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- INDEPENDENT TASK FORCE
FOR THE UPTOWN INTERIM HEIGHT ORDINANCE

Meﬁmrandum
To: City of San Diego Planning Commission 1
From: - Barry E. Hager, Chairman of the Independent Task Force

Memo Date: March 27, 2008

Project Name: AMENDMENT TO THE MID-CITY COMMUNITIES PLANNED
DISTRICT ORDINANCE FOR AN INTERIM HEIGHT LIMITATION IN
THE UPTOWN COMMUNITY

Hearing Date: April 3, 2008

Please accept the following comments on behalf of the Independent Task Force, in addition to
the comments set forth in my memorandum dated February 22, 2008, regarding the proposed
Uptown Interim Height Ordinance (IHO). o

Introduction

At the first hearing before this commission on March 6, 2008, Chairman Barry Schultz posed a -

number of questions to the City Planning & Community Investment Department (CPCI) and

continued this item until April 3, 2008. Since that time, the JTHO was considered by the

Committee on Land Use and Housing of the San Diego City Council on March 12, 2008. At that

time Councilmember Toni Atkins brought a motion, which was unanimously. approved, to move ‘
the THO to the full City Council with a i'ecommendation that it be adopted. The motion included 1
the following points: (1) that Upas Street should be the boundary between the firm height limit ?
.and the discretionary area (the firm height limit would be north of the centerline of Upas Street,

and the discretionary limit south of the centerline of Upas Street) and (2) that the limit be

expressed in feet, not stories, and (3) any exceptions be limited to mechanicals such as elevator

overrides and stairwells, and sustainability features.

While CPIC will be submitting a detailed report in response to the questions posed by Mr.
Schultz, the task force wishes to present the following additional comments te some of the issues

raised at the first Planning Commission hearing and to address the issue of limited exceptions.

Additional Coemments

Some developers and architects have objected that the 50 and 65 foot limits are “arbitrary” in :
terms of number of feet. However, it should be noted that the areas adjacent Lo the proposed )
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We urge the Planning Commision to recommend passage of the THO with the recommendations
proposed above. :

Sincerely

Barry E. Hager
Chairman, Independent Task Force

Cc:  Willam Anderson, Deputy Chief Operating Officer, CPCI
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INDEPENDENT TASK FORCE |
FOR THE UPTOWN INTERIM HEIGHT ORDINANCE

Memorandum
To: Committee on Land Use and Housing of the San Diego City Council
From: Barry E. Hager, Chairman of the Independent Task Force |

Memo Date: March 19, 2008

Preject Name: AMENDMENT TO THE MID-CITY COMMUNITIES PLANNED
DISTRICT ORDINANCE FOR AN INTERIM HEIGHT LIMITATION IN
THE UPTOWN COMMUNITY

Hearing Date: March 12, 2008 (Item-4)

This Independent Task Force is.an ad hoc committee formed in 2006 to promote the proposed
Interim Height Ordinance for Uptown (IHO). Please accept the following comments on behalf
of the Independent Task Force.

Backgreund

The current Uptown Community Plan was adopted in 1988 and the related zoning ordinance a
year later. The zoning contains provisions for building heighis up to150 and 200 feet tal} along
portions of Washington Street, University Avenue and 4th, 5th and 6th Avenue.

Much has changed in the 20 years since the current community plan and zoning were adopted.
There has been a growing awarcness of the historical nature of Uptown’s neighborhoods and
commercial districts, and a shared community desire to protect the historical nature of the area
and assure that any new development projects compliment and blend with the existing '
community character. In recent years numerous projects have come forward for taller buildings,
which many residents and business owners in the community feel overwhelm the character and
scale of the existing community. There has also been an alarming trend toward projects
involving luxury condominiums with as few as one unit per floor, pushing projects taller tharn
anticipated while not providing affordable housing. '

There is little disagreement that an update is needed to the Uptown community plan and
attendant zoning so the entire community can re-evaluate the guidelines for future development
in Uptown. However the plan update will be a multi-year process. The proposed THO would
temporarily limit height on new projects in specified areas of Uptown until our community plan
and related zoning are updated so that new projects will not conflict with the contemplated
community plan update.
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Since that time, the Hillcrest Town Council voted to recommend that the firm height limit be
extended south to the centerline of Upas Street, which is the boundary between Bankers Hill and
Hillcrest. The Independent Task Force now concurs with the Hilicrest Town Council and
recommends that the firm height limit be extended south to the centerline of Upas Street. On
March 4, 2008, Uptown Planners voted to recommend that the firm height limit extend to Upas
Street.

We also request that Items 1 and 2 above be incorporated into the IHO. We are also concerned
that the approval process has taken much longer than the community desires. .

Response fo Objections Raised by the Development Industry

Some developers and architects have objected that the 50 and 65 foot limits are “arbitrary™ in
terms of number of feet. However, it should be noted that the areas adjacent to the proposed
limit in Missicn Hills are mostly zoned for 40 or 50 feet in height, and the areas adjacent to the
proposed limit in the other neighborhoods are mostly zoned for 30 or 60 feet in height. Thus, the
proposed limits are consistent with the allowable heights in adjacent areas, with an extra margin
to allow for slightly taller buildings in the Hilicrest and Bankers Hill area. Rather than being
arbitrary, the proposed height limits w111 promote conszsrency with adjoining blocks in these
neighborhoods.

The task force is also aware that some developers and architects have proposed exceptions to the
height limits for architectural appurtenances, mechanic equipment and “rooftop amenities.” No
such exceptions are present in the existing height limits in the areas proposed for this ordinance
or in the adjoining areas, and none should be included in the IHO. Allowing for these types of
exceptions would simply result in taller buildings, frustrating the intention of this interim '
ordinance. -

At least one architect has proposed that the limit should be expressed in number of stories (e.g.
five or six stories) rather than height. However, since the intent of this ordinance is to alleviate
the impact of height on community character, it is the overall height that should be regulated, nos
the numper of stories. Also, there is no precedent for a limitation on number of stories in
Uptown. Again, the height limits in all of the areas proposed for this ordinance and in the
adjoining areas are expressed in number of feet, not stories. (If the limit were expressed in
number of stories, this would certainly promote buildings with very tall ceilings. ) This ordinance
15 not the place to experlmem with limitations on the number of stories.

Some developers and architects have objected that the proposed height limits will result in
“boxy” buildings of uniform height. However, the Uptown neighborhoods are replete with
historic buildings of one-three stories, that form the community character we wish to preserve.
Additionally, if the City enforces existing regulations for set-backs, step-backs, yard space and
other requirements, new buildings will not be *boxy.”

it

it

w2
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Attachment

WHEREAS, the Uptown Community Plan was adopted on February 2, 1988 to
provide land use policy guidance for the Uptown Community; and .

WHEREAS, the Mid-City Communities Planned District Ordinance was adopted on
January 21, 1986, and subsequently amended on May 30, 1989, to provide development
reguiations to implement the Uptown Community Flan; and

WHEREAS, multiple-story buildings have recently been censtructed' and are
proposed in the Uptown Community which are significantly higher than previously -
constructed buildings; and :

WHEREAS, the Mayor’s Office will commence an update of the Uptown Community
Plan and the Mid-City Communities Planned District in 2008 to address land use policies,
transportation and land use cornections, and regulations including urban design objectives; and-

WHEREAS, long-term design of the Uptown Community will benefit from a design
review process of new structures to determine their compatibility with the existing community
character during the update of the Uptown Community Plan and the Mid-City Communities
Planned District to ensure they do not adve:rsely affect the urban design objectives of the
community; and

WHEREAS, there is a recognition of the role (hat the residential density that is in the
adopled Uptown Community Plan, as provided at the mid-range assumptlons set forth in
Appendix J thereof, plays in meeting the City's housing goals and

WHEREAS, there is a general agreement that structures less than 50 to 65 feet in height
in Areas ‘A’ and ‘B,’ respectively, as shown on Figure 1512.02, as depicted on Map C-928, are
more likelv to be compatible in bulk and scale with exisiing dcvelopmem than structures that
exceed such height; '
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- INDEPENDENT TASK FORCE
FOR THE UPTOWN INTERIM HEIGHT ORDINANCE

Memorandum
To: City of San Diego Planning Commission
From: "Barry K. Hager, Chairman of the Independent Task Force

Memo Date: February 22,2008

Project Name: AMENDMENT TO THE MID-CITY COMMUNITIES PLANNED
DISTRICT ORDINANCE FOR AN INTERIM HEIGHT LIMITATION IN
THE UPTOWN COMMUNITY .

Hearing Date: March 6, 2008

This Independent Task Force is an ad hoc committee formed in 2006 to promote the proposed
Interim Height Ordinance for Uptown (IHO). Please accept the followmg comments on behaif
of the Independent Task Force.

Backeround

The current Uptown Community Plan was adopted in 1988 and the related zoning ordinance a
~ year later. The zoning contains provisions for building heights up to150 and 200 feet tall along
portions of W ashmgton Street, University Avenue and 4th, Sth and Gth Avenue.

Much has changed in the 20 years since the current commumity plan and zoning were adopted.
There has been a growing awareness of the historical nature of Uptown’s neighborhoods and
commercial districts, and a shared community desire to protect the historical nature of the area
and assure that any new development projects compliment and blend with the existing . .
comununity character. In recent years numerous projects have come forward for taller buildings,
which many residents and business owners in the community feel overwhelm the character and
scale of the existing community. There has also been an alarming trend toward projects
involving luxury condominiums with as few as one unit per floor, pushmg projects taller than
anticipated while not providing affordable housing. .

There is [ittle disagreement that an update is needed to the Uptown community plan and
attendant zoning so the entire community can re-evaluate the guidelines for future development
in Uptown. However the plan update will be a multi-ycar process. The proposed THO would
temporarily limit height on new projects in specified areas of Uptown until our community plan
and related zoning are updated so that new projects will not conflict with the contemplated
community plan update.
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The [HO also fits within the City of Villages goals of (1) recognizing the unique character of
communities and (2) involving the public in planning. The IHO is also consistent with previous
interim ordinances, including the Uptown Height Limitation Zone (Ordinance No. O-16464),
which was effective from 1985 to 1992, '

Community Support for the IHO

In response to an outcry of concern in the community, Uptown Planners voted 12-2 in June 2006
to recommend that the City of San Diego adopt the IHO. This concept involved a firm limit of
65 feet along 4™, 5™ and 6™ Avenues north of Laurel Street, most of Washington Street and
University Avenue, and 50 feet on Washington Street from Dove to Ibis Street in Mission Hills.
The concept of the IHO has very strong support in the Uptown community. In 2006 and early
2007, over 1,200 people signed a petition supporting the IHO. Copies of the petition signatuies
have been lodged with the offices of Councilmembers Toni Atkins and Kevin Faulconer.

In addition, the following civic groups and organizations have endorsed the IHO: '

Save Our Heritage Organisation (SOHOY)

Mission Hills Business Improvement District

Mission Hills Heritage

University Heights Community Development Corporation
" University Heights Historical Society

Hillcrest Business Improvement Association

Hillcrest Town Council

Hillcrest History Guild

® & & @ ¢ & 9

Reguested Changes to the City’s Version of the [HO

While the community and Uptown Planners has been requesting adoption of the IHO since mid-
2006, it took over a year for the Mayor’s office and Planning Department to announce support
for the IHO in principle, and several months thereafier 1o release an initial draft of the proposed
ordinance to the public. In November 2007, Uptown Planners reluctantly endorsed the Planning
Department’s then-latest version of the IHO, which includes a firm height limit north of Brookes
Street, with a “discretionary™ height limit between Laurel and Brookes Street. However, Uptown
Planner’s approval was subject to the following conditions: ’

1. The Planning Department accept the task force’s proposed changes in the recital
portions of the ordinance (see attachment);

2. The same height restrictions will apply to any proposed re-zone within Uptown
during the same time period;

3. No exceptions to the mandatory height Iumtatlon north of Brookes Streets are set
forth in the ordinance itself; and,

4. The Planning Department proceeds with processing the ordinance with all due speed;
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Since that time, the Hillcrest Town Council voted to recommend that the firm hei Uht limit be
extended south to the centerline of Upas Street, which is the boundary between Bankers Hill and
Hillcrest. We understand that Uptown Planners will consider this issue again on March 4, 2008,
two days before this hearing date. The Independent Task Force concurs with the Hillcrest Town
- Council and now recommends that the firm height limit be extended south to the centerline of
Upas Street.  We also request that Items 1 and 2 above be incorporated into the THO. We are
also concerned that the approval process has taken much longer than the community desires.

The task force is also aware that a few persons have proposed exceptions to the height limits for
architectural appurtenances and mechanic equipment. No such exceptions are present in the
existing zoning ordinances, and none should be included in the ITHO. ~

Lastly, we note that the Jatest version of the IHO proposed by City Planning & Community
Investment Department includes a restriction that any extension of the I[HO beyond 30-months

requires a two-thirds vote of the elected members of the City Council. We strongly object to the

two-thirds vote requirement, which is more stringent than the vote required to pass this ordinance

in the first place.

Conclusions

The Uptown Community needs a time-out on taller projects so that the community’s desires can
be taken into consideration during the community plan update process, while there is still
something left to plan. We urge the Planning Commission to recommend passage of the THO

with the recommendations proposed above.

Sincerely

N /(l“ﬁ
/‘;% Hager
Cha.lrman, Independent Task Force

~ Attachment

Ce:  William Anderson, Deputy Chief Operating Officer, CPIC
Councilmember Toni Atkins, Council District 3
Councilmember Kevin Faulconer, Council District 2
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MEMORANDUM

 To: William Anderson, Chief of Liand Use and Econorilic.Devclbpr_nent Dept.

From: Barry E. Haget, Task'Force for Iiterim Height Ordinance
Date: Septeniber 27,2007
Re: Revisions to Draft of: Uptown.Interim: Height Or.;d‘in‘an'ce
Rk ﬂ-* 4-* o 3 stk of s o o e e ok ok ok *‘.*'_*_**_*_# e de sk e ok ook ok koK '*i_

Theré are.a‘fiimberof probleais With ths City'Planining Depaftiient’s &fé{%t._dfi_{ﬁe.
Uplown Interim Height:@idinance, whichgér.a;sur,nm_arizedf‘belp,w. A revised version;of the [HO
1s pravidéd.here'\iritﬁ‘. |
L: Recitals. |

’ 1'.)‘ StBTIREQita}',. ’;'Fhe t;crm “intended” cqmn%-uriit‘y character is \fague, und:ﬁpsati’;-~and_ _

completely sibjéctive; and shoild be déleted.

2). 6" Recital:, ‘Since the Uptowrr Community plan was based on assumptionsithat

growth-would geéur at th inid-fange levels, as'specifisd’ia Addendurm J tiereto, this comtept

should be includedin thiszecital:

- 3) TthiRecital Ths recital :-'s"hcjﬁlﬁ"béaéea&isé& 16 read.that striictires lcds than 507 01

65’ are‘more Iikgly*’td?]ﬁl;;ij;p;_lgpaﬁblﬁ withiexisting-construction than those that-exceed such™

levels:

1. Sonset Provision.

The5tenninati'ontgfthe:I-Hng;ha@ld coincide with adoption of:the updated-communily:

plan and ardy related Foningrérdinarice, sinckithe two are integral. Earliertermination would

leave an unreasonable gapinithg'updating process. Interim planning ordinances typically remain

in effect until plan updates afe fully effective.

HI. Désien Findinps i‘oiExce'e'd.Spe'ciﬁc’d‘Hei’gh'ts ,
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Memorandum to William Anderson
Page 2 7 '
Septembier 27, 2007

This is:probably the most troubling aspect of the Cityj’s draft. The ‘?s‘;:)e'ciia} -ﬂ‘mi'ings’-2
at sub-sectioh (d) provide:that the periit will.only issue if the-decision maker finds:that the
bro_posec_l building height:is.appropriate-becausethe Jocation of the site, ex’i‘s’ﬁ'r;gsne_ig‘hi_aorhoed
Cha.ractef;ist'i-és;‘a'ﬁﬁf-.préjéc':tldé’sigh‘Wﬁiﬂd'“E:héﬁﬁé;tlﬁenprqje_cti's coﬁip'atibilitxwi‘ﬂi the existifig dnd.
inténdbdzéharac_iergqf u é.toim” in.addition tgéiﬁa;g@nﬁtdlrﬁndings;

Fot theSame 1eas6iis-statéd above, e térin “iitenided” is-extreifielyvague, Subjective,
and renders:this: rQSfificfion.alrnpst.;mchniﬁglcss=‘ There isno.objective measure of “intent.”

Moreover, ﬂle special fitidings are:tio:more restiictive thah Existifig Fequiremerts set
:fortb elsewhérs i the land .ﬁséifesifit:ti"oﬁsf, ~which have.proved to-be fatdlly. stibj;cﬁy; and vague,
Without a specific, objectively measurable limit, thé compatibility finding will be whatever the
decision-makef decities it'to be: “Thewonly redl effect of this ordinance-would be to make-all

pr.oj'.e_ci‘-“sadisf::fr_e:t’iiqnm, gboye the specified heights:

Esamplés of similar [angiings e found in the follovang land use regulations:

- (1) Exasiing Uplown'Community Plan. There:are references {o “compatibility”

throughout.the Trban D’éﬁéﬁ‘;ﬂjB’ﬁd"eﬂg.;iﬁi:’_hidingi{lie‘?stateméﬁt'tﬁé‘t-‘ﬂie objeetive
tha_tz;tha;g_u_idﬁ.l'in_asii sio™maximize quality:development that is.compatible in both.

characterand:scale’ with the community.

(8): Miid:Cities PDO. Section $03:1501, sub-part (4)(B) requires “compatibility with -

surrounding:development.”™

3y CEQA SignificanceDétetniiriation Thresholds. At Chapter P, Visudl Effécts and
Ne_ighbo:hood-chamc’mristi;s; Section 2(a), a threshold for.equiring an EIR:is
* that “th& Project exceeds ‘tiie-fliéigllt,aﬁd bilk of the 'cxiSting'}péttte'r'ﬂ' of
'd_eve‘l'o'iamant in the Vicinity, ofthe-project.” |

2.
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morandum to William Andcrso_n,
Page 3 '
September 26, 2007 -

' Decision-malcers within the City of San Diego-in the past'have regularly found nrojectsto be

‘-icqmpaﬁb}g“ and f:citzrequire.sfpil- edAvironmental.analysis fhat weré aiguably grossly _
incompatible. Oneexample istherecent “Third and University” praject, for wﬁi_ch approval was
recently overtumed i court; |

Thie-conclsion liere is that the I'an_gUag"_e set forthiin the Citys draft, which is:no‘more.
=r§'«f$tﬁCﬁV¢—fhaﬁ‘-fﬂ..f.JUitﬁm@nfﬁgf@}“l@ e,éls._e#heze-'?iniipgal land usé-:rsgy;lat-ion.s, witl .not-"e.ffect;iwé!y
restrict-heights. Orily a étrict.Iiﬁﬁ-t:Wi'H:aéc'Gm“pl-'i'sh this geal. It should bé noted that even a'strict
lirnit.could still be exceeded by. g‘ranﬁhgf‘va;i.anCt;Ss butisuch a--_ﬁr_.ocess is more difficult:and
_ﬁroyides gféatcr-saféguér‘d:’sl

TV, Community Benefit. “Therelis a feeling that'a project thatiis allowed 1o.exceed therspecified

:héighfé should besrequired-to provide some:additional beneﬂtntoﬁthe_connnunit-y. Please séea.

saripleist ifi the attackinefit,

V.. Applicationto Entire Projects and'Re:Zones: To:be‘effegtix{e, the ordinance:should apply

1y,zone, and the festriction should:appiy to-atiy

to any projectwhich cotitain. fand withiti the gverla

project that requires a rezoning; where the rezoning wouldresult in heigtits-excesting the JHO

Jimits.



. 001605
_ _ {0-200X-XX)
ommmcmummomu (NEW SERIES)

%

AN ORDINANCE OF THE COUNCIL 6F THE CITY OF SAN DIEG.
AMENDING CHAPTER 15 ARTICLE 12, DIVISION 2, AND. CHA_P' R- 12,
ARTICLES, DIVISION. 5 BY AMENDING SECTIONS 15120203 126.0502 -
AND 126:0504; OF THE.SAN DIEGO MUNICIPAL CODE, R_ELATING TO
THE LAND DEVELOPMENT CODE:* ‘

nt . : . N . .
BRSNS 4 fé}i-"*? it z‘ ‘i Mt T AR T s : +f A ¢ LAY LR

WHEREAS ’the UptGWn’Commumty Plan was adopted on Ff:bruary 2 1988 to

- E N -.‘..u

provide land use pohcy guidance.for the Up1own Commumt} and

Commumt!es P]anned Dzsmct Ordmance was adoPted oir

t.x it 5-3 TS Y , ,'}

WHEREA;S the Mld (it

A . B

January ?1 1986 and~'subsequently amendcd on May 36 1989 1o prowde deve]oprment -

. f: Ey O R ;é- 1 ! EE s 17 _'s i
proposed. in the Upiown -Comfriunity WHich afé: mgmﬁcantly }ugher than prevmus]y
. :,, g, )-'I-‘, i“ ‘i7
constructed: bmldmgs and

WHEREAS theaMayor s Office: will. commence afi updatc of the Uptown Commumty

Plai and the M1d—C1ty CGommurities ’P"lanned Dlstrict in: '7.008 to: address kmd usé pohcms
tra’gnspdrtatljo_n' an‘@;lgn_@usgaggpg;gpp;g;,an;;}i-g'_eg'l_j]anonsimcludmg-urban*d&mgh:objﬁctwes; and.
| -WHERE-A:E;f:éiaﬁﬁ;'té"ﬁ%i-f.a_'é's‘ijgjﬁ-v‘of:&ﬁé'iqﬁtowﬁacbm‘rﬁﬁiﬁty’wi’llz berefit from:a-desig. -
review processOfiticwsthictireS to deletiuine:their compatibility Withitherexisting commusity.
charactef irting theupdateofithe UptoWhCormifiunity Plah and the ‘M-idlCity-'éﬁﬁifﬁuﬁitiESE -
Planded Distiict to ensué:they:do notadvetsely affect the urban design objectives.of'the: . -

community; and
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\‘»’HERE@&S,;tiiere is a.recognition of the role'thet'the ré;identia].densify that is'in the
adoped ;Ujatown.-Gommpni_ty-Pian, as providcé e.lt‘t‘hemi'fdlrange?ass’lmjpfioﬁéf'set forth in
AppendixJ thereof, playsin m_eeting-=thé='city’sthusi‘ng goals; and

'-\RHERE;A:’Q tliere is a genéral agreemeit fhal strictired 1ess than 5070 65 f;et. in‘height’

in Areas “A7and ‘B;’ respectively, as shownon Figure 1512:02, ds depicted on Map C-928, arc

TOTE 5H1'(ei'ji""’té bé Eotipatible in bulk:and:scale With Bxi'é't‘ing';'develqpmcpt--\t_ha_r}_:_s’:t_r_t_l_c_‘h_x_r;e_s.?tha__l

exceed-such height;
NOW, THEREFORE;, .

BEIT-ORDAINED, by the Comcil of the City:6f Sah Diegoias follows: Sectiofi 1.

- That:€hapter. J'S_i-.:?-*-zitiél_@."12,.'Di-visi.on.2,- ofthe San Diego Municipal .Code is-amended by’

aménding Section 1512.02, asfollows:
§1512/0203 Mid“City Communities Devélopment Permit and

Tniterizh Heiolit Résteiction

(@  [Nogchange]

® Cydfough@  [Nochange]

1512.02, asdepictetd:on Map C'~92-8; and.—south.of‘thc.ceﬁfeﬂinq‘ef Up{asg's'freet iﬁfgfjéh Aréa ‘B,

:'r'é“ciﬁi'fé‘s' i Mi'ﬁzﬁéitv‘z(iomfﬁuﬁiti'es Develbpmernt Pérmitinsdccordance with Process:4. until

-adopfion of the Yptown Gomimunity Plan U.Dii'aie.:and.'impi‘émem_aﬁbn ;of;aﬁvi'EEIQIEH‘:-thiﬁg

‘ordinance. |

Table 512,024 [No change:]

Figire 1512.02A




: - (©) An application for a Mid-City Communities Developrient Pérmit in accordance

with 1542:0203 (:b)(\l~'D',abox'e;,'maybe:approxfea, conditionally approved or.denied by a Hearing

S ¥ H " .- ~ P g e I O - N I LTy . - . .
Officérin.dccordance -with Process Three. The-Heafing Officer's.décisionimaybe appealed to

the Hlaqning:?Cpn1mi$si5n in accordance with:he Lend Development- Cdde Section 112.0506.

(). AMHA-City CommiifiitiesDevelopment: Permiit requirediin aécordance with

; : 1512 0203 ()8 'above;r;mav.ibwapx_jro\'Jﬂed:Oi‘{'CGﬁiﬂgﬁbheil]_ﬁ;aﬁii_r“o;fedtb’ﬁlﬁi ifall.ofithe fo]_l:()wing'

7 -
H

.occurs: ogrdl s Sy L

oot A(TyThe.decision makerfindsithat the:proposed building heightiis dppropriste

because thellocation of the:site; existingificighborhaod-characteristics-andiproject design

inehdingiiassitip: stépbacks: facadetcompdsition and thedtlation, matérial and fehestration

‘pafterns when' considered together. would:ghsureithe piojectis bomn'afibi-li‘wéwit}'i?the'existi_ng* '

chafdeterof Uptown, in addition to thepénsralfindinis feqilired for Site Development Petmits

in 106:0504a):

LRSI S ' B LN

2) There are no deviations.or. variationsito:setbacks and lot-coverage
. ‘fequifenients. ' o e

3 The following_publicibenefits.are provided-in the-proposed.dévelopment:

F e T S Y L D P sy vy POy O NS L B e I S
i)y Any.éxisting-potentially historic bhildiries-on site, whethéror not*

h"istor—i'calllvd-esi-ghated-‘or;elig-ibie@‘fohdesignaﬁon;-are’ﬁféséiveﬂ on-site:

e retainied onssite;

i1)  Any etisting landimark tréesionsn

P

i) Any existing.open space on sitéds preserved and made.available tb the

public:

ubl Is is' presetved:

iv) Existing: ic views and:solar‘access for adidcent:barce

v) Street and sidewalk improvements for.improved walkeibil_-iry:-
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vi) A diverse streetwall setiing.

(d) (e) The Hearing Officer or Planning'@bmmﬁSsioh may a‘pp'i"ove‘or, conditionally
approve a—lM-id-Git-y'Communities D::xgelopmf;;}{_-l?cfrrpii; if the Hearing Officer or Planning
Gomuission detérmines that t_he‘appii‘catima"fi's--cbmplete wnid confoinis with.all City
.:regqlafiqnsf~-policies, guidélines,-design stanéj_ards and dens_i":g-}f',-;and ,}"t-_-i's;found fr‘pr:n'tl.le

i(;l-s?u'th.rough (6) [No chenge.] -

6] No §tructure north c'i'ﬁ‘tﬁe cen_terlihe-of"Unab Street whichiexeeeds 50.feet in

Area ‘A, ori65 feét in-Area ‘B"f. as:shown ol qurclSl'lOfl a'sadep’i‘ct'éﬂ on Map:€-528, shall

‘berissued:a.biilding permif or constructied untll adeption ofthe Uptown Lommunily Plan

‘Update and imiplementation .o anvielated zoning efdinance.”

APPROVED: MICHAEL J. AGUIRRE, City. Attorney

B

Bepuiy City Attorney

1 Hereby- cernfy that the followmg Ordifiance was: passed by'the’ Councll of the

City, Of San Diegoy.at its meeting’ Df

ELIZ.ABETH S, MALAND
City Cletk

By, .
Deputy City ClerI\

Ap_ﬁiﬂovéd:

JERRY SANDERS, Mayor

“Vetoed:

JERRY SANDERS, Mayor
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From: “lez abrams" <cookylee@sbcglobal.net>

To: . <AndersonW@sandiego.gov>
Date: 9/20/2007 5:08:23 PM

Dear Mr. Anderson:

Thank you for responding to our community®s desire to implement an interim helght ordmance pend:ng
update of the Uptown Community Plan. :

However, | am very concemed that the Planning Departmeni@s version of the Interim Height Ordinance
unveiled at the September Uptown Planneridls meeting is not strong enough to effectively restrict heights.

| believe that the City should adopt a strict limit on building heights as originally proposed by Uptown .
Planners avar a year ago. At 50 and 85 feet, this limit is already a compromise. The community has

* demonstrated its support for this ordinance by a petition sign by cver 1200 people and it is @ndorsed by
numerous civic groups. .

Please listen to the voice of the community and process the ordinance as orlglnaiiy recommended by
Uptown Planners. .

Sincerely,

CC: I <MPangiEinan@saﬁdiego.gov>, <kevinfaulconer@sandiego.gov>,
© <toniatkins@sandiego.gov>


mailto:cookyiee@sbcglobal.net
mailto:AndersonW@sandiego.gov
mailto:MPangilinan@sandiego.gov
mailto:toniatkins@sandiego.gov
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From: : "John Miriani” <dandj@pacbell.net>

To: : <AndersonW@sandiego.gov>
Date: 9/28/2007 3.58:07 PM

Dear Mr. Anderson:

Thank you for responding to Hiticrest's desire to implement an interim
height ordinance pending update of the Uptown Community Plan,

) am very concerned however, that the Planning Department's version of
the Interim Height Ordinance, unveited at the September Uptown Planner's
meetlng is not strong enough to effectively restrict henghts

The City should adopt a strict Irrmt on building heights as orlgmally
proposed by Uptown Planners over a year ago. At 50 and 65 feet, this
limit is already a compromise, The community has demonstrated its
support for this ordinance by a petition sign by over 1200 people. It

is also endorsed by numerous civic groups. :

Please process the ordinance as orlgmally recommended by Uptown
Planners. Thank you. .

Sincerely,'
John Miriani

3438 Richmond St.
San Diego, 92103

Cc: N <tomatkms@sand|ego gov>, <kevmfaulconer@sand|ego gov>
<MPang|I|nan@sand|ego gov> '


mailto:AndersonW@sandiego.gov
mailto:toniatkins@sandiego.gov
mailto:kevinfaulconer@sandiego.gov
mailto:MPangilinan@sandiego.gov
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From: "Marcy Van Stee" <mvanstee@Amsafety.com>

To: <AndersonW@sandiego.gov>
" Date: 9/24/2007 6:59:32 PM
Subject: . Uptown Interim Height Ordinance

Subject: Uptown interim Height Ordinance
Dear Mr. Anderson: -

Thank you for responding to our community's dasire to implement an
interim height ordinance pending update of the Uptown Community Plan.

However, | am very concerned that the Planning Depariment's version of
the Interim Height Ordinance unveiled at the September Uptown Planners
meeting is not strong enough to effectively restrict heights.

_ | believe that the City should adopt a strict imit on building heights

. as originally proposed by Uptown Planners over a year ago. At-50 and 85
feet, this limit is already a compromise. The community has
demonstrated its support for this ordinance by a petition sign by over
1200 people and it is endorsed by numerous civic groups.

Please fisten to the commumty and process the ordmanc:e as originally
recommended by Uptown Planners.

Sincereiy, . ) ' ' .

Marcy Van Stee
_ 1898 sunset bivd
SD CA 92103

NOTICE OF CONFIDENTIALITY AND DAMAGE DISCLAIMER:

‘The information in this e-mail and any attachments is confidential and may be privileged. If you are not the
intended recipient, please destroy this message, delete any copies held on your systems and notify the
sender immediately. you should not retain, copy, nor disclose all or any part of its content to any other
person. This e-mail and any attachment(s) are believed to be free from virus. However itis the
responsibility.of the recipient to ensure that they are virus free. We do not'accept any liability for any loss
or damage arising in any way from the receipt, opening or use of this e-mail and any attachment(s).

“¢ce: <MPangilinan@sandiego.gov>, <kevinfaulconer@sandiego.gov>,
<toniatkins@sandiego.gov>, <pvanstee@msn.com>


mailto:mvanstee@Amsafety.com
mailto:AndersonW@sandiego.gov
mailto:MPangiltnan@sandiego.gov
mailto:kevinfaulconer@sandiego.gov
mailto:toniatkins@sandiego.gov
mailto:pvanstee@msn.com
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From: "Loretta McNeely" <Imcneely6@yahoo.com>

To: - <andersonw@sandiego.gov>
Date; 5/25/2007 3:00:02 PM
Subject: . Adopt the Community Recommendation of the Proposed Uptown Planners Interim

Height Ordinance

Dear Mr. Anderson,

| am in favor of containing growth that harms fhe'great character of the Uptown area. What is on the’
table from the Uptown Planners at 50 and 65 feet is already a compromise and | would prefer itto be even
more stringent. .

"1 do want thank you for responding to our community's desire to implement an interim henght ordihance .
pendmg update of the Uptown Community Plan.

However, | am very concerned that the Planmng Department s version of the interim Height Ordinance, ‘
unveiled at the September Uptown Planner's meeting, is not strong enough to eﬁectrve!y restrict heights.

| believe that the City should adept a strict limit on building heights as originally propesed by Uptown
Planners over a year ago. At 50 and 65 feet, this limit is already a compromise. The community has -
demonstrated its support for this ordinance by a petition signed by over 1,200 people and it is endorsed by
NUMErous civic groups. '

Piease listen to the community and process the ordmance as originally recommended by Uptown
Pianners :

Sihcerefy,

Loretta McNeely.

2511 Adams Avenue
San Diego, CA 92116

Fuss'y? Opinionated? lmpossible to please? Perfect. Join Yahoo!'s user panel and fay it on us.

cC: <rnpang|hnan@sand|ego gov=>, <kevmfaulconer@sandtego gov>,
<toniatkins@sandiego.gov>


mailto:lmcneely6@yahoo.com
mailto:andersonw@sandiego.gov
mailto:mpangilinan@sandiego.gov
mailto:kevinfaulconer@sandiego.gov
mailto:toniatkins@sandiego.gov
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From: "Ernie Bonn" <uhcdc@netzero net>

To: . "Marlon Pangilinan” <MPang|Iman@sand1ego gov>
Date: 9/27/2007 1:53:39 PM
Subject: Fw: Adopt the Community Recommendatlon of the Proposed Uptown Planners Interim

Height Ordinance
FY| -- Ernie Bonn

---— Original Message -----

From: Ernie Bonn

Tao: andersenw@sandiego.gov

Cc: ncatero@sandiego.gov | Denise Price ;

Sent: Tuesday, September 25, 2007 5:32 PM

Subject: Adopt the Community Recommendation of the Proposed Uptown Planners Interim Helght
Ordmance

Dear Mr., Andersont

Thank you for acknowledging that our Uptown Planning area is rsady for an Interim Henght Ordinance
pendlng the update of the Uptown Community Plan.

White serving the past eight years on the Uptown Planners, 1 was involved in reviewing the gradual
increase in high rise projects such as Park Laurel, 6th and Upas and 301 University, to name just a few. it
was a distressing experience since it appeared that planning in the best interests of the community was
losing ground in the City's pressure for big block developments, 12 to 14 story structures, and a push for
Downtown to cross boundaries into UptOWn As a result-cur nelghborhoods are rap|diy losing their
|denttt|es

| firmly believe that we need a strict limit on buitding heights as originally proposed by the Uptown Planners
more than a year ago. The interim height ordinance as drafted is not strong enough, and any of our best
and worse developers/architects can work their way around it. A petition with over 1200 signatures in
support of the 50 and 65 height limit is testimony enough that the community groups, residents and
business owners want a more stringent ordinance put in place as quickly as possible,

As a member of the Intsrim Height Limit Task Force, | urgently request that you accede to the
community's direction in this effort.

. Thanks,
Ernie Bonn
UHCDC
Tel: 619-297-3166


mailto:uhcdc@netzero.net
mailto:MPangilinan@sandiego.gov
mailto:andersonw@sandiego.gov
mailto:ncaiero@sandieg6.gov
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From: "Christy Scannell® <celmed@cox.net>

To: <MPang|[snan@sandlego gov>, <kevinfaulconer@sandisgo.gov>,
. <toniatkins@sandiego.gov> -

Date: . . 9/28/2007 1:53:55 PM

Subject: Fwd: Uptown interim Height Ordinance

Begin forwarded message! -

> From: Christy Scannell <celmed@cox.net>
> Date: September 28, 2007 1:52:14 PM PDT
> To: AndersonW@sandiego.gov

> Subject: Uptown Interim Height Crdinance -
- - '

> Dear Mr. Anderson:

> .

> Thank you for responding to our community's desire to implement an

> interim height ordinance pending-update of the Uptown Community Plan.
> . .

>

> However, | am very concernad that the Planning Department's version
> of the Interim Height Ordinance, unveiled at the September Uptown

> Planner's meeiing, ts not strong enough to effectively restrict '

> heights.

>

> . ‘ )

> | believe that the City should adopt a strict limit on buiiding

> heights as originally proposed by Uptown Planners over a year ago.
> AL 50 and 65 feet, this limit is already a compromise. The

> communlty has demonstrated its support for this ordinance by 2 -
> petition sign by over 1200 people and it IS endorsed by numerous '

> Civic groups
>

2>- . .
> Please listen tothe community and process the ordinance as
> originally recommended by Uptown Planners.

S ‘ .

> . .

> Sincerely,

>

> Christy Scannell

> 4785 Oregon St

> San Diego 921186

> -


mailto:celmed@cox.net
mailto:MPangilinan@sandiego.gov
mailto:toniatkins@sandiego.gov
mailto:ceimed@cox.net
mailto:AndersonW@sandiego.gov
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From: "Peggy Goldstein" <casacypress@cox.net>
To: <ioniatkins@sandiego.gov>

Date: 410/3/2007 7:03:50 AM

Subject: Height Limit for Uptown

[ am writing io urge you to impiement a strict height limit of 65 feet for most of the Uptown area. The _
whole "discretionary” review procedure favorad by the Planning Dept. dogs not work. . In return for allowing .
towering heights and bulk, the community receives no tangible benefits.

The whole "discrationary” process simply aliows the devalopers"to continue to play "Let's make a deal” at
City Hall. . _ - . ' :

" Implement an absclute height limit in Hilicrest!

Peggy Goldstein
casacypress@ cox.net

cc: <AndersonW@sandiego.gov>, ‘;MPangilinan@saﬁdiego.gow


mailto:casacypre55@cox.net
mailto:toniatkins@sandiego.gov
mailto:casacypress@cox.net
mailto:AndersonW@sandiego.gov
mailto:MPangilinan@sandiego.gov
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From: "lloyd snowden” <Iloyd_snowden@yahoo.cdm>

To: . <MPangilinan@sandiego.gov=
Date: - 9/25/2007 5:22:37 PM .
Subject: interim Height Ordinance

Dear Marlon Pangilinan

Thank you for responding to our community's desire to implement an interim height ordinance pending
update of the Uptown Community Pian. '

However, | am very concerned that the Planning Department's version of the interim Helight Qrdinancé,
unveiled at the September Uptown Planner's meeting, is not strong enough to effectively restrict heights.

| befieve that the City should adopt a strict imit on building heights as originally proposed by Uptown
Planners over a year ago. "At 50 and 65 feet, this limit is aiready a compromise. The community has
demonstrated its support for this ordinance by a petition sign by over 1200 people and it is endorsed by

numerous civic groups. '

Please listen to the community and process the ordinance as originally recommeanded by Uiptown
Planners. :

Sincerely, .

lloyd snowden

2300 6th avenug 207 -
san diego ca 92103

www.photos yahoo.com/lloyd _snowden

Ta_ke the Internet to Go: Yahoo!Go puts the Internet in your pocket: mail, news, photos & more.


mailto:MPangilinan@sandiego.gov
http://yahoo.com/lloyd__snowden
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From: . "Mark" <avitti1 @cox.net>

To: <AndersonW@sandiego.govS
Date: 9/25/2007 8:45:17 PM
Subject: Interim Height Ordinance

Dear Mr. Anderson;

.

Thank you for responding to our community's desire to implement an interim
height: ordmance pending update of the Uptown Community Plzn.

However, | am very concerned that the PIanniAng Department's version of the
Interim He|ght Ordinance, unveiied at the September Uptown Plannar's
_ meetmg is not strong enough to effectively restrict heights. :

| believe that the City should adopt a strict limit on building heights as
originally proposed by Uptown Plannars over a year ago. At 50 and 85 feet,
this limit is already a compromise. The community has demonstrated its
support for this ordinance by a petition sign by over 1200 people and it is
endorsed by numerous civic groups.

Please listen to the commumty and process the ordlnance as orrglnahy
Tecommended by Uptown Planners.

St’ncerély,
Anthony Mark Vitti

- 1250 Cleveland Ave, SUlte D2‘|7

San Diego, CA 92103

CcC: <NIPangilinan@sandiego.gov>. <kevinfau|coner@sandiego.gob ‘
. <toniatkins@sandiego.gov>


mailto:avitti1@cox.net
mailto:AndersonW@sandlego.gov
mailto:MPangilinan@sandiego.gov
mailto:toniatkins@5andiego.gov
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From: “Nancy Moors" <Nancy@hiilquest.com>
To: " "Nancy Moors" <Nancy@HillQuest.com>
Date: 9/25/2007 10:50:35 AM

 Subject: Message from HTC Development Committee

Many of us on the Hillcrest Town Council supported "Save Hillcrest”
during tha effort to stop the project at 301 University. A month

ago, a judge ruled in favor of “Save Hillerest” on 7 causes of action
in the lawsuit agamst 301 University. From my view, the ruling is
an incredible sign of our strength as a community. We worked
together to preserve and protect vital elements of Hilicrest and we
were successful. '

Today, we must rally again tc let our city officials know that
projects like 301 Un|ver3|ty are not appropriate i the core of
Hillcrest,

" More than a year ago, our Uptown Community Pianning Group, which
encompasses the Hillcrest and Mission Hills areas, voied for an
interim Height Ordinance until our 20 year oid, out-of-date,
community pian could be brought current. In response to the proposed
interim Height Ordinance, the city acknowledged that decisions were
being-made about our community with an out-of-date plan. They agreed
to fund a 2 - 3'year process to bring our Community Plan current and
they drafted their varsion of an "Interim Height Grdinance”.

The city's proposed Interim Height Ordinance does not offer our
community the required protection from development that is necessary,
until the Community Plan is brought current. The city's proposed
Interim Height Ordinance would pravide for discretionary review of
‘all projects over 50 or 65 feet in height; which-means that all
projects over the height limit would have discretionary review by tha
communlty planmng com and/or city council. The-key words are
"discretionary review.”
301 University had a discretionary review but it was not stopped at
City Council. We want our city officials to enact the interim Height
Ordinance approved by the Uptown Planners which limits buildings to
85 feet (approx. 5 stories) in the core of Hillcrest and 50 feet
{approx: 4 stones) in the Mission Hills business district.

Please join the rally to protect-our commumty by doing the following
ASAP:

" Send an email to Bill Anderson, Planning Director, requesting the
City to enact the Interim Height Ordinance as originally proposed by
Uptown Planners.

{Sample letter attachad with email addresses) ‘Send by Monday,
October 1st . o

2. Attend the next Uptown Planners meeting on Tuesday, October 2nd
at 68:00 p.m..in the Joyce Beers Community Center, 1230 Cleveland
Avenue, to show support for the Uptown interim Height Ordinance,
which includes a strict height limit as originaliy proposed. The
Uptown Planners will be voting on which version to recommend to the
City and needs to see strong community support for the original
proposal. This is an exiremely important meeting for our community!
3. Send this message to friends and neighbors and ask for their
support by Friday, September 28th.


mailto:Nancy@hiiiquest.com
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From: "Bill Makinson" <benz4b@cox.net>

To: . <AndersonW@sandiego.gov>
Date: T9/21/2007 4:25:52 PM _
Subject: Sample Email to Bill Anderson

Email to Bill Anderson AndersonW@sandiego.gov

Copy to: Marlon Pangilinan MPangilinan@sandiego.gov
: Kevin Faulconer kevinfauiconer@sandiego.gov
Toni Atkins toniatkins @sandiego.gov

Subject: Uptown Interim Height Ordinance | o ,‘
Dear Mr. Anderson:

Thank you for responding to our community's deswe to umpiement an lnterlm helght ordlnance pendlng
update of the Uptown Communlty Pian. -

However, I am very concerned that the Plann'iﬁg Department's version of the Interim Height Ordinance
"unveited at the September Uptown Planner's meeting is not strong enough to effectively restrict heights.

I beiieve that the City should adopt a strict limit on building heights as originally proposed by Uptown
Planners over a year ago. At 50 and 65 feet, this limit is already a compromise. The community has
demonstrated its support for th|s ordinance by a petition sign by over 1200 people and it is endorsed by
numerous civic grou ps

Pkease Ilsten to the commumty and process the ordinance as originally recomrnended by Uptown
Planners.

Sincerely,
[Jane Ligon}
{4152 Ibis St.

~ San Diego 92103}

cc: <tomatkm5@sand|ego gov>, <kevmfau|coner@sandlego gov>,
<MPang|I|nan@sandlego gov>


mailto:AndersonW@sandiego.gov
mailto:AndersonW@sandiego.gov
mailto:MPangilinan@sandiego.gov
mailto:kevinfauiconer@sandiego.gov
mailto:toniatkins@sandiego.gov
mailto:kevinfaulconer@sandiego.gov
mailto:MPangilinan@sandiego.gov
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From: "roxanne govari" <rgovari@cox.net> -
To: - <AndersonW@sandiego.gov>
Date: 9/30/2007 1:34:25 PM

Subject: Subject: Uptown Interim Height Ordinance

Subject: Uptown Interim Height Ordinance
Dear .Mr. Anderson:

Thank you for résponding to our cornmunity’s desire to ifnpiement an interim
height ordinance pending update of the Uptown Community Plan.

However, | am very concerned that the Planning Department's version of the
tnterim Height Ordinance, unveiled at the September Uptown Planner's -
meeting, is not strang enough to effectively restrict heights,
t believe that the City should adopt a strict limit on building heights as
originally proposed by Uptown Planners over a year ago. At 50 and 65 feet,
this fimit is already a compromise. The community has demonstrated its
support for this ordinance by a petition signed by over 1200 people and it

" is endorsed by numerous civic groups.

Please listen to the con'"umunity and process the ordinance as originally
recommended by Uptown Planners. '

Sincerely,

Christian Berger & Roxanng Govari
4857 Kansas Street

San Diego, CA' 92116

cc: : <MPangilinan@sandiego.gov>, <kevinfaulconer@sandiego.gov>
<toniatkins@sandisgo. gov> '


mailto:rgovan@cox.net
mailto:AndersonW@sandiego.gov
mailto:kevinfaulconer@sandiego.gov
mailto:toniatkins@sandlego.gov
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From: “John Taylor" <jtimo@cox.net>
To: <AndersonW@sandiego.gov>
Date: 9/20/2007 12:14:.09 PM

Subject: Uptown Interim Height Ordinance

Dear Mr. Anderson:

Thank you for responding to our community's desire to implement an interim
height ordinance pending update of the Uptown Community Plan.

However, | am very concerned that the Planning Department's version of the
- Interim Height Ordinance unveiled at the September Uptown Pianner's meeting
is not strong enough to effectively restrict heights.

| believe that the City should adopt a strict limit on building heights as
originally proposed by Uptown Planners over a year ago. At 50 and 85 feet,
this fimit is already a compromise. The commumty has demonstrated its
support for this ordinance by a petition sign by over 1200 people and itis
endorsed by numerous civic groups. ‘

Please listen to the community and process the ordlnance as ortgmaiiy
recommended by Uptown Plannérs.

Sincerely,
John Tayior
13812 3rd Avenue -

San Diego, CA 92103

CC: <MPangilinan@sandiego.gov>, <kevinfaulconer@sandiego.gov=,
<toniatkins@sandiego.gov>


mailto:jtiimo@cox.net
mailto:AndersonW@sandiego.gov
mailto:MPangiiinan@sandiego.gov
mailto:kevinfaulconer@sandiego.gov
mailto:toniatkins@sandiego.gov
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From: "Gebrge wedesmeyer”' <gaw324@yahoo.com>

To: ‘ <MPangilinan@sandiego.gov>
Date: 9/20/2007 2:42:47 PM
Subject: Uptown interim Height Ordinance

Subject: Uptown interim Height Ordinance
Dear Mr. Anderson:

~ Thank you for responding to our cémmunify_'s agasire to
implement an interim height ordinance pending update
of the Uptown Community Plan,

However, | am very concerned that the Planning
Department's version of the interim Height Ordinance
unveiled at the September Uptown Planner's meeting is
not strong enough to effectively restrict heights.

[ believe that the City should adopt a strict limit on-
building heights as originally proposed by Uptown
Planners over a year ago. At 50 and 65 feet, this
fimit is already a compromise. The community has
demonstrated its support for this ordinance by a
petition sign by cver 1200 people and it is endorsed
Ly numerous civic groups. :

Please listen to the community and process the
ordinance as originally recommended by Uptown
Planners.

Sincerely,

George Wedemeyer
4110 Front Street
San Diego, CA 92103


mailto:MPangilinan@sandiego.gov

001625

From: "Michael Olivas" <Michas!_QOlivas@cox.net>
To: <AndersonW@sandiego.gov>

Date: 9212007 10:47:11 AM

Subject: Uptown Interim Height Ordinance

Dear Mr, Anderson:

Thank you for responding to our Communlty s desire fo implement an mterlm
height ordinance pendlng update of the Uptown Community Plan.

However, | am very concerhed that the Planning Department's version of the -
Interim Height Ordinance unveiled at the September Uptown Planner's meeting
is not strong enough to effectively restrict heights.

| believe that the City should adopt a strict limit on building heights as-
originally proposed by Uptown Planners over & year ago. At 50 and 85 feet,
this limit is already a compromise. The community has demonstrated its
support for this ordinance by a petition sign by over 1200 people and it is
endorsed by numarous civic groups.

Please listen to the community and process the ordlnance as originaily
recommendad by Uptown Planners. . .

Sincerely,
Michael A. Ofivas
3812 Third Ave.

San Diego, CA 92103

ce: <MPangll|nan@sandiego gov>, <kevmfauiconer@sand|ego gov>
<ton|atk|ns@sand|ego gov>


mailto:Michael_Olivas@cox.net
mailto:AndersonW@sandiego.gov
mailto:MPangiIinan@sandiego.gov
mailto:kevinfaulconer@sandiego.gov
mailto:toniatkins@sandiego.gov
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From: "Tim Ragland” <tim@sandiegorlir.com>
To: ‘ <andersonw@sandiego.gov>
Date: 9/22/2007 8:24:50 AM

Subject: Uptown Interim'Height Ordinance

September 212007

Dear Mr. Anderson:

Thank you for responding to our community's desire to implemeant an interim
height ordinance pending update of the Uptown Community Plan.

However, 1 am very concerned that the Planning Department's version of the

_Interim Height Ordinance unveiled at the September Uptown Plannnrs meeting

is not strong enough to effectively restrict heights.

| believe that the City should adopt a strict limit on building h'eig_hts as
originally proposed by Uptown Planners over a year ago. At 50 and 85 feet,

_this limit is already a compromise. The communily has demonstrated its
* support for this ordinance by a petition'sign hy over 1200 people and it is

endorsed by NUMerous civic groups,

Please listen to the communrty ‘and process the ordinance as orlginal}y

_recommended by Uptown Planners.

Sincerely,

Tim Ragland

502 University Ave

-San Diego, Ca 92103


mailto:tim@sandiegorltr.com
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From: "Bob”" <bmartynec@cox.net>

To: . <AndersonW@sandiego.gov>
Date: 9/24/2007 12:41.03 PM
Subject: " Uptown interim Height Ordinance

Dear Mr. Anderson:

Thank. you for responding to our community’é desire to implement an
interim height.ordinance pending update of the Uptown Community Plan.

.However | am very concerned that the P anning Department’s version of
the Interim Height Ordinance.unveiled at the September Uptown Planner 5
meetmg is not strong enough to effectively restrict heights. ' o

| believe that the City should adopt a strict limit on building heights

as originally propesed by Uptown Plarners over a year ago. At 50 and 65
feet, this limit is already a compromise. The community has demonstrated
its support for this ordirance by a petition sign by over 1200 people

and it is endorsed by numerous civic groups

Please listen to the community and process the ordrnance as originally
recomrnended by Uptown Planners.

Smcerély

Bob Martynzc

3794 Herbert Straet

San Diego 92103

Ed

cc: - <MPang|I|nan@sandrego gov>, <kevrnfaulconer@sandrego gov>,
<tonratklns@sandrego gov>


mailto:bmartynec@cox.net
mailto:Ander50nW@sandiego.gov
mailto:MPangilinan@sandiego.gov
mailto:kevinfaulconer@sandiego.gov
mailto:toniatkins@sandiego.gov
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From: "Ann" <adinkann@cox.net>
To: : <AndersonW@sandisgc.gov>
Date: ' 9/25/2007 10:55:13 AM

- Subject: Uptown Interim Height Ordinance

Dear Mr. Andarson:

Thank you for responding to our community;s,c_iesire o implement an
interim height ordinance pending update of the Uptown Community Plan.

However, | am very cdncerhed that the Planning Department's version
of the Interim-Height Ordinance, unveiled at the September Uptown
Pl_anner’s meeting, is not strong enough to effectively restrict heights.

| believe that the City should adopt a sirict limit on building

heights as originally proposed by Uptown Planners over a year ago.
At 50 and B5 faet, this limit is already a compromise. The community
has demonstrated its support for this ardinance by a petition sign by
over 1200 peopie and it is endorsed by numerous civic groups.

Please listen to the community and process the ordinance as
originally recommended by Uptown Planners.

Sincerely,
Ann Garwood

3742-b Seventh Avenue
San Diego, CA 92103-4348 -

CC: ' "Marlon Pangilinan" <MPangiinan@sandiego.gov=>, "Toni Atking" <toni@sandiego.gov>

<KevinFaulconer@sandiego.gov>

¥


mailto:AndersonW@sandiego.gov
mailto:toni@sandiego.gov
mailto:KevinFaulconer@sandiego.gov
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From: ‘ "Garry Sullins" <garry@mysdiife.com>
To: <AndersonW@sandiego.gov>

Date: 9/25/2007 11:55:32 AM

‘Subject: Uptown Interim Height Ordinance

Dear Mr. Anderson:

Thank you for responding to our communlty s desire to implement an interim he:ght ordinance pending
update of the Uptown Community Plan.

However, | am very concerned that the Planning Department's version of the Interim Height Ordinance,
unveiled at the September Uptown Planner's meeting, is not strong enough to effectively restrict heights.

| believe that the City should adopt a strict limit on building heights as.originally proposed by Uptown

. Planners over a year ago. At 50 and 65 feet, this limit is already a compromise. The community has
demonstrated its support.for this ordinance by a petition sign by over 1200 people and |t is endorsed by
nUMerous civic groups.

Please listen to the community and process the ordmance as originally recommended by Uptown
Planners.

Sincerely,

Garry Sullins
3535 First Avenue
Hillcrest

CC: : <tomatk1ns@sand1-=go gov>, <knwnfaulconer@sandsego gov> _
<MPang|I|nan@sandlego gov> .

!


mailto:AndersonW@sandiego.gov
mailto:toniatkins@sandiego.gov
mailto:kevinfaulconer@sandiego.gov
mailto:MPangilinan@sandiego.gov
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from: "Joanne Nivison & Joel Mur" <joelmur@mac.com>
Ta: <andersonw@sandiego.gov> :
Date: 9/25/2007 5:41:02 PM

Subject: Uptown Interim Meight Ordinance

> Subject: Uptown Interim -Height Ordinance
>

> Dear Mr. Anderson:
>
> Thank you for responding to our community's desire to implemant an
> interim height ardinance pending update of the Uptown Community Plan.
>
> However, | am very concerned that the Planning Department's varsion
> of the Interim Height Ordinance, unveiled at the September Uptown
> Planner's meeting, is not strong enough to effectively restnct
> heights.
> | believe that the City should adopt a strict limit on building
> heights as originally proposed by Uptown Pianners over a year ago.
> At 50 and 65 feet, this limit is already a compromise. The _
> community has demonstrated its support for this ordinance by a
> petition sign by over 1200 people and it is c-ndorsed by numerous
> Givic groups.
> .
> Please Iisten ‘o the community and process the ordinance as
> originally recommended by Uptown Planners.
>
> Sincerely,
Joanne L. Nivison
4511 Pomona Ave,
La Mesa, CA 391941

cc: ' <mpang|lman@sand|ego gov>, <kevmfaulconer@sand|ego gov>
<toniatkins@sandiego.gov> .


mailto:andersonw@sandiego.gov
mailto:mpangiiman@sandiego.gov
mailto:kevinfaulconer@sandiego.gov
mailto:loniat.kins@sandiego.gov
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From: "Jay Coffman” <jaycoffman@cox.net>
To: <AndersonW@sandiego.gov>

Date: 9/26/2007 4:09:41 PM :
Subject: Uptown Interim Height Ordinance

Dear Mr. Anderson:

Thank you for responding to our community’s desire to mplement an interim helght ordinance panding
update of the Uptown Community Plan

However, | am very concernead that the Pianning Department's version of the Interim-Height Ordinance,
uhveiled at the September Uptown Planner's meeting, is not strong enough to effectively restrict heights.

| believe that the City should adopt a strict iimit on building heights as originally proposed by Uptown
Planners over a year ago. At 50 and 85 feet, this limit is already a compromise. The community has
“demonstrated its support for this ordlnance by a petition sign by over 1200 people and it is endorsed by
numerous civic groups.

Please listen to the community and process the ordinance as originally 'recommended by Uptown
Planners. .

PLEASE NOTE: While this is a form email we fee! very strongly about our nelghborhood and will work
actively to protect it from unreasonable development and we will watch elected officials for their
commitment to intelligent growth as oppesed to uniimited developer growth.

- Sincerely, -

Jay Coffrman ' ' : T v
Diana L. Blanton : :
1601 Myrtle Avenue

~ San Diego, CA 92103

. CC: <MPangn!man@sandlego gov> <kevmfaulcon°r@sandlego gov>
<tomatk|ns@sand:ego gov>


mailto:jaycoffman@cox.net
mailto:AndersonW@sandiego.gov
mailto:MPangiiinan@sandiego.gov
mailto:kevinfaulconer@sandiego.gov
mailto:tontatkins@sandiego.gov
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From: "Joy Wright-MacDade" <jwrightmacdade@epsi 1onsystems com>
To: <AndersonW@sandiego.gov>
Date: 912772007 1:31:40 PM

- Subject; Uptown Interim Height Ordinance

Dear Mr. Anderson:

Thank you for responding to our community's dasire tc implament an
-interim height ordinance pending update of the Uptown Community Plan.

However, | am very concerned that the Pianning Department's version of
the interim Height Ordinance, unveiled at the September Uptown Planner's
~meeting, is not strong encugh to effectively restrict heights.

| believe that the City should adopt a strict limit on building heights

as originally proposed by Uptown Planners over a year ago. At50 and 65
feet, this limit'is already a comprdmise. The community has ’
demonstrated its support for this ordinance by a petition sign by over -
1200 people and. it is-endorsed by numerous civic groups. -

Please listen to the commumty and-process the ordlnance as originally .
recommended by Uptown Pianners. -

Sincere’fy, '
Joy A. Wright-MacDade

Dennis K. MacDade

cC: <toniatkins@sandiego.gov>, <kevmfaulconer@sandlego gov>,
<MPang:i1nan@sandiego gov>


mailto:AndersonW@sandiego.gov
http://and.it
mailto:toniatkins@sandiego.gov
mailto:kevinfaulconer@sandiego.gov
mailto:MPangiiinan@sandiego.gov
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From:

To:

Date:

Subject:

"Alian Churukian, MD, M8, FACEP" <allanc@fiash.net>
<AndersonW@sandiego.gov>

8/29/2007 10:05:20 AM

Uptown Interim Height Ordinance

Dear Mr. Anderson:

Thank you for responding to cur community's d=5|re to
implement an interim herght ordinance pendlng update
of the Uptown Community Plan '

However, | am very concerned that the-Planning
Departiment's version of the Interim Height Ordinance,
unveiled at the September Uptown-Pianner's meeting, is
not strong enough to effectively restrict heights.

| believe that the City should adopt a strict iimit on

. buiiding heights as originally proposed by Uptown
Planners over a year ago. At 50 and 85 feet, this .
limit is already a compromise. The community has
demonstrated its support for this ordinance by a
petition sign by over 1200 people and it is endorsed
by -numerous civic groups.

Please fisten {o the community and procass the
ordinance as originally recommended by Uptown

Planners.

Sincerely,'-

Altan & Sarah Churukian
Marston Hills/Hillcrest Residents

1420 Upas Street

San Diego, CA 92103

Allan C. Churukian, MD, MS, FACEP

Emergency Physician
" Paradise Valley Hospital, JJ&R Emergency Medical Group, Inc.
Sharp Coronado Hospital

allanc@flash.net

Clinical Trials Principal lnvestigator

eStudySite

achurukian@estudysite.com

Cell: B58-B83-7625

CC:

<MPangilinan@sandiego.gov>, <kevmfaulconer@sandlego gov>,

<tonlatk|ns@sandlego gov>


mailto:allanc@flash.net
mailto:AndersonW@sandiego.gov
mailto:allanc@fiash.net
mailto:achurukian@estudysite.com
mailto:MPangilinan@sandiego.gov
mailto:kevinfaulconer@sandiego.gov
mailto:toniatkins@sandiego.gov
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From: "Elen" <ewhzlan@cox.net>

. To: : <AndersonW@sandiego.gov>
Date: 9/29/2007 8:23.05 PM
Subject: Uptown Interim Height Ordinance

Subject: Uptown Interim Height Ordihance
Dear Mr. Anderson:

Thank you for responding to our community's desire to implement an interim-
“height ordinance pending update of the Uptown Community Plan. 1am
concerned, however, that the Planning Department's version of the Inferim
Height Ordinance, presented at the Sepiember Upiown Planner's meeting, is
not strong enough to effectively restrict heights. [ believe that the City

should adopt a strict limit on buiiding heights as originally proposed by
Uiptown Planners over a year ago. At 50 and 65 feet, this limit is already a
compromise. The community has demonstrated its support for this ordinance
by a petition signed by over 1200 people and it'is endorsed by numerous
civic groups. ' :

Sincerely,
Eiten Whelan
1075 Myrtle Way

San Diego, CA 92103

cC: <MPangilinan@sandiego.gov>, <kevinfaulconer@sandiego.gov>
<toniatkins@sandiego.gov> =~ -


mailto:ewhelan@cox.net
mailto:AndersonW@sandiego.gov
mailto:MPangilinan@sandiego.gov
mailto:kevinfaulconer@sandiego.gov
mailto:toniatkins@sandiego.gov
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_From: "Juli Péters Hyde” <jj.hyde@cox.net> .
To: - <AndersonW@sandiego.gov>
Date: . 9/30/2007 4:24:54 PM

Subject: Uptown interim Height Ordinance

Dear Mr. Anderson:
RE: Uptown Interim Height Ordinance.

Your response to our community's desire tc implement an interim heaight
ordinance, pending update of the Uptown Community Plan is a step in the
right dlrectlon hawever, it is not enough.

| am very concerned that the Planning Department's version of the lnterlm

Height Ordinarnce, unveiled at the Saptember Uptown Planner's meeting, is not
. strong enough to effectively restrict heights. As we have seen, we cannot

rely on "discretionary review" by the City to protect cur Com munity.

I believe that the City must adopt a strict limit on buitding heights as
originally propased by Uptown Planners over a year age. At 50 and 65 feet,

this [imit is already a compromise. The community has demonstrated its
support for this ordinance by a petition sign by over 1200 people and it is
endorsed by numerous civic graups.

Piease listen to the community in which you iive and process the ordinance
as originally recommended by Uptown Pianners.

S]ncérely,
Julianne Peters.H-yde
1035 Myrtle Way

San Diego, CA 92103

Cec:* Marion Pangiiinan MPangilinan@sandiego.gov
Kevin Faulconer kevinfaulconer@sandiego.grov

Toni Atkins toniatkins @sandiege.gov


mailto:jj.hyde@cox.net
mailto:AndersonW@sandiego.gov
mailto:MPangiiinan@sandiego.gov
mailto:kevinfaulcon6r@sandiego.gov
mailto:toniatkins@sandiego.gov
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From: "Jeffree Itrich" <jeffreewyn@grmail com>
To: <AndersonW@sandiego.gov>

Date: 10/2/2007 9:44.01 AM

Subject: . Uptown Interim Height Ordinance

© Subject: *Uptown Interim Height Ordinance®
Déar Mr. Anderson:

Thank you for responding fo our community's desire to implement an interim
height crdinance pending update of the Uptown Community Plan,

‘However, | am very concernad that the Planning Department's version of the
Interim Height Ordinance that was unveited at the September Uptown Ptanners
meeting, is not strong enough to effectively restrict heughts

The City shouid adopt a “strict iimit* on_building heights as originally
proposed by Uptown Piannars over a year ago. At 50 and 65 feet,. this limit
is already a compromise. The community has demonstrated its support for
this ordinance by a petition signed by over 1,200 people and it is endorsed
by numerous civic groups.

| urge you to please listen-to the community and process the ordinance as
originally recommended by Uptown Planners.

Sincerely,

Jeffree Itrich _ '
3522 Herbert St., San Diego, CA 92103

Life is not measured by the number of breaths we take, but by the moments
. that take our breath away.”

CcC: ' <MPang|I|nan@sand|ego gov>, <kevinfaulconer@sandiego.gov>
<toniatkins@sandiego.gov>


mailto:jeffreewyn@gmail.com
mailto:AndersonW@sandiego.gov
mailto:MPangilinan@sandiego.gov
mailto:kevinfauiconer@sandiego.gov
mailto:toniatkins@sandiego.gov
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From: "Lee Schoenbart" <L SEDITOR@cox.net>

To: ~ <AndersonW@sandiego.gov>
Date: . 9/21/2007 11:44:23 AM
Subject: Uptown interim Height Ordinance

' Dear Nir_'Anderson:

Thank you for responding to our community's desire to implement an interim
height ordinance pending update of the Uptown Community Plan.

However, | am very concerned that the Planning Department's version of the
Interim Height Ordinance - unveiled at the September Uptown Planner's
meeting - is not strong enough to effectively restrict the height of

buildings -

| believe that the city should adopt a strict imit on building heights as
originally proposed by Uptown Planners more than'a year ago. At 50 and 65
feet, for approximately four- and five-story bundlngs respectively, this

limit is already a compromise.

The comrﬁunity has demonstrated its support for this ordinance with a -
. petition sign by more than 1,200 people and endorsed by numerous civic
groups. ‘ '

Please listen to the community and process the ordmance as orlgmally
recommended by Uptown Planners.

Sincerely,
Lee A. Schoenbart

4055 Falcon St., Unit 103

San Diego, CA 92103

(619) 299-9274
LSEDITOR@cox.net’

www.LeeSchoenbart.com <htip.//www leeschoenbart.com/>


mailto:LSEDITOR@cox.net
mailto:AndersonW@sandiego.gov
mailto:LSEDITOR@cox.net
http://www.LeeSchoenbart.com
http://www.leeschoenbart,com/
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From: © "Denise Bradshaw" <muktigal@sbcglobal.net>

To: <AndersonW@sandiego.gov>
Date: 9/22/2007 5:59:02 PM
Subject: UPTOWN interim Height Ordlnance

Dear Mr. Anderson:

I want the City to adOp% a STRICT LIMIT on building heights. in'UPTOWN> This is what was originally
proposed by Uptown Pianners more than a year ago. We are aiready compromising on the limit of 50 &
85 feet.

Our community has already deminstrated its support for this ordinance, with the above specified height
limits --{you know of our petrtron signed by more than 1200 of us & endorsnd by many civic groups.)

Please listen to our cornmumty and process the ordinance as originally recommendod by Uptown
Planners., .

and thank you for responding o our desire to implemant this Height Ordinance.

Sincerely,

Denise Bradshaw
3720 Vermont St, SD 92103

CC: <MPangilinan@sandiego. gov> <kevmfaulconer@sand|ago gove,
<Ton|Atk|ns@sand|f=go gov>


mailto:AndersonW@sandiego.gov
mailto:MPangilinan@sandiego.gov
mailto:kevinfaulconer@sandi5go.gov
mailto:ToniAtkins@sandiego.gov
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From: "Allen Hazard" <a hazard@cox.net>
To: "William Anderson” <AndersonW@sandiego.gov>
- Date: $/21/2007 9:03:43 AM

Subject: Uptown Interim Height Ordinance
Dear Mr. Bill Anderson; '

Thank you for responding to our community's strong. desire to
implement the Uptown Interim Height Ordinance pending update of the
Uptown Commumty Pian.

[ am very concerned that the Planning Department's version of the

interim Height Ordinance unveiled at the September Uptown Planner’s
" meeting is not nearly strong enough to effectively restrict heights

and in fact will only water down the community’s proposal to rein in

inappropriate development that the community doas not want - now or

in the future.

| believe that the City of San Diego should adopt a strict limit on

~ buiiding heights as originally proposed by Uptown Planners over a
year ago. At 50 (Mission Hills) and 65 feet (parts of Hilicrest),
this limit is already a compromise. To compromise the compromise is
to render it meaningless. The community has demonstrated its support
for this ordinance by a petition signed by over 1,200 people (voters)
and it is endorsed by numersus civic groups, mcludmg Mission Hills
Heritage and Save Our Heritage Organisation (SOHO).

Protective measuras such as the proposed Uptown interim Height
Ordinance would really help to protect Hillcrest and Mission Hills

from becoming walled in communities along Washingion Street and other.
commercial streets - the present 150 foot height limit along

Washington Street was given to us in 1988 (re! the outdated community
plan - we heard from an architect who was there that the community
leaders working on the 1988 plan were toid by city staff members,

backed by developers, real estate promoters, etc. to increase the

height to the current limit of 150 ft) is much too tall for the

Uptown area. -

"Public Policy shouid be driven by the citizens and not by special
interests groups whose only motive is greed. | am.very concernec by
your stance io reverse the community concerns on this critical
propeosal and to make i meamngless '

Often times, development in the Uptown communlty has resutted in the
logs of important historic buildings, the issues of safety, traffic,

noise and poliution (all related to quality of life) are impacted

with increased density, not to mention the continued critical

shortage of green spaces, parks, eic,

The cumulative loss of historic buildings by development (such as the
threatened loss of the 1912 Roland S. Hoyt bungalow on Falcon Street
with the "Paso de Mission Hills" condo development) brings up-several
CEQA issues that are NOT being carrently addressed by the City.

Please listen to the community and process the ordinance as -
originally recommended by Uptown Planners, the community and


mailto:a.hazard@cox.net
mailto:AndersonW@sandiego.gov

001640

supported by preservation groups.
Thank you for your time and interest. .
Sincerely,

Allen Hazard k
Resident of the Uptown Community’

' 1824 Sunset Bivd
San Diego 92103

CcC: _ <toniatkins@sandiego.gov>, <MPangilinan@sandiego.gov>, "Kevin Fauiconer"
<KevinFaulconer@sandiego.gov>, "Steve McNally" <SMcNally@sandiego.gov>, "James Lawson”
<jmlawson@sandiego.gov>, "Marianne Greene" <MarGreene@sandiego.gov>


mailto:toniatkins@sandiego.gov
mailto:MPangiiinan@sandiego.gov
mailto:KevinFaulconer@sandiego.gov
mailto:SMcNaiiy@sandiego.gov
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mailto:MarGreene@sandiego.gov
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PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ‘ORDINA:NCE

(Moo Jaues JEnmace

Mission Hi i
4020 Faloon 61 S 1 . FOR HEIGHT LIMITATION IN PORTIONS OF.THE .

San Diego, CA 92103 ' UPTOWN AREA OF THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO |

To:  Mayor and City Council
City of San Diego, California
1. We, the undersigned, agree that an update to the 1989 Uptown Community Plan and related zonmg is’ necdcd so the entire community can re-
evaluate the guidelines for future development in Uptown. o T
2. We agree that an Inferim Ordinance should be enacted to ensure that new construction p!‘O_}CCtS will not conﬂlct with contemplaled changes to
the community plan or zoning, pending completion of the update. :
3. We petition you to enact an fnterim Ordinance limiting heights for new construction in the followmg b[ocks of Uptown where 150 feet (or
approximately 135 stories) is currently allowed: .
* 65 feet (approx. 6 stories) along 4™, 5™ and 6% Avenue, from Laurel St. to University Avenue.
= 65 feet (approxX. 6 stories) along University Avenue, from 3" ¢ Avenue to Park Bivd.
= 50 feet (approx. 5 stories) along Washington Street from Dove to Ibis Street in Mission Hills
4. The undersigned hereby certify under penalty of petjury that they own real property or a business, or res:de in lhe Uptown community
ma[mmg area, at the address identified below: -

EV9100

7 Slgnature Printed Name © . Address of Signor Resident (R) Telepllonu or Email
| Business (B) (optional)
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City of San Diego, California

' o
e —— PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE - v/ <
4000 Faloon St Siite 221 - FOR HEIGHT LIMITATION IN PORTIONS OF THE | -

" San Diego, CA 92103 UPTOWN AREA OF THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO * g

. To: Mayor and City Council . : : \
il

1. We, the undersigned, agree that an update to the 1989 Uptown Community Plan and related zoning is needed so the entire community can re-
evaluate the guidelines for future development in Uptown. i

2. We agree that an Jnterirn Ordinance should be enacted to ensure that new construction projects will not conﬂlct with contemplated changes to
the community plan or zoning, pénding completion of the update.

3. We petition you to enact an Interim Ordmance limiting heights for new construction in the followmg blacks of Uptown, where 150 feet (or
approximately 15 stories) is currently allowed:

» 65 feet (approx. 6 stories) along 4™ 5™ and 6 Avenue, from Laurel St. to University Avenue.
65 feet (approx. 6 stories) along University Avenue, from 3 Avenue to Park Blvd.
50 feet (approx. 5 stories) along Washington Street from Dove to Ibis Street in Mission Hills

4. The undersigned hereby certify under penalty of perjury that they own real property or a business, or remdc in thc Uptown community
planning area, at the address identified below:

Signature ~ Printed Name - - Address of Slgnor Resident (R) Tel_ephone or Email
- G Business (B) | - . (optional)

4 /)@J/fmu Jape. L;aon Y52 Lhis St R J)@é/jzj‘/b’a? Cox« NSy
De77¢ \55 %m‘f’ £ &;m 7215 Fanihne) Wi, | Aoihe. Swedr@® su. O

QLW .
- ZQFbm =T 2nc,dhmn dazaz e ﬁﬁaéz{, KTE 0@ S pLaLoaa, NTT

e Wﬁﬁh C Favuswo vt 354 MMW’R mﬁ betztayus @ as/: com
'/M/Lgﬁju WA 1 7B 5? /O é/?'/u_D//\//ﬂ" £ /AéAS/ca CoX. NET

S e [Tl ol A2 B %{kjf'bb s vm)ﬁ‘@r@%vx b
A&&}@@S}gf\ CHALLS €. Laﬁd.e,J )24 f/H,/)’fEforw C/’;—LFPD @ Ao, Bow

T o |
. — /\ﬁ&%&@ 21t Aenpl ™ L UiB S o

T\.

N

SN

et

—

Fﬁﬁ%ﬂmw
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v Tr— PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE /3
4020 Falcon St., Suite 221 FOR HEIGHT LIMITATION IN PORTIONSOF THE ; . |~ o e
San Diego, CA 92103 UPTOWN AREA OF THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO : ‘ \\/ 2

To: Mayor and City Council
City of San Diego, California

1. We, the underSIgncd agree that an updatc to the 1989 Uptown Community Plan and related zoning is needed so the entire commumty can re-
evaluate the guidelines for future development in Uptown.
2. We agree that an Interim Ordinance should be enacted to ensure that new construction projects will not conﬂlct with contemplatcd changes to
the community plan or zoning, pending completion of the update. :
3. We petition you to enact an Interim Ordinance limiting hclghts for new constructlon in the followmg blocks of UptOWn where 150 feet (or
approximately 15 stories) is currently allowed: :
= 65 feet (approx. 6 stories) along 4% 5% and 6% Avenuc from Laurel St. to University Avenue.
= 65 feet {approx. 6 stories) along University Avenue, from 3 Avenue to Park Blvd. .
= 50 feet (approx. 5 stories) along Washington Street from Dove to Ibis Street in Mission Hills
4. The undersigned hereby certify under penalty of perjury that they own real property or a busmess or resxde in thc Uptown commumty

planning area, at the address identified below: - o
Signature . Printed Name Address of Signor Residen " Telephone or Email .
N Y . L ‘ Busines ' (optional)
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PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE
FOR HEIGHT LIMITATION IN PORTIONS OF THE:
UPTOWN AREA OF THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO

To: Mayor and City Council
City of San Diego, California

1. We, the undersigned, agree that an update to the 1989 Uptown Commumty Plan and- related zoning is needed so the entire community can re-
evaluate the guidelines for future development in Uptown. s
2. We agree that an Inferim Ordinance should be enacted to ensure that new construction projects will not conflict with contemplated changes to
the community plan or zoning, pending completion of the update. i
3. We petition you to enact an Interim Ordinance limiting heights for new construction in the following blocks of Uptown where 150 feet (or
approximately 135 stories) is currently allowed:
= 65 feet (approx. 6 stories) along 4", 5™ and 6™ Avenue, from Laurel St. to ‘University Avenue.
=~ 65 fect (approx. 6 storiés) along University Avenue, from 3 Avenue to Park Blvd.
m 50 feet (approx. 5 stories) along Washington Street from Dove 1o Ibis Street in Mission Hills

4. The undersigned hereby certify under penalty of perjury that they own real property or a business, or reSIde in the Uptown community
planning area, at the address identified below:

3y 9100

Signature Prinfed Name =~ | Address of Slgnor Resident (R) = Telephone or Email
., ' ' ' Business (B) : (optional)
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PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE | \/
FOR HEIGHT LIMITATION IN PORTIONS OF THE

UPTOWN AREA OF THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO -

LB9T00

To:  Mayor and City Council ' .. :
City of San Diego, California

1. We, the undermgncd agree that an update to the 1989 Uptown Community Plan and related zoning 1s needed so the entlre community can re-
evaluate the guidelines for future development in Uptom‘f’_’— :
"~ 2. We agree that an /nterim Ordinance should be enacted to ensure that new construction projects will not conﬂlct with C()ntemplated changes to
the community plan or zoning, pending completion of the update. ; )
3. We petition you to enact an /nterim Ordinance llmmng heights for new construction in the followmg blocks of Uptown, where 150 feet (or
approximately 15 stories) is currently allowed: Teo C
= 65 feet (approx. 6 stories) along 4m 5" and 6" Avenue, from Laurel St. to University Avenue.
= 65 feet (approx. 6 stories) along University Avenue, from 3" Avenue to Park Blvd.
= 50 feet (approx. 5 stories) along Washington Stréet from Dove to [bis Street in Mission Hills
4. The undersigned hereby certify under penalty of per)my that they ownr -real property or a business, or reside in the Uptown community
planning area, at the address identified below:
Signature Printed Name Address of Signor Resident (R) Telephong or Email
' : Business (B) | {optional)
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To:
City of San Diego,

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

FOR HEIGHT LIMITATION IN PORTIONS OF THE ;.
~ UPTOWN AREA OF THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO

Mayor and City Council

California

4

879100

I. We,the undermgned agree that an update to the 1989 Uptown Community Plan and related zoning is needed so the entire community can re-
evaluate the guidelines for future development in Uptown.
2. We agree that an Interim Ordinance should be enacted to ensure that new construction prc)]ects will not conflict with contemp]ated changes to
the community plan or zoning, pending completion of the update.

3. We petition you to enact an Interim Ordinance limiting heights for new construction in the following blocks of Uptowrl where 150 feet (or

approximately 15 stories) is currently allowed:
* 65 feet (approx. 6 stories) along 4" 5% and 6™ Avenue, from Laurel St. to University Avenue

= 65 feet (approx. 6 stories) along University Avenue, from 3° 4 Avenue to Park Blvd.

= 50 feet (approx. 5 stories) along Washington Street from Dove to Ibis Street in Mission Hills

4. The undersigned hereby certify under penalty of perjury that they own real property or a business, or reside in the Uptown community
planning area, at the address identified below:

i

3
{

Telephone or Email

7

Keowad

2607 Cotlons

4

Signature Printed Name  Address of Signor Resident (R)
. ' : Business (B) __(optional)
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PL‘TITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINAll\ICE . ,\/
FOR HEIGHT LIMITATION IN PORTIONS OF THE |
UPTOWN AREA OF THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO

To: . Mayor and City Council . : _ t
City of San Diego, California - P

f i
. f

1. We, the undersigned, agree that an update to the 1989 Uptown Community Plan and related zoning is: needed so the entire community can re-
~ evaluate the guidelines for future development in Uptown. i .

2. We agree that an Interim Ordinance should be enacted to ensure that new construction projects will not conﬂlct with. contemplated changes to
the community plan or zoning, pending completion of the update. l

3. We petition you to enact an Interim Ordinance limiting heights for new construction in the following | blocks of Uptown, where 150 feet (or
approximately 15 stories) is currently allowed: |

= G5 feet (approx. 6 stories) along 4™ 5% and 6" Avenue from Laurel St. to University Avenue.
» 65 feet (approx. 6 stories) along University Avenue, from 3™ Avenue to Park Blvd.
« 50 feet (approx. 5 stories) along Washington Street from Dove to Ibis Street in Mission Hills

4. The under51gned hereby certify under penalty of perjury that they own real property or a business, or reSIde in the Uptown community
planning are, at the address identified below:

Sign ture . Prmted Name -Address of Signor Resident(R) 1 Telephone or Email
A ' o ' . .| Business(B)”| (optional)
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PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINAN(“I“‘“H u“.‘.g u LHHQGL

FOR HEIGHT LIMITATION IN PORTIONS OF THE
UPTOWN AREA OF THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO

4019 Goidﬁnch Street #2211

' 0, CA 92103
To:  Mayor and City Council San Dleg

1
: B

City of San Diego, California ‘ ': '
' |

068100

1. We, the undersigned, agree that an update to the 1989 Uptown Community Plan and related zoning is needed, so Ihe cntlrc community can re-
evaluate the guidelines for future development in Uptown. , l

2. We agree that an Interim Ordinance should be enacted to ensure that new construction prOJeCtS will nol conflict w:th contcmp!aled changes to
the community plan or zoning, pending compietion of the update.

- 3. We petition you 1o enact an Interim Ordinance himiting heights for new constructlon n the followm}b blocks of Uptown where 150 feet (or
approximately 15 stories) is currently allowed:

v 65 feet (approx. 6 storiés) along 4% 5% and 6% Avenue, from Laure! St. to University Avenue.
= 65 feet (approx. 6 stories) along University Avenue, {from 3" Avenue to Park Blvd.
* 50 feet (approx. 5 slories) along Washington Street from Dove to Ibis Street in Mission Hills

4. The undersigned hereby certify under penalty of perjury that they own real property or a businéss, or reside.in the’ Uptown community
@nmng area, at the address identified below:

nat Printed N - . Address of Signo T Resident " Telepl or Email B
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PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE"
FOR HEIGHT LIMITATION IN PORTIONS OF THE . |
" UPTOWN AREA OF THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO

To: Mayoﬁ' and City Council .
City of San Diego, California - - : S

1. We,the under51gncd agree that an update to the 1989 Uptown Community Plan and related zoning 13 needed, so the entire community can re-
evaluate the guidelines for future development in Uptown. | -
2. We agree that an Inferim Ordinance should be enacted to ensure that new construction pro_]e(:lb will not conflict with contemplated changes to
the community plan or zoning, pending completion of the update.
3. We petition you to enact an Interim Ordinance limiting heights for new construction in the followmg blocks of Uptown where 150 feet (or
approximately [5 stories) is currently allowed: '
» 65 fect (approx. 6 stories) along 4", 5™ and 6™ Avenue, from Laurel St. to University Avenue.
" 65 fect (approx. ¢ stories) along University Avenue, from 3" Avenue to Park Blvd. -
= 50 feet (approx. 5 stories) along Washington Street from Dove to Ibis Street in Mission Hills
4. The undersigned hereby certify under penaity of perjury that they own real property or a business, or remde in the UptOWn community
planning area, at the address identified below: : . i

|
!
i
|
i

Signafure Printed Name AddreSs of Signor Resident (R) : Telephonc or Email

\ — - . Busmess (B) (optional)
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PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE |
FOR HEIGHT LIMITATION IN PORTIONS OF THE . '
UPTOWN AREA OF THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO

To: Mayor and City Council

City of San Diego, California i

I
I. We, the undersigned, agree that an update to the 1989 Uptown Community Plan and relatcd zoning is needed S0 1he entire community can re-
evaluate the guidelines for future development in Uptown. '

2. We agree that an Interim Ordinance should be enacted to ensure that new construct:on p!’Q}CCtS will not conflict with contemplaled changcs to
the community plan or zoning, pending completion of the update. P
3. We petition you to enact an Interim Ordinance llmltlng heights for new construction in the following blocks of Uptow:-. where 150 feet (or
approximately 15 stories) is currently ailowed
= 65 feet (approx. 6 stories) along 4", 5" and 6" Avenue from Laurel St. to University Avenuc.
» 65 feet (approx. 6 stories) along Umversﬂy Avenue, from 3™ Avenue to Park Blvd.
= 50 feet (approx. 5 stories) along Washington Street from Dove to Ibis Street in Mission Hills

4. The undersigned hereby certify under penalty of perjury that they own real property or a busmess or reside in the Uptown community
planning area, at the address identified below: :

Signature Printed Name S Address of Signor Resident (R) Telephone or Email
' - ‘ Business (B) {optional) -
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PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE . | | \_/ -
FOR HEIGHT LIMITATION IN PORTIONS OF THE \
UPTOWN AREA OF THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO | .

To:  Mayor and City Council | ' L ' «
City of San Diego, California I

1. We, the underSIgned agree that an update fo the 1989 Uptown Community Plan and related zoning is needed so the cntlre community can re-

evaluate the guidelines for future development in Uptown.
2. We agree that an Interim Ordinance should be enacted 1o ensure that new constructlon projects will not conflict w1th contemplaled changes to

the community plan or zoning, pending completion of the update. :
3. We petition you to enact an Interim Ordinance limiting heights for new construction in the following biocks of Uplown whcre 150 feet (or

approximately 15 stories) is currently allowed:
» 65 feet (approx. 6 stories) along 4% 5% and 6™ Avenue, from Laurel St. to University Avenue.
» 65 feet (approx. 6 stories) along University Avenue, from 31 Avenue to Park Blvd.
= 50 feet (approx. 5 stories) along Washington Street from Dove to Ibis Street in Mission Hills
4. The undersigned hereby certify under penalty of perjury that they own real property or a busmess or reside in the Uptown commumly
_planning area, at the address identified below:

£C9T00

Signature : Printed Name - Address of Slgnor Resident (R)‘ | Teleplmne or Email
. ' Business (B) {optional)
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PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE
FOR HEIGHT LIMITATION IN PORTIONS OF THE - -
UPTOWN AREA OF THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO
To:  Mayor and City Council _ - ,
City of San Diego, California oot

fi

1. We, the undersigned, agree that an updatc to the 1989 Uptown Communlty Plan and relatcd zoning is needed so the entire community can re-

evaluate the guidelines for future development in Uptown.
2. We agree that an Inferim Ordinance should be enacted to ensure that new construction projects will not’ conﬂlct with contemplatcd changes to

the community plan or zoning, pending completion of the update.
3. We petition you to enact an Interim Ordinance limiting heights for new construction in the following blocks of Uptown, where 150 feet (or

approximately 15 stories) is currently allowed:
« 65 feet (approx. 6 stories) along 4™, 5™ and.6"™ Avenue, from Laure! St. to University Avenue. -

- & 65 feet (approx. 6 stories) along University Avenue, from 3" Avenue to Park Blvd.
» 50 feet (approx. 5 stories) along Washington Street from Dove to Ibis Street in Mission Hills
4, The undersigned hereby certify under penalty of perjury that they own real property ora busmess,.or reside in the Uptown community

planning area, at the address identified below: ,
Printed Name N Address of Signor - Resident (R)‘ o Telephone or Email
‘ ‘ Business (B) | . . (gptmnal)
Qi '
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Msmulins Heraet | o BN I
Mission Hills Heritage ; /

4020 Falcon St Sote 221 PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE | \/
San Diego, GA 92103 FOR HEIGHT LIMITATION IN PORTIONS OF THE | . -

UPTOWN AREA OF THE CITY OF SAN DIEGO

To:  Mayor and City Council
City of San Diego, California

T
'
]

I, We, the undersigned, agree that an update to the 1989 Uptown Community Plan and related zoning is needed, so the entire community can re-
evaluate the guidelines for future development in Uptown. i

2. We agree that an Interim Ordinance should be enacted to ensure that new construction projects will not conflict with contemplated changes to
the community plan or zoning, pending completion of the update.
3. We petition you to enact an Interim Ordinance limiting heights for new construction in the followmg blocks of UptOWn where 150 feet (or
approximately 15 stories) is currently allowed:
= (5 feet (approx. 6 stories) along 4™, 5™ and 6™ Avenue, from Laure} St. to Umver31ty Avenue.
= 65 feet (approx. 6 stories) along University Avenue, from 3 Avenue to Park Blvd.
® 50 feet (approx. 5 stories) along Washington Street from Dove to Ibis Street in Mission Hills

4, The undersigned hereby certify under penalty of perjury that they own real property or a business, or reside in the Uplown community
planning area, at the address identified below: .

GEI9T100

Signature Printed Name Address of Signor | Resident (R) B Telephone or Email
—_— f ' Business (B) |- : {optional)
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Interim Height Ordinance Electronic Petitions

PETITICN IN SUPPORT COF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Please enter your address: 3415 Lebon Drive #228 San
Diego, CA 92122

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Please enter your name: Sara Solomon

Please enter your address: 3802 CEntre Street

Please enter your name: Everett Couto

Please enter your address: 4046 Mississippi Street 47
SanDiega, Ca 92104-2468

Please enter your e-mail address:
richard.s.cohen@gmail.com

Please enter your address: 1320 Fort Stockton Drive
San Diego, CA 92103

gc9T00


mailto:tooTnilk@yahoo.com
mailto:hollywoodl7@cox.net
mailto:evcouto@nethere.com

Interim Height Ordinance Electronic Petitions

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Please enter your address: 1230 Pennsylvania Avenue
San Diego, Califormia 92103

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Please enter your e-mail address:
dguillen@hotellajolla.com

Please enter your address: 4794 Arizona #306 San
Diego, CA. 32116 v

Please enter your e-mail address:
dguillenghotellajolla.com

Please enter your hame: Dora Guillen

Please enter your address: 4794 Arizona #306 S
Diego, CA. 852116

Please enter your e-mail address:
jimmy3691@hotmail. com

Please enter your address: 1270 Cleveland Avenue
F-147
San Diego CA 92103

LS9T00


http://nmanos4
http://2
mailto:3@aol.com
http://dguillenOhotellajolla.com

Interim Height Ordinahce Electronic Petitions

PETITION IN SUPPORT QF PROPOSED INTERIM. ORDINANCE

Please enter your e- mall address:
carrieschnelder@cox.net

Please enter your address: 2621 32ND St
San Diego CA 52104 :

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPQSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Please enter your address: 2289 Caminito Pasada 106
San Diego CA 92107 o

Please enter your addrezss: 4055 Falcon Street #202
San Diego, CA 92103

Please enter your e-mail address:
blkmanghakerhts@aol. com

Please enter your address: 3077 vancouver ave, san
diego, ca 52104

8G9100


mailto:carrieschneider@cox.net
mailto:lrdoria@cox.net
mailto:jswink@adnc.com
mailto:blkmanshakerhts@aol.com

Interim 'Height Ordinance Electronic Petitions

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Please enter your address: 1601 Myrtle Ave San Diego,
CA 52103

Please enter your phone: 619 501-5524

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROFOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Please entexr your e-mail address: Palbenson®@aocl.com

Please enter your address: 111 W. Pennsylvania Av #3D
San Diego, Ca 92103 :

Please enter your e-mail address:
istiegler@isarchitecture.com

Please enter your name: Ione R. Stieglex

Please enter your addrees: 6322 Via Maria

Please enter your addregs: 3571 Curlew Street 5D, CA-
92103

659100


mailto:jaycoffman@cox.net
mailto:istiegler@isarchitecture.com
mailto:Palbenson@aol.com
mailto:gayebee@aol.com

Interim Height Ordinance Electronic Petitions

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

please enter your e-mail address:
muktigal@sbcglobal .net

Please enter your address: 3720 Vermont St., -SD 92103

mailing address: P.O Box 34625,S5D 92163

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPQOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Diego, CA %2103

Please enter your e-mail address:
sunshine_flyhigh@yahoo.com

Please enter your address: 3814 4th Avenue San Diego,
Ca 92103

Pleage enter your phone: £19-294-9230

please entér your address: 4105 Alaimeda Drive San
Diego CA 92103 .

099100


mailto:muktigal@sbcglobal.net
mailto:bentiago@gmail.com
mailto:sunshine_flyhigh@yahoo.com
mailto:drcage@cox.net

Interim Height Ordinance Electronic Petitions

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Please entexr your address: 3717 4th hve.
San Diego, Ca

PETITION IN SUPPORT QF PROPQSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Diego, CA

Please enter your address: 1844 Altamira Place San

Diego Ca 92103

Please. entexr your addreasg: 2225 pine st.
san diego, ca 92103 '

199100


mailto:nbarger@ucsd.edu
mailto:vmhyde@juno.com
mailto:bbgoltz@cox.net
mailto:itsv@sbcglobal.net

- Interim Height Ordinance Electronic Petitions |

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Please enter your name: Janeb Hawes

Flease enter your addressg: 18495 Lyndon Road San
Diego, CA 92103

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE
Please enter your ‘e-mail address:
sue(5152003@yahco. com

Please enter your name: Suzanne R. Sorger

Pleage enter your address: 3686 Eagle Street San
Diego, CA 92103

Please enter your address: 4145 Bandini St.
"san Diego, CA 92103

Please enter your address: 1630 W Arbot Dr.
San Diego, CA 92103

299700


mailto:hawesjjaa@cox.net
mailto:nrdean26@cox.net
mailto:martysllll@aol.com

Interim Height Ordinance Electronic Petitions

’D,;IJJ:U .2 f-e.,

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Pleage enter your e-mail address:
terry@terrymalthy.com

Please enter your address: 2251 5th Avenue San Diego, '

Ca. 92101

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE .-

_______________________________________________ -

Please enter your e-mail address: T
terry@terrymaltby.com T

Please enter your qddfgss: 2251 5th Avenue San bDiego,
Ca. 92101 P

Please enter your name: sherri schottlaender

Please enter your address: 1411 Torrance Street San
Diego 92103

Please enter your e-mail address:
sborden2001@yahoo.com

Please enter your name: Scott Borden

Please enter your address: 4328 Randolph 5t San Diege
Ca 92103

£99T00


mailto:sschottl@ucsd.edu

Interim Height Ordinance Electronic Petitions

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Please enter your address: 1877 Lyndon Road San
Diego, ca 92103

PETITICN IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Please enter your e-wail address:
ellenpreston@cox.net

92103

Please enter your e-mail address:
copacabanas0(@yahoo. com

Please enter your address: 3835 3rd Ave Apt 4 San
Diego, CA 92103 :

Please enter your address: 1035 Myrtle Way San
Diego,CA 92103 C :

V99100


mailto:mvinck@cox.net
mailto:copacabana500@yahoo.com
mailto:jj.hyde@cox.net

Interim Height Ordinance Electronic Petitions

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPCSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Please enter your address: 1035 Myrtle Way San Diego,
CA 92103

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Please enter your e-mail address: wchandler@sdic.com

Please enter your name: William &. Chandler

Please enter your address: 3820 Fourth Rvenue San
Diego, CA 921403

Please enter your e-mail address: CFMSD&YRHOO.COM

Please enter your address: 3940 7TH AVENUE #113 SAN
DIEGO, CA 92103

Please enter your address: 4452 Park Blvd.,
Diego, CA 92116

#104 San

G99700


mailto:jay.hyde@cox.net
mailto:CFMSD@YAH00.COM
mailto:wchandler@sdic.com

Interim Height_ Ordinance Electronic Petitions

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

enter your address: 3815 3rd Ave #11 San
Ch 92103

PETITION IN SUPPORT COF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

your e-mail address: techi@avcite.com

Please enter your address: 3815 3rd Ave #11 San Diego
CA 921063

enter your address: 2251 Fifth Avenue San
CA 92101

enter your phone: 619-686-5339 days

enter your address: 3815 3rd Ave. #15 San

Diego, CA 82103

999100


mailto:jgacoscos@gmail.com
mailto:weidnerc@yahoo.com
mailto:cbennettl7@cox.net

Interim Height Ordinance Electronic Petitions

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Please enter your e-mail address:
irishfergal@gmail.com

Please enter your address: 3750 Florida Street San
Diego CA 92104

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Please enter your e-mail address:
friuli_italiano@yahoo.com

Please enter your name: Dino G. Tomini

Please enter your address: 4737 Felton Street #2 San
Diego, CA 92116-185%3

Please enter your address: 3940 7th Ave Unit 205 San

Diego, CA 92103

Please enter your e-mail address:
dolly.wilson@att.net

Please enter your address: 3305 Moraga Place San
Diego, CA 92117.

499100


mailto:irishfergal@gmail.com
mailto:friuli_italiano@yahoo.com
mailto:clayteel@yahoo.com
mailto:dolly.wilson@att.net

Interim Height Ordinance Electronic Petitions

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Diego, CA 952103

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Please enter your e-mail address: Lswopejr@cox.net

Please enter your address: 4420 Cleveland Ave. #13
San Diego CA 92116

Please enter your address:. 3510 Indiana Street, Apt.
7 San Diego, CA 92103-5243

Pleage enter your e-mail address:
sa_martin@earthlink.net

Please enter your address: 2154 Adams Ave San Diego,
CA 92116 :

894100


mailto:dmaz2atlaw@a0l.com
mailto:art333@cox.net
mailto:Uswopejr@cox.net
mailto:martin@earthlink.net

Interim Height Ordinance Electronic Petitions

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Please enter your address: 3833 Front Street APT §# 3
San Diego,CA 92103

3 blocks from proposed action

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Please enter your e-mail '‘address: SanD30@prodigy.net

Please enter your name: Carlos Martinez

Please enter youxr address: 3945 4th Avenue #2 San
Diego CA 92103

S i M e e

Please enter your address: 3945 4th ave
gsan diego, ca 92103

PETITION IN SUPPORT QF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINARNCE

Please enter your e-mail  address:
realestatecarla®@aol.com

Please enter your address: 1280 Cleveland ARve #2 San
Diego, CA 92103

699100


mailto:myohol@cox.net
http://SanD3
mailto:0@prodigy.net
mailto:glapole@hotmail.com

Interim Height Ordinance Electronic Petitions

PETITICN IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Please enter your address: 3533 Albatross Street

Please enter your phone: 619-253-1856

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Pleamse enter your e-mail address:
lecpowerhere@msn. com

Please enter your name: Leo E. Laurence, J.D.

Please enter your address: 3770 Tenth Ave,
San Diego, CA 921(3-4445

Please enter your e-mail address:
joetheatre@yahoo. com.

Please enter your address: 3841 Fourth Avenue f#144
San Diego, CA 92103

Please enter your address: 4110 Front Street San
biego, CA 92103 '

043100


mailto:3ylks7@gmail.com
mailto:gaw324@yahoo.com

Interim Height Ordinance Electronic Petitions

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Please enter your e-mail address: jtlimo@cox.nel

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM QRDINANCE

Pleése enter your address: 4055 Falcon Street, Unit
103 San Diego 92103

Please enkter your address: 425 robinson avenue san
diego ca 92103

Pleage enter your address: 4314 1/2 campus ave san
diego, ca 82103

JL9100


mailto:jtlimo@cox.net
mailto:LSEDITOR@cox.net
mailto:ceilm@sbcglobal.net

Interim Height Ordinance Electronic Petitions

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANC
Please enter your e-mail address:
sharonisrael@cox.net

Please enter your addregg: 3940 7th Avenue, Loft 105

San Diego, CA 92103

Please enter your phone: 619-299-2321

EETITION IN SUPPQGRT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Please enter your -addrgss: 1260 Cleveland Avenue #e-
108 San Diego, Ca. 92103

L P e T e e ek kTR T e W T R e e o MR R e

]

Jana L. Hart

Please enter your address: 1260 Cleveland Avenue #E-
108 San Diego, Ca. 92103

Please enter youlr name:

Please enter your
San Diego, 9%2103

phone: 619-298-0779

229700


mailto:sharonisrael@cox.net
mailto:redhart@cox.net
mailto:redhart@cox.net
mailto:adinknancy@cox.net

Interim Height Ordinance Electronic Petitions

PETITION IN SUPPORT CF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Please enter your e-mail address:
djdacl968@hotmail. com

Please enter your address: 3404 Grim Ave San Diego,
Ca. 92104 ' i

e e e ¥ — e e e Lk m R M A e e e e e A Ao e e e e e

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPQOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Pleage enter your addréess: 3940 7th Avenue San Diego,
CA 92103

Please enter your e-mail address: henry@parker-
‘hrowning .com

Please enter your address: 3940 7th Ave
San Diego,CA
92103

Please enter your phone: 619% 2915525

Please enter your e-mail address:
hartsell@laplayaheritage.com

Please enter your address: 371 San Fernando Street
San Diego, CA 92106

Please entey your phone: 619-523-4350

£L9100


mailto:djdacl968@hotmail.com
mailto:wingale@cox.net
mailto:hartsell@laplayaheritage.com

Interim Height Ordinance Electronic Petitions

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Please.enter your e-mail address:
rhodes@laplayaheritage.com

Please enter your address: 371 San Fernando Street

PETITION IN SUPPCRT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE
Please enter your e-mail address:
johnstrainst@sbcglobal . net .

Please enter your name: John Strain

Please enter your address: 3852 4th Ave, Apt 2 San
Diego, CA 92103

Please enter your phone: 619-692-9955

Please enter your address: 3790 3rd Avenue San Diego,
CA 92103

Please enter your e-mail address:
john_snegdden@msn.com

Please enter your address: 3852 3rd Ave Apt 2 San
Diego Ca 92103

Please enter your phone: 619 29 7 0265

$L9T00


mailto:johnstrain60@sbcglobal.net
mailto:mail@alexstrom.com
mailto:ohn_snedden@msn.com

Interim Height Ordinance Electronic Petitions

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Please enter your address: 4122 Arizona St.
San Diego, CA
82104

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Please enter your address: 4122 Arizona St.
San Diego, CA
92104

Please enter your name: CHERYL SEELOS

Please enter your address: 1777 NEALE ST SAN DIEGO,
CA 92103

Please enter yocur name:

CHERYL SEELOS

Pleade enter your address: 1777 NEALE ST SAN DIEGO,
CA 92103 : -

Please enter your phone: 619 829-2824

GL9100


mailto:jpseacadecs@cox.net
mailto:SEELOS@C0X.NET
mailto:SEEL0S@C0X.NET

Interim Height Ordinance Electronic Petitions

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Please enter your address: 1777 NEALE ST SAN DIEGO,
CA 92103 .

Please enter your phone: 619 825-3313

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

enter your name: ann garwood

enter your address: 3742-b seventh avenue san
ca 92103-4348 '

Please enter yocur address: 3812 3rd Avenue San Diego,
A 52103

Please enter your phone: 619-234-6450

Please enter your e-mail addreas:
Michael Olivas@cox.net

Please enter youxr address: 3812 Third Ave.
San Diego, CA 92103

L9100


mailto:adinkann@cox.net
mailto:jtlimo@cox.net
mailto:Michael_Olivas@Gox.net

Interim Height Ordinance Electronic Petitions |

PETITION IN SUPPCRT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Please enter your address: 208 TOCOLOMA AVE SAN
FRANCISCO, CA 94134

PETITION IN SUPPORT OF PROPOSED INTERIM ORDINANCE

Please enter your e-mail address:
stevensatz@®mail.com

Please enter your address: 4245 Maryland Street San
Diego, CA 92103

2L81Uu0


mailto:dm@yahoo.com

