
From: Andrew Kibler [mailto:abk8@case.edu]  
Sent: Saturday, March 17, 2018 4:32 PM 
To: Andreades, Debra  
Subject: Homeowner comment on LU 18‐0003 

Hello Debra,  
Thank you for your effort to remove some barriers to SDU creation for lower cost housing options in the Lake 
O area. There is a need for lower cost housing in the area, and this is a helpful piece of the puzzle. It may also 
help homeowners whom have been seeing substantial tax increases over the years and are at the limits of their 
budget for staying in their home and paying mortgage and taxes at the same time. I have some comments on the 
proposed changes to ordinance 2784 regarding SDUs. 

Square footage: 
In mountain park, there are many single family dwellings built on Mt. Sylvania in a way which leaves the 
possibility of building a daylight basement with rear access on the property with no increase in dwelling bulk. I 
have done this myself, resulting in a 1300 sq. ft daylight basement with rear entrance at 207 Hidalgo st. I 
believe that this is exactly the type of situation that you are attempting to accommodate with the extra 200 sq. ft 
limitation, however I did not hear a rationale for the 1000 sq. ft. limit other than it's "a little bit more" than the 
existing 800 sq. ft. limit and may be more politically acceptable.  
I propose that you not place a restriction or place a higher restriction on the sq ft of the SDU remodel, so long as 
it doesn't expand the house footprint or exterior volume, to accommodate these basement cases in mountain 
park which are numerous. 

Clear and objective metrics for privacy: 
It is not clear to me why should this be different from single family building requirements. Are renters 
somehow more prone to staring at the neighbors? I find the fence and window requirements onerous, as it is 
common to use shrubs or other foliage as a natural and better looking privacy screen. As was commented in the 
L.O. meeting, egress windows for bedrooms must be accessible, which the proposal may not allow. Properly 
planted natural foliage would provide better visual occlusion than a higher window in many cases, and look 
better than a wooden fence. 
At the very least, please allow for a standard 60-day permit process for privacy review if a particular SDU 
application fails your clear and objective criteria which may not be appropriate for all cases. This then avoids 
the unintended consequences of replacing a reasonable review with well-intentioned but problematic specific 
criteria. This will also assist homeowners whom have already built out the basement to meet the requirement 
without a costly remodel to meet a specific window requirement, or place a fence where one is not appropriate 
in a typical single family dwelling situation. 

Please feel welcome to respond with any questions or comments on these ideas. 

Best regards, 
Andrew Kibler, Ph.D. 

LU 18-0003 EXHIBIT G-1/PAGE 1 OF 1

imccaleb
Text Box
EXHIBIT G-1LU 18-0003




	Blank Page



