

What is being proposed does not fit the village atmosphere of Prospect — a small town within the greater metropolitan
area. We're not located on TARC transit routes; we don’t have industry or an abundance of businesses that require
workers. Ours is an illogical setting for the high-density development being proposed. Timber Ridge Drive is a quiet
pass-through street connecting River Road and U.S. 42.; there is not even a traffic light at River Road. River Road is
supposed to be a scenic byway and this obtrusive building will take from that designation. In short, there is not the
infrastructure needed to support such a development at this location. The development being proposed is incompatible
with its setting, and if allowed to proceed, it will have a profound negative effect on the community of Prospect.

Itis unfortunate that this parcel of land is not within the city limits of Prospect, and is instead under the jurisdiction of Metro
Louisville. The citizens of Prospect, including the Mayor and City Council, have united in our opposition of this
development. | would hope that Mayor Fischer, the Metro Council and members of the Planning and Zoning Commission
will respect the voices of the people who actually live in the community of Prospect, and not allow LDG to move forward
with this development at this location.

Thank you for your time and consideration.
Sincerely,
Alan Brewer

6811 Foxcroft Rd.
Prospect, Ky. 40059



Williams, Julia

From: Marty Michals <martymichals@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Wednesday, June 28, 2017 12:20 PM

To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Prospect Cove

Good Afternoon Julia. My name is Marty Michals and | am a Prospect resident. | live at 7226 Fox Harbor Road. | am
opposed to the proposed Prospect Cove Development as it would be totally out of character with the neighborhood.
Prospect is not a mid rise apartment community location. The density of this proposed development is also out of
character for this community. Please vote no. '



Williams, Julia
L

R I TSR
From: ' ashokakoy@gmail.com
Sent: Wednesday, June 28, 2017 12:07 PM
To: Williams, Julia
Subject: Case No. 16 zone 1056

Dear Ms. Williams:

My name is Lori Zachariah, and my husband David and | moved to Prospect one month ago. We chose Prospect
because of its’ quiet charm and safety. We were not privy to Nextdoor.com or the Countryside forums until we actually
moved in. Then we found out about this LDG project, and quite frankly, we are upset.

We are not against a Senior Housing Project, if we could be guaranteed it is not a front for Section 8 Housing. That
appears to be the main concern of most current residents. Also the fact that Co. Rd. 42 has not yet been widened to
accommodate the current traffic, much less an addition of perhaps 700 more residents. Finally, one of the biggest
concerns is the proposed UGLINESS of the proposed 4 story building, in the middie of a city that prohibits that height
and style. If there is anything you can do to address these concerns, | would be very grateful.

Sincerely,

Lori Zachariah

4100 Hayfield Way

Prospect, Kentucky

Sent from Mail for Windows 10



Williams, Julia

From: skoselke <skoselke@twc.com>

Sent: Monday, June 26, 2017 7:51 AM

To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Low Income Housing Unit in Prospect
Julia:

I have lived in Prospect, Kentucky, for 30 years. | oppose the low income housing unit. Myself, and many residents here
have the following concerns:

1) the unit is too large; a unit the size of the one in Norton Commons would be acceptable. If there was a unit that size
with only seniors allowed to live there, | think it would be acceptable to most people in Prospect.

2) myself and others fear it will not be managed well, and it will result in younger people living there and drawing crime
to the area. People do not want the "gang" problem coming out to Prospect. We have enough problems with crime
already.

3) there is not enough parking for a unit this size and all the trees will need to be cut down.

I do not understand the mayor and the city of Louisville trying to social engineer our neighborhoods. People work hard
all their lives to move to neighborhoods that are nice and have low crime areas. My husband and | both grew up with
nothing and worked hard to get where we are. We have black, Asian, Mexican and other ethnic groups that live in our
neighborhood and the surrounding neighborhood. They are good neighbors. They did the same thing we did. They
worked very hard to be able to buy a home where we live. If people want to work hard, they can do well. Putting low
income housing units in nice neighborhoods is not going to solve that problem. If this was San Francisco | could
understand because the cost of living is too expensive for even fire fighters, teachers, etc. That is not the case here.

Also, | do not see one if these units proposed in Anchorage or Indian Hills where the mayor and governor live. | wonder
why that is? Also, there is plenty of affordable housing on Westport Road. There is also land available. There is more

affordable shopping there, too, for lower income people. So why would you not put this unit there.

I think it boils down to that the City and the Mayor don't care what people in our neighborhoods want. That is sad and
unfortunate.

Sherri Koselke

Sent from my iPhone



Williams, Julia

From: Julie Michael <jsm528@icloud.com>
Sent: Monday, June 19, 2017 2:02 PM

To: Williams, Julia

Cc: Eric

Subject: # 16ZONE1056

Subject: Prospect Cove Development

Dear Ms. Williams,

I was instructed to forward this letter to you so it will be place in the public record. It is my intention through
this correspondence that inform our Metro Councilman, Scott Reed as well as all parties involved, of our
position on the Proposed Prospect Cove development. I am requesting that this letter be part of the public
record, so that Mr. Reed and all involved in this subject matter is aware that we oppose the proposed LDG
development of Prospect Cove.

Along with a large majority of Prospect citizens, we would like you to know that we love our community for
the small town, rural, village qualities that it possesses. Not only is it our home, but it is part of what makes the
city of Louisville great.

Prospect was developed as a village and we love that about it and desire to keep it that way. We chose it for the
village aspect and lifestyle and are strongly against the four story 198 unit urban style development that has
been proposed. It is too big, unattractive, is unnecessary and will not add to the quality of life in our
community.

The city of Prospect has always had plenty of options for senior living. In fact, a very attractive 2 story Senior
Living facility is nearing final stages of completion right in the center of town behind the Starbucks. There are
many more than that as well.

Our city does not need this proposed development. It will only be a burden for our community, changing the
beautiful landscape, potentially clogging traffic, adding burden to our public safety servants, not a blessing.
Point blank, this a massive development.

There is not a need here for this development. It is perfectly clear to our entire community that this is a money
making opportunity for outsiders and we do not appreciate them coming in and trying to force something on our
community that we have not asked for or been convinced of that we need, plain and simple.

Eric and I are adamantly opposed to Prospect Cove, as the proposed development will bring no benefit to our
community. We were one of the families that contributed to buy the land for another type of development of
park lands, restaurants, and business space that was acceptable to the people of our community.

We do not appreciate outsiders coming in and insulting our community members, telling us what we need,
when it is very clear that this is an opportunity only for the Prospect Cove developers' and investor's financial
gain.



Furthermore, many of our commurucies around the city could use so much revitalization. There is plenty of land
and opportunity for this. The city of Louisville needs investments poured into those communities that are
broken. Why are we not focusing on those? Let's point them to those areas. I have served in Portland helping
that community, our children have grown up in the public school system with children from all over our great
city. There are many communities that could use these developers and their projects to serve them and help to
raise them up. The citizens of Prospect are loving and caring people who serve our greater community of
Louisville in many ways. This proposed project of Prospect Cove will not serve the community in the best
possible way.

Thank you for your consideration and time.

Sincerely,

Julie and Eric Michael
6708 Gunpowder Lane
Prospect. Ky 40059

Julie Michael



Williams, Julia

N - S O
From: Stuart Steinbock <SSTEINBOCK@whipmix.com>
Sent: Monday, June 19, 2017 1:51 PM
To: Williams, Julia
Subject: case #16ZONE1056

Julia:

It was shared with me that my opposition to the Prospect Cove development could be added to the record for the
zoning hearing by E-mailing you. Please advise if any additional information is needed.

Thanks.
Best regards from Your Kentucky Friends at Whip Mix,

Stuart Steinbock
Vice President of Business Development
502-634-5352 Direct

502-741-1309 Mobile
www.whipmix.com

e




Williams, Julia

From: Joyce Garmer <joycegarner@icloud.com>
Sent: Monday, June 19, 2017 11:46 AM

To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Prospect senior housing

Case # 16 zone 1056

Subject: Prospect senior housing

Please know the low income senior housing project is sited in a positive location
in Prospect.

Not only is it walkable to Kroger, banks, hair salon,pharmacy, gym, restaurants
etc but as a very long time resident I recognize there is a need for this housing

(835000 a year includes more seniors than some think).

Encourage the developers to make the aesthetics blend in to the adjacent shopping
plaza and then support the project.

Thank you for your consideration.
Joyce Garner

7300 Happy Hollow Lane
Prospect KY 40059

Sent from my iPhone



Williams, Julia

From: skoselke <skoselke@twc.com>

Sent: Monday, June 26, 2017 7:51 AM

To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Low Income Housing Unit in Prospect
Julia:

I have lived in Prospect, Kentucky, for 30 years. 1 oppose the low income housing unit. Myself, and many residents here
have the following concerns:

1) the unit is too large; a unit the size of the one in Norton Commons would be acceptable. [f there was a unit that size
with only seniors allowed to live there, | think it would be acceptable to most people in Prospect.

2) myself and others fear it will not be managed well, and it will result in younger people living there and drawing crime
to the area. People do not want the "gang" problem coming out to Prospect. We have enough problems with crime
already.

3) there is not enough parking for a unit this size and all the trees will need to be cut down.

I do not understand the mayor and the city of Louisville trying to social engineer our neighborhoods. People work hard
all their lives to move to neighborhoods that are nice and have low crime areas. My husband and | both grew up with
nothing and worked hard to get where we are. We have black, Asian, Mexican and other ethnic groups that live in our
neighborhood and the surrounding neighborhood. They are good neighbors. They did the same thing we did. They
worked very hard to be able to buy a home where we live. If people want to work hard, they can do well. Putting low
income housing units in nice neighborhoods is not going to solve that problem. If this was San Francisco | could
understand because the cost of living is too expensive for even fire fighters, teachers, etc. That is not the case here.

Also, | do not see one if these units proposed in Anchorage or Indian Hills where the mayor and governor live. | wonder
why that is? Also, there is plenty of affordable housing on Westport Road. There is also land available. There is more

affordable shopping there, too, for lower income people. So why would you not put this unit there.

I think it boils down to that the City and the Mayor don't care what people in our neighborhoods want. That is sad and
unfortunate.

Sherri Koselke

Sent from my iPhone



Williams, Julia

From: Sally Coln <scolnky@aol.com>

Sent: Monday, June 26, 2017 9:14 AM

To: Williams, Julia

Cc: CommunityForestry; TreesLouisville@gmail.com; Reed, Scott
Subject: Prospect Cove, Case No. 16zone1056

Case No. 16zone1056, Prospect Cove
Ms Williams:

As a Prospect resident adjacent to this proposed development, | respectfully request that you amend your Staff Report to
more accurately reflect the true nature of this proposal and provide truthful information to the planning commission so they
may make an informed decision. '

| have copied Erin Thompson of Division of Community Forestry and Cindi Sullivan of Trees Louisville so they see how
this city administration spends thousands of dollars on new stick trees while at the same time encouraging and approving
developments like this which would DESTROY MATURE OAKS, SYCAMORES and others which cannot be replaced by a
few six foot sticks. | hope they may have some influence to protect this mature tree canopy which borders the SCENIC
RIVER ROAD CORRIDOR BYWAY.

This proposed project DOES NOT meet the criteria for granting rezoning.

It DOES NOT comply with CORNERSTONE 2020, the existing zoning IS NOT inappropriate, the proposed new zoning IS
NOT appropriate, and there have been NO economic, physical or social changes in the area that have altered the basic
character of the area.

STANDARD OF REVIEW STAFF ANALYSIS

In item a. you indicate that a wooded area between an intermittent stream and River Road would be preserved. What you
FAIL to include is that what you call an intermittent stream is actually a FLOOD SLOUGH which in flood times fills the
entire ravine with flood water and that the developer intends to widen the path to River Road which would REMOVE
MORE TREES along RIVER ROAD. You totally FAIL to address at all the MATURE TREE CANOPY on the other side of
the ravine which the developers' own in-person presentation SHOWED THIS MATURE TREE CANOPY BEING
DESTROYED. This area provides food, homes and cover for hawks, owls, woodpeckers and other birds and wildlife.

Initem e. you indicate that this project design and use is compatible with existing development in the area. THIS IS
SIMPLY NOT TRUE. A 4-story, industrial style people warehouse 1S NOT compatible with the existing area comprised of
single family homes, low density condos and low to medium density commercial. All development in the area is ONE OR
TWO STORY only. No number of stick trees can buffer this 4-story monstrosity from adjacent and nearby homeowners or
from the SCENIC RIVER ROAD CORRIDOR.

REQUEST FOR WAIVER

The request for waiver of utility easement encroaching more than 50% into the landscape buffer will certainly affect
adjacent property owners for the same reasons. This waiver would VIOLATE SPECIFIC GUIDELINES OF
CORNERSTONE 2020 as it DOES NOT PROTECT adjacent residential areas from changing the character of the area,
and DOES NOT provide protection from visual intrusions, outdoor lighting, noise, litter and visible parking.

CORNERSTONE 2020 STAFF CHECKLIST

ltem 1: This proposal is extremely high density in an area that has only single family homes, low density condos and low
to medium density commercial. All development in the area is one or two story only.

ltem 3: The Cornerstone 2020 guideline here REQUIRES LOW DENSITY when located at THE EDGE OF A VILLAGE
FORM. This proposed project IS AT THE EDGE OF PROSPECT VILLAGE FORM, not outside it.

1



Ms. Willimas, | truly hope you will revise the Staff Report to include these corrections so the planning committee receives
the whole truth and an accurate report. Just checking the boxes does not provide accurate information to the people who
will be making a decision that could ADVERSELY AFFECT EXISTING HOMEOWNERS' PROPERTY VALUES AND
QUALITY OF LIFE, as well as the rural nature of this area and that of the RIVER ROAD CORRIDOR SCENIC BYWAY.

Thank you.

Sally Coln
Smithfield Greene



Williams, Julia

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:
Attachments:

Ms. Williams

William Milano <bradyspa@yahoo.com>
Wednesday, June 28, 2017 2:11 PM
Williams, Julia

Prospect Cove Case # 16zone1056

don letter.docx

Please find attached concerns about this proposed development.



TO: Julie Williams
FROM: Bill Milano, a concerned individual

RE: Prospect Cove
Case number: 16zonel056

My name is Bill Mifano, | have been visiting friends, in the Smithfield Greene Condominium. This
development is across the street from a proposed senior living and disabled facility.

I am a town council member in Florida and served on our town planning board for three years before
becoming a member of the town council, thus, | was interested in the variance proposal submitted for
the intended development.

When | read through the document as | would any variance and new development suggested in my
home town | became very concerned for my friends. There were so many assumptions with insufficient
material included, the counsel I sit on would have turned the variance down, of course the wavier and
development requested. ’

It would have been sent back to the planning department to start over and make sure the material
presented would be complete and accurate information.

| am going to explain my reasons for contacting your office. The items, | feel, that would be concerns are
as follows: :

LAND USE/ZONING DISTRICT/FORM DISTRICT TABLE

There are no R-7 zoned properties in the area. By, driving around | found one multi story building above
two floors more than three miles away. Yet, one is proposed for an area where there are no more than
two stories. To accommodate the R-7 request and a 45 foot height limit that was approved in 2006 has
to have a variance approved that is entirely not consistent with the surrounding buildings.

On top of that and encroachment of the easement is requested.

Page 3 states: “High density has a lesser impact when located next to other high volumes.” R-4 and R-5
is not the same volume and should never be considered as such.

STANDARD OF REVIEW AND STAFF ANALYSIS FOR RDDDP and AMENDMENT TO BINDING ELEMENTS

1. a.Staff: “There do not appear to be...” is not an acceptable answer,r as well as has the area been
checked for wild life habitat and will there be a negative effect.

2. b Staff: “Provisions for a safe and efficient vehicular and pedestrian...” | did not see anything
about sate crossing for senior and disabled individuals to the shopping center and offices. What
transportation services will be provided by the development? Since it is a center will there be
full time management on site? What are the emergency backup for the development for these
residents? Anything less places the town at risk by approving any variance to the property.



3. E Staff: “The overall site design and land uses are Compatible with existing...” Where? There is
no similar building within 3 miles of this street. There is no compatibility.

4. Flsit correct until a variance is approved a development does not conform to applicable
guidelines

STANDARD OF REVIEW AND STAFF ANALYSIS FOR WAVIER of section 10.2.4 to allow utility easement to
encroach more than 50% into the buffer area

1. a Staff: The wavier will not adversely affect ... since screening and planting requirements will be
met.” Usually these requirements are at a minimum level at best. The important note is, again
the building requested is above 45 feet. The requirements and required screening and planting
should be listed and expanded before any variance or development package even is considered.

2. CThereis no need to even to begin to discuss (c) since staff has avoided presenting the
ENHANCED screening and planting requirements.

3. D Staff; again leaves out the buffer on the exiting street. The is none listed.

STAFF CONCLUSIONS

In their conclusions they state “the Planning Commission must determine if the proposal is in
conference with the Comprehensive Plan, OR the existing form district/zoning classification is
inappropriate and the proposed classification is appropriate.” Since the is no other R-7 classifications
within this area it must be not in compliance.

As | read the Cornerstone 2020 Plan element, Plan element or Portion of Plan element, Staff Finding,
and Staff Comments | felt the numerous omissions that should be considered by staff that were omitted.

Numbers 1, 17, 19, 24 through 32, 33 through 36 need additional work and input by staff.

As a citizen my concerns are first and foremost the safety of the seniors and disabled to be in this
facility. These are not addressed.

The neighboring community is not an R-7 and to place an above 45 Foot complex with limited availability
of parking is not in the best interest of the neighboring community. 198 units have the potential of
having in excess of 400 vehicles of some type. By not even considering this possibility will just create
friction between the residents, owners of stores in the area and the shopping center. Lower the number
of units. Lower the height to current two story buildings in the area, increase the buffer, increase the
parking, and present a vialble the plan for safety of the tenants. Then and only then bring the proposal
to the community, work with them, and then present it to the Planning commission.

cc Scott Reed@louisville.gov



Williams, Julia

From: Nancy Billington <user896038@aol.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 27, 2017 4:32 PM

To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Case No. 16 zone 1056

Follow Up Flag: Follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Dear Ms. Williams, _

I am writing in regard to the proposed LDG development in Prospect, KY. As a resident of Smithfield Greene in Prospect,
I am deeply concerned about the planned housing there. This site is adjacent to Timber Ridge Dr. which is a major
thoroughfare in our community. Each day brings more and more traffic and | have found it harder and harder to get into
and out of my home. Currently there is no high density housing in Prospect and this development would set a precedent
that is entirely out of keeping for our area. The high-density four-story building that has been proposed is not
compatible with anything that currently exists. it would most certainly have an adverse impact on our traffic and cause
safety concerns for the residents of the building who would be crossing in a very busy area with no stoplights. There are
currently very few options for public transportation so in essence many of those residents would be stranded if they did
not have an automobile. As a part of the River Road Corridor Plan that embodies the rural element of our area and urges
that it be preserved, this development would bring a definite lessening of what makes Prospect a special place in our
county. | ask that the Planning and Zoning Commission carefully consider the citizens of Prospect when this decision is
made.

Sincerely,

Nancy Billington

7507 Smithfield Greene Ln.

Prospect, KY 40059



Williams, Julia

From: Amy Parish <amyfparish@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 27, 2017 9:42 PM

To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Prospect development

I am writing in regard to the Prospect Cove development zoning change request. Ilive in Fox Harbor in
Prospect, less than a mile from the proposed development. Nevertheless, I am unequivocally in support of the
zoning change and the development. Prospect would very much benefit from an influx of affordable housing,
whether in the form of senior housing or low income housing.

While there has been endless NIMBY complaining from others in Prospect, I believe that the overblown
speculation regarding increased crime rates and reduced property values is based more on racial tensions than
on any verifiable facts. Please don't let those naysayers have their way just because they scream the loudest.

Amy Foster Parish
Fox Harbor
Prospect



Williams, Julia

From: Marty Michals <martymichais@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Wednesday, June 28, 2017 12:20 PM

To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Prospect Cove

Good Afternoon Julia. My name is Marty Michals and | am a Prospect resident. | live at 7226 Fox Harbor Road. | am
opposed to the proposed Prospect Cove Development as it would be totally out of character with the neighborhood.
Prospect is not a mid rise apartment community location. The density of this proposed development is also out of
character for this community. Please vote no.



Williams, Julia

E _ 000000000
From: Richard Zarro <Zarro3@msn.com>

Sent: Wednesday, June 28, 2017 10:54 AM

To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Case#16zone1056

Dear Ms. Williams:

My wife and | were discussing the letter she sent you regarding the proposed Prospect Cove Development. While |
think her points are valid | would like to add to her argument to vote no on this issue of rezoning. We feel that it is the
responsibility of council members to represent the entire metro area including separate cities like Prospect. It is to the
detriment of Prospect to erect a low income housing development that in no way corresponds to the integrity of our
village. While the need might be noble, we feel that the area LDG has picked is not compatible to the
neighborhood and our feeling as a community should be given strong consideration.

Richard Zarro
Bridgepointe

Sent from Mail for Windows 10



Williams, Julia

From: Myra Howard <myrahoward@beilsouth.net>
Sent: Wednesday, June 28, 2017 11:10 AM

To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Case No. 16zone1056

Ms. Williams,

| am writing to express my approval for this project. | think it is very important, due to the baby boomer generation living
longer, that we provide affordable housing for our seniors. The seniors are a part of our population that we tend to ignore
or forget about. They have worked hard all their lives to help provide a great community for all and they deserve to live
their twilight years with dignity.

Myra Howard



Williams, Julia

- SO
From: George <GBrutcher@aol.com>
Sent: Tuesday, June 27, 2017 6:12 PM
To: Williams, Julia
Subject: Case No. 16zone1056
Foliow Up Flag: Flag for follow up
Flag Status: Flagged

There are several concerns for this proposal. The number one concern is the incompatibility with the area in size and

density. Nothing along the River Road corridor approaches this is height and square footage. While there may be 2 story
structures with larger footage, there is nothing that is 4 stories high in the area. A 2 story structure would be most
appropriate for the existing area and fit the size and shape of the shopping area and a new senior living facility less than a
quarter of a mile away. This again would fit the design and size that has been used in other sections of the city for this type of
project.

On page 9 of 18 on the planning commission staff report section #3 states that if the proposal is located near a Village Form it
will be low density. This project has 20 units per acre and if you use only the developable land it is 40 units per acre. By
comparison Bristol Bluffs, a similar plan, is less than 10 units per acre. This would mean double the number of people in an
area. Potentially this project could be roughly 25% of the whole population of all of Prospect.

On page 11 of 18 section 18 A-2, A-3, A-6 A-8 the materials are not similar to the brick of every other near by structure and
the height is not all compatible. The traffic has got to be a concern by adding up to 200 cars on a small road that is already
over crowded and will soon add more bicycle and walking trails. Lastly the lighting is questionable.

A plan of half the size proposed would be appropriate and acceptable.
Thanks for your consideration.

George Brutcher

7405 Smithfield Greene Lane
Prospect, KY 40059
502-939-6529 cell
GBrutcher@aol.com




Williams, Julia

From: James Vandertoll <jdvandertoli@hotmail.com>
Sent: , Wednesday, June 28, 2017 10:18 AM

To: Williams, Julia

Subject: High Density Housing

Dear Julia,

| just want to voice my opposition to the proposed High Density/ Low income housing project in Prospect. No one
believes this is for "Senior Living". Another huge Senior Living facility is just now being completed in Prospect just a half
mile away. This | suspect is a section 8 project that would drive down property values and cause other undesirable
problems in our community. Most, If not all, residents would prefer to see this location used for something else.

Thank You

James Vandertoll

Sent from my iPhone



Williams, Julia

From: Cathleen <katiez45@msn.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 28, 2017 9:31 AM
To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Case#16zone1056

Dead Ms. Williams:

| am writing to ask for a no vote on the pending rezoning requested by LDG for the Prospect Cove Development. The
size of the development is not compatible to the surrounding area and the number of occupants will negatively affect
the village atmosphere of our community. | urge you to consider the existing residents in your decision and protect the
integrity of our small town.

As to the need for senior housing, | am a 71 year old resident of Prospect, my immediate neighbor is 76 and a good
many residents of Bridgepointe are also seniors. One of LDG's arguments was that we will need this housing and |
believe this to be a falsehood. They will not draw their occupants from Prospect or the surrounding areas.

The small town aspect of the area is what we appreciate and adding 700 people will greatly affect that due to added
traffic congestion. Exiting Bridgepointe onto Highway 42 is already a problem and this proposed development will only
compound it.

The building of the tunnel affected our community negatively for years, please vote no on this issue.

Thank you, Cathleen Zarro
5112 Forest Grove Ct.
Prospect, Ky Sent from my iPad



Williams, Julia

From: Connie Kuhn <kuhnish@aol.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 28, 2017 9:17 AM
To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Prospect Cove Case No. 16zone 1056

Dear Ms. Williams,

I'm writing in reference to the proposed large four story structure called
Prospect Cove. Thank you for taking the time to read this. Case No.
- 16zone 1056

I moved to Prospect three years ago for it's quiet, country like atmosphere.
I love this little village removed from the city without even a bus line!
Prospect has been voted a KY 'Tree City' for more than ten years. We are
continually planting new trees and trying to preserve the old ones from
disease and decay. The Prospect Cove development would cut down
numerous mature trees that buffer us from the noise and pollution along
River Rd and Rt. 42. I have seen our resident eagles land in this area.

This four story building is incompatible with the village atmosphere of
Prospect. It would stick out tremendously since all the buildings in
Prospect are only 2 story structures. Adding up to 700+ new residents
would put a huge burden on police and roads. Our fire department told me
they are not sure they could get residents out of a structure of that size. I
thought the current national thinking was to scatter disadvantaged people's
homes into smaller buildings. If only the developers would consider a 2
story building, people here would be satisfied and the building would look
like it belonged.

Sincerely,
Connie Kuhn
7608 Endecott Pl.



Prospect, KY 40059
502-386-5454

= Virus-free. www.avast.com




Williams, Julia

I - IR
From: Lani VaniderToll <vandertennis@twc.com>
Sent: Wednesday, June 28, 2017 8:.02 AM
To: Williams, Julia
Subject: Proposed High Density Senior Housing Complex in Prospect

RE: Case No. 16 Zone 1056/Proposed LDG High-Density Senior Housing Complex in Prospect

Ms. Williams,

Good morning. My understanding is that you are the case manager for the proposed low-income/senior
living/high density housing development in Prospect — Case No. 16 Zone 1056. 1, along with the majority of
residents of Prospect, are adamantly opposed to this development at the proposed location. The parcel of land
being considered is more ideally suited for a community park or a small shopping venue or a couple of
restaurants. It is certainly not of a size nor in a location to accommodate a high-density apartment complex.

What is being proposed is out of scope and character with our community — a small town within the greater
metropolitan area. This is basically a bedroom community. We’re not located on TARC transit routes; we
don’t have industry or an abundance of businesses that require workers. Ours is an illogical setting for the high-
density development being proposed. Timber Ridge Drive is a quiet pass-through street connecting River Road
and U.S. 42.; there is not even a traffic light at River Road. In short, there is not infrastructure to support such a
development at this location. The development being proposed is incompatible with its setting, and if allowed
to proceed, it will have a profound negative effect on the community of Prospect.

It is unfortunate that this parcel of land is not within the city limits of Prospect, and is instead under the
jurisdiction of Metro Louisville. The citizens of Prospect, including the Mayor and City Council, have united in
our opposition of this development. I would hope that Mayor Fischer, the Metro Council and members of the
Planning and Zoning Commission will respect the voices of the people who actually live in the community of
Prospect, and not allow LDG to move forward with this development at this location.

Thank you for your time and consideration in hearing this Prospect resident’s concern.

Sincerely,

Lannette R. VanderToll
6801 Hunters Run Place
Prospect, KY 40059




Williams, Julia

From:

Sent:

To:

Cc:
Attachments:

don gibson <dongibson@bellsouth.net>
Tuesday, June 27, 2017 10:06 PM
Williams, Julia

Reed, Scott; 'SANDRA LEONARD’
prospect cove.docx; property line JPG



To: Julia Williams

cc:: Scott Reed
bce: Sandra Leonard

Re: Case No 16zone 1056 “ Prospect Cove”
Ms. Williams

As a Prospect resident living across the street from the proposed development, | respectfully request
you amend your report to accurate reflect this proposal’s gross incompliance with the spirit and letter of
Cornerstone 2020 plan elements.

Cornerstone 2020 plan elements compliance issues.

1 B.4 . There are no high density residential units within 2 to 3 miles of the site. The area has single
family homes low density condominiums, and low density commercial. The Smithfield Greene
condominiums located directly across Timber Ridge rd has 28 units located on about 9 acres which is
comparable footprint to the Prospect Cove 198 units. This fact is readily apparent in your aerial
photograph.

DLG told us their proposal has 178 two bedroom units, 20 one bedroom units and there could be two
people to each bedroom plus any caretaker. The math of that legal requirement (178x4 + 20x2) is 752
residents plus any caretakers. DLG has said the Prospect Mayor exaggerated the population capacity
with the 752 residents. That's DGL’s stated legal capacity number and not the Mayor of Prospect’s. Let’s
give DLG the benefit of the doubt that they won’t achieve 1005 capacity but only 80%. That’s 601
residences. 70% capacity is 526 residences.

3 B4 . You state the proposal is located “outside of the village form”. That is not accurate. The proposed
development and the City of Prospect share a common property line along Timber Ridge road from River
road to Prospect Cove. See Attached picture. Prospect cuts the grass west of Timber Ridge between
River road and Prospect Cove. The owner of the proposed site has not in this photo..

Cornerstone Plan Elements 17 A1, 18 A2, 19 A3, 25 A14/15, 26 A21, 27 A22, & 28 A23 all have to do with
compatibility with nearby existing residences and ways to mitigate the incompatibility through buffers,
setbacks, burns, plantings, etc. Your staff reports answers to these requirements are vague, lack
specificity, and avoid the intent those Cornerstone elements.

Understand the need for low income senior residence. Put in two storage buildings with density
comparable to the immediate area.

Urge you to amend your report to accurately reflect the proposal’s gross incompatibility and significant
lack of compliance to the spirit and of Cornerstone 2020’s intent and requirements.

Sincerely

Donald R. Gibson

7605 Smithfield Greene Lane
Prospect, Ky 40059






Williams, Julia

From: A Binsfield <abinsfield@hotmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, June 27, 2017 6:42 PM

To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Remarks concerning the Planning Commission Staff Report dated January 31, 2017,
regarding Case No: 16zone 1056,

Attachments: Signed .Response to Planning Commission Report Staff Reort 1:31:17.pdf

Follow Up Flag: Flag for follow up

Flag Status: Flagged

Ms. Julia Williams, RLA, AICP, Planning Supervisor:

As an interested party, | would like to provide a number of remarks concerning the Planning
Commission Staff Report dated January 31, 2017, regarding Case No: 16z0ne1056, the 198
unit senior housing facility named Prospect Cove. In particular, the comments under “STAFF
ANALYSIS FOR REZONING AND FORM DISTRICT CHANGES

Please see the attached PDF for my remarks.



Ms. Julia Williams, RLA, AICP, Planning Supervisor:

As an interested party, | would like to provide a number of remarks concerning the Planning
Commission Staff Report dated January 31, 2017, regarding Case No: 16zone1056, the 198
unit senior housing facility named Prospect Cove. In particular, the comments under “STAFF
ANALYSIS FOR REZONING AND FORM DISTRICT CHANGES.”

1. The Report states, “The proposal is located adjacent to a center, but is not being zoned for
mixed use.”

REMARK:
A. It may not be zoned for mixed use but it is on the edge of a Village and therefore should
be zoned for low-density residential.

2. The Report also states, “The proposal is for high density zoning in an area that has

other zoning districts that permit high density residential. Open space is provided along

River Road in the form of an existing wooded area where an intermittent stream runs
through a portion of the area. The proposal is located just outside of the Village Center form
district. The proposal is located adjacent io an existing activity center that has been created
along Timber Ridge Drive. River Road is a major arterial and there is an established non-
residential shopping center located across Timber Ridge Drive from the site. High density
has a lesser impact when located next to other high density or higher intensity uses because
the infrastructure in those areas have been or are designed for high volumes. With the
proposal being located across the street from higher intensity uses, the result is an efficient
use of land. The existing strip centers in the area will be served by the high density
residential proposed. Existing and proposed sidewalks on the site and around the adjacent
area will encourage alternate modes of transportation.”

REMARKS: .
A. 1believe that the adjacent land around the proposed project is NOT zoned to permit high
density residential, at least not 34.8 du/ac.

B. The Report states, “The project is located just outside of the Village Center form district.”
This is NOT true. It is located within a Village Form District according to the Cornerstone
2020 Official Form District Map. In addition, the project is located right on the edge of
the City of Prospect's city limits (Prospect Village), which is a Village Form District as
defined by the Louisville Metro Comprehensive Plan. Therefore, by Louisville's own
Guideline, | believe that high density projects are prohibited.

C. One can also say that the project is located across the street from a low density
residential area. Which should make the proposed project & low density project.
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PAGE 4 OF THE STAFF REPORT - STANDARD OF REVIEW AND STAFF
ANALYSIS FOR RDDDP and AMENDMENT TO BINDING ELEMENTS

1. Staff Comment - item “a” states, “A wooded area and the intermittent stream that runs
through it between the building site and River Road is being preserved.”

REMARK:
A. Will this be protected by a written conservation easement?

2. Staff comment - item “e” states, “The overall site design and land uses are compatible with
the existing and future development of the area. Appropriate landscape buffering and
screening will be provided to screen adjacent properties and roadways.”

REMARK:
A. The site design of a 45 foot tall building is not compatible with existing development of
the area. The highest building in the area does not exceed two stories. As far as

landscape buffering and screening is concerned, how do you buffer and screen a 45 foot
tall building?

3. Staff comment - item “e” states, “The development plan conforms to applicable guidelines
and policies of the Comprehensive Plan and to requirements of the Land Development
Code.”

REMARK:

A. This development does not adhere to the requirements of Cornerstone 2020 nor the
Land Development Code. | find the Staff’s findings to be somewhat disingenuous and
slanted to allow this project to proceed without following the regulations of Cornerstone
2020 and the Land Development Code which was created to implement the goals and
objectives of Cornerstone.

PAGE 5 OF THE STAFF REPORT - STANDARD OF REVIEW AND STAFF
ALYSIS FOR WAIVER of tion 10.2.4. to allow a utilit sement to
encroach more than 50% into the landscape buffer area

1. Staff comment - item "b” states, “Guideline 3, Policy 9 calls for protection of the character of
residential areas, roadway corridors and public spaces from visual intrusions and mitigation
when appropriate.”

REMARK:

A. The size and density of this project does not protect the character of the surrounding
residential area. lts size intrudes on the visual space of the surrounding residential
areas, and there are no adequate mitigation efforts which can assuage the size and
proposed density of this project on the surrounding area.

2. Staff comment - item "d” states, “The applicant has incorporated other design measures that
exceed the minimums of the district and compensate for non-compliance with the
requirements to be waived (net beneficial effect) since the proposal calls for a large
wooded area between the building site and River Road to be preserved.”
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REMARK:

A. What design measures on this project have exceeded the minimum of the district that
would allow the Planning Department to allow non-compensation to Cornerstone 2020
and the Land Development Code? | do not believe that any of the design measures are

gratuitous enough to grant any Cornerstone 2020, or the Land Development Code, any
waivers.

| believe that all required regulations related to building height, design, setback and
density have been ignored and waived to allow this project to proceed, and is not
compatible with the surrounding area.

PAGES 9-15 OF TAFF REPORT

CORNERSTONE 2020 STAFF CHECKLIST

REMARK TO STAFF COMMENT 1 - Where in this area are there zoning districts permitting
high density residential?

BEMARK TO STAFF COMMENT 2 - Will the proposed open space for this project actually be a
conservation easement, i.e. a written legal agreement between the applicant and the City that
permanently limits uses of the land in order to protect its conservation values? Is anyone on the
Planning Commission aware of the fact that this proposed 3.5 acres of open space is not
buildable? Only 9.5 acres are economically buildable, yet the total 13 acres are used in
computing the allowable density for the proposed project. 1 believe the density should be based
on the total amount of buildable area, i.e. 9.5 acres.

REMARK TO STAFF COMMENT 3 - Staff states that the project is located just outside of the
Village Center Form District. This is not true. Itis located within a Village Form District
according to the Cornerstone 2020 Official Form District Map. In addition, the project is located
right on the edge of the City of Prospect's city limits (Prospect Village), which is a Village Form
District. also as defined by the Louisville Metro Comprehensive Pian. Therefore, by Louisville's
own Guidelines, | believe that this high density project is prohibited and the applicant’s proposed
project does not meet the Guidelines.

REMARK TO STAFF COMMENT 6 - Staff states that the proposed project is located across the
street from high intensity shopping center, but it is also located across the street from a low
density residential condominium project. This is not an efficient use of land. The area has not
been designed for higher intensity uses.

REMARK TO STAFF COMMENT 8 - The adjacent Kroger shopping “center” is a two story
structure, as well as the other surrounding structures in the immediate area, i.e. a commercial
office building, a Walgreen's Drug Store, and the Smithfield Green Condominiums, which are all
two story structures.

REMARK TO STAFF COMMENT 9 - The proposed project should not be a high density
residential facility according to Cornerstone 2020 and the Land Development Code

REMARK TO STAFF COMMENT 12 - In my opinion, the proposed courtyard space is
inadequate for a potential occupancy of approximately 700 people.
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REMARK TO STAFF COMMENT 13- The Forest Cove entrance is shared with the entrance to
the Kroger Fuel Station. | believe that the amount of traffic coming from the project as well as
existing traffic will be excessive. Was Forest Cove designed to handle a potential of
approximately 700 project residents, plus the users of the fuel station? Has a new traffic study
been undertaken by the applicant?

REMARK TO STAFF COMMENT 14 - The Staif states that Del Haven Avenue is an
unimproved ROW that could provide access to the site if ever improved, but this same area is
described in Item #2 as, “ Open space is provided along River Road in the form of an existing
wooded area where an intermittent stream runs through a portion of the area.”

Will the proposed open space for this project actually be a conservation easement, i.e. a written
legal agreement between the applicant and City?

REMARK TO STAFF COMMENT 15 - Parking is a huge issue for this proposed project. This
project is deemed a senior housing unit, and one occupant has to be 55 years or older. A senior
is defined as being 55 years or older. Most 55 year old’s, and/or their life partner, are still
working, and since there is no reliable daily public transportation in the area, they would need a
car to travel to and from work. Since there are 178 two-bedroom apartments and 20 one-
bedroom apartments there is a maximum potential for over 750 residents.

Even if you assume that 10% (18) of the two-bedroom apartments are occupied by 4 people,
and 10% (18) of the two-bedroom apartments are accupied by 3 people, and the remaining 80%
(142) two-bedroom apartments are occupied by 2 residents, the total people residing in the two-
bedroom apartments would be 410, plus 70% (14) of the one-bedroom apartments being
occupied by 1 person and the other 30% (6) occupied by 2 people; the total would be 436
people.  Even if you figure that 25% of the total do not have cars, the total number of cars
related with project would be 327.

There are only 207 parking spaces. Where would the other 120 cars be parked? Since parking
is not allowed on Timber Ridge, the spill over would park in the Kroger parking lot or look for
parking in the adjacent residential neighborhood. | believe that 207 parking spaces is entirely
disproportionate for a project of this size, even if it is deemed “senior housing”.

REMARK TO STAFF COMMENT 16 - The response does not address all alternate forms of
transportation, it does not address public transportation, of which is very limited. Walking is fine,
but there is no reliable public transportation in the area. Buses run on a very limited basis in the
area and their schedules do not really allow for reasonable daily transportation to and from the
downtown Louisville area, as well as outlying areas. It would be very difficult, if not impossible,
for someone living in this area to rely on public transportation to get to work and back within any
reasonable time frame.

REMARK TO STAFF COMMENT 17 - The proposal is NOT compatible within the scale and site
design of nearby existing development. The perverse scale of the proposed project is not
consistent with nearby residential two story homes. Even the adjacent business complex is only
two stories high.

The main problem with the proposed building is not the distance from the nearest residential
community, but the 45" height of the building which will overiook the the nearest residential
community, allowing residents of the building to look into the adjacent Smithfield Greene homes.

Page 4 of 8



The design of the proposed building even has small outdoor patios for each unit facing Timber
Ridge Dr. and the Smithfield Greene Condominium complex.

This is an intrusion of privacy. Privacy is the main theme of the Smithfield Greene
Condominiums, as privacy walls abound within the community by design.

| am aware of the prévious 45’ height approval, however | believe the layout of the proposed
condominiums was set much further back from Timber Ridge than this proposal.

I would hope that the Planning Department reconsider this approved height in light of the
surrounding height of neighboring buildings, and meeting the intent of Cornerstone 2020.

REMARK TO STAFF COMMENT 19 - The proposed project is NOT compatible with existing
residential areas. How do you buffer a 45 foot tall building? It is incongruous with the
surrounding existing residential and commercial buildings.

REMARK TO STAFF COMMENT 20 - Mr. Ashburner has stated “We have engaged a traffic
expert, Diane Zimmerman, who is well-versed in traffic issues in this community and in Oldham
County. So she's going to give us an idea of how much traffic this project will generate based on
studies across the nation and what impact that will have on the existing traffic that's out here on
Timber Ridge and 42/River Road.”

We do not need a traffic study “..based on studies across the nation..”. The traffic study should
be based on a detailed examination and analysis of the actual intersections of HWYs42 and
Timber Ridge; Timber Ridge and River Road; Timber Ridge and Forest Cove Lane; and Timber
Ridge and Smithfield Greene Lane. The traffic study should include actual traffic counts from
each of the aforementioned intersections, and include the anticipated vehicular traffic from the
proposed project based on the realistic number of vehicles that will be appropriate to the
proposed project.

REMARK TO STAFF COMMENT 23 - The Plan Element requires that if it is of a higher density
use it must be located along a transit corridor AND in or near an activity center. The Staff
Comment states, “...it is not located along a transit corridor, but is near an activity center.”

Please define “activity center’ as it pertains to Cornerstone 2020. | could not find a systematic
definition anywhere.

As previously stated under Staff Comment #186; there is no reliable public transportation in the
area.

BREMARK TO STAFF COMMENT 25 - Just because building materials are similar to those

found in the area does not mean that the project is compatible with site and building design of
nearby housing. The proposed project is NOT compatible with site and building design of
nearby housing.

Staff also states that, “Buffers are provided between the site and the existing lower density
residential.” As stated in my remarks on Staff Comment #19; how do you buffer a 45 foot tall
building?
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REMARK TO STAFF COMMENT 26 - The proposal does not provide appropriate transitions
between uses that are substantially different in scale and intensity or density of development
such as compatible building design, or height restrictions.

Again, as stated in my remarks on Staff Comment #19; how do you buffer a 45 foot tall building?

BREMARK TO STAFF COMMENT 27 - Once again, as stated in my remarks on Staff Comment
#19; how do you buffer a 45 foot tall building?

REMARK TO STAFF COMMENT 28 - The proposed building height is NOT compatible with
those of nearby developments that meet form district standards.

REMARK TO STAFF COMMENT 29, 30, 31, 32 & 33 - Staff states that open space is provided
along River Road in the form of an existing wooded area where an intermittent stream runs
through a portion of the area, and their open space will be preserved.

Yet, Staff Comment #15 states that an existing driveway that connects the site to River Road will
remain. The proposed plan shows a narrow foot traffic path to River Road, not a “driveway”. A
driveway through the “open space” creates something other than an “open space”.

Also, Staff Comment #14 indicates that, “Del Haven Avenue is an unimproved ROW that could
provide access to the site if ever improved.” This means that the “open space” could be
“improved” in the future, possibly obliterating the proposed open space as identified in the
proposed project.

As | queried under Staff Comment #14, will the proposed open space for this project actually be
a conservation easement, i.e. a written legal agreement between the applicant and City?

REMARK TO STAFF COMMENT 39 - Staff states, “The main access to the site is from the
existing Forest Cove Lane and not through a lower density development.”

if this is the “main” access, where is the secondary access? Are they proposing that a second
access be provided by developing the unimproved ROW of Del Haven Ave. to provide access to
the proposed site, as stated in Staff Comment #147?

REMARK TO STAFF COMMENT 41 - As stated in my remark to Staff Comment #18, there is
no reliable public transportation in the area.

REMARK TO STAFF COMMENT 42 - Staff states that the proposed drainage plans have been
approved by MSD, and they have not indicated any issues with the proposal.

The proposed project plan indicates that all surface drainage runs to the natural large drainage
swale. This natural drainage swale, comprises a large portion of the proposed dedicated “open
space”.
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The plan also shows that the anticipated 100 year flood elevation actually inundates a portion of
the south project parking lot. :

The plan indicates that the proposed drainage outlets, which collect all surface drainage on the

project, will be submerged during a 100 year flood. If this is true, surface drainage water will
back up within the system and ficod the project.

- &

ITEM #4 - In addition to the noted permits, does the applicant need to obtain an encroachment
permit from the City of Prospect, as Timber Ridge is within the city limits of Prospect? I the

street is damaged during the construction of the project, the applicant should be responsible for
correcting said damage.

ITEM #8 - On January 31, 2017, the Planning Department requested that the applicant revise
and resubmit the architectural appearance of the project building to conform with the
surrounding area architecture. The building materials and design of proposed structures shall
be substantially the same as depicted in the final approved rendering.

Additional Recommended Binding Elements:

+ All dust generated must be controlled so as not to escape the site.

* All trash generated must be removed from the site on a weekly basis.

+ Construction efforts must be limited by a reasonable time frame. No earlier than 7:00 AM to
6:00 PM Monday through Saturday. No work allowed on Sunday.

* No storage of materials or recreational vehicles in the proposed parking areas.

« Street name signs shall be installed prior to requesting a certificate of occupancy.

FINAL COMMENTS:

1. The surrounding area is comprised of a Village District comprising of low to medium density
residential use. This project should conform to the requirements set forth by the current
Cornerstone 2020 and Land Development Code, without any waivers to benefit the

applicant. In my opinion the density, and height of the building does not conform to the
surrounding neighborhood.

2. To quote Cornerstone 2020 - “Community design standards pertain to the relationship of the
proposed development to the form and pattern of existing development in the wider
community context. This includes, for example, the relationship of the proposed use to
nearby land uses and to the hierarchy of roads and rights of way in the community and to its
impact on traffic and the relationship of the proposed use and the proposed structure to an Y
nearby physical features.”

“Site design standards pertain to the proposed development's site and building design in the
context of existing nearby development. These will include, for example, an examination of
the relationship of the use, mass, scale, height, and orientation of proposed buildings to that
of existing nearby buildings.”

This proposed project does NOT meet these standards.
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3. The public was informed at one of the public meetings regarding the proposed project that
there would be two elevators in the building. Considering the number of potential residents
and the size of the facility, does the peak elevator traffic study support this number?

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,

Al Binsfield, CCM, PE, RCI (retired)
7609 Smithfield Green Lane
Prospect, KY 40059

(502) 909-5020
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Mayor Fisher April 20, 2017
527 W. Jefferson Street

4th Floor

Louisville, KY 40202

Dear Mayor Fisher,

Prospect area residents need your help. | am a Prospect resident that fails to
understand the problem your Planning Commission is having in making a decision to
stop a zoning change that would permit building a 198-apartment structure in downtown
Prospect.

A developer (LDG. LLC) claims the Prospect area needs these unsightly wooden boxes
to meet the future needs of poor Prospect area residents. (Over (55) and low income). |
am (90) and have talked to my many Prospect area friends that are over 55 who see no
need for it. '

The City of Prospect is taking the lead on representing the area residents and has
already spent $70,000 in legal fees in an effort to convince the Planning Commission
that it should reject the zoning change request. A petition in opposition to this request
signed by 600 area residents, has been presented to your Planning Commission. The
Planning Commission public meeting on this issue in February had over 300 residents
in attendance and lasted for six and one-half hours. Over 95 percent of the speakers
spoke in opposition to granting the zoning request. This included a resident from our
black community. The Commission delayed taking a stand.

If the question you have is diversity. Prospect is not an issue. Within walking distance of
the 198 structure is a mixed sub-division called Ken Carla. In the immediate area to the
East we have a large Africa- American/White neighborhood with a very active church.
We have a number of minori residents in the more affluent section of Prospect who
are businessmen or medical doctors.

The decision to decline or accept the zoning request is yours. | hope you will take the
action to reject the zoning change. The lawyers and a developer will not like you but
6,000 Prospect area residents will. :

joe Kehibeck

7812 Cedar Ridge Court
Prospect, KY 40059

PS. If you would like to visit the proposed site and adjoining area, | would be more than
happy to oblige. .



Williams, Julia

From: Helen Jones <hhjthp@iglou.com>
Sent: Wednesday, February 01, 2017 3:01 PM
To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Prospect Cove

We are strongly against this rezoning.

Helen Jones & Tom Pike
30 River Hill Road
Louisville, Ky. 40207



Williams, Julia

M

From: Carroll, Debbie on behalf of Reed, Scott

Sent: Thursday, February 02, 2017 9:39 AM

To: bbrew1®aol.com

Cc: Williams, Julia

Subject: RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#441] _ Prospect Cove - Case 16ZONE1056

Thank you for your email. By Jaw, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record.

Debbie Carroll
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, February 1, 2017 6:02 PM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#441]

Name Alan Brewer

Address D

6811 Foxcroft rd
Ky Prospect
United States

Phone  (804)283-2274
Number

Email bbrewl @aol.com

Comments

Councilman Reed, I'd like to submit my opposition to the paned development of Prospect Cove. This "high density" subsidized housing development
is not compatible with small town feel of Prospect. If something of this nature were to be built it should be of proper scale for the area under a R-5 or
R-6 zone not the monster that is being proposed. Moreover, it needs to be a truly dedicated elderly facility and not the "wolf in sheep” clothing the
developer is suggesting with only 80% of the units having an occupant 55 or older. If they go bankrupted as they have in other locations, we are stuck
with more problems than our small city can deal with. 1 moved to Prospect for the small town atmosphere the city has strived to maintain throughout

the years. With this project that will diminish greatly and the strain to our infrastructure will be too great. Thank you for your time.



Williams, Julia
00000000 A

From: Carroll, Debbie on behalf of Reed, Scott

Sent: Wednesday, February 01, 2017 9:25 AM

To: analese.cravens@gmail.com

Cc: Williams, Julia

Subject: RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#439] - Prospect Cove - Case 16ZONE1056

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record.

Debbie Carroli
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Wednesday, February 1, 2017 6:38 AM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#439]

Name Analese Cravens

Address D

4422 Deepwood Drive
Louisville, KY 40241
United States

Phone Number (502) 235-7674
Email analese.cravens@gmail.com
Comments Mr. Reed,

I went to the meeting about the proposed to development in Prospect,
called Prospect Cove. After hearing all the information, | want to pass on

to you that | fully support this project.

Analese



Williams, Julia
m

From: Carroll, Debbie on behalf of Reed, Scott

Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 2:07 PM

To: cpjohnsond@aol.com

Cc: Williams, Julia

Subject: RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#424] - Prospect Cove - Case 16ZONE1056

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record.

Debbie Carroll
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 29, 2017 3:37 PM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#424]

Name Courtrina Johnson
Address D
6108 Fox Cove Ct

Prospect, KY 40059-9323
United States

Phone Number (502) 409-6435
Email cpjohnsond@aol.com
Comments L support the Prospect Cove Project. Older people with limited incomes have a right to

decent housing even in Prospect. Please support the project.



Williams, Julia

From: Carroll, Debbie on behalf of Reed, Scott

Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 1:54 PM

To: markbcarter@mac.com

Cc: Williams, Julia

Subject: RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#413] - Prospect Cove - Case 16ZONE1056

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record.

Debbie Carroll
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 29, 2017 5:28 AM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#413]

Name Mark Carter
Address L__I
6717 Harrods View Circle

Prospect, Kentucky 40059
United States

Phone Number (502) 551-2653
Email markbcarter@mac.com
Comments Mr. Reed,

I was encouraged to write you to oppose the apartment proposal near Prospect. Instead,
I'm encouraging you to keep an open mind with respect to the proposal. The City of
Prospect leaders opposition to the proposal was a knee jerk reaction that has escalated.
There was no study, no investigation, etc,, except to build an argument for an already
determined position. In my opinion, our community will be enriched by bringing a new

and affordable housing option to the area with a negiible impact on traffic. Thank you.

Mark Carter



Williams, Julia

OO 0
From: Carroll, Debbie on behalf of Reed, Scott

Sent: Wednesday, February 01, 2017 10:40 AM

To: fsucpal@bellsouth.net

Cc: Williams, Julia

Subject: RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#438] - Prospect Cove - Case 16 ZONE1056

Thank you for your email. By law, counciimembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your emait to the official record.

Debbie Carroll
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scoft Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 31, 2017 5:46 PM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#438]

Name  Pam Bergklint

Address El

3608 Locust Circle West
Prospect, KY 40059
United States

Phone  (502)228-3232
Number

Email fsucpal (@bellsouth.net

Comments

Hello. I am contacting you to express opposition to the development of Prospect Cove on Timber Ridge in Prospect. I have lived in this area for 25
years. This is primarily a residential area. The development of Prospect Cove is NOT beneficial for our residents. First, the proposed area does not
have sufficient parking; overflow parking would impact the businesses in that area. There is VERY VERY limited bus service to our area; residents
can depend on bus service for transportation as in other Jefferson county areas. This area does NOT have employment opportunities for persons that
would be residents of such planned development. Please share this info w/other persons; such a development would cause many persons to sell their
houses and leave Prospect. We do NOT want this type of development with the issues it would bring.

Pam Bergklint



Williams, Julia

From: Rea Clark <reaclark@bellsouth.net>

Sent: Tuesday, January 31, 2017 4:38 PM

To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Case#16ZONE1056 - Prospect Cove, 6500 Forest cove lane & 7301 River Road

Dear Ms. Williams,

As | am unable to attend the Planning Commission meeting this evening, Tuesday, January 31, 2017 at the Springdale
Community Church regarding the proposal for a Zoning Change and Revised District Development Plan, et al at 6500
Forest Cove Lane & 7301 River Road, | am writing to express my opposition.

I oppose the proposal for rezoning the above referenced property to R-7. This zoning designation allows too high a
density for this area and the revised development plan for a 4 story, 225,000 square foot facility with 198 units and
parking, etc. is way too dense and creates too heavy a volume in this community. Though the proposed development is
couched under the terms of a “village format”, it is actually institutional (hospital like) as designed, and is three times as
dense as the previously approved zoning for this 9.6 acres.

In no way is this proposed development representative of the character of the Prospect area or any past and current
development along the Prospect or River Road Scenic Byway corridor. To my knowledge, there are no buildings over 2
stories within miles. All prior and current development has successfully respected the bucolic nature of this community
and has sought to harmoniously blend in, that is until this travesty of a project.

Itis loathsome for the Planning and Zoning Commission to even consider such a huge “overbuild” on this property and
the consequent massive “overburden” it would create that would adversely affect the infrastructure and citizens of the
city of Prospect. Even though this project is for proposed low income, senior housing, it should still conform to the
overall master plan for land usage within the city of Prospect. Prospect’s Code of Ordinances did not adopt the R-7
Residential Multi Family designation nor is this proposed “village format” project in compliance with the applicable
provisions of the Prospect Land Code.

Yours Very Truly,
Marea Clark

5940 Timber Ridge Drive, Suite 101
Prospect, KY 40059



Williams, Julia

From: Sissy <mrsnash5@att.net>

Sent: Tuesday, January 31, 2017 6:26 PM

To: Williams, Julia

Subject: New big building on River Road in Prospect

This is dreadful! It is totally out of character in that space which is full of houses, little gardens And wonderful old
trees.The community is trying to assimilate all the new building that came with Kroger,and is doing it well.Nothing on
that scale should be thrust in that place,especially this is a special road,a scenic byway.No,No No!Sissy Nash

Sent from my iPad



Williams, Julia

From: Dinnie Rogers <drogers@iglou.com>"

Sent: Tuesday, January 31, 2017 1:14 PM

To: Williams, Julia

Cc: rosalindstreeter@riverfields.org; info@riverfields.org

Subject:  4story building on River Road at Timber Ridge Drive - AGAINST
Ms. Williams,

I would like to voice my opposition to the proposed building of a
198 unit, four story building on Louisville’s ONLY Scenic Byway,
River Road, at the corner of Timber Ridge Drive and River
Road. This is already a highly congested area due to the
proximity of Kroger and the Kroger gas station.  This would
be a disservice to the citizens who live in this area, the seniors
who would rent those apartments and the entire city of
Louisville as we would be chunking away at the serenity and
beauty of a mostly rural, single home area of the city. The
intersection of River Road and Timber Ridge Drive is already a
dangerous juncture because of the traffic in that area. It
would also harm the various wildlife who make this wooded area
their year round home.

I urge you to NOT let this or any other large development be
approved along this most precious Scenic Byway.

Sincerely,

Mrs. Dinnie Rogers Dyer
7113 River Road
Prospect, KY 40059



Williams, Julia

From: Carroll, Debbie on behalf of Reed, Scott

Sent: Tuesday, January 31, 2017 11:58 AM

To: teshannon@twc.com

Cc: Williams, Julia

Subject: RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#435] - Prospect Cove - Case 16ZONE1056

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record.

Debbie Carrol!
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 3:36 PM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#435]

Name Thomas Shannon

Address D

6505 Turnbridge Place
40059
United States

Phone Number (502) 533-7664
Email teshannon@twe.com
Commnients 1 am opposed to the Prospect Cove potential development. Far too many residents for the

designated area. Please support the opposition.

Thomas Shannon



Williams, Julia

From: Carroll, Debbie on behalf of Reed, Scott

Sent: Tuesday, January 31, 2017 9:42 AM

To: maxglo123@gmail.com

Cc: Williams, Julia A

Subject: RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#437] - Prospect Cove - Case 16ZONE1056

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record.

Debbie Carroll
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Tuesday, January 31, 2017 9:35 AM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#437]

Name Gloria Hoffmann

Address D

11302 Spring Hollow Ct
Prospect, KY 40059
United States

Phone  (502)228-1285
Number

Email maxglo!123@gmail.com

Comments

Mr. Reed,

Thank you for taking the time to read all these emails. I am going to try to make it to the meeting tonight but working late. As a business owner in
prospect area, for the last 20 years, I'm sure you can understand my concerns with this project. Prospect is a small, quiet, safe community and we
would like to preserve that. I'm unsure how this could benefit us or frankly the new residents. Will the bus lines gone and few jobs in the area it
seems forced and inconvienent for the residents. 1 also read that there are only to be 100 parking places for 198 apartments. That is a gross negligence
for any housing much less any future use. I know I don't have enough facts to make a final decision but I am worried about this development and the
prospect area as a whole. Please look at the situation and know many in prospect oppose this!! Thank you.

Sincerely,

Gloria Hoffmann



Williams, Julia

From:
Sent:
To:
Subject:

Ms. Williams,

David Wicks <dwicks1@gmail.com>

Tuesday, January 31, 2017 8:23 AM

Williams, Julia

16zone1056 Prospect Cove - 6500 Forest Cove Lane & 7301 River Road

I am writing to express my opposition to the proposed development called Prospect Cove

the proposed development is totally out of character for the surrounding area, there are no 4 story buildings.
River Road is a special icon in Louisville. We should do everything to protect it.

Please to the local elected leaders or Prospect, they also say it does not fit.

Dr. David Wicks
6215 Deep Creek Court
Prospect, KY 40059

502-671-3595



Williams, Julia

From: Charles Parrish <CandCParrish@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 8:43 PM

To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Prospect Cove

I wish to go on record in opposition to the proposed Prospect Cove development at Timber Ridge Dr. and
River Rd., case #16zone1056. The density and scale of the building is completely out of scale with the
area which lies within the Ohio River Scenic Byway, a protected land.

Chuck Parrish



Williams, Julia

From: Kendrick Wells <kwells7@bellsouth.net>
Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 7:30 PM

To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Oppose zoning change Case No. 16zone1056

To Julia Williams, Case Manager

The proposed Project in Case No. 16zone1056, Prospect Cove, is not consistent with the Scenic Byway designation nor
with the Village Form because of its height and proximity to River Road. The Project would be clearly seen from River
Road and would destroy the visual character of the Scenic Byway, plus the “Village” character of the immediate vicinity
is offended by such a large multi-level complex.

| reside at 3725 Hillsdale Road and am frequently in the Timber Ridge/River Road area. The existing commercial
buildings on the East side of Timber Ridge visible from River Road are low rise and well set back off River Road and blend
in with the rural character of the area. The Proposed Project would not.

Kendrick Wells



Williams, Julia

From: Jim Cheski <jim.cheski@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 7:23 PM
To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Prospect Cove

Julia,

For the record we oppose the Prospect Cove development. With so many other nearby properties available
outside of the scenic corridor it is inconsistent with the scenic corridor master plan to envelop this property.
Thank you for your consideration.

Jim & Nancy Cheski



Williams, Julia

From: Kathy Scheibel <jks8197 @aol.com>
Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 4:59 PM
To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Proposed senior housing

No, no, and NO! Enough blight on what was once, unique and bucolic. The bridge is an environmental scourge but this
proposal takes the damage to an even higher plane of urban encroachment. Absolutely unacceptable for its density,
incongruous aesthetics and the dismal reputation of the Development Group. This has federal initiative and Mayor
Fisher's social agenda written all over it. And | for one, find both, completely unacceptable.

Kathleen Scheibel

Sent from my iPad



Williams, Julia

I K00 ]
From: Carroll, Debbie on behalf of Reed, Scott

Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 4:55 PM

To: katiez45@msn.com

Cc Williams, Julia

Subject: RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#436] - Prospect Cove - Case 16ZONE1056

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record.

Debbie Carroli
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 4:48 PM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#436]

Name Cathleen Zarro

Address D

5112 Forest Grove Court
Prospect 40059
United States

Phone Number (502) 996-7212
Email katiez45@msn.com
Comments We are very opposed to the senior development on Timber Ridge. The area would be

overrun with additional traffic and from what we have heard, the developer's other similar
operations are described as less than desirable. Please help us defeat the rezoning and

keep Prospect the village it was intended to be,



Williams, Julia

From: Carroll, Debbie on behaif of Reed, Scott

Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 2:06 PM

To: susan30855@yahoo.com

Cc: Williams, Julia

Subject: RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#423] - Prospect Cove - Case 16ZONE1056

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record.

Debbie Carroll
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 29, 2017 3:14 PM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#423]

Name Susan Glazer

Address D

8310 Star Point Court
Prospect, KY 40059
United States

Phone  (502) 614-8383
Number

Email susan30855@yahoo.com

Comments

Dear Councilman Reed,

My husband, Mark, and I are strongly opposed to the proposal for the Prospect Cove housing development. We believe that the plot of land being
considered is much too small for such a large development, and would negatively impact traffic and overall conditions in the area.

We understand the need for quality housing for low-income seniors, but without nearby access to regularly scheduled, frequent public transportation
and a variety of medical care, this area would not best serve the needs of so many people.

We can foresee major parking and traffic problems with the nearby Kroger shopping center, as well as along the Hwy. 42 corridor, the only major
non-interstate road in and out of Prospect.

National housing trends for low-income seniors and others show that scattered site housing and much lower density dwellings are the trend. Large
groups of people living together can lead to increased crime, vandalism and more. We can point to New Orleans, our former home, as one city using
lower density housing that has replaced the "projects” after the latter developments were destroyed by Hurricane Katrina.

Please do everything you can to keep the Prospect Cove development project from being built.

Thank you for your attention.



Sincerely,

Susan and Mark Glazer



Williams, Julia

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Carroll, Debbie on behalf of Reed, Scott

Monday, January 30, 2017 2:09 PM

denahymes@gmail.com

Williams, Julia

RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#426] - Prospect Cove - Case 16ZONE1056

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record.

Debbie Carroll
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]

Sent: Sunday, January 29, 2017 5:34 PM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#426]

Name

Address

Phone Number

Email

Comments

Dena Hymes

O

7304 Grand Isle Way
Prospect , Kentucky 40059
United States

(502) 228-0602
denahymes@gmail.com

As a 23 year resident of Prospect my home is my investment. I am a working professional
divorced mother of four. The Prospect neighborhood deserves to be protected from these
kind of inappropriate development to be built. Please feel free to contact me but 1 would

appreciate you voicing our objection legally and ethically. Thank you. Dena Hymes



Williams, Julia

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Carroll, Debbie on behalf of Reed, Scott

Monday, January 30, 2017 2:10 PM

ericabest40@gmail.com

Williams, Julia

RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#427] - Prospect Cove - Case 16ZONE1056

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record.

Debbie Carroll
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]

Sent: Sunday, January 29, 2017 6:08 PM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#427]

Name

Address

Phone Number

Email

Comments

Erica Best

[

3100 Riddgemoor Court
Prospect, KY 40059
United States

(321) 200-5522

ericabest40@gmail.com

1 am writing to you today to voice my opposition to the development of Prospect Cove on
Timber Ridge Road. I urge to keep Prospect the amazing place we chose to relocate from
Florida. I have a yound son and I love the community I live in - it is perferct! Please no

more developement.




Williams, Julia

From: Carroll, Debbie on behalf of Reed, Scott

Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 2:12 PM

To: dfkgolf@twc.com

Cc Williams, Julia

Subject: RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#430] Prospect Cove - Case 16ZONE1056

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record.

Debbie Carroli
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 29, 2017 8:55 PM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#430]

Name don kohler

Address [:'

7204 edmonson pl
prospect, ky 40059
United States

Phone Number (502) 296-1358
Email dfkgolf@twe.com
Comments please help defeat the rezoning request for Prospect Cove. Apart from being an eyesore

for the City of Prospect, this high-density addition is going to create traffic issue, parking
issues, and is totally contrary to the architectural history and beauty of Prospect.
Furthermore, the proposed operator has a less-than-stellar reputation if you believe the
FEDERAL charges brought in Indianapolis:

http://www.theindychannel.com/news/apartment-complex-asked-to-repay-809-000-to-
taxpayers




Williams, Julia

From: Carroll, Debbie on behalf of Reed, Scott

Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 2:14 PM

To: kuhnish@aol.com

Cc: Williams, Julia

Subject: RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#433] - Prospect Cove - Case 16ZONE1056

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record.

Debbie Carroli
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 1:43 PM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#433]

Name Connie Kuhn
Address D
7608 Endecott PL

Prospect, KY 40059
United States

Phone Number (502) 386-5454
Email kuhnish@aol.com
Comments Please help stop the LDG development slated to be erected in Prospect! It would change

the character of Prospect completely.



Williams, Julia
m

From: Carroll, Debbie on behalf of Reed, Scott

Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 2:13 PM

To: kbergklint@yahoo.com

Cc: Williams, Julia

Subject: RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#431] Prospect Cove - Case 16ZONE1056

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record.

Debbie Carroll
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 29, 2017 9:49 PM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#431]

Name Karl Bergklint

Address D

3608 Locust Circle West
Prospect, KY 40059
United States

Phone Number (502) 228-3232
Email kbergklint@yahoo.com
Comments Dear Councilman Reed,

I am completely opposed to the new development proposed in Prospect at the intersection
of River Road and Timber Ridge Way. That would add almost 200 more vehicles on
River Road, not to mention that it will bring a lower quality lifestyle to the neighborhood
that we live in. We moved to Prospect for its safety and desirability. Allowing this

development in Prospect would completely nullify the reasons we moved here.
1f you have any questions, please feel free to contact me.

Karl Bergklint

3608 Locust Circle West

Prospect, KY 40059

502-424-6110



Williams, Julia

From:
Sent:
To:

Cc:
Subject:

Carroll, Debbie on behalf of Reed, Scott

Monday, January 30, 2017 2:15 PM

jenniferlabedz@aol.com

Williams, Julia

RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#434] - Prospect Cove - Case 16ZONE1056

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record.

Debbie Carroll
Dist16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 1:59 PM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#434]

Name Jennifer LaBedz

Address E]

7303 Grand Isle Way
Prospect, KY 40059
United States

Phone  (502) 741-9097
Number

Email jenniferlabedz@aol.com

Comments

Prospect KY is the city where I have lived the longest in my 61 years and I cherish calling it home. The unique appeal of Prospect is multifaceted:

having a peaceful, gentle, country-living atmosphere without the cacophony and sensory overload of areas like Shelbyville Road, Dixie Hwy,

Westport Rd(East), etc.; close distance to grocery & drug stores, specialty shops, restaurants, banks, post office, police and fire departments, medical

facilities, parks-—— everything you need 2-5 minutes drive time!!!! Properties and neighborhoods are well maintained/aesthetically pleasing. Prospect

residents have endured the pounding, dirt, noise, traffic congestion and overall disruption of our beautiful city due to the east-end bridge

construction!!! I believe the low-income apartments will detract from Prospects' small town and beautification essence and probably increase

criminal activity. I don't want the intended property rezoned!!
y prop



Williams, Julia

From: Carroll, Debbie

Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 1:52 PM

To: Williams, Julia

Subject: FW: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#411]- Prospect Cove - Case 16ZONE1056

From: Carroll, Debbie On Behalf Of Reed, Scott
Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 1:51 PM

To: 'rovery@twc.com'’

Subject: RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#411]- Prospect Cove - Case 16ZONE1056

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record.

Debbie Carroll
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Saturday, January 28, 2017 10:56 PM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#411]

Name Richard Overy

Address D

18 Autumn Hill Ct
Prospect, Kentucky 40059
United States

Phone Number (502) 558-1516
Email Tove twe.com
Comments Please assist our community in defeating the proposed development of low rent housing

in Prospect, Ky.



Williams, Julia

From: Carroll, Debbie on behalf of Reed, Scott

Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 1:55 PM

To: kayemcglothin@gmail.com

Cc: Williams, Julia

Subject: RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#414] - Prospect Cove - Case 16ZONE1056

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record.

Debbie Carroll
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 29, 2017 7:30 AM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#414]

Name Kaye Mc Glothin
Address’ D
7218 Fox Harbor Rd

Prospect, Kentucky 40059
United States

Phone Number (502) 822-3237
Email kayemcglothin@gmail.com

Comments 1 wish to lodge my opposition to Prospect Cove development on Timber Ridge.



Williams, Julia

From: Carroll, Debbie on behalf of Reed, Scott

Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 1:56 PM

To: scolnky@aol.com

Cc: ' Williams, Julia

Subject: RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#415] - Prospect Cove - Case 16ZONE1056

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record.

Debbie Carroll
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 29, 2017 8:23 AM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#415]

Name Sally Coln

Address D

7515 Smithfield Greene Ln
Prospect, KY 40059
United States

Phone  (502) 468-6979
Number

Email scolnky@aol.com

Comments

Please work to defeat the Prospect Cove development on Timber Ridge Drive as it is being proposed. The density is totally out of character with the
community. It goes against Louisville's recent pattern to eliminate high density low income housing. As proposed this development houses over 700
people of which only 80 have to be age 55 or older. This is not senior housing by any reasonable definition. There is not sufficient parking. There are
not sidewalks. There is no bus service. There are few job opportunities In Prospect. If it would be reduced to a 2 story building, it would be a more

reasonable development for this property.



Williams, Julia

AR |
From: . Carroll, Debbie on behalf of Reed, Scott
Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 1:57 PM
To: dwalshj@live.com
Cc Williams, Julia
Subject: RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#416]- Prospect Cove - Case 16ZONE1056

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record. '

Debbie Carroll
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 29, 2017 9:28 AM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#416]

Name Dennis Walsh

Address D

6929 Windham Pkwy
Prospe t, KY Prospect
United States

Phone Number (502) 228-5086
Email dwalshj@live.com
Comments I am opposed to the Prospect Cove development. The high intensity housing will result in

serious problems with traffic, law enforcement and many other issues.

Dennis Walsh



Williams, Julia
m

From: Carroll, Debbie on behalf of Reed, Scott

Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 1:58 PM

To: crthird@sbcglobal.net

Cc: Williams, Julia

Subject: RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#417] - Prospect Cove - Case 16ZONE1056

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record.

Debbie Carroll
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 29, 2017 9:50 AM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#417]

Name clifford rompf
Address D
6520 Harrods View Circle

Prospect, KY 40059
United States

Phone Number (510) 225-8808
Email crthird@sbeglobal.net
Comments Please register my strong opposition to the proposed Prospect Cove development on

Timber Ridge Rd.



Williams, Julia

From: Carroll, Debbie on behalf of Reed, Scott

Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 1:59 PM

To: cfieldhou@aol.com

Cc Williams, Julia

Subject: RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#418] - Prospect Cove - Cae 16ZONE1056

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your emait to the official record.

Debbie Carroll
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 29, 2017 10:35 AM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#418]

Name Carey Fieldhouse

Address D

8201 Harrods View Court
Prospect, KY 40059

United States
Phone Number (502) 228-9240
Email cfieldhou@aol.com
Comments Councilman Reed -

1 oppose the development of Prospect Cove. There are many reasons for my opposition,
but the three primary ones are traffic increases, decreases in property values, and most
importantly there are no easy access employment opportunities for the residents. Prospect
does not offer the array of employment opportunities that are available in other higher

traffic areas such as St Matthews, nor does Prospect offer easy transportation options.

Carey Fieldhouse



Williams, Julia
L —)

From: Carroll, Debbie on behalf of Reed, Scott

Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 2:00 PM

To: ed@edfieldhouse.com

Cc: Williams, Julia

Subject: RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#419] - Prospect Cove - Case 16ZONE1056

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects fequiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record.

Debbie Carroll
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 29, 2017 10:40 AM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#419]

Name Edwin Fieldhouse Jr

Address D

8201 Harrods View Ct
Prospect, Ky 40059
United States

Phone Number (502) 228-9240
Email ed@edfieldhouse.com
Comments Councilman Reed -

1 oppose the development of Prospect Cove. There are many reasons for my opposition,
but the three pn’mary ones are traffic increases, decreases in property values, and most
importantly there are no easy access employment opportunities for the residents. Prospect
does not offer the array of employment opportunities that are available in other higher

traffic areas such as St Matthews, nor does Prospect offer easy transportation options.

Edwin Fieldhouse Jr



Williams, Julia

From: Carroli, Debbie on behalf of Reed, Scott

Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 2:02 PM

To: ttterryterry@att.net

Cc: Williams, Julia

Subject: RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#420] - Prospect Cove - Case 16ZONE1056

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record.

Debbie Carroll
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 29, 2017 11:16 AM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#420]

Name : Anthony Terry
Address D
6626 Deep Creek Dr

Prospect, Ky 40059
United States

Phone Number (502) 425-4730

Email ttte @att.net

Comments 1 would like to express my opposition to the subsidized "project” planned for Timber
Ridge.

1 do not think that isolated location, with very limited public transportation, would
properly serve the needs of folks with limited incomes. The comments about the East end
bridge call the area mainly rural. The people there would have little access to anything
except one small

shopping center.

It feels to me that we have a developer trying to take advantage of an overly generous

government program.l object to my money being spent in this way.



Williams, Julia

m

From: Carroll, Debbie on behalf of Reed, Scott

Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 2:03 PM

To: asmock@triplecrownmark.com

Cc: Williams, Julia

Subject: RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#421] - Prospect Cove - Case 16ZONE1056

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record.

Debbie Carroll
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 29, 2017 1:08 PM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#421]

Name Wendell Smock
Address D
6919 Wythe Hill Circle

Prospect, KY 40059
United States

Phone Number (502) 767-3831
Email asmock@triplecrownmark.com
Comments Please resist those that want to build on Prospect Cove for their own $$ benefit. 1t would

be disastrous for those of us that have worked so hard to live here! Thank u, Councilman
Reed.



Williams, Julia

“

From: Carroll, Debbie on behalf of Reed, Scott

Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 2:04 PM

To: rjkgmk@msn.com

Cc: Williams, Julia

Subject: RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#422] - Prospect Cove - Case 16ZONE1056

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record.

Debbie Carroll
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 29, 2017 2:18 PM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#422]

Name Gail Kopczynski
Address D
5200 Wolfpen Woods Dr.

Prospect, Ky 40059
United States

Phone Number (502) 292-0114
Email rikgmk@msn.com
Comments I OPPOSE the building of apartment complex off of 42 and Kroger Plaza, Prospect 40059

Please vote against. This To much traffic already, add more from Apartment, 2 people per
apt. times the number being rented.



Williams, Julia ’
h

From: Carroll, Debbie on behalf of Reed, Scott

Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 1:52 PM

To: graceesp@belisouth.net

Cc: Williams, Julia

Subject: RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#412] - Prospect Cove - Case 16ZONE1056

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record.

Debbie Carroll
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Sunday, January 29, 2017 3:29 AM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#412]

Name Grace Esposito
Address D
6700 Wild Fox Lane

Prospect, Ky 40059
United States

Phone Number (502) 548-4754
Email graceesp@bellsouth.net
Comments I'am opposed to the proposed development at prospect cove. I believe that any building

projects in the area should be equal to what is in the area already. How about more

condos like the complex across the street?



Williams, Julia
m

From: Carroll, Debbie on behalf of Reed, Scott

Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 1:44 PM

To: mbd722@gmail.com

Cc: _ Williams, Julia

Subject: RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#407] - Prospect Cove - Case 16ZONE1056
Ms. Dean,

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record.

Debbie Carroll
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Saturday, January 28, 2017 9:23 PM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#407]

Name  Mary Dean

Address I:]

7106 Olde Oak Ct.
Prospect, K'Y 40059
United States

Phone  (502) 558-3394
Number

Email mbd722@gmail.com

Comments

Dear Mr. Reed,

My husband and I are opposed to the proposed Prospect Cove apartment complex development across from the Kroger fuel station on Timber Ridge
Drive. This area of the county has significant traffic congestion already, and the addition of the cars owned by residents of such a large development,
along with visitors to them, would only make traffic even worse along River Road and US 42. We have suffered for over 3 years with the
construction of the tunnel and extension of 1-265, and now that it is finally over, do not want to suffer more and permanent traffic congestion in this
area. We live in Bridgepointe subdivision, and it is already quite dangerous to attempt a left turn from our entrance, or a left turn from US 42 into
Bridgepointe. For those potential residents of the development who do not have cars, there is no public transportation other than an express bus into
downtown, making it very difficult to get to jobs in this area that are not in walking distance, aside from the f act that there are no sidewalks along
River Road or US 42. Walking or biking along either road is hazardous to both pedestrians as well as drivers. Please do not allow this development to

go forward.



Williams, Julia

e s N

From: Carroll, Debbie on behalf of Reed, Scott

Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 1:46 PM

To: beam969@gmail.com

Cc: Williams, Julia

Subject: RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#408] - Prospect Cove - Case 16ZONE1056
Dear Sir,

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record.

Debbie Carroll
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Saturday, January 28, 2017 9:31 PM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#408]

Name : Brian Beam
Address D
8003 Montero Court

Prospect, KY 40059
United States

Phone Number (502) 744-7376
Email beam969@gmail.com
Comments T'am very much opposed to the Prospect Cove development. Please do everything you can

to put a stop to it.



Williams, Julia

“

From: Carroll, Debbie on behalf of Reed, Scott

Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 1:48 PM

To: bweinshe@yahoo.com

Cc: Williams, Julia

Subject: RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#409] Prospect Cove - Case 16 ZONE1056

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss proje'cts requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record.

Debbie Carroll
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Saturday, January 28, 2017 9:38 PM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#409]

Name  Barry & Paula Weinshenker

Address D

12009 Charlock Court
Pospect, Ky. 40059 -9117
United States

Phone  (502) 228-1789
Number

Email bweinshe@yahoo.com

Comments

As you must expect: my wife and 1 are opposed to this development. In addition to the usual reasons; no support infrastructure, transportation, etc. we
consider this a warehouse for seniors and a likely scene of a major disaster.

I 'am 78 years old and like many seniors have impaired mobility, due to arthritis, a bad hip and heart problems. When (NOT IF) there is a fire,
elevators are designed to automaticaliy shut down. How do you expect to get this mas of people, given their likely physical limitations,off the upper 2
floors in time??

My guess, is we will be searching for bodies in the ruins, and assuring each other that we couldn't visualize this happening. Well, not only can ! see it
happening, but expect that outcome if we put a concentration of seniors at those hei ghts.

At least I'll have a little consolation that I tried and their bloed is not on my hands.



Williams, Julia
m

From: Carroll, Debbie on behalf of Reed, Scott

Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 1:49 PM

To: dmasden01@att.net

Cc: Williams, Julia

Subject: RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#410] - Prospect Cove - Cae 16ZONE1056

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record.

Debbie Carroll
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Saturday, January 28, 2017 10:40 PM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#410]

Name Joseph Masden
Address D
3506 Locust Court

Prospect, KY 40059
United States

Phone Number (502) 228-8782
Email dmasden01 @att.net

Comments 1 am opposed to the development of Prospect Cove



Williams, Julia
M

From: Carroll, Debbie on behalf of Reed, Scott

Sent: Monday, January 30, 2017 1:40 PM

To: LFDCAR455@Belisouth.net

Cc: Williams, Julia

Subject: RE: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#406] - Prospect Cove - Case 16ZONE1056
Dear Sir,

Thank you for your email. By law, councilmembers are not allowed to discuss projects requiring zoning changes with
developers and/or residents. They are only permitted to review the official record. | copied Julia Williams, the case
manager for this development, and kindly request that she add your email to the official record.

Debbie Carroll
Dist 16 LA

From: Councilman Scott Reed [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Saturday, January 28, 2017 9:10 PM

To: Reed, Scott

Subject: Contact Councilman Scott Reed [#406]

Name DAVID MORGAN
Address D
5808 Timber Ridge Drive

Prospect, KY 40059
United States

Phone Number (502) 376-5894
Email LFDCARA455@Bellsouth.net
Comments Councilman Reed, I would like to express my displeasure with the proposed high density

low income development in Prospect. 1 truly hope you share the feelings of the residents
of Prospect to see this project stopped. This would forever change the quaint atmosphere

of our community..



Williams, Julia
m

From: Mayor Information
Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 9:41 AM
To: Williams, Julia

Subject: FW: Website Mayor Contact Form [#3949] - on

Good Morning.
Julia,
Once again thanks for your assistance. | will be sending a couple of letters on the apartment issue.

Marcia Mays
Receptionist to Mayor Fischer

From: Website Contact Form for Mayor's Office [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 10:31 AM

To: Mayor Information

Subject: Website Mayor Contact Form [#3949] - on

Date * Thursday, January 26, 2017

Name * Betty Merz

Address * D

7609 Wolf Pen Ridge Court
Prospect, KY 40059
United States

Phone Number * - (502) 228-9174
Email * bmerz@bellsouth.net
Comment, question or concern: I am very opbosed to the proposed four-storied 198 unit apartment

building to be located next to the Kroger gas station in Prospect. |
understand that that each bedroom may have two tenants, so there can
potentially be 752 resdients. Only 206 parking spaces have been planned.
This area is very congested now and additional traffic would be a

nightmare. .



Williams, Julia
m

From: Mayor Information

Sent: Friday, January 27, 2017 9:41 AM

To: Williams, Julia

Subject: FW: Website Mayor Contact Form [#3957] - on

From: Website Contact Form for Mayor's Office [mailto:no-reply@wufoo.com]
Sent: Thursday, January 26, 2017 3:20 PM

To: Mayor Information

Subject: Website Mayor Contact Form [#3957] - on

Date * Thursday, January 26, 2017
Name * Megan Goheen
Address * D
5025 Wolfpen Woods Drive
Prospect, KY 40059
United States
Phone Number * (502) 228-5402
Email * megangoheen@outiook.com

Comment, question or concern: I am very opposed to the proposed four-storied 198 unit apartment
project to be located next to the Kroger gas station in Prospect off Timber
Ridge Drive. | understand that each bedroom can have two occupants, so
there can potentially be 752 residents. Only 206 parking spaces have
been planned. This area is very congested now and additional traffic

would be a nightmare.



Williams, Julia

\

From: Liu, Emiiy

Sent: Wednesday, January 25, 2017 5:00 PM
To: Williams, Julia

Cc: Brian Davis; Reverman, Joe

Subject: Fwd: Help Stop 198 Apartment Building

Julia, could you please respond to this email asap? Keep me posted. Thanks.

Yu "Emily" Liu, AICP

Planning Director

Louisville Metro Planning & Design Services
444 South Fifth Street, Ste. 300

Louisville, KY 40202-4313
502-574-6678/502-574-8129 (F)

[x]

Begin forwarded message:

From: Mayor Information <Mayor.Information@louisvilleky.gov>
Date: January 25, 2017 at 4:52:44 PM EST

To: "Liu, Emily" <emily.liu@louisvilleky.gov>

Subject: FW: Help Stop 198 Apartment Building

Emily,
Can you get this to the proper source for a response? | would prefer sooner than later.
Thanks,

Marcia

From: James W. Stuckert [mailto:jstuckert@twc.com]
Sent: Wednesday, January 25, 2017 3:53 PM

To: Mayor Information

Subject: Fwd: Help Stop 198 Apartment Building

Mayor Greg Been awhile since I last saw you!!  Trust your family and you are doing
well!!  Unfortunately for you, even your friends rarely say “Great Job” or whatever and merely
attempt to get in touch with you whenever a problem arises!! That is my case now!! The
attached email indicates the issue at hand!! How a project such as this is able to land in
Prospect amazes me!!  No wonder faith in government is at such a low ebb!! There will
probably be some 300 to 400 people in attendance for this Planning Commission meeting that
will in turn wonder whom it is that represents their interests!! SAD!! It is also my
understanding that this zoning request is a done deal which I find unfathomable!! Anyway any
assistance you could provide would be greatly appreciated!!  All the best!!  Jim
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Begin forwarded message:

From: Kehlbeck@aol.com

Subject: Help Stop 198 Apartment Building

Date: January 25, 2017 at 3:06:47 PM EST

To: fredandlili@hotmail.com, CarolFulcher@aol.com, |eandeve@kellvfabncators com,
Rickeraf@bellsouth.net, cidodrill@bellsouth.net, JSSE5309@aol.com,
dstuckert@twc.com, FHorneffer@bbandt.com, GEMorsman@aol.com,
FrancisFu@aol.com, Beulsrogers78@belisouth.net, TEDBDD@aol.com,
EdRuzic@aol.com, jblandford@netzero.net, dmcclinton502@aol.com,
GrannyB1031@aol.com, rem1016@icloud.com, cpat41@aol.com, pegirvin@aol.com,
dwdodrill@bellsouth.net, JKrogers77 @bellsouth.net, Wdchip7@aol.com,
cdnden@aol.com, lurock@insightbb.com, martyklondike@bellsouth.net,
bobphillips@suddenlink.net, siecker@aol.com, leonardsandra@msn.com,
smiles@prospectky.com, senoraesther@hotmail.com, dmb4@bellsouth.net,
kaysd1@nationwide.com, whindman@nearfield.com,
mark.shurman@electricinsurance.com, nnhogan@aol.com, nicknahorniak@aol.com,
sohowell@aol.com, jackielm@aol.com, hcseyemd@aol.com, hhhnbh@bellsouth.net,
Winston@winstonco.com, Scottmecli@aol.com, Craig.York@dinslaw.com,
Velmawscott@gmail.com, nichols5348@bellsouth.net, rwuk@aol.com,
Cathyesteph@aol.com, Jamaro99@aol.com, ChasBeth@aol.com,
maryanngerichs@yahoo.com, wifs1@bellsouth.net, atigupta@insightbb.com,
kenhays@haysauction.com, imrhx@aol.com, mis@pallaspartners.com,
ksstevenson99@gamail.com, JMcCann31@aol.com, tgwilburn@belisouth.net,
istuckert@hilliard.com, Rnonny@earthlink.net, rhart@plateautel.net,
magnessri@gmail.com, AlanK@asialnk.com, Finis@IEEE.org,
mtaylor@catalystlearning.com, r.r@huntingcreekcc.com, TucciSandyTucci@AOL.com,
wehrmi@chemgroup.com, tbaxter@bellsouth.net, ruzdec72@aol.com,
sueklondike@bellsouth.net, RLGilde@Gmail.com, lj05ky@insightbb.com,
Oxnard45@aol.com, blandfordkathy@hotmail.com, susan8205@gmail.com,
daw816@yahoo.com, deirdre1b@gmail.com, marlynsmith@bellsouth.net,
robprince@prospectiewelers.com, mscbwhite@insightbb.com,
sfkane8204@bellsouth.net, diprospect@bellsouth.net, steved@printex-usa.com,
Cik552@aol.com, amchumbley@insightbb.com, cwinger@insightbb.com,
baumrucker@aol.com, rmh211896@aol.com, lynnpreese@att.net,
rbowling@compassm.com, jackw@uadmin.com, tedlabedz@yahoo.com,
kristafroedge@bellsouth.net, daviddarst@insightbb.com,
asmock@triplecrownmark.com, rhetti@insightbb.com, Imtelenko@gmail.com,
imconover@insightbb.com, clemig@insightbb.com, Jim.Shircliff@riverroadam.com,
snichol3@bellsouth.net, SHERMBILL@aol.com, Williamsbli@bellsouth.net,
bgaunt57@gmail.com, JamesNic@bellsouth.net, dldoug01@gamail.com,
ronzehn@hotmail.com, JRQueen20@gmail.com, pcmcal@gamail.com,
nlion1cinc@aol.com, stacygraves@insightbb.com, Rosalina48@aol.com,
char1076@aol.com, david.warner@usa.net, Gordogin@twc.com,
doliver@olivergroup.com, EComer@TWC.com, FredF@Faulkneremail.com,
Ifio03@aol.com, kathryn.jackson@gmail.com, jackson.j@insightbb.com,
K8601W@aol.com, salzburg@prodigy.net, Debi.Pike@anthem.com,
himsimpson@gamail.com, barnes8501 @att.net, vickisan@bellsouth.net,
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pamelapeveler@yahoo.com, Keith.Black@Staples.com, spikers@vacaboca.com,
HawkinsRobertE@bellsouth.net, jacobaharman@bellsouth.net, wleesander@aol.com,
yensot@aol.com, dorourke@bellsouth.net, rogeranne@bellsouth.net,
dtp@insightbb.com, jeanietheuerkauf@yahoo.com, vickysarabi@gmail.com,
lindajwardell@gmail.com, pmcd@climateconditioning.com, ginnyfrazier@yahoo.com,
McDonaldG@obtlaw.com, imnyc535@hotmail.com, sdickens@fmhd.com,
barbwire00@att.net, kedjad@yahoo.com, ktryanlky@hotmail.com,
harryihead@aol.com, mkleier2010@gmail.com, msmith@hhk.win.net,
dalehskier@aol.com, herb@dupontmansion.com, markflowers@belisouth.net,
Kathy@prospectareachamber.org, LindaS@hhk.win.net, JennieSYork@Gmail.com,
paphunt@gmail.com, annelltomeny@gmail.com, gboggs@uasave.com,
jsm528@hotmail.com, golfguy999@att.net, emichaeld@hotmail.com,
decrockett@bellsouth.net, ptciii@bellsouth.net, douglasvoss@yahoo.com,
joskiejoe@hotmail.com, penmort@gmail.com, adrian.judy@prodigy.net,
wukasch@mac.com, jdy1116@att.net, khhagans@yahoo.com,
shucklarry@bellsouth.net, heather3@sauergrapes.com, sauermb1@gmail.com,
christopher.fulton@louisville.edu, gregd@printex-usa.com, kval0805@gmail.com,
spromotions@bellsouth.net, jennifer.gomez62@gmail.com, lwellemeyer@hotmail.com,
david@brownwoodpoles.com, Nakitab@aol.com, brian.arends.l4ux@statefarm.com,
lisa2k@insightbb.com, anna.bates62@amail.com, kimhocker55@gmail.com,
badams4447@aol.com, pacass@aol.com, vsfuller@bellsouth.net, bordytn@gmail.com,
cboyer99@aol.com, D2Bradley@gmail.com, lacy125@aol.com,
ramseyburton@insightbb.com, mbcarter@aol.com, trevor.cravens@draftmag.com,
sacumbea@bellsouth.net, Friel@bellsouth.net, dean@lawdean.com, ,
potterfacilitymaintenance@msn.com, glennlanning@yahoo.com, triciag9800@aol.com,
b.jones@twc.com, nancy899@aol.com, jurlanmd@hotmail.com, Kkingd7 @msn.com,
john.kington@yahoo.com, g.klem@twc.com, kuhnnie@twc.com,
Jan.scholtz@janscholtz.com, dbarcla2@bellsouth.net, BradBBell@earthlink.net,
eichd@aol.com, molebasic@amail.com, bob.oser@twc.com,
robertiacobmd@Gmail.com, cch67@aol.com, janeboyer@msn.com,
michellempayne22@gmail.com, bhagewood@humana.com,
bastevensonphd05@yahoo.com, lelandhulbert@aol.com, dk90403@yahoo.com,
kkillion38@yahoo.com, whitley8@earthlink.net, Williamsdri4@bellsouth.net,
terry@prospectiewelers.com, snesmith@mindspring.com, Sluce9@yahoo.com,
PaulWells@southernwine.com, susanpt93@twc.com, kmi@insightbb.com,
Laurie.Howell@twc.com, ruthie8454@yahoo.com, john.evans@skofirm.com,
herbs@studiokremer.com, Leslie.Coyle@hotmail.com, isaco@insightbb.com,
williamsdr14@gmail.com, cyd814@att.net, traceyscorey@aol.com,
rakuster@insightbb.com, ks@lumins.com, mms4522@amail.com,
arowe45@bellsouth.net, dr.fulcher@yahoo.com, gordoniragan@gmail.com,
eviebeck@twc.com, sargekin@gmail.com, billhaswell7@twc.com, s.haswell@twc.com,
Johnh1928@att.net, BEarley@RFXTechnologies.com, jdhe@twc.com,
j-mcgrail@twc.com, mfultz@republichank.com, bbrab@aol.com, jmbbab@twc.com,
cph@twe.com, tudor7335@twc.com, annakogangomez@gmail.com,
Melissa.nelson@twc.com, terry.chambers@twc.com, hcecldy@aol.com,
bee3516@aol.com, pandlisaacs@live.com, dscholtz502@gmail.com,
aescholtz@twc.com, ckovery@twc.com, rovery@twc.com, dl.carr@twc.com,
iclark000@twc.com, gaje@twc.com, dongosser@twc.com, nandavis@twc.com,
lee316@twc.com, c.brownmiller@twec.com, hf.sarabi@gmail.com,
benandginny@twc.com, peggycoulter@twc.com, mccord2@twc.com,
kyfinnben@gmail.com, halbarb@twc.com, fred.merrick@icloud.com,
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apscholtz@yahoo.com, mayor@prospectky.com, ktbloch@twc.com,
pihammer1@amail.com, susanpt93@gmail.com, thebeatlez612@gmail.com,
Sscholtz@twe.com, jstuckert@twec.com, SA-B@twc.com, Barb2k@twc.com,
newton.gary@twc.com, deidremac@twc.com, HKHardin@twc.com,
ericraderer@me.com, berryvkh@gmail.com, Mhogan4058@aol.com,

air1 sld@gmail.com, duff.giffen@gmail.com, abinsfield@hotmail.com,
toni@toniskiles.com, Ideveaux@aol.com, don@haunz.net, Ibcreech@twc.com,
dan.russell@iwc.com, joanna.panning@icloud.com, david@yunkerhomes.com,
kuhnish@aol.com, jewellyoung@twc.com, suepaul59@hotmail.com,
rculbreth@twc.com, grandhe@twc.com, susan.srouji@gmail.com,
catalystman@twc.com, CityFinance@Prospectky.com, jo.zausch@kctcs.edu,
Induna@ATT.net, hclark@prospectky.com, krohckk@gmail.com,
Ibschmidt@Ibschmidt.com, robertmattinglyattorney@gmail.com, tinaphilipps@twc.com,
blademan02@aol.com, kurt@CMAKy.com, turntotodd@gmail.com,
John.McGrail@twc.com, jvinsonjr@hsofky.com, clkays1945@gmail.com,
swehr1@outlook.com, Harding1@twc.com

Urgent Request! Only chance to stop it.
Prospect Area Resident,

A four storied, 198-unit (178 two bedroom, 20 one bedroom) low-income
apartment building in the middle of downtown Prospect doesn't make sense. This is what
developer (LDG) plans for the area next to the Kroger gas station. The land is outside the City of
Prospect limits so we do not have zoning authority. Whether this becomes actuality or a
developer’s dream depends on whether the Metro Planning Commission approves the zoning
change requested by the developer. If the Commission does not approve it, the plan will die.
That requires your help!

| have always thought the Planning Commission, which consists of 10 people appointed
by the Metro Mayor, is pro-developer. The only chance we have to let them know this
development is not compatible with this area is a HUGE citizen turnout. | mean HUGE! It will
take all the citizens of Prospect and our surrounding area turning out in force to oppose the
zoning change.

The proposed financing of the development seems to be Federal and State money. One
resident of 80% of the units (159) has to be, at least, 55 years old and may not have an income
above 80% of area median income. Since each bedroom may have two tenants, there can
potentially be 752 residents. There are only 206 parking spaces proposed.

How can you help? Simple.
Just show up at the Planning Commission meeting this coming
Tuesday, January 31° at 6:00 P.M. at the
Springdale Community Center at 4601 Springdale Road.

Springdale Road runs parallel to the Gene Snyder. Get there by going west on US 42, left onto
Wolf Pen Branch, left at the stop sign, first right on Springdale Road, continue to Community
Center on the left.

Please contact 10 other residents. You may forward this email, if that helps. If you have
friends, who live in the Prospect area outside the City limits. Please contact them. It will take all
of us working together. '

Joe Kehlbeck
Know Metro Mayor Fisher? A personal call to his office would help. (T) 574-2003
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Kehlbeck@aol.com
502-228-8838 (T)
502-593-0819 (C)




Williams, Julia

From: Alice Gunnison <agunnison@aol.com>
Sent: Monday, December 05, 2016 11:13 AM
To: Williams, Julia

Subject: Case # 1621056 Prospect Cove

Julia- would you please pass my comments on to the respective committees concerning the Prospect
Cove development?

As a Prospect resident | was horrified to learn of the proposal to develop such a dense residential
structure. The rest of the Prospect corridor is much less dense and much more scenic. In addition,
the density is not only incompatible, but very likely not what is needed in the Prospect area. ‘

As you know, this project will back up to the lovely River Road Scenic byway. A lot of man hours--
volunteer and otherwise--as well as tax dollars went into getting this designation so it would be a real
shame to risk losing this by such a development. It is my strong opinion that all cities benefit from
diversity and each city needs some areas that remain scenic for residents and visitors to enjoy in
their travels.

My line of work makes it very difficult to attend zoning hearings which are held during regular
business hours. Being unable to attend the Thursday December 8 meeting should in know way
reflect as a lack of interest in participation.

Thank you,

Alice Gunnison
Prospect, KY





