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Helio everyone! I'm Liz Martin at 1017 Cedar St...Thank you for having
us fonight and for hearing our input on Flag Lot Developments.

I guess we all know that Hallinan Heights is the Poster Child here..and I
wanted to talk about how it has affected our neighborhood...

For the last 3 years Hallinan Heights neighbors have had to TRY and be
experts to understand the complex development codes that affect us.. I
would say that the most astounding thing to us was the city’s
interpretation of the code allowing the 850 Cedar St. property to be
developed as a Flag Lot

Go To Original Property Picture...

Here is the original property.

The definition of a Flag Lot, which is still the current code, includes.... a
parent parcel, with the home frontage on a public street.

As you see the original home is in the center of the property...and was
slated to be torn down when the Flag Lot was approved. Our question
was and still is ...

How is this a flag lot under the current definition? Its not..The parent
parcel was removed...

And our Second Question was.....

Why are you allowing a flag lot instead of a proper subdivision?

That became obvious.... (Go to Second Picture) so they could put more
homes on... without any of the cumbersome regulations of a subdivision.

When you are cutting corners, which is what a Flag Lot actually is doing
by not conforming to a proper subdivision, the mindset is, what can I
squeeze in here and how can I make this happen. There was little
thought or awareness of how development of the land would affect the
surrounding homes.

And how has that affected us?...The obvious is that...

Were this a subdivision under code there would be 4-5 homes on R75
lots and instead of a private driveway( which includes part of their lot
size), Cedar street would have had to be extended.
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Now we have...
1. More traffic...the new neighbors have several “"Slow Down * signs. So
their kids can ride bikes and walk across the street. Cars go faster and

are more confused because the street continues on to a smaller private
lane.

2. No full street access, because Cedar Street was vacated to have a
smaller private lane put in.

3. There is not a proper culdesac for emergency vehicles on the flag lof,
So more confusion again as to how to get up there.....

4. No open space, and now we have blocked views. There are a ¢rowded
mass of homes with little privacy and little privacy for us.

5. No public access to Freepons Park from the property, IN the findings
and conclusion order the condition for approval for the development by
the DRC was an “open public parkway connecting the development to the
park”..Instead there is a locked gate where The keys are only issued to
the flaglot residents. Now we are an overdeveloped street with a
Private Drive, and private locked entrance to the park.... that is not
consistent with our neighborhood. The walkability of our School and
Park Neighborhood could have been enhanced with a subdivisons
sidewalks and accessability.

6. And Construction would have been completed sooner...well over 3
years we are still under construction.

BUT The biggest concern of the neighbors and what we fought the

to create 4 on street parking spots for the 8 homes. That alone is not
compatible with our street and our neighborhood. We have ample
parking in front of our homes...We were concerned that there would be
vehicles parked on Cedar Street, in front of our houses, using our
parking spots because they could not fit on the private lane.
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And That Sadly Became a Reality.....

(PIC of vehicles) Here is a common scene last week, this is 3 years into
the project, with two homes left to be sold. Our front yard has been a
staging spot for many of the vehicles for years now, with no indication
that this will end with the construction.

This was PGE doing some routine work and their quote for not parking
on the property was.."Theres no room up there”.

I feel like that sums it up and its just common sense, coming from the
people who are trying to work there. Any extra Vehicle cannot fit,
guests have trouble parking up there, and theres "no parking signs” all
over their private drive because it blocks the road for emergency
vehicles. Some have no parking in front of their own home.

The land is simply overdeveloped and its not responsible development...its
the easiest way to get around the code of a subdivision.....its getting
around properly taking care of what little land we have to develop in our
neighborhoods. And it is definitely not taking into account those who
already live there and now have fo deal with the problems these
Developments bring to our individual property and our neighborhood.

We hope that you will see how defining a Flag Lot as anything other
than the known definition, “a single lot behind an existing parent lot
with frontage on a public street”, is

just another way to 70 quote the Freepons development

team, "beat and cheal"to the code and opens up a can of
development worms.

Thank you so much...

Lu 14-0046-1862 DRC public hearing Nov 17 & Dec 1 2014, pg7 #I10
The applicants plans show the soft surface pathway through the open
space tract ending abruptly at the south property line and not
connecting to any pathway on the Freepons Park site. The commission
finds that in order to mitigate the traffic impacts of the development
under LOC 50.07.003.5 a condition of approval should be imposed to
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extend the path onto the park site in order to complete the pedestrian
connection between the subdivision site and the park required by LOC
50.06.003.4 cvii subject to approval of the parks Department (condition

A 8 (g) The applicant testifies that they had no objection to this
condition.

Exhibit explaining why the gate should be unlocked...to Freepons Park
from the Development
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