City of Encinitas

A.2  City Council/Planning Commission Work Session Notes

This section contains summary notes of the City Council/Planning Commission Work Session
held as a part of the Housing Element Update process. This Work Session was open to the
public.



MINUTES OF THE JOINT SPECIAL MEETING OF THE ENCINITAS CITY
COUNCIL AND THE PLANNING COMMISSION
DECEMBER 11, 2019, 4:00 P.M., 505 SOUTH VULCAN AVENUE

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL

Mayor Blakespear calied the meeting to order at 4:07 P.M.

City Council
Mayor Catherine S. Blakespear, Deputy Mayor Jody Hubbard, Council Members Kellie
Shay Hinze, Tony Kranz and Joe Mosca

Planning Commission
Chair Michael Glenn O'Grady, Commissioners Al Apuzzo, Kevin Doyle, Bruce Ehlers and
Brett Farrow

Absent: None

Also present: City Manager Brust, City Attorney Devaney, Principal Planner Gates,
Development Services Director Wisneski, City Planner Sapa'u, City Clerk Hollywood and
Deputy City Clerk Bingham

There being a quorum present, the meeting was in order.

AGENDA ITEMS

1. City Council and Planning Commission discussion regarding the Housing Plan
Update process to date and associated analysis to achieve a State-cerfified
Housing Element by April 2021. Contact Person: Principal Planner Gates

Recommended Action: Discuss Housing Element Update 2021-2029 findings to
date and provide direction to staff as necessary.

Principal Planner Gates and Consultant Dave Barquist with Kimley-Horn, presented
the key features of the plan, process benefits and what is included in the 6% cycle
update.

SPEAKERS:
Dan Vaughn, Juliana Maxim, Stacey Smith, Robert Ruhe, Jon Bilsel, Robert Dyer,
Julie Thunder, Jessica Carilli and Barbara Grayquist.

Planning Commissioners and City Council discussed different strategies for the
Housing Element update,
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12/11/19 Special Joint Meeting Planning Commission/City Council

There was Council consensus to direct Council Member Kranz to work with NCTD
to develop a joint development agreement with NCTD and the City of Encinitas for
housing along the rail corridor.

2. City Councit and Planning Commission review and discussion of the nexus study,
gap analysis, and financial feasibility analysis for potential increase in inclusionary
housing requirements and in-lieu fee. Contact Person: Principal Planner Gates

Recommended Action: Discuss completed feasibility analysis and nexus studies
and provide direction to staff.

Principal Planner Gates and Paul Marston with Keyser Marston Associates, Inc.,
presented the draft Feasibility Analyses and Findings.

Planning Commissioners and City Council discussed inclusionary housing and in-
lieu fees.

SPEAKERS:
Michael McSweeney, Kurt Groseclose and Jessica Carilli.

COUNCIL ACTION:

Blakespear moved, Mosca seconded to direct staff to proceed with the staff
recommendations as presented; start the process of a zoning amendment to
increase the inclusionary percentage of affordable housing for residential
development for consideration by the Planning Commission and City
Council; and, staff to proceed with the necessary steps to adopt a new
affordable housing fee for residential development and residential care
facilities. Motion carried. Ayes: Blakespear, Hinze, Hubbard, Kranz, Mosca.
Nays: None.

ADJOURNMENT

Mayor Blakespear adjourned the meeting at 6:15 P.M.

Kathy Hollywood, Ci Cier Catherine S. Blakespear, Mayor
By: Claudia Bfngham
Deputy City Clerk
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Special Joint City Council & Planning Commission — December 11, 2019
Housing Plan Update

Public Comments:

Dan: agrees that there is an unmet need for low income housing, opposes Goodson Proposal,
R—30 zoning projects — developer wins, city loses

Julianna: skeptical that no new sites are needed for 6™ HE cycle; Goodson site — city is giving a
lot and getting little in return with 6 market rate units to 1 affordable unit; need a shift in

mindset — housing as a basic human right

Stacy: Rancho Santa Fe is a heavily trafficked, dangerous road; increasing traffic is illogical and
irresponsible

Community member: concerned about traffic conditions on Rancho Santa Fe

John: previous HE has undermined public trust, Goodson project - only 41 out of 277 units are
classified as low income

Robert: Goodson project is a monstrosity, flooding issues, traffic issues
Julie: RHNA numbers are faulty; stand up to SANDAG and the state instead of rolling over
Jessica: 5™ and 6™ HE cycle is causing the city to require gentrification

Barbara: trying to protect Olivenhain; please support and maintain the community of
Olivenhain; Goodson development is not wanted



City of Encinitas
SIXTH CYCLE HOUSING ELEMENT

A.3 City Council Study Session Notes

This section contains summary notes of the City Council Study Session held as a part of the
Housing Element Update process. This Study Session was open to the public.



MINUTES OF THE ENCINITAS CITY COUNCIL SPECIAL MEETING
NOVEMBER 16, 2020, 5:00 P.M., 505 VULCAN AVENUE

This meeting was conducted utilizing teleconferencing and electronic means consistent
with State of California Executive Orders.

1.

CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL

Mayor Blakespear called the meeting to order at 5:00 P.M.

Present: Mayor Catherine S. Blakespear, Deputy Mayor Kellie Shay

Hinze, Council Members Jody Hubbard, Tony Kranz and Joe
Mosca

Absent: None

Also present: City Manager Antil, City Attorney Devaney, Special Counsel

Barbara Kautz, Principal Planner Gates, Development Services
Director Doherty, Assistant Development Services Director
Sapa’u, City Clerk Hollywood and Deputy City Clerk Bingham

There being a quorum present, the meeting was in order.

SPECIAL MEETING ACTION ITEM

2A.

City Council discussion regarding the current status of the Sixth Cycle
Housing Plan Update and draft responses to HCD comments to achieve a
State-certified Housing Element by April 15, 2021. Contact Person:
Principal Planner Gates

Recommended Action: Discuss Sixth Cycle Housing Element Update
2021-2029 findings to date and provide direction to staff as necessary.

Public Speakers:
Barbara Murray, Theresa Beauchamp, Bob Kent, Susan Turney and Laini
Cassis.

Principal Planner Gates presented the staff report and reviewed the draft
Sixth Cycle Housing Element Update findings to date and draft responses
to comments from HCD.

After Council discussion, Principal Planner Gates stated that staff would
be resubmitting the draft Sixth Cycle Housing Element to HCD by
December 4, 2020 and would bring forward a Draft Housing Element for
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11/16/2020 Special Meeting

review by the Planning Commission and City Council in February or March
of 2021.

2. ADJOURNMENT

Mayor Blakespear adjourned the meeting at 6:53 P.M.

Kathy Hollywood, City Clerk Catherine S. Blakespear, Mayor
By: Claudia Bingham
Deputy City Clerk
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Special City Council Meeting Summary Notes
Monday, November 16, 2020 5:00 p.m.

Public Speakers
Barbara Murray: recapped HE history; Prop A is a hindrance, consider measure on ballot to
amend Prop A to a simple majority vote

Theresa Bauchon —aware of lack of affordable housing; in support of 44 VL at Foxpointe Farms
Community

Bob Kent — Keys for Homes; support adoption of 6™ cycle HE

Susan Turney: CC assumes 100% affordability when most building comes in at 15%; upzoning
will be necessary; Nexus study? increase inclusionary to 20%?

Council confirmed Prop Ais 51%

Jennifer Gates: Nexus study does not need to be redone and is online
Mayor Blakespeare to staff -prioritize inclusionary increases

Staff Presentation

Staff - Jennifer Gates presented a presentation. Jennifer Gates with Barbara Kautz, Special
Counsel and Roy Sapau, Assistant Director of Development Services answered questions from
Council.

Slide 6 discussion:

Councilmember Mosca: Discuss realistic capacity

Gates: Many sites that have turned in applications — planning on more than 25 dwelling units
per acre

Kautz: HCD would not allow DENSITY BONUS calculations and net acreage — density bonus
allows gross acreage

Councilmember Hubbard: question about 25 and 30 units per acre

Kautz: Developers already entitled to 30 units per acre with density bonus

Councilmember Kranz: 30 dwelling units per acre does not take into consideration the cost of
the land; catch 22 between upzoning sites and the reality of the plan

Councilmember Hinze: affordable by design — take credit for units that are not deed restricted?
Urgency to update Inclusionary — developers already taking advantage of density bonus or by
right allowance of 20%?

Gates: City keeps track of non-deed restricted units with h-form; submitted projects are
currently using density bonus or by right

Councilmember Mosca: frustration with capacity

Mayor Blakespeare: all projects coming in above 20% affordable?

Gates: inclusionary requirements currently are 10% for VL and 15% for L; Proposed ordinance
would be 20% for L and 15% for VL



Mayor Blakespeare: How many are by right?

Gates: 5 out of 7 proposed projects are by right

Mayor Blakespeare: minimum should be at highest % possible; HCD guidelines are being
followed and we are pushing back to the extent we can so sites realistically reflect what will be
built there

Slide 8 Discussion:

Councilmember Hinze: CC doesn’t get the affordability information until BP is issued; great time
difference between approval and BP issuance

Gates: HE sites are required to have % affordable

Kautz: have to make the findings when project is approved — inclusionary and affordable units
developer promises to provide; if City finds out later that rents are affordable — numbers can be
adjusted

Councilmember Hinze: might find out too late re affordability for no net loss

Kautz: City has substantial buffer

Mayor Blakespeare: when application is submitted, is there a process to follow units
affordability as project moves forward?

Gates: developer can submit affordability if they know; H- forms will be used

Mayor Blakespeare: Are we set up to be following if rentals will be moderate?

Gates: Yes — H-form will be submitted before BP is issued

Mayor Blakespeare: changes in rental between BP and actual rental

Gates: Report was is permitted every year in the annual report to HCD; follow up with deed-
restricted units every year

Mayor Blakespeare: Are we not circling back on non deed restricted units? Is there a way to
assess what is happening in our city?

Gates: Currently only track non deed restricted units when constructed. RHNA reduction is for
new units put on the market.

Gates to Kautz: For conversion of unit in the future to mod or low, can they be counted later
down the road?

Kautz: Rent can be accounted for at time of occupancy. 5 years later if a unit becomes
affordable, it can’t be counted

Gates: We can build in a check prior to certificate of occupancy.

Sapau: 5 years down the road, rent is mod or low, can we count it?

Kautz: No — building permit or occupancy. Can collect H-form at occupancy. Can go back and
correct numbers — can make corrections between BP and Occupancy

Councilmember Kranz: keep track of affordable units as years go by for community; even if
RHNA doesn’t allow it; come up with strategy for surveying rents as years go by

Hinze: responsible for preservation of affordable units; we need to become experts in what rent
is being charged

Public Comment
Laney Kassis: nervous about being able to afford to live here; encourage funding for
homelessness and rental assistance; extend eviction moratorium




Presentation Continues

Councilmember Mosca: Why do we start with notion that each site will produce 100%
affordability?

Kautz: State law says you have to identify sites that are suitable for affordable housing. If 20%
were used, many more sites would need to be upzoned. State changed requirements that sites
need to be suitable for affordable housing and now if sites are to actually develop affordable
housing, cities have to make up the difference. Important to get an affordable housing project
in the city.

Councilmember Mosca: Suitability is 100% but developer is not forced to do more that law
requires; if there’s not 100% affordability it is going to come back to with a series of continued
upzoning.

Kautz: Most cities assume all the sites will not develop; Encinitas is unusual in that there is a lot
of development occurring.

Councilmember Kranz: we are one of the first jurisdictions to have to comply with new state
laws intended to increase housing production; want to upzone as few parcels as possible

Kautz: could be an issue if a site becomes unsuitable ie landslide

Councilmember Kranz: speaker talked about Prop A — would colleagues be willing to consider to
run parallel track to put idea on ballot in 2022 to modify Prop A to allow HE to be approved
without voter initiative?

Mayor Blakespeare to Kautz: define by right?

Kautz: By right means if it’s a project that has 20% affordable housing it is exempt from all city
discretion review except design review, exempt from CEQA; does need Coastal Development
permit

Mayor Blakespeare: huge buffer of 1000 units; HCD argument collapses that we need a larger
buffer; data collection related to affordableis critical — we need to preserve and get credit for all
aff, making sure we are following up not just at BP but when it is actually built; data collection
with ADU’s as well; we need an affordable housing housing project — at 100%

Councilmember Kranz: suggest working with NCTD to explore aff housing development along
rail corridor; look at model in Oceanside; further conversation with NCTD — parking lots owned
by them and city hall property

Councilmember Hinze: City needs skin in the game; supports both ideas from Kranz; looking at
public comments - certain groups are overrepresented (homeowners and older folks), we need
to find people in community that are lower income residents

15t draft and 2" draft — considerable effort is noted

Ideas to reach the lower income population: holiday baskets program to reach people and work
with school districts specifically dual immersion programs

Councilmember Hubbard: support Kranz in working with NCTD and affordable by design
Councilmember Mosca: happy with what staff put in front of us; support standing our ground in
terms of inventory to HCD; identify impacts in circulation element; support putting skin in the
game — move beyond what private sector can deliver; how can we put together project with
100% affordability



Councilmember Kranz: supports that city participates in project with 100% affordable— more
than donating land; shared letter from HCD March 1990 addressing issue of voting on upzoning;
remember that process started with general plan update

Councilmember Mosca: El Camino Real Specific Plan first, then general plan

Mayor Blakespeare to City Manager: next steps to pursue affordable housing project?

City Manager: Kranz is correct to bring something before Council before staff is directed to do
investigation

Mayor Blakespeare: great idea

Councilmember Mosca: Yes and contact affordable housing groups

Councilmember Hubbard: L7 not good for low income but good to sell

Mayor Blakespeare: Burn site is also available

Councilmember Hubbard: Yes, would like to pursue burn site, maybe homeless tents there
Councilmember Mosca: no homeless tents on that property - keep off list for now to see what
has to happen to clean it up; look toward other parcels

Councilmember Hubbard: great to start pushing on burn site — County has to pay for clean up



To the Staff and Mayor and City Council — City of Encinitas, CA

Comments to the draft Sixth Cycle Housing Element

Having read through the Draft of the Sixth Cycle Housing Element, the Faith in Action
Ministry at St Andrew’s Episcopal Church offers the following comments focusing on
policy issues which we think need further emphasis (or correction) in the Housing
Element:

e There seems to be too much emphasis on meeting (or exceeding) the RNHA
total housing units requirements, while we believe that greater focus should
be placed on the #s of ‘truly affordable’ units which will be produced and
available in the period covered by the Sixth Cycle. The fact that more ‘Above
Moderate’ income level housing will be built is no real help when there is
already a fully adequate supply of housing available in the market or above
market cost categories.

e The #s of units which will be built in the Low and Very Low income levels is
misleading for at least two reasons; first, the combining of Low and Very Low
(not to mention Extremely Low) categories leaves the reader unclear as to how
many units would be truly affordable for people making less than $50K per
year. Secondly, because of the ‘No Net Loss’ policy, it is clear that the #s of
prospective ‘affordable’ units which would actually be built by developers on
the designated sites is very likely to be only a fraction of the total projected
possible affordable units shown in the current Draft.

e All of this suggests (and the Draft recognizes) that additional sites will need to
be added to truly succeed in producing meaningful numbers of affordable
units. We urge that the City look at City-owned property as well as property in
Encinitas owned by the County and NCTD.

e When looking at building affordable units, to the extent possible (particularly
in Low and Moderate income levels) the focus should be on building units for
sale (as opposed to rental) so that the people in Encinitas will avail themselves
of the opportunity to build wealth through equity ownership of property, thus
reducing wealth disparity.

e Recognizing that convincing (through various incentives) private
developers/land owners to build large #s of affordable units in an R-30
development, and that non-profit or dedicated affordable housing developers



need access to financing, the City should identify ways in which more public (or
alternative) funding for such projects can be accumulated.

e We applaud the creation of a Citizen’s Participation Process (CPP), but we think
the problem of Community opposition should not be overlooked. Any project
proposed which would offer significant #s of truly affordable units is likely to
face community opposition, and a program like CPP will need to be augmented
to educate the public and create ‘buy-in’ from our community. Non-profit
organizations like ours could play an important role in such an education
process.

e The fact that there are currently 1030 people on the wait list for Sec. 8 Housing
Choice Vouchers is disturbing.

e We support encouraging use of ADU’s, manufactured or modular homes and
‘Tiny-Homes’ to help meet the need for affordable housing.

e We support the focus on Examining and Mitigating Barriers to Racial and Ethnic
Equity

Respectfully Submitted,

Faith in Action Ministry at St. Andrew’s Episcopal Church, Encinitas

Adam Belt

Rev. Richard Hogue

Betsy Vaughn

Dan Vaughn

Gigi Miller

Teresa Baggot Roberts (St John’s Catholic)
Linda Nolton

Virginia Sublett

Jim Stiven

Kathleen Stiven



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Monday, November 16, 2020 10:25 AM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: November 16 Council meeting, item 2a

From: Harold Loyd <haroldloyd99 @gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, November 16, 2020 9:52 AM

To: Council Members <council@encinitasca.gov>
Subject: November 16 Council meeting, item 2a

[NOTICE: Caution: External Email]
Good Morning,
My observations and comments on the planning process for the 6th cycle and resulting product are as follows:

While the need for more and affordable housing is obvious, it should be done in a way that is least harmful to the
fragile ecosystems and the environment. This includes high density housing built in proximity to transportation
corridors, preservation of open spaces, adequate infrastructure and a requirement that new housing be green and
efficient including building electrification. We should take this opportunity to construct new residential buildings (that
will be utilized more than 50 years) in the most environmentally friendly manner as possible.

Thank you for your hard work and service to the City of Encinitas.

Harold Standerfer

Sent from my iPad



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Monday, November 16, 2020 2:24 PM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Housing Element: Sixth Cycle

From: Dianna Mansi Nunez <dianna.nunez@gmail.com>
Sent: Monday, November 16, 2020 2:10 PM

To: Council Members <council@encinitasca.gov>
Subject: Housing Element: Sixth Cycle

[NOTICE: Caution: External Email]

Dear Council,

| am requesting that when considering the sixth Housing Element, that a priority be made that sufficient safe
infrastructure be mandated with all sites considered for this Housing Element and all future Housing Elements.

Thank you.

Kind regards,
Dianna Mansi Nunez



Susan M. Sherod
123 Camino De Las Flores
Encinitas, CA 92024

November 16, 2020

Here is my Public Comment for City Council for the meeting for agenda item Case Number: PLCY-003816-
2020, 6th Cycle Housing Element Update.

Dear Esteemed City Representatives,
This letter is written to assist you in studying the 6th Housing Element (HE) Draft. The HE is deeply flawed.

In the HE Draft, Appendix "C" Site Inventory Draft of the HE Draft , it shows that we are creating much
market-rate housing by allowing developers density bonuses, but we are not providing the numbers of
affordable dwellings intended when parcels were up-zoned to R30. I respectfully request the L7 site to be added
back to the list and a removal of R30 as far as is possible from sites from the list. Please read on, to see why.

Per Appendix C,: “As demonstrated in Table C-4, the City has received applications on approximately half of
the sites which indicate the potential dwelling unit yield is much higher than anticipated during the City’s
2019 HE update with proposed units exceeding the planned units by 70%.” “Whereas Table C-1 projected a
unit yield of 847 units on these sites, developers have requested 1,453 units on these sites with the use of density
bonuses.” “...the applications received to date do not contain as many units at the lower income level as
projected, with 227 lower income units proposed compared with 847 projected. Information then adds that
including ADU's, we do exceed the required number of affordable units, however.

The Housing Density Bonus Law program of the State of California was created as a tool to add affordable
housing near transit to be an environmentally sound development since locating affordable housing at transit
locations should result in greatly reduced traffic, emissions and reduce the need for more roads and related
infrastructure. The public transit service should happen every 15 minutes during rush hours. We do not have that
type of public transit service in any location in Encinitas. Even if we put that aside, for the moment, the numbers
do not compute for the volume of market rate dwelling units in the HE.

On September 18, 2019, at a regularly scheduled meeting, the City Council approved the Agreement for
Professional Consultant Services between the City of Encinitas and Kimley-Horn & Associates, Inc. (KHA), for
work on the 6th Cycle Housing Element Update (2021-2029), which is due to HCD for certification by April 15,
2021. Per the report paid for by the City of Encinitas to Kimley-Horn & Associates, Inc. (KHA) dated May 25,
2018, the city had 4.4% growth from 2000-2010 and it is projected to experience 8.6% growth by 2050. It is
unclear why growth would double. It is illogical that the city planned R30 Zones for so many new homes that it
doesn't need. If we tackle this another way and we consider how many affordable homes are needed, based on
the consultant Nexus report, just under one-third (29 percent) of Encinitas households earned low, very
low or extremely low incomes.

If we calculate it based on existing dwellings: (23,996 existing)*(29%) = 6,958.84 affordable homes. We would
theoretically require (even though we can't know why so many more were estimated than the prior 4.4% growth)
8.6% more by 2050 totaling to 7,557.30024, which is 7557-6959 = 598.3. Dividing by 30 years that is only 20
affordable homes per year out of the 69 new homes per year to achieve 8.6% by 2030, so simply up-zoning
single family detached homes solves the problem not only immediately, but for the foreseeable projection into
2050 and beyond rather than creating unwieldy sprawl. Sprawl transforms the earth, and former agricultural
community into covered over expanses of market-rate housing with hard covered walks, parking lots, and
wastes enormous amounts of time and energy transporting an influx of people, goods, & services for it. We need



public transit-oriented affordable housing density instead, with smaller dwellings that leave larger green areas
undeveloped or only lightly developed.

We should consider requiring 36% affordable as the alternative to the State Assembly Bill 2345 50%.

Additionally, there is the Embarcadero Institute report, which showed that CA Housing Needs Assessment Used
Incorrect vacancy rate and double counting, which exaggerates by more than 900,000 the number of units
needed in SoCal, the Bay Area and the Sacramento Area.

It is necessary to create a "Major Revision" to submit to HCD for the 6th Housing Element Draft due to all of
the issues that are detailed in this correspondence.

It is possible to have much smaller units such as a mix of single room occupancy, micro, and compact living
units of 150 square feet up to 625 square feet. On public owned land up to 100% can be affordable dwelling
units.

Please don't be fooled into allowing developers to create a lot of market rate housing sprawl instead of
affordable housing. Encinitas is surrounded by the ocean, lagoons at each end and waterways inland and is a
very fragile part of the California Coast. It is undeniably clear that without adequate public transit, and building
affordably housing near to it, the character of this town will be forever altered and the earth will be covered and
far less permeable, so that existing flooding problems increase dramatically.

All My Best,
Susan M. Sherod



City of Encinitas

A.4  City Council/Planning Commission Study Session

This section contains minutes and public comments received at the City Council/Planning
Commission Work Session held as a part of the Housing Element Update process. This Study
Session was open to the public.



MINUTES OF THE JOINT SPECIAL MEETING OF THE

ENCINITAS CITY COUNCIL AND THE PLANNING COMMISSION
TUESDAY, FEBRUARY 16, 2021, 5:00 P.M., 505 SOUTH VULCAN

AVENUE

This meeting was conducted utilizing teleconferencing and electronic means consistent
with State of California Executive Orders.

' CALL TO ORDER/ROLL CALL

| . 'Mayor Blakespear called the meeting to order at 5:01 P.M.

- City Council: Mayor Catherine S. Blakespear, Deputy Mayor Tony Kranz, Council

Members Kellie Shay Hinze and Joe Mosca

Planning Commission; Chair Bruce Ehlers, Vice Chair Kevin Doyle, Commissioners
Brett Farrow, Amy Flicker (joined at 6:00 P. M ) and Susan Sherod

Absent: None

There is one vacancy on the City Council.

-Also present: City Manager Antil, Assistant City Attorney Schultz, Principal Planner

Gates, Deveiopment Services Director Doherty, Special Counse! Barbara Kautz o |

" City Clerk Hollywood and Deputy City Clerk Bingham.

There being a quorum present, the meeting was in order.
PLEDGE OF ALLEGIANCE
AGENDA ITEMS

3A. City Councif and Planning Commission discussion regarding the current
status of the Sixth Cycle Housing Plan Update and draft responses to HCD
comments to achieve a State-certified Housing Element by April 15, 2021.
Contact Person: Principal Planner Gates

'Recommended Action: Dis¢uss Sixth Cycle Housing Element Update
2021-2029 findings to date and provide direction to staff, as necessary.

Development Services Director Doherty presented a short video regarding
how a planning deparntment works.

Principal Planner Gates presented the Sixth Cycle Housing Element Update
2021-201¢ findings to date and the draft responses fo comments from HCD.
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02/16/2021 Joint Special Meeting

SPEAKERS:
Patricia Vasquez, Darcy Lyons, Peter Stern, William Fleck, Doug Wierenga
and Bob Kent.

City Council and the Planning Commission discussed the Draft Sixth
Cycie Housing Element update including the formal comments from HCD
in their February 4, 2021 letter.

- There was general consensus of commitment to the core of Programs 2D
- and 2E with no modifications at this time; however, staff was directed to
- have further dialogue with HCD regarding these programs and certification

- -of the Housing Element.

o _ '. There was consensus to move forward with additional modifications,
. including to programs 3D and. 3F as proposed by staff and outlined in the
- staff report.

There was consensus to identify Mayor Blakespear and Council Member IR -
Hinze to work with staff as necessary.

4. ADJOURNMENT

Mayor Blakespear adjourned the meeting at 7:00 P.M.

Katfy Holiy\hood,@f@ Clerk Catherine S. Blakespear, Mayor L

By Claudia Bingham - _ I .
Deputy C]ty Clerk '. B S _
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Survey Overview

Survey fielded Jan 29-Feb 15 2021; 135
respondents from Northwest Leucadia

Objective: As suggested by Mayor Blakespear
and Deputy Mayor Kranz in Nov 2020 Zoom
meeting, we are providing neighborhood input
on infrastructure priorities to address traffic
and public safety issues in NW Leucadia

Survey covered four areas:
Ped/cyclist safety on La Costa Ave
Traffic safety at key intersections
Traffic calming on adjoining streets
Overall traffic and public safety priorities






















“Traffic is already getting
congested on
neighboring streets as
people reroute from La
Costa”

“We would use (La

Costa Ave) for walking
& riding bikes if it was
safer”

“If all projects are built as
proposed, they are creating an
imminent health and safety
hazard for the community, AND
only fulfilling less than 5% of their
affordable housing mandate.”



















process. Regardiess of the unbatanced nature of the resulis, this represented a HUGE giveaway o the developers, as
most of the R30 zoning - at ieast in the case of Olivenhain-related parcels - was initially R21

The rezoning provided a 15x increase over the initial density limits, and is a windfalt to ali of those property owners. But,
greed prevails, and since the owners aren't happy encugh with a 15x increase in density, they submit projects that reflect
plans for units over 20 times the initial zoning!

Yet, even with that, the City has seemingly turned it's back on the residents in order o cater to these developers. By
aliowing these plans to continue te move forward under the 'threat of lawsuits’ from the State, but in reality, the biggest
threat is coming from the developers, who are trying to use a smali provision (by right"), along with the emergency nature
of State requiremenis for the City to be in compliance Housing Plan to shove threugh these non-conforming projects at a
record pace.

In Section F of the Goldfard, et ai, letter to the City {dated Feb, 10, 2021), it mentions a stipuiation of the Housing
Accountability Act, which states the *.. grounds for denying housing developmenis in which 20 percent of the total units are
affordable to lower income households or 100 percent are affordable to moderate or middle income households' are
fimited. However, one 'out' for the City is i the .. development is inconsistent with both the City's zoning ordinance and
the City's general plan land use element.

The REF-Gaffney/Goodson project is offering up 42 units as "Affordable’, which is less than 15% of the total units
availabie. The RSF-Gaffney/Goodson project {S out of compliance with both the zoning and the City's planned land use
element, and therefore should not be approved as submitted.

But, again, because of the failure of the City {0 adequately push requirements on developers after many, many years of
development projects in Enciniias, the developers are trying to ram these projects through, and has put the residents in a
Catch-22 (dated April 15 2021}, which creates a situation in which zoning faws and generat development requirements
{CEQA/Traffic), are THROWN OUT - inapplicable - for any of these developments.

This cannot be! Basicaily, given the situation the City is in, there are NO zoning or plan requirements for these properties.
The enly thing that seemingly matters is the WILL of the developers and what they think they can SELL. Greed rules the
day.

If this isn't an abandonment of citizens’ rights, | don't know what is. How canthe City (and State for that matter) just toss
out community requirements? Aren't we citizens of the State too? Further, the R30 zoning, which  feel most citizens,
while not happy abouf the significant changes, are willing to accept, were DESIGNED to meet the City's obligations for the
State’s housing plan requirements. But, because of loophoies (¥'m sure inserted into State law by developers to begin
with}, the developers are looking for an even greater extraction of weaith from the City and it's residents.

Where are our State representatives on this issue? As citizens of California, don't we have any rights guaranteed by the
State? Do we really fear the State or the developers? 'm prefty sure, as things are, the concermn of the City is focused on
what these developers will do to us - and how they will attack us for failure io swallow what they are feeding us.

I've sat in on the planning calis with Gaffney/Goodson - what | heard was a big ‘tough sh* from the Developers. They
know they have us in a bind, in a situation that was created by them, for them and exagerbated by the actions and
inactions of cur City governmeni, I'm looking o the Planning Commission 1o help restore some batance fo this equation,
and enforce the basic requirements (compliance with zoning laws, CEQA requiremenis, and traffic requirements), and
bring these projects into alignment with existing laws.

To allow anything less is to throw out our rights - as residents of Encinitas and as citizens of California - and aliow money,
greed and power - not community - to be the real forces that design our City's future.

| formaily ask the planning team and the Cify to enforce our righis, formally seek accommodations and refief from the
State, and push to get the developers and owners to back away from their goal of ruining our City and trampling our
rights, | know their are some champions for our righis on the Planning Commission,

Sincerely,
William Fieck
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To Members of Encinitas City Council and Planning Commission:

At the request of Jennifer Gates | submitted comments which appear in the attachments to the Sixth Cycle Housing
Element Update. 'd like to summarize those points but start by saying that being an Encinitas resident is a wonderful
privilege and as citizens, we welcome the opportunity to be heard in matters that will affect our future.

Residents of Encinitas cherish our small town atmosphere and we hope to retain the characteristics of Encinitas that
led us to choose it as home.

Overzealous up-zoning and new State Laws that favor developers have led us 10 a very precarious situation. We all
need to stop and think about precedents that will be set by overly-dense and overly tall developments that do not

take into consideration their many negative effects on surrounding communities.

The project known as Encinitas Bivd. Apartments is the most egregious example of what should never be allowed
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City should have a gualified representative at CPP meetings to make sure proceedings satisfy all
requirements

Some of these stipulations have long been a part of how development was allowed to proceed. Please don't
overturn what has worked to keep Encinitas the town we love.

Thank you all for your time.

Respectfully submitted,

Amy McCord



Dear Members of the City Council and the City Clerk,

i understand there is an upcoming mtg to discuss the 6! Cycle Housing Flement.
Please be advised that as a senior living provider in Encinitas, we fully support the
adoption of a compliant Housing Element Plan, with an emphasis on incentivizing the
actual building of more affordable housing by promoting public/private
collaboration, including a commitment of city financial resources.

We also support the city council's recent commitment to pursue the building of a
100% {or close as possible) affordable community for our seniors and family
residents, as well as for our essential workers who are commuting long distances or
finding difficult living situations in the city they serve.

Thank you for your consideration in this very important matter that greatly impacts
seniors, families and essential workers. We have over 300 staff members and most






10 Mayor Blakespear, Uity of Encimiitas Gouncli Members and City of Encinitas Hianning
Commission Members:

| am a 33 year resident of Encinitas and a member of the Encinitas 4 Equality Housing
Committee. | applaud your efforts in the creation of and support the updated 6% Cycle
Housing Plan.

After studying the Affordable Housing history in the City of Encinitas, 1 agree with City of
Encinitas Planning staff recommendation to increase the inclusionary percentage of
very low income housing units from 10% {0 15% and low income from 15 {0 20% for
future housing developments. HCD Annual Progress report on October 6, 2020
revealed that Encinitas Housing Production Relative to Demand in 2013-2020 for Low
Income households is 1033 with a mere 94 produced. We need more 2 bedroom
apartments to house our essential workers that make $15 to $20 per hour, new coliege
graduates in entry level positions (our kids who were borm and raised here) and seniors
on a fixed income.

E4E and | strongly support the creation of a special position within its City staff focused
solely on issues of housing — both affordable housing and homelessness. Rather than
hiring outside consuitants, the City’s funds could be spent on a person who focuses only
on our City’s issues. This would include working more ciosely with developers to
encourage their buy-in to making our community more economicaily and humaniy
diverse. Funding is aiso needed for a proactive outreach program, ong that couid be
driven by this new staff member, to encourage members of the BIPOC community in
particular to take advantage of the housing opportunities that are available, and to
create an atmosphere of proactive inclusion i our City. Additionally, federal and state
funding programs present erratically and our cily needs one person who Is “at the
ready” to meet deadiines to complete the application process when opporiunities arise.

Thank you for your investment of time and patience to listen to Encinitas residents
opinons in this complex process. Best wishes in the completion process of the 6% Cycle
Housing Plan by the April 2021 deadline and HCDs approvatl of the plan’s final draft.

With gratitude,



Theresa Beauchamp



the beach almost every day even though the journey is becoming more and more dangerous.

| am concerned that the subject EIR will not adequately address the negative traffic impacts that Marea
Village wil add to an already dangerous situation on La Costa Avenue. | have listed below the existing
problems on La Costa Avenue, along with possibie solutions. The EIR shouid address these problems
and suggest ways Marea Village will adg {6 them. The EIR aiso should provide suggested ways that
Marea Vililage should mitigate their increased impacts of traffic and speed on the many pedestrians who
walk on La Costa Avenue.

Crosswalk at La Costa and Vuican

Trying to cross Vuican on La Costa can only be described & very dangercus proposition. There is no
crosswalk or signal to protect pedestrians and dog walkers. Westbound and eastbound cars turn south
from La Costa to Vulcan while norihbound cars on Vulcan turn on te La Costa. There is a lone stop sign
on Vulcan with no other traffic controi devices, so we end up with a free-for-alf which has and will continue
fo resudt in injury accidents.

| suggest installing a crosswalk with flashing yeliow lights to alert motorists when someone is walking
acress Vulcan. This would be simitar to the crosswalk / signal arrangements that one sees on Hwy 101 in
Encinitas and Carlshad.

Sidewalk along La Costa

Currently, there are bicyele and pedesirian lanes marked on the south side of La Costa Avenue, Motorisis
routinely drift in and out of the bicycie and pedestrian lanes, especially where the road curves. This is an
extremely dangerous situation which has resuited in many near misses of pedestrians.

| suggest installing a raised sidewalk to the south of the current pedestrian lane to separate cars and
bikes from pedestrians.

Speed Limit on La Costa

Motorists routinely drive well over the 35 mph limit on La Costa. This, of course, contributes to traffic
hazards on our street. We need some traffic calming measures o protect motorists, pedestrians and
cyclists.

| suggest lowering the speed limit 1o 25 mph from Hwy 101 to the freeway. | also suggest installing speed
bumps similar to those recently instailed on Hwy 101 in Leucadia.

Signal at 101 and La Costa

As currently configured, this traffic signal aliows pedestrian crossing of Hwy 101 ondy on the south side of
La Costa. As a resuit all pedestrians {and their dogs in many cases} who are going north on 101 toward
Ponto beach wili have to cross in front of the new hotel. This negative impact on hotel guests could be



mitigated if pedestrians could walk diagonally acress 101, in addition, & would be far safer for pedestrians
o avoid the cars entering and leaving the hotel driveway.

| suggest installing a signal that will stop all fraffic at the La Costa / 101 inferseciion {o allow pedestrians
o walk paraliel or diagonally across Hwy 101, This would be simitar to the signals at Hwy 101 Carisbad
Village Drive in Carlsbad.

Marea Viliage, aleng with the numerous other proposed developments along La Cosia Avenue, will add
considerabie traffic and increase the risks {o pedestrians and cyclists alike. These negative impacts must
be spelled out in the Marea Village EIR and mitigation should be provided prior to approval of the
development.

W C Racine
L.eucadia



~ 70" high apartment complex will look like to us and our neighbors across the hills,
and what the increase in traffic noise will be like. We try to envision what the traffic
will be like when we have hundreds of cars using

an already overloaded intersection during peak rush hour traffic:

It is a disaster and heartbreak for us. Please do not approve this project.

Regards,

Mary Thomas

149 Townwood Way
Encinitas, CA



Dear Mayor, Members of City Council, and Planning
Commissicners

It is my hope, and that of my entire family, and | think all of our
neighbors throughout Olivenhain, and even Village Park and
High Country Villas on Willowspring, that the Goodson
"Encinitas Blvd. Apartments" be rejected.

| understand that Mayor and Council were dismayed when Mr.
Goodson played a "bait and switch" on them by first gaining
R30 upzoning based on his proposal of a 110-unit
senior/assisted living facility, and then, once granted, he
cancelled that plan and resubmitted a huge plan for a 6-7 story
apartment complex. | hope that dismay is still true. Quite
frankly, | think the R30 zoning could have been rescinded based
on Goodson's bad faith practice of misrepresenting his plans.

| think the biggest, most valid, reason to reject this complex in
spite of state mandates, is the drastic effect on fire safety for all
residents of Olivenhain. With just one lane in each direction,
the four-hour current evacuation time is already frightening;
the addition of 283 homes more will certainly add to that
danger. People will be trying to return to their homes from



work to evacuate horses, livestock and pets; many people will
try to go against the flow of evacuation to try to go and get
their children from school at Olivenhain Pioneer Elementary.
Olivenhain is a "Paradise” fire scenario waiting o happen, even
without this project.

There are ali sorts of other reasons to reject the project: high
rises marring the rural character of the town, false claims of
affordability, too few affordable units, probable increases in
traffic/speeding/parking problems in and around Olivenhain
including the shortcut to El Camino Real via Willowspring and
High Country Villas (a senior neighborhood), falsely stated
proximity to affordable shopping and so on. But the single
factor that no one can deny, is the effect on the safety of
residents in case of a fire event.

In spite of the COVID pandemic, Rancho Santa Fe Road is once
again getting backed up starting around 3:30 rush hour - after
the March/April 2020 initial shut-down when there were no
more backups at stop signs, we are now back to nearly the
previous levels of traffic. It will only get worse when the
restrictions are lifted. Pre-COVID, often on a Friday afternoon,
northbound RSF Road couid take an hour to get from
Peppertree Lane to our home's nearest intersection at El
Camino del Norte.

| hate to think of the liability for the City if this project is
allowed to proceed, and then a massive fire event occurs. The
canyon (Spooks) running down into Olivenhain will be a funnel



of fire leading staight to the heart of Colony Olivenhain. And
Viliage Park is next... our home shares a low boundary fence
with the farthest east homes of Village Park - so there is really
no gap between VP and Olivenhain. | think the City of Encinitas
has enough lawsuits without positioning for another one.

As | said, there are many more reasons NOT to permit this gross
project, but the increase in fire risk is of paramount reason to
lawfully deny it. Please please please represent us and do NOT
approve this project.

Respectfully,
Cindy Brandenburg

648 Lomas de Oro Court

Olivenhain
{858) 395-7587



Dear City Councilmembers and Planning Commission Members:

On behaif of KeysdHomes, we support your efforts to adopt a compliant 6 Cycle Housing Element
Update that wili focus on truly moving the needle in the actuatl building of more affordable homes in
Encinitas.

We understand that there is no one single solution or silver bullet here. So, we support the City's efforts
to bolster the many tools required to build more affordable housing, including:

ADU's: and other smaller unit lypes. We encourage the City to develop a plan so that financing can be
provided for ADUs, (along with tiny homes, modular units) to incentivize and ensure long term
affordability.

Inclusionary housing: by increasing the percentage of affordable housing for residential development, if
economically feasible and not a disincentive to building affordable homes.

We also support the City’s recent commitment to pursue the building of a 100% {or close as possible)
affordable community for our seniors and family residents, as weli as for our essential workers who are
community tong distances or finding difficuit living situations to stay in the city they serve. Any new site
selected should focus on utilizing and/or monetizing city, county or other government owned land as a
path to huilding a model affordablie community, that we can be proud of. Especially since we liveina
high land cost area, the City and to the extent it has pariners in this endeavor, must have financial “skin
in the game,” to leverage additional finan¢ing required to achieve this objective. This approach weould
truly move the needie in building more affordable housing.

‘The private sector cannot solve our housing affordability crisis on its own; public private collaboration is
an essential component to successfully creating affordable housing opportunities in Encinitas.

Lastly, we respectfully request that as you thread this needle and balance competing interests, please
adopt policies that create incentives and programs to encourage affordable housing opportunities that

rea ' r -



City of Encinitas
SIXTH CYCLE HOUSING ELEMENT

A.5 Public Comments Received at Planning Commission and City
Councll

This section contains the public comments received during Housing Element Update adoption
process at the Planning Commission hearing and the City Council hearing.



To Honorable Chair Ehlers and Planning Commissioners:

In the current Draft of the 6™ Cycle Housing Element, the City reaffirms its commitment to providing
housing affordable to persons of all income levels and the intention that amendments to the Zoning
Code, in conjunction with the Density Bonus Ordinance, wilt lead to production of more housing
affordable to both low and very low-income families. We encourage this effort and particularly
encourage the City to focus on Density Bonus projects that include units designed for “very low-
income” families. At present we are aware of only one project containing “very low-income” units
moving through the approval process. We encourage the city o find ways to incentivize developers to
build for this popuiation which, as defined as 50% of AMI, is $40,450 per year for a single person and
$57,750 per year for a family of four. This income stratum incorporates many important workers of
diverse backgrounds in cur community including numbers of firefighters, teachers, and law
enforcement personnel. Workers at the “extremely low income” fevel of 30% of AMI include numbers
of healthcare support personnel, personal services providers, and food service workers. it is
important that the City supports these groups to live in the community where they work.

We support The City of Encinitas efforts {0 close the production and demand gap for the low income
population demonsirated in the attached slide (See final slide #5) that appeared in the State of
California Housing and Community Development Annuat Progress Report of QOciober 6,

2020. Between the years 2013-2020, The City of Encinitas produced 94 low income units and the
demand was 1033. We believe that the City's pursuii of a 100% low income affordable housing
development wili be & major step forward in closing this housing production relative to demand gap.

Thank you for your patience, attention to the complexities and overwhelming need for Affordable
Housing and your efforts to create an Encinitas that is “diverse and inclusive by design".

Sincerely,

Tharaaea Reaiirhamn
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Deana Gax

From: DW <twicesites@yahoo.com>

Sent: Thursday, March 4, 2021 12:24 PM

To: Deana Gay

Subject: Housing element update - please don't approve

[NOTICE: Caution: External Email}

Please provide to each Commissioner:

Dear Planning Commnissioner,

Please don't approve the housing element update.

This update is written to give mitlions of doilars to some developers.
Please don't become part of this illegal plan by the council.

Thank you.
Donna Westbrook



Deana Gax

From: Daniela Rodriguez on behalf of Planning
Sent: Thursday, March 4, 2021 4:52 PM

To: Deana Gay

Subiject: FW: Housing Element

Here's another one...

Thank you,

Daniela

From: Jennifer Hewitson <jhewitson@cox.net>
Sent; Thursday, March 4, 2021 4:23 PM

To: Planning <planning@encinitasca.gov>
Subject: Housing Element

[NOTICE: Caution: External Email]

To Planning, Mayor and Council,

As i am too late to speak this evening, [ will just say that knowing you are in somewhat of a tough situation,
you need not buckle under the pressure.

I hope you will pause and take note, we are at such a crossroads now in our city, where all open space, and
vacant lots and view corridors we fove to take in are under attack. The state is mandating that we destroy
what we love, that everyone who comes here loves, beauty, open space and a place to breathe!

Once these last piots are taken under the Density Bonus monster, we CANNQOT get ANY of it BACK!

Take pause , as you look around and regard what you see as endangered, and under your care. It wili be
historically known that on your watch, the iast nail was driven into the coffin of Encinitas preservation.
Decades of committed citizens have fought for this preservation, and in short order you witt allow it to be
stolen away, and all their work wasted. It bought some time, but did not buy understanding or appreciation, or
continuation of that fabor.

The housing Element, you attempted to draft to appease the state. was not enough, and I want to tell you i
will NEVER be enough!

This idea that you can build your way out of a housing "crisis” is insanity. Never ending growth is an
impossible goal, it is UNSUSTAINABLE and will docom us ail to misery. I ask you to take pause, and imagine
how different this place will ook and feel in 5 years. That will be your doing if the propased density pushed by
the state is allowed to take us. We are not Orange County or LA County, but they will make it so.

The masses flock here to escape that which they help to create again, congestion, stress, dissatisfaction, more
concrete, siding, pavement... and for what?



Deana Gax

From: Daniela Rodriguez on behalf of Planning

Sent: Thursday, March 4, 2021 4:38 PM

To: Deana Gay

Subject: FW: item 8 A - Housing Element Update

Attachments: 2020 Income Limits and Affordable Housing Costs HCD.pdf
Hi Deana,

My name is Bob Kent, Encinitas resident and member of Keys4Homes. We are local residents who advocate for the
building of affordable hames in Encinitas.

We support the adoption of the 6 Cycle Housing Element Update.

We have a housing affordability crisis both regionally and iocally, which is driven by stagnant wages for lower income
hauseholds and a fack of affordable housing supply. For instance, renters need to earn approximately $38/hour to
afford an asking rent, while many of our essential workers earn between $14-20/hour.  The general rule of thumb is
that 30% of household income should be spent on housing costs. Here in Encinitas, over 73% of the lower income
househotds are paying more than 30% and over 52% experience a severe cost burden by paying over the 50% of their
income towards their housing costs. {Source: Appendix B — Section 3.2 Draft Sixth Cycle Housing Element) The effect is
many people live paycheck to paycheck and have to make often impossible choices such as: rent vs. car repair, rent vs,
maedical expense or rent vs. healthy food.

On the supply side, between 2013 — 2020, only 94 affordable units were built in Encinitas vs. the 1,033 RHNA target



ADU's: and other smaller unit types. We encourage the City to develop a plan so that financing can be provided for
ADUs, to incentivize and ensure fong term affordability;

Inclusionary housing: by increasing the percentage of affordable housing for residential developmaent i economically
feasible and not a disincentive to building affordable homes; and

The City’s recent commitment to build a 100% affordable community.

The Housing Element is one piece of the puzzie; however, the private sector cannot solve our housing affordability crisis
on its own; public private engagement, collaboration and innovation is an essential component to successfuliy creating
affardable housing opportunities here in Encinitas.

That said, the Housing Element is important because it helps create a housing opportunity path for alf income

tevels, including our seniors on a fixed income along with giving our workers the chance to live in the community they
serve. The Housing Element also creates housing opportunities for the young adults of our community, who grew up
here to live and stay here.

To comply with state law, the City must adopt a Housing Element and it also ensures the City wil continue to be eligible
for state grant funds.

We respectfully request you recommend adoption of the Housing Element.
Thank you.

P.S. - attached please find the City's 2020 Income Limits and Affordable Housing Costs chart. { have found itto be a
useful toot when discussing housing affordability.






Deana Gax

From: Jennifer Gates

Sent: Tuesday, March 2, 2021 2:44 PM

To: Deana Gay

Cc: Roy Sapau

Subject: Fw: Encinitas Housing Element March 4, 2021

Please forward to Planning Commission.
Thank vou,

in Gratitude,
Melissa McClave
Encinitas Resident



Deana Gay

From: Kathy Hollywood

Sent: Thursday, March 4, 2021 2:04 PM

To: Deana Gay; Roy Sapau

Subject: FW: Council Meeting 3/4, City Housing Element 8A

Kathy Holiywood

City Clerk, City of Encinitas

505 S. Vulcan Avenue, Encinitas, CA 92024
760.633.2601

khollywood@encinitasca.gov
www.encinitasca.qov

Correspondents shouid be aware that all communications to and from this address are subject to public
disciosure and may be reviewed by third parties.

----- Original Message---—-

From: desire smith <desiresmith12@gmail.com>

Sent: Thursday, March 4, 2021 2:03 PM

To: Councit Members <council@encinitasca.gov:>; Tony Kranz <tkranz@encinitasca.gov>; Traffic User
<traffic@encinitasca.gov>; Planning <planning@encinitasca.gov>; Jace Schwarm
<Jschwarm@encinitasca.gov>; Kathy MHoliywood <khollywood@encinitasca.gov>

Cc: Krista Montgomery <kmontgomé6@gmail.com>; Steve And Meg Norton <nortsurf4@yahoo.com>;
Neighborhood leucadia Cares <terimc445@gmail.com>; daniel oliver <palmolivers@sbcgiobal.net>>; Lyn
<i.selzer@me.com>; Craig Racine <wcracine@yahoo.com>; Linda Bergelson <ibergelson@att.net>; Louis
Vasquez <iluchoevr@yahoo.com:>; Patricia <mspmvasquez@gmail.com>; Brian Belknap <bellstar@me.com>;
Doug Wierenga <dougwierenga@icloud.com>; macmccarter@cox.net; Lisa Curry <licurry@cox.net>; mike
biackman <mblackmanQ@gmail.com:; Jill Denver <idenver02@yahoo.com>; Cyndy Walker
<cyndyw@cox.net>; lynda bissell <lyndabisseli@hotmail.com>; Ron Ranson <rranson@ucsd.edu>; Hugh
Buchanan <brh361@yahoo.com>; DD Flynn <flynndd@yahoo.com>

Subject: Councit Meeting 3/4, City Housing Element 8A

[NOTICE: Caution: External Email}



fund. Are these fees 100% designated to our corridor or a General Fund? If the fees go to the General Fund,
are the monies used for projects such as Birmingham Beautification and ADA improvements and Artwork for
the Encinitas Av. underpass? L.a Costa is the only street connecting to the 5 freeway without a raised ADA
sidewalk and Vulcan with its many residents from the aiready farge amount of apartments has no compiete
sidewalk. It's currently very dangerous and risky to walk or cycie on La Costa Av and Vulcan even under the
current traffic volume.

>> Can you piease go back and review the housing development situation in our corridor in totality and make
safety the number one priority before approving any further developments and minimize the potential of a
severe or fatal accident, the risk is in your hands!

>> Kind Regards,

>> Desiré and Chris Smith

Sent from my iPhone



Deana Gax

From:

Sent:

To:

Subject:
Attachments:

Kathy Hollywood

Thursday, March 4, 2021 9:24 AM

Roy Sapau; Deana Gay

FW:3-4-21  March 4th Planning Commission Agenda item 8A - Public Comment

1986 Encinitas City Charter- at incorporation jpg; City of Encinitas Mission.PNG; 6th
Housing Cycle-No land use or density changes claims.ipg; 2021 State Housing Law-
Encinitas Carrot and Stick Threats.jpg




2. Encinitas current land-use, density and/or zoning cannot be changed by this body (your planning
commission), the city council or mandated by the state without a vote of the people in Encinitas- See
Proposition A

The City of Encinitas’ mission statement is about protecting property and the environment., This agenda

item ignores both and defies the mission of the city.

4. The city would be creating MAJOR pubic safety hazards if you vote to approve this housing update, by
not first addressing the looming public safety issues confronting our city today in so far as the absence
of safe mobility infrastructure to accommodate for this planned growth (sidewalks, bike lanes,
functional road capacity, parking, classroom space, utility services, water availability -all lacking). This
was neglected in the last housing update and continues {o be as of this update now before you.

5. This plan to bring more people and their cars, vehicle emissions, run-off and waste to Encinitas in in
direct conflict with the city-wide Climate Action Plan. You cannot possibly vote tonight to approve
another 1554 housing units in Encinitas. It would be wrong to accept the daunting, 944 page staff report
that says that none of this involves any “land use or density changes to property located within the
city” (page 3 of the 944 page report!).

sl

Until the Planning Commission and city leadership can have an honest dialogue about these breaches or public
trust and property/zoning rights in violation, public safety and environmental hazards, this agenda item must be
delayed to a future date and an updated staff report encompassing these realities fully reviewed by the

public. This housing plan basically screws hard-working Encinitans and trashes years of careful and cautious
city-wide investment in planning, land use and zoning in the city of Encinitas since the ¢ity’s incorporation in
1980,

Thank you for your service,
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Deana Gax

From: Roy Sapau

Sent: Monday, March 1, 2021 948 AM

To: Deana Gay

Ce: Jennifer Gates

Subiject: FW: Comments for March 4 Planning Commission Meeting - item 8A

Hi Deana,




update on the sub-committee formed by Commissioner Amy Flicker and Vice Chair Kevin Doyle, and the
proposal for the March Annual Capital Improvement Planning Meeting.

I would also like to address the Housing Element draft, and particularly the inclusion of the Jackel Properties
(AKA, Fenway Mixed use or Marea Village) and Vulcan & La Costa (AKA 1967 Vulcan or Vulcan Encinttas
LLC) projects that have been incorporated into the Housing Element draft,

As many of my neighbors and | have expressed at previous Planning Commission, Traffic and Public Safety
Commission and City Council meetings, we are extremely concerned about the level of development being
proposed for this small corner of the Northwest Leucadia and Southwest Carlsbad.

While we all understand the need for the city to identify sites to add very low and low income housing, we feel
it is the moral responsibility of our city leaders to do so in a safe and responsibie manner.

As our city leaders and staff are well aware, La Costa Avenue is already a dangerous corridor, with a level of
service rating of "F" in segments, as well as a lack of sidewalks and protected bike lanes. La Costa Avenue is
the only legal access point across the railroad tracks by foot, bike or car for the 1.5 mile stretch north of
Leucadia Blvd.

It is unconscionable for city leaders to propose or approve turther developments in this corridor without first
addressing the serious lack of infrastructure and current dangers to pedestrians, cyclists and motorists in
Northwest Leucadia.

Specifically, the Jackel and Vulcan developments listed in the Housing Element contribute only 31 low income
housing units in total, but would result in an estimated 1,646 additional daily trips for all of the retail, hotel and
residential units to be added by the projects, which are in addition to the 1,200 estimated additional daily trips
which are expected with the opening of the Alila Marea hotel in this already traffic burdened neighborhood.

We urge the Planning Commission not to approve the Housing Element unti] these two projects are removed
from it.

We thank you in advance for protecting the safety and welfare of your neighbors.

Best regards,
Patricia Vasquez
Leucadia Cares Volunteer



Deana Gax

From: Planning

Sent: Thursday, March 4, 2021 3:18 PM

To: Deana Gay

Subject: FW: City of Encinitas 6th Cycle Housing Element Public Review Draft Feb 2021
Attachments: Letter to Encinitas.pdf

Not sure if you nieed this too. Forwarded.



YIMBY LAW

YIMBY Law

1260 Mission St

San Francisco, CA 94103
helle@yimbylaw.org

03/03/2021

Jenmifer Gates, AICP
City of Encinitas

505 8. Vulcan Avenue
Encinitas, CA 92024

igates@encinitasca.gov, planning@encinitasca.gov, rhuntiey@hcd.ca.gov;
Via Email

Re: Encinitas 6th Cycle RHNA Draft Housing Element
Dear Ms. Gates:

Please find enclosed with this letter a detailed analysis of the City of Encinitas’ 2021-2029
draft housing element for the 6th Cycle RHNA, We wish to express our concern regarding a
myriad of issues raised in that document, including the likelihood of developmerit, forecasted
ADU production and the affordability of those ADUs, local density bonus ordinance, permitting
of group homes, AFFH, Environmental Assessment and Citizen Participation Program, and site
invetory. Please note that pursuant to the instructions listed on the Planning Commission’s
agenda, I have also emailed this letter and its enclosure to the planning department email to
ensure it will both be distributed to the commissioners and included in the record for the
March 4, 2021 hearing, I have also forwarded a copy of this letter and its enclosure to the city’s
housing element reviewer at HCD.

Sincerely,

Anon s .Z' N /O



Likelihood of Development

According te the Site Inventory Guidebook (pp. 20~21), a site inventory must include an analysis
of the “likelihood of residential development,” which is “based on the rate at which similar
parcels were developed during the previous planning period.” Barring such an analysis, local
agencies are instructed to “report the proportion of parcels in the previous housing element’s
site inventory that were developed during the previous planning period.” The Site Inventory
Guidebook thus makes it abundantly clear that cities must accomimodate enough realistic
capacity to accommodate the RHNA target (through the site inventory and, if necessary,
through rezoning). 8imply demonstrating that the city has theoretical capacity that is equal to
the RHNA target is insufficient, since not all theoretical capacity will be permitted during the
6th Cycle,

The City of Encinitas analyzed its zoning capacity assuming all of its sites would be developed;
however, there is no analysis in their housing element of the likelihood that development
would occur at any, or even one, of those inventoried sites, Between 2013 and 2018, Encinitas
permitted or entitled 71 homes for lower-income households, which is approximately 6.9% of
the city’s total lower-income zoned capacity (1,033 homes).* Taking this assumption that
zoned capacity for dwelling units for lower-income households has a 6.9% chance of being
built during the 6th Cycle—no analysis or evidence exists to suggest a higher rate will be
observed than was in the 5th Cycle—Encinitas should zone for 19,045 lower-income dwelling
units {0.069 * 12,145 = 838) in order to achieve its 6th Cycle RHNA of 838 dwelling units for
lower-income households.

Additionally, per the Site Inventory Guidebook (p. 22), cities should include a 15-30% No Net
Loss buffer. Conseguently, Encinitas should therefore zone for between 13,667 and 15,789
homes for lower-income households.

Forecasts of ADU Development

While the City of Encinitas should be applauded for its success in fostering a regulatory
environment that has produced a wave of new ADU construction, its claims about the number
of ADUs it believes will be developed during the upcoming planning period should be
supported by building permit data included in the housing element. Furthermore, according to
the Site Inventory Guidebook (p. 31), local agencies are instructed to calculate “trends in ADU
construction since January 2018 {o estimate new production.” The city reports it permitted 77



Affordability of ADU

Similar to Encinitas’ claims regarding its forecasted production of ADUs, the data Encinitas
relies upon to determine the affordability of ADUs should be included in the housing element.
The city’s report about affordability is unclear as to whether it annually surveys all property
owners who have ever been issued a building permit for an ADU or whether it surveys only
those owners who were issued a building permit for an ADU in the preceding year (see Accessory
Unit Survey — Housing Element Update form}.* Additionally, nothing on the form indicates that a
response is required; therefore, without evidence demonstrating otherwise, one can safely
assumne that the respondents constitute a small sample size compared to the total population
of property owners with ADUs, which skews the affordability data. Moreover, at roughly the 56
minute mark of the February 16, 2021 joint special meeting of the City of Encinitas City Council
and City of Encinitas Planning Commission, Principal Planner Jennifer Gates alluded to some
forms not being returned, further supporting the assumption that the affordabilify data is
incomplete,

Nevertheless, Encinitas reported that in 2019, “20 percent [of permitted ADUs]} were being
offered at rents affordable to very low and low-income households, 30 percent to moderate
households, and 50 percent to above moderate households.”s If those percentages hold
throughout the entirety of the 6th Cycle, Encinitas should modify its zoned capacity to reflect
200 ADUs at the very low-income and low-income level, 300 ADUs at the moderate-income
level, and 500 ADUs at the above moderate-income level, which is different than the numbers
reported in Table 2-4: Remaining RHNA Obligation.® Moreover, the data that supports the city’s
projections about ADU affordability are from 2019, not 2020, so, again, the city should update
its information to provide more current, realistic, and defensible assumptions. Last, the city
should include annual reviews as part of Program 1D to ensure that its affordability data do not
become stale and outdated. This will ensure the city understands and accurately reports the
affordability of the ADUs that exist within its boundaries.

State Density Bonus Law

HCD determined that the city’s recently adopted density bonus ordinance does not comply
with state law, and that “to the extent that the City’s proposed ordinance is impermissibly
inconsistent with SBDL to increase the costs and burdens on applicants, the ordinance

disincentivizes affordable housing.”’ Specifically, Encinitas’ requirement that an applicant



we recommend the city rescind its local density bonus erdinance and remove Program 2D to
eliminate any references to the local density benus ordinance from its housing element.

Group Homes

HCD determined that Ordinance No. 2020-16 discriminates against persons with disabilities
and is inconsistent with the state law." Specifically, this ordinance “explicitly targets persons
with disabilities and imposes different requirements on a protected class...creates an onerous
permitting requirement that jeopardizes the financial feasibility of group homes and sober
living homes... requires written notice to neighbors within 500 feet, thus stigmatizing the
tenants and additienally requiring a Good Neighbor Policy, which assumes the
tenants—persons with disabilities—will be bad neighbors...[and} limits the use and enjoyment
of the home by including additional limitations including, but not limited to, use of the garage,
and driveway, use of ADUs, limiting the number of cars, and more.”" For these reasons, we
recommend the city rescind its local group home ordinance and remove Program 2E to
eliminate any references to the group home ordinance from its housing element.

Affirmatively Furthering Fair Housing

The city has failed to satisfy this requirement of Housing Element Law. Neither a plan to
conduct seme future study or review, nor a review of the analysis of impediments, nor
recruiting diverse and multilingual staff satisfy the elements of AB 686 {2018, Santiago).®
Furthermore, the obligation creating a duty to AFFH became effective on January 1, 2021, and
that obligation did not provide for Program 3H to be completed by December 31, 2022 or
implemented by December 31, 2023, Moreover, the belief that Encinitas is some ttopian
paradise free {from our shared segregationist and exclusionary past is laughable, especially
considering HCD has, as recently as February 7, 2020, identified “the City’s policies perpetuate
segregation on persons in protected classes.”” It is patently offeusive that the city’s housing
element would only conditionally commit to reversing its established history of discriminatory
practices in a vague, meandering program that does not even cover two full pages.

Additionally, Program 5 is less of a housing element program than a report about the Analysis
of Impediments used to justify collecting CDBG funds.'* This does not satisfy the city’s duty to
AFFH. While the city did complete a more thorough analysis of racially and ethnically
concentrated areas of poverty, their analysis failed to investigate median income, BIPOC
homeownershin, BIPOC residents as a proportion of total population. or familv size at the



near their current residences or {acilitating their relocation to residences in higher opportunity
areas. Additionally, even the diagrams used to illustrate data about RECAP in Appendix B are
skewed and do not follow statistical best practices, with legends that include bands labeled
<4%, £,%-6%, 6%-11%, 11%-17%, and 17%-53%." Nevertheless, one diagram in particular
demonstrates the tremendous work that lies ahead for the city in its work to AFFH: Figure
B-13.° In this diagram, cne can clearly see that the majority of the sites for the proposed
lower-income RHNA obligation are slated to be developed in low and median income CDBG
Block Groups. If the city truly intends to reduce and eventually eliminate RECAP, continuing to
warehouse its lower-income residents in areas with fewer resources has the opposite effect.

Consiraints

Environmental Assessment

Program 3D constitutes an arbitrary governmental constraint because its existence creates
additional duties and obligations for applicants, which unnecessarily adds time and cost to
projects. Furthermore, there is ne legal mandate for this review mechanism to exist, having
the effect of making development more complex, more precarious, and less expensive in
Encinitas. Since the Environmental Assessment is part of the city’s general plan, this added
obligation becomes an extraordinary burden, especially in the development of lower-income
housing. As HCD noted in their February 4, 2021 lefter to the city, considering that the city
“adopted both the Environmental Impact Report and the EA with overriding considerations
regarding immitigable traffic impacts...the City has declared the provision of housing takes
precedence over any potential significant and immitigable impacts development may have on
traffic.”* Therefore, Encinitas should modify Program 3D to rapidly decouple the EA from
by-right development, such as with the city’s lower-income housing RHNA, eliminating the
EA altogether would be better. After exempting by-right development {rom the EA, the city
should further amend Program 3D to include an annual monitoring provision to better
understand how the EA affects housing development.

itizen Participation P

It is definitively disingenuous for the city to mandate a non-~binding but discretionary
community engagement process. If the Citizen Participation Program is not used as a basis to
approve or deny a project, what purpose does it serve and why is it required, especially for
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uses 20% of the city’s allotment of quasi-judicial proceedings in evaluating housing
proposals,” At a minimum, Program 3F should be modified to include the rapid decoupling of
the CPP from by-right development, such as with the city’s lower~income housing RHNA;
eliminating the CPP altogether would be better. After exempting by-right development from
the CPP, the city should further amend Program 3F to include an annual monitoring provision
to better understand how the CPP affects housing development.

Site Inventory

The city’s draft site inventory as presented in Appendix C includes seven vacant and ten
non-vacant sites, and the zoned capacity is 673 and 682 dwelling units, respectively.
According to the Site Inventory Guidebook (pp. 26-27), *iiif a housing element relies on
nonvacant sites to accommodate 50 percent or more of its RHNA for lower income households,
the nonvacant site’s existing use is presumed to impede additional residential development,
uniess the housing element describes findings based on substantial evidence that the use will
likely be discontinued during the planning period.”

All of the vacant sites identified in Table C-3: Net Acreage and Unit Yield on Residentially Zoned
Sites were inchuded in the city’s previous housing element, making the 6th Cycie housing
element the second consecutive planning period where these vacant sites were used. In March
2019, the city rezoned these sites to create a 30 du/ac density in line with Mullin Densities, and
the monitoring of those sites’ appropriateness and readiness for development is supported
through Program 1B.*° However, all but one of the vacant sites’ unit yield equals 30 du/ac,
including Site 08a at 36 du/ac instead of 44 dufac, Site AD1 at 60 du/ac instead of 72 du/ac, Site
AD2a at 74 dufac instead of 90 du/ac, and Site AD2b at 121 dufac instead of 146 du/fac. In
addition to these unit yield shortfalls, Site AD1, for example, the Sage Canyon Parcel, is
described as having a maximum density of 30 du/ac and a minimum density of 25 du/ac®
However, with the city going to great lengths to rezone this and similar sites, thereisno
discussion about No Net Loss and the potential for a reduced unit yield through development
of the site at the minimum density. If the city intends to permit development at 25 du/ac
instead of 30 du/ac, it must include a program to prescribe a rezoning program to ensure there
is no improper loss of zoned capacity. Furthermore, if the city does not include a buffer in its
zoned capacity to accommodate for No Net Loss provisions, a development with reduced unit
yield will result in the city failing to meet several of its housing programs, resulting in the
city’s housing element falling out of compliance, and, presumably, decertified by HCD.



environmentally sensitive features that are not easily developed.* Furthermore, Site 12, the
Sunshine Gardens Parcels, includes a land value of $3,448,000, an astrenomically high price for
disturbed land that will require demolition of existing structures before it can be redeveloped
for lower-income housing.” The land alone for Site 12 will add approximately 541,000 in cost
per unit before any site work, improvements, or construction begin. Ironically, the housing
element does not identify any constraints at the Sunshine Gardens Parcels.

Last, Site 02, the Cannon Properties, was included in comments to HCD made by the public that
were subsequently forwarded to the city by HCD staff. Those conunents, generally, allege that
Site 02 is unsuitable for development because of sloping topography caused or worsened by a
landslide. Unless Site 02 has been studied for environmental impacts and includes a certified
geologist’s report or soils study declaring the land stable and developable, it is improper to
include this site in the site inventory or to count its unit yield toward the city’s RHNA.*,



Deana Gax

From: Jennifer Gates

Sent: Tuesday, March 2, 2021 4:45 PM

To: Deana Gay

Subject: Fw: Housing Elements- . CASE NUMBER: PLCY-003816-2020 {GPA - Housing Element
Update

Please forward to Planning Commission.
Thank vou,



ve been following the
Housing Element topic for the last few years.

This is to let you know that we are encouraged by the proposed plan and support the proposed
housing plan elements offering an opportunity to seniors with fixed income and workers with lower
income a chance to live in our community. This will allow our City to be compliant with the State Law
and eliminate the need to spend more resources {o litigate these mandates.

We respectfully request that you adopt the Housing Element for the reasons provided above.

Thank you for your consideration and your service to our beautiful and inclusive City.

Regards,
Naimeh and Jonathan Woodward



| know housing is a problem in Encinitas, but § would hope you would look at proposals with a less dense area with more
through-fare where cars, people, and traffic could more easily come and go. A housing development of this size does not
make any sense on a dead end street adjacent to a freeway with no cutflow.

| hope to hear back from you soon regarding this issue.
Regards,

Sanium Samagh, MD

Orthopaedic Sports Surgeen

Co-Chairman, Orthepaedic Surgery Division
Scripps Memeoerial Hopsital - Encinitas

310 Santa Fe Drive, Ste 112

Encinitas, CA 92024
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work away despite the threat of legal action from other constituencies. We are your constituency and we
worked with the city to create this for our own good and better future.

Thank you for your time and consideration,

-Rich Wargo 1002 Wotan Drive
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the City's Housing Element for the 2021-2029 Housing Cycle

To Mayor Blakespear; Deputy Mayor Tony Kranz; Council Members
Mosca, Hinze and Lyndes:

As you must know, there are few people who have the time, knowledge,
patience, or inclination to read and understand the hundreds of pages
you, the Encinitas Mayor and Council, are expecting citizens to wade
through in this Agenda item on Housing.

Another major decision being made by you under the cover of Covid.

There is hardly any part of our Zoning matrix and our Quality of Life that
will not be affected by your decision today if you approve this Agenda
item 3A,

Why are you, our City representatives so willing to cede local control to
the State of California for a few dollars in Grant money?

The Housing Element legislation in this State is being misused and
abused, and this Council has been an instrument of that abuse. The
INTENT of the legislation was to provide low income and affordable
housing in order to create home purchase opportunities for people of
diverse economic and social backgrounds, NOT 85% to 90% expensive
Market Rate Housing! The laws have been perverted and subverted so



that only the Building Industry Association profits! Why? How did that
happen?
A partnership between the BIA and legislators at every level perhaps?

It is also important to question why the legisiators of this State are
focusing on forcing Coastal communities in particular to supply this
housing? Why aren't communities much further inland who want more
development, the goal and target of this Housing Element

legislation? Same answer - greed and money! The BIA and the State of
California stand to make more profits and taxes off market rate homes
that sell for $2,000,000 and more on the Coast than homes that sell for
S$400,000 inland! And that is what the BIA and apparently this Council
are after - profits and tax monies!

Your citizens asked repeatedly for Measure U to propose 25% to 50% low
and affordable housing which would still allow the dwelling units built to
meet Proposition A standards and create Quality housing in our City
while meeting the goals of the State Housing Dept. The Mayor and
Council rejected adhering to the INTENT of the Housing Statutes, going so
far as to ignore the citizens' vote against Measure U, refusing to abide
by the voters decision, and never reaching out in the four month
aftermath to the citizens to find common ground.

In July 2020, 10 City and the County representatives walked out of the
SanDag meeting in protest to the Regional Housing Numbers (RHNA)
being assigned. Of those City representatives who stayed in that meeting
- 4 voted against the proposed RHNA numbers - which made 14 of the 18
members of SanDag who protested. But our representative, Mayor
Blakespear, voted with the few remaining cities two of whom had
"weighted" votes - and that was enough to keep further discussion and
reduction of RHNA possible. Too bad, our Mayor could not see her way



clear to stand up for our citizens and join the majority of SanDag
members who wanted to negotiate for their cities!

So here we are again - by-passing the voices of your citizens and passing
this all encompassing Housing Element to allow the State of California to
roll over LOCAL

CONTROL and our future!

Once again, | will remind you of the two precepts upon which this City of
Encinitas was founded: Protection of Community Character and the
assurance of the Quality of Life for all who live here. Well, this Mayor
and Council are quickly eroding both of those precepts.

Other cities are suing the State to retain their local citizen government
control of their zoning rights and to create their own cities under their
own City Constitution guidelines. Why doesn't Encinitas join

them? Protect our Local Control.

Submitted For the Record:
Sheila S. Cameron

former Mayor of Encinitas and
City Incorporation Member



Dear City Leaders,

| recognize the HCD has put the city in an exiremely difficuit spot by their fanatical
misinterpretation of state DBL, and the leverage their threatend non-ceriification of our
HE provides. However, the cily still has some leverage and needs {0 avoid merely
acceding to their bullying. The city will be better served by adopting a modestly modified
HE that compiies with state CEQA laws by removing the improper constraints on
required design review mitigation {programs 18, 3B, 3D, and 3F), even though
complying with CEQA removes HCD preferred language limiting the review o only
"objective standards" that goes beyond state law. A full repeal of the Encinitas DBL
{Program 2B) is excessive, a commitment to ammend {amend) the ordinance to fully
comply with state DBL shoulid be adequate.

These steps would undoubtedly make HCD unhappy, and resuit in ongoing contentious
negotiations potentially leading to non certification, referal (referral) to the attorney
general, and potential litigation. However, the HCD notice of violation for the Encinitas
DBL ordinance is so extreme in its pro-building industry stance and so deeply flawed
with both factual errors and blunders in legatl analysis that HCD has removed any
remaining shadow of doubt that they can be a either a competent or neutral arbitrator.
{Please see the letter from Craig Sherman on behalf of EncinitasRRD for detailed legal
analysis and specific errors and misstatemenis.] So while a few of the HCD objections
have merit, these can be resolved through amendment rather than repeal. More to the
point, HCD is so extreme that we are better off with adjudication in the AG's office or the
couris.

I'm sure you understand the fear and outrage throughout our Ofivenhain Community at
the proposed Goodson project that is so grossly out of scale with the surrounding
neighborhood. The EA identified several potentially significani adverse impacts for
development at this site, and identified the city's existing design review process as the
required mitigation to make these impacts less than significant. The EA and design
review processes rely on both subjective and objective standards which were in place
before both the application was submitted and January 1, 2020 when new discretionary
standards were prohibited. Thus these subiective standards are not only aliowed, they
are critical and required mitigation for this project (and other similarly situated projects).

Along with our fellow affordable housing advocates at E4E, Keys4Homes, and Faith-in-
Action, we at Encinitas RRD share the earnest desire to provide badly needed
affordable housing, especiaily for very low income residents {<50% AMI). All four
organizations share the desire that in providing this much needed housing, we maintain
local land use control and not result in destruction of our beioved city or other



unmitigated environmental harm. We differ only {0 the exient that we believe the city
should stand up to HCD, and risk non-certification. Encinitas RRD's more resolute
position is driven by our intimate knowledge of the Goodson project, and the
devastating harm to the community of Olivenhain if the city removes the more subjective
design review mitigation measures currently required in the EA. Although the Encinitas
DBL wilt not heip us in Olivenhain (his application was deemed complete long before
the ordinance was adopted), it has many very strong components that would prove an
invaluable tool in restraining similar unscrupulous developmet for other R-30 projects
that have not yet been submitted.

We all know that if you don't stand up o a bully, they just keep taking. | note with horror,
the last second changes to the HE proposed by Jennifer last night. Now the HCD wants
us not only to comply with SDBL requirements, but their biased policy interpretations as
well, Not only does the moving HE target make a mockery of the City's CEQA
Determination several revisions ago, but it ensures that HCD will keep moving their pro-
building industry interpretations ever further to the destruction of our environment and
influence in fand use and planning. We need to stand up to the bully or they wili
continue to eat our iunch!

Please, unite our city behind doing the right thing for our residents by adopting an HE
that both provides the much needed affordable housing and asserts iocal authority to
protect our city and environment from unrestrained development. Let's work together to
overcome Sacramento’s overreach.

Yours in community, Dan



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Woednesday, April 7, 2021 1:59 PM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Goedson Project

From: Vicki Ernenwein <marlo123@idoud.com>
Sent: Wednesday, April 7, 2021 1.57 PM

To: Council Members <council@encinitasca.gov>
Subject: Goodson Project

[NOTICE: Caution: External Emait]

The size and scope of this project is unacceptabie. This is only possible because of the missives coming out of
Sacramento allowing builders to override local laws and directives that are in place voted in by our community. We
incorporated in the eighties so our community character and lifestyle would be protected, not torn apart. You need to
stand up for our community and add affordable housing in a practical and acceptable manner. Se stand up, and do the
right thing....help us by keeping in place cur propositions that we voted in to protect our community.

Sincerely,

Vicki & IF Ernenwein
2335 fennifer Ln
Olivenhain

Sent from my iPhone



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Woednesday, April 7, 2021 1:.57 PM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: stand up to Sacramento

From: ianet fisher <hillandianet@email.com>



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Wednesday, April 7, 2021 1:56 PM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: encinitasrrd@gmail.com

From: ianet fisher <hillandianet@email.com>



planning to the pro-developer HCD by promising to repeal our recently adopted Encinitas
Density Bonus Law (EDBL).

Tell our city council to stand up to Sacramentol!

Please send an email by Wednesday at 2:00 p.m. to Encinitas City Councii members and copy
Encinitas RRD.

Citv Conneil Gronn email






Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Woednesday, April 7, 2021 1:56 PM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject; FW: HCD Vote today

From: NDan Rovle <thehavlefarm@®@vahoo. com>

Hivdng, SURPUIL YUUL CROEISULIECTEIE Tl UL UL YIVE 1 IG Daial e iie O8] 402 TLADL., 1O e U [RULeUL UL GUTRIRITRLYY,
Thank you for your service,

Daniet Boyle
Vateri Thorpe
2148 13th 8t
Encinitas, CA 92024



T

the plan into action and the actual building of more affordable housing.

And 1 personally thank you for all the hard work and difficult pressure you had to face to get to
this vote.

Lois

Lois Sunrich,
KeysdHomes
StoryArts, Inc.



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Wednesday, April 7, 2021 1:30 PM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Encinitas RRD

From: Pegev French <negevdfrench@emait. com>

Thank vou,
Peggy French



Jennifer Gates

From: Jennifer Hewitson <jhewitson@cox.net>

Sent: Wednesday, April 7, 2021 12:39 PM

To: City Clerk

Subject: 4-7-21, Special City Council Meeting ,6th cycle Housing Element, Agenda ltem 3A

Repeal of Ordinance 2020-09

[NOTICE: Caution: External Email)

lennifer Hewitson
1145 WOTAN BR. Encinitas Ca. 92024

To City Clerk for Council, Mayor and City Attorney,

| am deeply saddened to see what is happening within our city regarding the Housing Flement and Density Bonus
Housing Laws.

What | see is an over reach by the state to force Encinitas to allow rampant and unfetiered high density growth,
regardiess of the consequences to neighborhoods, environmental impacts, increased congestion, traffic, and destruction
of that which our citizens have fought to preserve over many decades.

Why does Encinitas "feel” the way it does in comparison to other coastal cities?

It is the result of hard working citizens who fought to preserve some beauty, open spaces, rural character, agricultural
history and a down to earth land use perspective.

NOW, after endless debating, handwringing, meetings, legal fees, and billable hours paid for by tax payers, you came up
with a focal ordinance, 2020-09, which was recently approved.

Although NOT what local citizens see as a great option, since it should include requirement of low income units of 20 or
25%, it still seemed much more reasonable than the disastrous AB2345, which is a BIA dream!

NOW, since the state didn't like what you came up with, you are voting to repeal that ordinance? just like that?

30, Encinitas is expected to bow down to bullders and the state, rollover and say...never mind, we'll just make it go away
now? Qurvery respected city attorney who argued the benefits and legality of this ordinance, now says never mind? Qur
mavyor and councit who represents us, sees the BIA and the state threatening lawsuits and they say, NEVER MIND?
WHAT have we become? WHERE is this feading? | am discouraged, sad, angry, and feel utterly unrepresented here,

You know most citizens don't have any idea what is happening, and they wili never read an ordinance or attend a council
meeting. It is alf too complicated and convoluted to even follow.

Well, some of us are paying attention, and while we pay the bills for all this circular and in the end potentially pointless
housing element siog, we do not like what we see.

Gross acreage calculation based on estimates, even exaggerated acreage, on tentative maps, with incentive to fudge the
numbers on acres, because hey, we'll just round it up and get even MORE houses and tighter density!

Unbuildable tand is included, why not? 50% density bonuses, and endiess waivers of building restrictions, no
expectations of consideration for, well, ANYTHING or ANYONE else!

Minimal parking, tiny setbacks, half baked water management plans, toxic runoff, traffic impacts, congestion, out of
character builds in rural neighborhoods, NO PROBLEM! HAVE AT T!!

| do not think this is what the citizens of this lovely city ever had in mind! it is time to stand up and say ENOUGH!

It's time for an overlay on top of the state overlay, and Encinitas needs te join forces with other cities who are fighting
this mass land grab, and cockie cutter planning, before we lose it ali.

Remember, it will NEVER be ENOUGH HOUSING, no matter how you force it. The destruction of quality of life for all, is
where we are headed. The destruction of epen spaces in our midst, the untenable traffic, the cumulative effects of ali



this density, are countless, and will not pay off. Once our hard fought control of this tiny spot on the map is given up it is
gone forever!

Thank you for your RE-consideration of this repeal, Jennifer Hewitson .






| support the adoption of the 2021-2028 Housing Element Update and the repeal of the Density
Bonus Reguiations.

While efforts to modify the Density Bonus Reguiations were most likely well intentioned, the reality is
that they are not in compliance with state law. Let's stop wasting money on no-win legal efforis and
actuaily build affordable housing, specifically a 100% affordabie community.

| applaud the city for joining the special, bond-issuing government agency {0 support the development
of 'missing middie' housing. Encinitas is in need of a greater variety of housing types, especially
condominiums, townhouses, duplex/firipiex units and apartments to provide housing opporiunities for
young families, essential workers, seniors and entry-level professionals. A diversity of ages and
incomes add to the vitality of a community.

Thank You and Stay Weli,

Teresa Arballo Barth



Dear Councit Members,

| understand that you will be deliberating on the 6th Cycle Housing Element this evening, which will include a response
to the California Department of Housing and Community Development (HCD} which demands that Encinitas repeal its
Density Bonus Ordinance.

My requaest is that the City of Encinitas:

» Does not commit to repeat the Encinitas DBL ordinance, but instead premises to make revisions to the ordnance
te fuilly comply with State DBL requirements.

» Does not make any concessions that reduce {ocal land use authority, for exampie by eliminating the EA required
mitigation measures achieved through the city's well established discretionary design review processes.

+ Does not make any concessions that reduce environmental protection, for example falsely claiming CEQA
exemption for adepting this HE.

+ Does provide local solutions that provide the affordabile housing Encinitas needs while preserving and enhancing
our great city.

s Collaborates more with cities facing these same issues with HCD,

Thank you for your consideration.

Sincerely,
Stacy Woiter



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Wednesday, April 7, 2021 11:46 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject; FW: Ordinance 2020-09

From: Glenn Knvarv <e kovarvi@email com>



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Wednesday, April 7, 2021 11:46 AM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject; FW: Oppose 6th Cycle Housing Element Vote.

From: marv dreamhomeshvmarv.com <marvi@dreamhameshvmarv.com>

Mary Wiison



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Woednesday, April 7, 2021 11:46 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: Fw: Community Density

From: Neade Saumner <liivoniames@vahon. coms>



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Wednesday, April 7, 2021 1144 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Heusing and the envirenment

From: Cathy Small <cathysmall @ pacbuiiders.com>
Sent: Wednesday, April 7, 2021 10:29 AM

To: Council Members <council@encinitasca.gov>
Cc: encinitasrrd@gmail.com

Subject: Housing and the environment

[NOTICE: Caution: External Emaif]
To the people who represent me, my neighbors and al citizens of Encinitas.

When we built our heme in Olivenhain in 1991 we were required to satisfy a great number of environmental
considerations. To think that teday the current thinking is to completely disregard any and all environmental concerns
when i comes to building in our ¢ity is mind numbing. Are we geing backwards?

| am writing to vou all today to enceurage you to reject the Housing and Community Development demands that
Encinitas repeals its Density Bonus Ordinance which eliminates the enforcement of environmental regulations. When
did our environmental concerns fall to such a low level on the priority list? | believe that you as our leaders can find
better solutions if you have the will and the desire to do it. Please don’t be bullied into accepting less than what is best
for the people and city and the environment that you represent and serve.

Thank you,

Cathy Small
Ofivenhain Homeowner and Resident since 1691



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Woednesday, April 7, 2021 11:44 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: City Council maintain EDBL

From: rohertrihe <ruhers@roadrunner. com>

Sheri J. Ruhe and Robert D. Ruhe JD



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Wednesday, April 7, 2021 11:44 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Housing Element

From: iennifer Rishon <ihishon@att net>

» Do not commit to repeal the Encinitas DBL. ordinance, instead promise to make revisions o the
ordnance to fully comply with State DBL requirements instead

« Do not make any concessions that reduce local land use authority, for example by eliminating
the EA required mitigation measures achieved through the city's well established discretionary
design review processes

« Do not make any concessions that reduce environmentai protection, for example faisely
claiming CEQA exemption for adopting this HE

« Do provide local solutions that provide the affordable housing Encinitas needs while preserving
and enhancing our great city.

»  Work with other Local Government agencies to preserve the community characters of our
neighborhoods, rich with separate and distinct diversities enjoyed by all.

We are aware that several of you campaigned for election and re-election in part on your commitment
to “preserve our community character’. We urge you o keep your promises by placing needed
affordable living spaces appropriately, near local services and transportation.

Thank you,
Jennifer & Kathy Bishop
Encinitas residents since 1973 & Olivenhain since 2005

Jennifer Bishop
760-518-7065
Sent from my iPhone



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Wednesday, April 7, 2021 11:43 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: strongly Oppose

From: Strachan. Chris {MMAY <Chris Strachan@MarshMMA com>

Trajectory of events, Wnich | Tid T0 be Unconstitutiona In natlre, as 1t vioiates tne hasic FIghts of private properey
ownership and local governance in a free America.

| encourage our city council to do their job and stand up for the citizens you represent.

All you need to do is lock at any beautiful area that have grown without vision and you will see nothing but big box
stores and apartment high rises.. we do NOT want to see Olivenhaln look like downtown San Diego.

As for the argument that there is a “need” to provide more affordable housing in our area: this is an
viewpoint/argument that deserves an opposing POV to balance and temper it’s potential impact, or else, we are on the
road to having NOTHING else other than aggressively sprawling urban areas here in CA, which come with horrific
impacts on the natural envirenment and “character and fabric” of the communities.

There is more than enough high rise, dense, more affordable housing within a very short driving distance of
Olivenhain. We DO NOT need to increase our pepulation density to pave the way for affordable housing. Isit
government’'s responsibility to represent people who do not currently live in Olivenhain, but who wouid like to be able
to afford to live there, or is it their job to represent the interests and the will of the residents who live here? Please do
not be fooled into the utopian childish dream that “everyone shouid be able to afford to live in Encinitas”. | spent 10
yaars living in a 900 sq ft apartment with 2 children and my wife in a very densely-populated part of nearby Carmel
Vailey religiously saving so that one day | could afford to live in a place like Olivenhain with it's open space and more
rural character. This was done through good old fashioned hard work, personal sacrifice, and faith in my own ability to
improve my family's future. Why should someone else be robbed of the same opportunity that | had? They wili be if
this pattern continues. Al of Encinitas will eventually look like PB. Who wants this other than the developers?

This is a slippery slope that eventually obliterates the natural habitat in our special area with an urbanizing congestion
that the peeple DO NOT WANT. Where will the locally endangered wildlife go when we slowly continue to replace all
their remaining open spaces with high density buildings and more cars, more traffic, more lights,
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Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Wednesday, April 7, 2021 11:43 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject; FW: FIGHT FOR ENCINITAS TONIGHT

from: Robert Camnphell <iavhawk@flash net>
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Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Woednesday, April 7, 2021 11:42 AM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Maintain Cantrol of Encinitas Local Housing Policies

From: Sheri Ruhe <sirche@roadrinner.coms>

mrwarer mwp wr massera) e e mimiwrm s mew T o ow atma g wraage w e - fr it W wrir et T maTiTrore TEITE YT YerTawr o wmw wra 8 8w g

brmgs This Project is BAD for this community. It does not ftt mto the natural environment of Olivenhain which has dark skies,
horses, and other animals. This project would bring a plethora of lights to negatively light up our beautiful valiey. The traffic
on Rancho Santa Fe Rd. is already unbearable and can not afford several hundred more cars on it every day. The local schools
cah nat suppart any more students, This Project would also hurt our property values. Qur local police and fire departments
can not support any more residents at the volume which this project predicts.

| urge you NOT to side with the large developers and paid lobbyists in the building industry. They don't care about this city
and community. They don't live here. Their kids don't go to school here. They don’t travel down Rancho Santa Fe Rd. and
Encinitas Blvd. daily. They don’t have to evacuate their families, horses, and other animals quickly during a wildfire.

Stand up for your constituents who have elected you and are pleading with you NOT to approve the 6th cycle Housing
Element. Stand up te Sacramento. We pay you to protect and supgort our local residents not to aliow large developers to

build compiexes for their own profitf and botiomiine.

Sincerely yours,



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Wednesday, April 7, 2021 1142 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Local control only

From: David Dieht <dvddiehl@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, April 7, 2021 11:30 AM

To: Councll Members <council@encinitasca.gov>
Subiject: Local control only

[NOTICE: Caution: External Email]
Dear City Council

As a concerned local Encinitas resident for 40 years | urge the council to be strong with our overreaching state
government whe feels they are better to make decisions at a state level then allowing controt at the local level. Please
don’t allow this te happen to our very special and unique city, let's keep control here and net in the hands of developers
and uncaring state housing commission. Do the right thing. Thanks David Diehl

179 peppertree lane

Encinitas

Sent from my iPhone



The citizens have very well articulated how the State’s development plan does next to nothing
with respect to alleviating a shortage of housing for lower income residents but rather
enhances the profit potential for developers.

Again, thank you for maintaining your alliance with the local citizenry and standing up to the
overreach of State agencies and those seeking to use systemic flaws to enhance their personal
profits.

Respectfully,



Lyle Donovan



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Wednesday, April 7, 2021 10:27 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Housing density

From: nkessier@okdal .com <nkessier@nkdal com>

Celi: 858-414-2146



Dear Mayor Blakespear, Beputy Mayor Kranz, Councit Member Hinze, Council Member Lyndes, Council Member
Mosca:

| am sending this email on behalf of Keys4Homes in Encinitas. We are local residents who advocate for the building of
affordabie homes in Encinitas for our seniors, mitlennials and family residents as well as for our essential workers whao
earn between $15-520 hour and who are commuting fong distances or finding difficuit living situations in order to stay
here in the city they serve.

We support the adoption of the 6™ Cycle Housing Element Update, so the plan can be translated into action and the
actual building of more affordable housing.

We understand that there is no one single solution. So, we support the City’s efforts (as outlined in the plan}, to
enhance the toois required to build more affordable housing, including:

Accessory Dwelling Units {“ADU’s”): We are encouraged that approximately 25% of the ADU's built are deemed
affordable.

inclusionary housing: We support increasing the percentage of affordable housing if economically feasible and not a
disincentive to building affordable homes; and

Collaboration with other agencies: such as the City’s recent decision to join CaiCHA, which will hopefully create and/or
presarve both lower income and middie-income affordable housing opportunities.

The ADU & Inciusionary Programs help move the needle by currently vielding somewhere between 15% - 25% affordable
housing and hepefully those %’s can increase. The biggest takeaway here is that the private sector, by itself, cannot
solve our affordalle housing challenges. That is why we support the City's recent commitment to build a 100% {or as
close as possible} affordable community in Encinitas. So rather than having 1 in 5 units built affordable, 100% of units {or
at least a much higher %) are affordable for our seniors, grocery store workers, medical technicians, service workers and
so many others. This will require your leadership, community engagement, public/private coliaberation, a significant
financial commitment from the city for a local match, and of course, land.

This process is far from perfect and so while we support maintaining local control, we are concerned that ¥ this plan is
not adopted, we run the risk of more taxpayer funded legal fees, litigation battles and ultimately a loss of local land use
control to the courts.  So, let’s address the state density bonus issue in the next 80 days or at the legislative level, if

necessary, and not in the courts.

In the meantime, we respectiully request you adopl the Housing Element, so we can move forward with taking action to
build more afferdable housing in our community.

Thank you for your service,

Beb Kent



KeysdHomes



Dear Mayor Blakespear, Beputy Mayor Kranz, Councit Member Hinze, Council Member Lyndes, Council Member
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enhance the toois required to build more affordable housing, including:

Accessory Dwelling Units {“ADU’s”): We are encouraged that approximately 25% of the ADU's built are deemed
affordable.

inclusionary housing: We support increasing the percentage of affordable housing if economically feasible and not a
disincentive to building affordable homes; and

Collaboration with other agencies: such as the City’s recent decision to join CaiCHA, which will hopefully create and/or
presarve both lower income and middie-income affordable housing opportunities.

The ADU & Inciusionary Programs help move the needle by currently vielding somewhere between 15% - 25% affordable
housing and hepefully those %’s can increase. The biggest takeaway here is that the private sector, by itself, cannot
solve our affordalle housing challenges. That is why we support the City's recent commitment to build a 100% {or as
close as possible} affordable community in Encinitas. So rather than having 1 in 5 units built affordable, 100% of units {or
at least a much higher %) are affordable for our seniors, grocery store workers, medical technicians, service workers and
so many others. This will require your leadership, community engagement, public/private coliaberation, a significant
financial commitment from the city for a local match, and of course, land.

This process is far from perfect and so while we support maintaining local control, we are concerned that ¥ this plan is
not adopted, we run the risk of more taxpayer funded legal fees, litigation battles and ultimately a loss of local land use
control to the courts.  So, let’s address the state density bonus issue in the next 80 days or at the legislative level, if

necessary, and not in the courts.
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KeysdHomes



Jennifer Gates

SR 0 —
From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Wednesday, April 7, 2021 10.00 AM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: My name is Niall Conway. | am a resident and taxpayer in Encinitas

From: NIALL CONWAY <niallconway@mac.com>

Sent: Wednesday, Aprii 7, 2021 8:59 AM

To: Councll Members <council@encinitasca.gov>

Cc: encinitasrrd@gmail.com

Subject: My name is Niali Conway. | am a resident and taxpayer in Encinitas

[NOTICE: Caution: External Emait]
I'd like to join those voices that are expressing concern te you abeut the proposed 6th cycle Housing Element. | believe
the city should retain local control of housing development and put the priorities of residents first. | oppose eliminating

the recently adopted Encinitas Density Bonus Law.

Niall Conway



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Woednesday, April 7, 2021 10:00 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Housing element vote

From: Tamara Rallenskv <tam hallenskv@email com>

Development should be caretlilly planned and reguiated, with a Tocus Oh arrerdanie nousing that meets envirgamental
and zoning requirements. | trust in the ability of Encinitas to meet these goals and do not want to see our housing
governed by Sacramento.

Thank you for your time and attention.
Best regards,

Tamara Ballensky
QOtivenhain resident



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Woednesday, April 7, 2021 9:59 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Ordinance2020-09

From: Kate Kovary <kate.kovary@gmail.com>

Sent: Wednesday, Aprit 7, 2021 9:12 AM

To: Council Members <council@encinitasca.gov>; encinitasrrd@gmail.com
Subject: Ordinance2020-09

[NOTICE: Caution: External Email]

Thank you for applying seund reason when you passed Ordinance 2020-05.
Net vs gross acreage makes sense and follows CEQA guidelines.

HCED continues to misrepresent the truth and insists Encinitas has a housing crisis. it does NOT.
Please step high density housing develepments. HCD is ignoring commen sense in it’s drive to benefit FOR-PROFIT

develepers and disregards the well being of ocur community.

Respectfully,
Kate Kovary

Sent from my iPad



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Woednesday, April 7, 2021 9:.59 AM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject; FW: Agenda ltem 3A - Housing Element

From: {ill Weinhereer <ibweinhergari@email.com>

| 2150 Nope That YOu recognize The direct Lie DeTWeen Ths ISsie and the snorT-term rental ISSUe youl reviewea TWO Weeks
ago. | ive next to a "problem" short term rental house. The owner/occupant of the house used to rent out rooms an a
tong-term basis in order to help make ends meet. Two to three years ago, he realized he could make more money by
throwing out the long-term renters and renting out his house as a party venue on airbnb. After many complaints to the
City by neighbors he eventually got a permit. The City issued the permit despite several written objections from
neighbors documenting his willingness to support loud parties with underage drinking that required the sheriff to
respand. The occupant stili routinely aliows events and loud vacationers to rent his property {which is listed as an
“owner-occupied" short-term rental} as he goes off and stays elsewhere for the weekend. This house used to provide
affordabie housing. Now it is simply a nuisance.

As yvou deliberate on the next steps to create a unified housing policy that addresses the needs of the city residents, |
hope you take a balanced appreach that allows for additional development, places requirements on develepers to
ensure fow-income housing units are included, and eliminates incentives for conversion of leng-term rentals te short-
term rentals. These issues are directly linked and sheuld be considered together.

Thank you,
$ill Weinberger



Honorable Mayor Blakespear and City Council,

On behalf of my family and 1, 1 respectfully request you hear and understand this comment as it
relates to the subject. We understand that the Council is considering the 6th cycle Housing Element
at its meeting tomorrow evening. Please consider that we, like many other families in Encinitas are
encouraging you to "Stand up to Sacramento.”

As Leaders of our city, we ask that you:

Do not commit to repeal the Encinitas DBL ordinance, instead promise {o make revisions {o the
ordnance to fully comply with State DBL requirements instead

Do not make any concessions that reduce local land use authority, for example by eliminating
the EA required mitigation measures achieved through the city's well established discretionary
design review processes

Do not make any concessions that reduce environmental protection, for example faisely
claiming CEQA exemption for adopting this HE

Do provide local solutions that provide the affordable housing Encinitas needs while preserving
and enhancing our great city.

Work with other Local Government agencies to preserve the community characters of our
neighborhoods, rich with separate and distinct diversities enjoyed by all.

We are aware that several of you campaigned for election and re-election in part on your commitment
to “preserve our community character’. We urge you to keep your promises by piacing needed
affordable living spaces appropriately, near local services and transportation.

Thank you,

Dalias & Kandace Neville
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Sent from my iPhone

Begin forwarded message:

From: lim Stiven <jstiven@roadrunner.com:

Date: April 6, 2021 at 11:49:35 AM PDT

To: councit@encinitasca.gov, derk@encinitasca.gov
Subject: 6th cycie Housing Element

Council members - | recently wrote in support of what | believed was the most recent draft of the HE
submitted by staff. { have since learned that the draft has been revised in response te notices of
violations from HCD, particularly relating to the Density Benus laws. This is a complex issue, and it
appears the HCD is being a bit hard nosed. | simply ask this be given careful consideration to decide
whether or net resistance te the HCD's demands is needed to ensure that our hopes for real affordable
housing is not traded for density aimed at moderate income vs low and very low income categories,
Thank you. lim Stiven

Sent from my iPhone
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Lyndes: Council Member Mosca:

| continue to support the adoption of the Housing Element, so the city can focus on
building affordable housing rather than spending taxpayer funds on defending lawsuits,
which may not be winnable.

Respectfully,
Kim Piker



Lyndes: Council Member Mosca:

| continue to support the adoption of the Housing Element, so the city can focus on
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which may not be winnable.

Respectfully,
Kim Piker



Encinitas City Council,

Thank you in advance for working with the citizens of Encinitas and not ceding to the
inaccurate demands of the State’s Department of Housing and Community Development.

Please work with the citizens of Encinitas to maintain local land use authority and continue to
protect our unique local environment.

The citizens have very well articulated how the State’s development plan does next to nothing
with respect to alleviating a shortage of housing for lower income residents but rather
enharnces the profit potential for developers.

Again, thank you for maintaining your alliance with the local citizenry and standing up to the
overreach of State agencies and those seeking to use systemic flaws to enhance their personal
profits.

Respectfully,

Lyle Donovan



We support the adoption of the 6th Cycle Housing Element Update, so the plan can be
translated into action and the actual building of more affordable housing. We understand
that there is no one single solution. So, we support the City’s effort (as outlined in the
plan), to enhance the tools required to build more affordable housing. We support
increasing the percentage of affordable housing if economically feasible and not a
disincentive to building affordable homes; and Collaboration with other agencies. such
as the City’s recent decision to join CalCHA.

Therefore, we support the City’'s recent commitment to build a 100% affordable
community in Encinitas. This will require leadership, community engagement,



public/private collaboration), a significant financial commitment from the city for a local
match and of course, land.

So, let's address the state density bonus issue in the next S0 days or at the legislative
level, if necessary, and not in the courts.

Therefore, we respectfully request you adopt the Housing Element, so we can move
forward with taking action to build more affordable housing in our community.

Thank you for your dedication and service.

Rev. Karen Koblentz, Encinitas resident and member of San Dieguito Interfaith
Ministerial Association



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Wednesday, April 7, 2021 8:31 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject; FW: Urgent: Maintain Local Controlill

From: Nouglas Warner <warnerdds@omail com>



Jennifer Gates

NN D
From: Kathy Hollywood

Sent: Wednesday, April 7, 2021 8:26 AM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: item 2A in the Subject Line of your email.

Kathy Hollywood

City Clerk, City of Encinitas

505 S. Vulcan Avenue, Encinitas, CA 92024
760.633.2601
khollywood@encinitasca.gov
www.encinitasca.gov

Correspondents should be aware that all communications to and frem this address are subject to public disclosure and
may be reviewed by third parties.

---—-QOriginal Message-----

From: gita 5t John <denisegita70@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 8:29 PM

To: Council Members <council@encinitasca.gov>; City Clerk <CityClerk@encinitasca.gov>
Cc: Bob Kent <bobkent84@gmail.com>

Subject: Item 3A in the Subject Line of your email.

[NOTICE: Caution: Dxdernal Email]
Council Member and City Clerk,
| respectfully request vou adopt the new Housing Element for the City of Encinitas.

The new development is again a reminder by the City Attorney ( a legal wake up call} that if the City does net commit to
repealing

the newly enacted Group Homes ordinance and amendment to the City Density bonus Ordinance; the City will be sued
and of course

at taxpayers expense! Folks, please face the facts The City will have to comply sooner or fater .

So you can kick the ball down and become liable for all the penalty to potential loss of local land control to the courts
and where things

could be even more difficult for todays’ naysayers. Or, you can make life more comfortable for yourseives and for us,
your constituents,

So if i add up the loss of time and money and local land use to the courts that couid eventually cost the City quite a bit of
heartachel!



| mean money and so much more When then not compiy with Law, once and for ali?
| strongly urge you to adopt the Housing Element and without hesitation, especially when considering the alternatives.
Respectfully

gita St lohn



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Woednesday, April 7, 2021 8:02 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: April 7 council meeting

From: Rarrv Walker <87ferrari@email .com>



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Woednesday, April 7, 2021 8:.01 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: encinitasrrd@gmail.com

From: Cashew Peanut <mahalokai@icloud.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 6:24 PM

To: Council Members <council@encinitasca.gov>
Subject: encinitasrrd@gmail.com

[NOTICE: Caution: External Email]
Dear City Councii,

My family and | urge you to please stand up to the state. Please do not let the state buily you nor any of us in Encinitas.
We support you standing up against the state. Please do it for us long time residents who have also supported you.

Regards,
KC Sceit



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Woednesday, April 7, 2021 8:00 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: item 3A - Housing element



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Wednesday, April 7, 2021 7:59 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: HCD

From: Mary C'Boyle <mkoboyie@hotmail.com>
Sent: Yuesday, April 6, 2021 8:20 PM

To: Council Miembers <council@encinitasca.gov>
Subject: HCD

[NOTICE: Caution: External Email]

Dear Council Members,

| am a resident of Encinitas and ask that at the meeting this Wednesday to you vote down the proposal to vield control
of our city housing planning to HCD.

HCE has sided with large developers and paid lobbyists for the building industry. They would efiminate the enforcement
of environmentat regulations that are so vital to the essence of our community. HCD would also overruie housing

soiutions that are meant to meet the needs of our community after cur very carefu} and censidered analysis,

It also would be a terribie mistake to yield control to them as a have a stated purpose to repeal the recently adopted
Encinitas density bonus law.

HCE controf would usurp our autonomy and persenality as a community and turn a blind eye 1o the environment and
the needs of our community.

| implore you to vote ne. HCD is not who we are.
Sincerely,

Mary K. O'Boyle M.D.

Sent from my iPad



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Wednesday, April 7, 2021 7:59 AM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: item 2A in the Subject Line of your email.

From: gita St John <denisegita70@gmall.com>

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 8:29 PM

To: Councll Members <council@encinitasca.gov>; City Clerk <CityClerk@encinitasca.gov>
Cc: Bob Kent <bobkent84@gmail.com>

Subject: ltem 3A in the Subject Line of your email.

[NOTICE: Caution: External Email]

Council Member and City Clerk,

| respectfully request you adopt the new Housing Element for the City of Encinitas.

The new development is again a reminder by the City Attorney ( a legal wake up call} that if the City does not commit to
repealing

the newly enacted Group Homes ordinance and amendment to the City Density bonus Ordinance; the City will be sued
and of course

at taxpayers expense! Folks, please face the facts The City will have to comply sooner or fater .

So you can kick the bali down and become liable for all the penalty to potential loss of tocal land control to the courts
and where things

couid be even more difficult for todays’ naysayers. Or, you can make life more comfortable for yourselves and for us,
your constituents,

So i add up the loss of time and money and local fand use to the courts that could eventually cost the City quite a bit of
heartache!!

| mean money and se much more When then not comply with Law, once and for ali?
| strongly urge you to adopt the Housing Element and without hesitation, especially when considering the alternatives.
Respectfully

gita St john



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Wednesday, Apil 7, 2021 7:.59 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: the horrible Goodson Project

From: Valerie 7irnalo <valerie zirnolo@email com>



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Woednesday, April 7, 2021 7:58 AM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: State Department of Housing and Community Development

From: Alex Zirnolo <alex@aveamine. com>



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Wednesday, April 7, 2021 7:58 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Local Housing

From: Jane Burke <janeburke4@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 9:34 PM

To: Council Members <council@encinitasca.gov>
Subiject: Local Housing

[NOTICE: Caution: External Email]
| urge yvou to keep lecal control of future local housing/Bldg. development in Encinitas.
As a resident of Olivenhain, | urge the council to only approve safe, well-planned development that will maintain the

unigque character of each community in Encinitas.
jane Burke

Sent from my iPhone



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Woednesday, April 7, 20271 7:.57 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Repeal Density Bonus Ordinance

Thank you for your consideration regarding this matter.

Sincerely,

Nancy Bonnafoux
Resident of Encinitas since 1880



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Woednesday, April 7, 2021 7:.57 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject; Fw: NO REPEAL OF THE EDBLIH

From: iim <ilinds. naw@comeast net>



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 5:31 PM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Please have courage to say no to Sacramento

From: Maurean hammaock <hammfamm®&msn.com>

sensible planning that brings affordable housing to Encinitas without
unregulated sprawl.

Thank you very much,

Maureen Hammock
1278 Quail Gardens CT
Encinitas, CA 92024



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 5:30 PM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject; FW: Styand up to Sacramente

From: Stenhen ord <slord lec@emait. com>



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 5:30 PM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Encinitas to maintain control of Local Housing Policy

From: Rooz Galshani <habrac@hotmail com>

communities. All too often their decisions follow a political agenda that cares little for established residents of
a community. We are at the mercy of Sacramento in many different aspects of our lives. However, | think it is
critical that we maintain control of our housing policy. The location, densily, size, and makeup of a housing
complex significantly influence the makeup and therefore character of a community. And as residents of a
community we should have the right to maintain the character of an established community,

Regards,

Rooz Golshani
3104 Via De Caballo, Encinitas



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 4:48 PM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: 6th cycle Housing Element

Presiaent van slyke Lanascape INc. LYsY - Lurrenty
Formerly:

Owner, Olivenhain Gardens Nursery 1974 -1989

Otivenhain Town Council 1579 -1582

City of Encinitas, Olivenhain Community Advisory Board 1951-1595
City of Encinitas, Planning Commission 2006 - 20190



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 4:48 PM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Wed. Meeting

our encinitas we love,
We'll move away if this continues,
Thank you,

~ Sheri & Art Armendariz
Encinitas residents

w ihis email in your browser







Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 447 FM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: urban sprawt

Mark Wishner
Calle Christopher Encinitas



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 4:47 PM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Do Not Repeal Ordinace 2020-09 Please

From: Kevin Quellmaly <kevinnuelimal>@email com>

crisis, we have a shortage of affordable housing. HCD is forcing on us projects that do not meet our affordability
needs and instead create super high-density, mostly market-rate housing with a host of unmitigated negative
impacts achieved through unprecedenied waivers and incentives. HCB is ignoring common sense in its drive to
benefit for-profit developers and its compiete disregard for the well-being of the community.

Please stand behind the sensible legislation you passed and do not bow to HCED’s demand to repeal it!
Please continue to represent the interests of citizens of Encinitas and protect us from unsafe development.
Respecifully submitied,

Kevin Quelimaiz & Rachel Norton

777 Jacgquelene Court

Encinitas, CA 82024
415-699-0834



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 445 PM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Encinitas & HCD

From: Robhin Missailidis <rmiss?G02@vahon.com>



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2027 445 FM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject; FW: Development

From: Ann Swan <ann.swan(i7 @ eomail. com>



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 4:44 PM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Housing

From: Nancy Dirks <dirksbi@mindspring.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 4:27 PM

To: Council Members <council@encinitasca.gov>
Subiject: Housing

[NOTICE: Caution: External Email]

Piease vote against the 6th cycle Housing Element Nancy Dirks
710 Cole Ranch Road



Jennifer Gates

From: Kathy Hollywood

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 2:54 PM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Heousing element

Mavyor and Council have been blind copied on this email.

Kathy Hollywood

City Clerk, City of Encinitas

505 S. Vulcan Avenue, Encinitas, CA 92024
760.633.2601
khollywood@encinitasca.gov
www.encinitasca.gov

Correspondents should be aware that ali communications to and frem this address are subject to public disclosure and
may be reviewed by third parties.

---—-QOriginal Message-----

From: Jerylanne <jerylanne68@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 2:20 PM

To: City Clerk <CityClerk@encinitasca.gov>
Subject: Housing element

[NOTICE: Caution: External Email]

Please rethink alf this explosive housing that you are placing through out Encintas. The council and members are not
tooking at the overall picture and what eyesores you will be creating. This will be overcrowding , traffic problems and
not look like the traditienal charming Encintas landscape. it seems like you should have the ability to amend the states
mandated housing and should have been working with citizens for the fast year rather then developers. You are
supposed to be thinking new green ideas but all | see is pure concrete and cement ideas. Reducing our carbon footprint
none of these housing projects have mentioned anything about that. This city council fegacy will be looked at as
slamming down peorly thought out housing developments and net working with any of the exsisting community
members or landscape. it's disgraceful. ¥m in medical field | would be fired for not caring properly for any patient | take
care of. This city council and members have not done your due diligence with the housing element and not put what is
best for the Encintas community. They are just trying to church boxes. it saddens me and many members of this
community.

Respectfully and despondent

JerylAnne Kessler

Sent from my iPhone



Jennifer Gates

From: Jerylanne <jerylanne68@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 2:20 PM

To: City Clerk

Subject: Heusing element

[NOTICE: Caution: External Emaif]

Piease rethink all this explosive housing that you are placing through out Encintas. The council and members are not
tooking at the overall picture and what evesores you will be creating. This will be overcrowding , traffic problems and
not look like the traditional charming Encintas landscape. it seems like you should have the ability to amend the states
mandated housing and should have been working with citizens for the last year rather then developers. You are
supposed to be thinking new green ideas but all | see is pure concrete and cement ideas. Reducing our carbon footprint
none of these housing projects have mentioned anything about that. This city council tegacy will be looked at as
stamming down poorly thought out housing developments and not working with any of the exsisting community
members or landscape. it's disgraceful. m in medical field | would be fired for not caring properly for any patient | take
care of. This city council and members have not done your due diligence with the housing element and net put what is
best for the Encintas community. They are just trying to church boxes. it saddens me and many members of this
community.

Respectfully and despondent

jerylAnne Kessler

Sent from my iPhone



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 20217 2:15 PM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject; FW: Special City Council Meeting - Wednesday, April 7, 2021

From: Nate Rear <natehear@vahnno. com>

This history should be in the forefront of your considerations when it comes to the current and future
development of Encinitas. it serves as a caution ~ a warning of what happens when those greedy
developers, with no stake in our community, have control of development. | fear that we are on the
cusp of repeating that mistake, o the detriment of Encinitas and its residents.

Accordingly, 1 urge each of you to vote AGAINST any proposal or agenda item that woulid yield local
controf of our city housing planning to the California Department of Housing and Community
Development (HCD.) To be specific, you should vote AGAINST Agenda ltem 3A at the Speciai City
Council Meeting on Wednesday, April 7, 2021. You should fight for your constituents, not foid.

Instead of passing laws that destroy neighborhoods, create safety concerns, and ruin the quality of
life of its residents (by ceding local housing control to the siate), the city and council should pass laws
to limit high density development to those areas that have the infrastructure to support it, by requiring
and incentivizing re-development of existing "more urban” pockets within the city, and precluding new
development in our few remaimning open spaces.

I am entirely in favor of diversity and affordabie housing. But rather than "up-zone" selecied parceis,
which grants developers a [ottery ticket that they can cash in with the state - as we are experiencing
with the Grayson project in Olivenhain, where the developer lied to the city about buiiding a retirement
village - Encinitas shouid first look to re-develop existing areas (e.g. the El Camine Real corridor) to
create a more vibrant, diverse, walkable area of mixed-use development. That is the fulure, and we
shouid embrace it, rather than continue the mistakes of the past.

That type of vision and action would serve muitiple purposes. First, of course, it would enable the city
to comply with the mandates of the state and HCD with regard to affordabie housing, etc. Secondly, it



wouild undo the prior poor decisions which led to the sub-optimal development of that area into
muiltiple strip malis with very little {if any) housing. Third, it wouid preserve the nature of Encinitas’
existing neighborhoods by not forcing high density development in areas that lack the infrastructure to
support that density.

What have the city and councii done to promote or advance (let alone require) this type of smart,
sensibie, development in Encinitas?

Something missing from the conversation about expanding development {6 increase diversity is the
fact that diversity is actuaily being DESTROYED by the city and the council in its prior decisions.
Olivenhain provides diversity to the city - via open spaces, trails, dark skies, horses, agricuiture, efc.
Why is this diversity not considered in your decisions and policies?

Thank you for your time and consideration.

Sincerely,
Nate Bear



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, Aprit 6, 2021 2:14 PM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject; FW: Ordinance 2020-09

From: Raum. David {118} <Bavid. Raum@® cobhamaes.com>



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 2:13 PM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: save our community!

From: Erin Plasse <folseye@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 11:38 AM

To: Council Members <council@encinitasca.gov>
Cc: encinitasrrd@gmail.com

Subject: save our community!

[NOTICE: Caution: External Emait]

Geod morning again Mayor Blakespear, Councilwoman Hinze, Councilman Kranz, Councilman Mosca, and Councilwoman
Lyndes, Please vote to maintain locat control of our lecal housing policies. We voted for many of you. We love Encinitas
and where we live in Clivenhain. Piease do your jobs to represent the locaf people who live here and love the
communities we have full of families, lots of kids and herses. We already have significant traffic and evacuation concerns
with the constant threat of fire. Please support the many local veices who are concerned vou will bow to outside
pressure... We need young are counting on ali of you to remember who you represent please. We moved here from Los
Angeles for the amazing quality of everyday life and have embraced Encinitas and Olivenhain. We work hard to support
each other in our neighborheods and communities.

We are expecting vou to support all of our local voices and stand for the residents who love their city.
You ali passed Ordinance 2020-09 for a reason. Please maintain that trust with your voters!

Maost gratefully
The Plasse Family



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, Aprit 6, 2027 2:13 PM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW; Ordinance 2020-09 {(Encinitas Density Bonus Law)

From: Ken McCord <mecordk@emait.coms



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 2:12 PM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Housing and Community Development

From: Rosemary Wolanin <rwolanin@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 11:43 AM

To: Council Members <council@encinitasca.gov>
Cc: encinitasrrd@gmail.com

Subject: Housing and Community Development

[NOTICE: Caution: External Email)
Dear City Councii,

It is a sad day when we lose local control of our community. The building industry is rejoicing in the state’s blind
regulations. You MUST stand up for our city to provide for environmentally sound solutions and the needs of our
community in our future housing plans. This is net the first time | have implored to yeu about the safety and
preservation of this place where we live.

| find the notion hypecritical that our housing crisis is being solved by central centrol with their declaration, “All levels of
government must work together and do their part.”
We are NOT working together. We are being told what to do. We elected you to STAND UP to the bulfies.

Sincerely,

Rosemary Wolanin
Encinitas Resident
Sent from my iPad



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 2:11 BM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: 6th cyde Housing Element

From: lim Stiven <istiven@roadrunner.com>

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 11:50 AM

To: Council Members <council@encinitasca.gov>; Kathy Hollywood <khollywood@encinitasca.gov>
Subject: 6th cycle Housing Element

[NOTICE: Caution: External Email]

Council members - | recently wrote in support of what | believed was the most recent draft of the HE submitted by staff.
| have since learned that the draft has been revised in response to notices of violations from HCD, particularly relating to
the Bensity Bonus laws. This is a complex issue, and it appears the HCD is being a bit hard nosed. | simply ask this be
given careful consideration to decide whether or not resistance to the HCD’s demands is needed to ensure that our
hopes for real affordable heusing is not traded for density aimed at mederate income vs low and very low income
categeries. Thank you. Jim Stiven

Sent from my iPhone



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 2:11 PM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: *Stand up to Sacramento regarding maintaining control of local housing policy.

From: Chervl Ristera <chearvibistera@sandieen. edu>

S QIS W L L ILGD W WVE DWW YOOI D, | VWG WY T TS o T BLAS Wil WU el AW VLS E_Hﬂlnﬂl. LI WL E
cycle Housing Element on Wednesday, April 7, 2021. As proposed, this Housing Element would yield local
control of our city housing planning to the pro-developer HCD by promising to repeal our recently adopted
Encinitas Density Bonus Law (EDBL). | do not want the Encinilas Density Bonus Law repealed as i benefits
the needs of our community.

Thank you for your consideration of my stance and request on this matter.

Best regards,
Cheryt Butera, PhD
Cheryi Butera, PhD, MEd., MSN, FNP-BC, NP-C, PHN, CHSE
Associate Professor of Nursing (retived}
University of 5an Diego
Hahn School of Nursing and Health Science
Beyster Institute of Nursing Research



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, Aprit 6, 2021 2:10 PM

YTo: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Encinitas must maintain lacal control of local housing policy.

W ANLL T PR P Ter N EA W E W RASWITer 4 AT TS EE EIng W dmn B ETRRAT P WWATE PR 3% IR WA MNI IR e M N iR e W S e d e v W s

Regards,

Bob Hickey an Encinitas resident.



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 2:09 PM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Councit

From: Tom Schroeder <tischroeder?3@email com>



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 2:09 PM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Encinitas housing density

From: Barbara Drosman <cedrosd@aol.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 12:32 PM

To: Council Members <council@encinitasca.gov>
Subiject: Encinitas housing density

[NOTICE: Caution: External Email]

Stand up to Sacramento. Do not yield. This vote will affect Olivenhain forever!
Thank you for standing fast!

Barbara and Dr. Steven Dresman
2909 Wishbone Way, Encinitas

Sent from my iPhone



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 2:09 PM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: City Council VOTE Wednesday 4/7

From: Pat Hall <nathaill @emaii.com>



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 2:08 PM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Goedson project

From: Kelli McCauley <kelli@mccauleyandco.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 1:11 PM

To: Council Members <council@encinitasca.gov>
Subject: Goodson project

[NOTICE: Caution: External Email]

Dear Encinitas City Council, it’s no secret that the majority of Encinitas citizens are disappointed and confused by the
choices you, our elected officials, have been making with regard to the Goodson project. it's not that we are against
affordable housing, but the Two projects being considered on RSF/Pepper Tree/Encinitas Bivd cause way more problems
than what is being promised and not being solved. For instance adding more congestien to the already overtaxed RSF
Road through Clivenhain & where are all of the new homeowners going to park given the Goodson parking structure
doesn’t give all “2 bedroom high end luxury, enly affordable to wealthy people condos, 2 parking spaces - where will
they park?” On RSF road, the Riteaid parking lot? None of those folks will be taking the bus.

You ali know what the consequences are to our community and yet you seem to refuse to explore solutions that would
accomplish the goal as intended and also work for the community.

Encinitas residents are begging you to get innovative and lead our city with the tax paying residents interests in mind in
a way that will accomplish the goals of “affordable housing™ as per required by Sacramento.

Thank you.

Concerned Citizen,
Kelli McCauley & Steve Kress

MeCauleyandCo.com
Helping Good Leaders Become Great



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, Aprit 6, 2021 2:07 PM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Fed Up With State Mandated Housing

From: Richard Cornell <racornelii@haotmaii.com>

OWHIIC WAIETH IV STHOG, WIHWITE HAQD WOTHE FQWNH G, WERHIHIH B QIRJEUGIING 1 PJUDH G B

Encinitas.

Richard Comell

Attorney at Law

2236 Encinitas Boulevard, Suite A
Encinitas, CA 92024

(760) 753-0088



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 2:07 PM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: In Defense of Encinitas Density Bonus Ordinance

From: Can Bilsel <chilsel@sandiero . edu>

e E e L Al e WAR I A e e e A LAy WAL RS R R A e MR LA R IR W R I e e dne W e MeTRS Il R imas

{ will list here only one example (although exampies can be multipked). On Page 7 HCD alleges that: *... the new
crdinance dictates that affordable units must be at least 75 percent of the average square footage of market rate units.
SDBL does not mandate the size of either the density bonus units or the afferdable unifs in the developmeni. SDBL
references only the requirements for replacemaent units, which is based upon bedroom count, not square footage.”

To whom does HCD’s interpretation serve? HCD's letter effectively enable a developer to provide only tiny studio
apartments or so called “one-bedroom apartments” for “affordable” units, and extremely Emit the affordable floor areas in
otherwise gigantic luxury apartment complexes. if HCD and the paid lobbyists of the Building Industsy Association win, low
and moderate-income residents will have access only to small units.

Unfortunately, HCD’s violation letter arrived only after the City planning staff found that one developer (Randy Goodson)
whose project is under review, has made a fast-minute change to his project to imit low-income units to only studios or
smatll ene-bedroom apartmenis. Discriminating against low-income single-parent families, and low-income families with
children and the fow-income eiderly who need to five with a care giver, are against the Federal Fair Housing Law and
California Fair Employment. | suspect that HCD understands that.

i am therefore disappointed {o find that HCD's letier appears {¢ be—if not coordinated with BIA and the deveicper—
shared with Mr. Goodson’s atterney, who prompily used i against the Cily.

t would ke to appeal fo you to defend our City, the public, and the principle of locat controt of planning against HCD and
the Building Industry lobbyists. Please do not yield to pressure. Please defend your Cily's Density Bonus Ordinance.

Sincerely,
Can Bilsel

Encinitas Resident



Jennifer Gates

From: Jim Stiven <jstiven@roadrunner.com>
Sent: Tuesday, Aprit 6, 2021 11:50 AM

To: Councit Members; Kathy Hollywood
Subject: 6th cycle Housing Element

[NOTICE: Caution: External Emait]

Council members - | recently wrote in support of what | believed was the most recent draft of the HE submitted by staff.
| have since learned that the draft has been revised in response to notices of violations from HCD, particuiarly relating to
the Density Bonus laws. This is a complex issue, and it appears the HCD is being a bit hard nosed. t simply ask this be
given careful consideration to decide whether or not resistance to the HCD’s demands is needed to ensure that our
hopaes for real affordable housing is not traded for density aimed at moderate income vs low and very low income
categories. Thank you. lim Stiven

Sant from my iPhone



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, Aprit 6, 2021 11:42 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Ordinance 2020-09

From: | issv Condurso <lissv.conduarso@email com»



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 11:22 AM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Oppose HCD efforts to repeal Encinitas’ Density Bonus Ordinance

Thank you,
Diane Newberg
144 W Jason
Leucadia



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 11:22 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW. Housing Element Meeting

From: Rvan Waonds <cwnodsrvanf@hotmail. com>



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 11:22 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: 6th Cycle Housing Element

From: Wiltiam | arkins <iarkins wiliam@vahoo.com>

Dr. William Larkins
Resident of Olivenhain



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 11:22 AM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Encinitas Density Bonus Ordinance

From: Maollv Wehbhb <marmwebbh@omail.com>

reguiations and housing solutions that meet the needs of our community.
Please consider the long term effects of dense housing with no infrastructure to support the growth.

Thank you,
Mary and Thomas Webb

Colony Terrace
Encinitas, CA 92024



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 11:20 AM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Encinitas Density Bonus Ordinance

From: Tracv Mvers <tracvmvers 1@ vahoo. com>

eliminate the enforcement of environmental regulaiions and housing solutions that meet the needs of
our community. | know the Encinitas City Council wili soon vote on a 6th cycle Housing Element (HE).
The HE as proposed would yield ocal control of our city housing planning to the pro-developer HCD
by promising to repeal our recently adopted Encinitas Density Bonus Law (EDBL). City council, stand
up to Sacramentott



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, Aprit 6, 2021 11:20 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject; FW: Saving Encinitas

From: Marla 7anelli <realestate@delmaria coms>

This electronic mail message contains CONFIDENTIAL information which is {a} PRIVILEGED COMMUNICATION, WORK PRODUCT, PROPRIETARY IN NATURE,

OR OTHERWISE PROTECTED BY LAW FROM DISCLOSURE, and {b} intended only for the use of the Addressee{s) named herein. if you are not an Addressee, or the
person responsible for delivering this to an Addressee, you are hereby notifted that reading, copying, or distributing this message is prohibited. If you have received
this alectronic mail message in error, please reply to the sender and take the steps necessary to delete the message completely from yow compoter system.



Jennifer Gates

TNAANANA N 0
From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, Aprit 6, 2021 11:20 AM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Encinitas Density Bonus Law
importance: High

Education is what is left when what is learned has been forgotten. B.F. Skinner



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 11:19 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: HCD letter of non-compliance

From: iames Frost <ifrost@frosthardwood. com>



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 11:19 AM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Tomorrow's vote on our Housing Praposal

From: Pete | awlev <nefelawlev@vahoo.com>



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, Aprit 6, 2021 11:19 AM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: DO NOT let HCD take control of our local housing policy

From: DOAL MILLER <doalm@roadrunner.com>

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 10:55 AM

To: Councll Members <council@encinitasca.gov>

Cc: Akiko <awamiller@gmail.com>; Austin <shamankingmiller@gmai.com>
Subject: DO NOT fet HCD take controf of our focal housing policy

[NOTICE: Caution: External Emait]

It is imperative that the city council does not let the HCD take controf of our tocal housing policy. On Aprit 7th. Please
vote against the 6th cycle Housing Element. It's not worth it

I've lived in the Encinitas community for over 35 vears and what is ceming is not progress it is the destruction of our
community.

Doal Mitler



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, Aprit 6, 2021 11:18 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject; FW: The Housing Element

From: | ailani Perrelll <inerrelli@cronce.ore>

by the individual to whom it is addressed. it may contain information that is privileged, confidential, protected health
information and/or exempt from disclosure under applicable law. Any dissemination, distribution or copying of this
communication is strictly prohibited without our prior permission. If the reader of this message is not the intended
recipient or if you have received this communication in error, please natify us immediately by return e-mail and delete
the original message and any copies of it from your computer system.



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 1118 AM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject; FW. Housing Element and Ordinance 2020-09

From: Amv <amvhmeecord@emait com>

S LAET W QT AR PRSI 2D LA RS W WD BT LD CENELD WL TIAT RIS WA GO Y TICTWED SRR IOLS O v AT
super high-density, mostly market-rate housing with a host of unmitigated negative impacts achieved through unprecedented
waivers and incentives, HCD is ignaring common sense in its drive to benefit for-profit developers and its complete disregard
far the well-being of the community,

Please stand behind the sensible legislation you passed and do not bow to HCD's demand to repeal it!

Please continue to represent the interests of citizens of Encinitas and protect us from unsafe development.

Respectfully submitted,

Amy McCord



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 1118 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: April 7th, City Council Yote

From: Nawn Pursell <dawnkshane @att net>

Shane and Dawn Pursell
129 Peppertree Lane
Olivenhain









Many o us NOL ONty are Priviegeda o Iive N s ovely CoMmmunily. we are, per ine stanaaras or iving
and quality of life witnessed across this planet, quite privileged. Privileged not to worry so much about
whether we will have a roof over our heads next month or next year, whether we will have sufficient
food on our table; whether our children will have the resources they need to grow to healthy
aduithood. For many of us, our cups runneth over,

My beliefs run toward the simple: | think we would be a better society in every sense if we worked
consciously to leaven {0 gross inequalities that are absolutely evident in terms of resources and
opportunities, inequalities that have been baked into this society since its inception. | think that a
community like Encinitas has a role and responsibility to play in considering how these processes
ocecur, and how we as a community use our wealth and power and resources to promote that
ieavening process.



We have some ability - not infinite, but not meager either - {0 promote the development of more
affordable housing, o reduce the barriers that historically have kept many low-income people and
people of color from beaing able to make a life here, to promote justice through dedication and
creativity in the face of an uninspiring and unnecessary status quo.

My hope is that Encinitas will dedicate itself to expioring pathways to developing fully affordable
housing projects, while using those tools available in the immediate sense to maximize the amount of
affordable housing that is deveioped in current and near-term projects.

All of us, as people, can probably conjure in our memories instances where we thought that
something that seemed impossibie - a pipe dream - came o fruition in our fifetime. | believe equally in
human stubbornness and the likeiihood of significant surprise.

Let's see if, in the coming years, we can surprise ourseives. 1 think this Housing Element can serve as
a start in that direction.

Best Wishes,

Joshua Lazerson



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 8:13 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Housing density

From: PamSullivan <pamdea@aci.com>

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 8:11 AM

To: Councll Members <council@encinitasca.gov>
Subject: Housing density

[NOTICE: Caution: External Email]
Dear Council Members,

Please know that we are totally against the propesed housing density at the area near Encinitas blvd and Rancho Santa
Fe Road. K dees not fit in with what the area is or should remain. There are other areas in our community that this
would better be suited for. Somewhere along El Camine Real, Encinitas Bivd closer to the freeway.

This development would create more problems that it would solve.

We have lived in Encinitas for more than 40 years and until recently the development of this area has, for the most part
been reasonable. This is not! What are you thinking? The area in question does not provide the services lower income
people need; transportation, access to shopping (Harvest Ranch is far from an economical choice). Plus the issue of
traffic at that intersection would be very dangerous at alf times of the day...especially during an emergency not to
mention a schoof nearby.

You must rethink this option and find a better solution to this. Reduce the density, the height, etc.,, etc. Or better yet,
stop it all tegether. It is not what Encinitas should be.

Regards,
Mr & Mirs Patrick J Suilivan
335 Whitewood Place

Proud to but Encinitas in my address...hopefully it will stay that way.

Sent from my iPhone



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April B, 2021 812 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Stand Up to Sacramento!

From: Mary Braun <6ibraun@gmal.com>

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 8:08 AM

To: Council Members <council@encinitasca.gov>
Cc: encinitasrrd@gmail.com

Subject: Stand Up to Sacramento!

[NOTICE: Caution: External Email]
Encinitas City Council-

Save our Encinitas and do what you were elected to do —- take care of the tax paying citizens. The traffic and
overdevelopment of Encinitas is out of control!!
We DO NOT need to pad the pockets of greedy developers or Sacramento Special Interest Groups.

It is SHAMEFUL - that the development was approved at the corner of Encinitas Blvd and R3F.  If this is how you are
managing ocut city - then vou all need to take a good continuous fook at what is motivating you.....power, control, money
——OR

THE WELL BEING OF OUR COMMUNITY!

You listen to the small minority of bikers who have priviteges but who do not obey any of the traffic stop sign..... listen to
someone who has been gravely impacted by overdevelopment- and actually pays the taxes that fund your job.
Woe live on Lone Jack. STOP the DEVELOPMENT!

Mary Braun
2545 tone lack Road



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 812 AM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: April 7th City Council Meeting Agenda item 3A - Housing Element

From: inshua t arerson <hlthwriter@sheeiohal nat>

| have commentad prior 1o this during this process, and wnlie | do not have much 1o add to prior
statements, | will share the following.

Many of us not oniy are privileged to live in this lovely community: we are, per the standards of living
and quality of life witnessed across this planet, quite privileged. Privileged not to worry so much aboui
whether we will have a roof over our heads next month or next year, whether we will have sufficient
food on our table; whether our children will have the resources they need to grow to healthy
adulthood. For many of us, our cups runneth over.

My beliefs run toward the simple: | think we would be a better society in every sense if we worked
consciously to leaven {o gross inequalities that are absolutely evident in terms of resources and
opportunities, inequalities that have been baked into this society since its inception. | think that a
community like Encinitas has a role and responsibility to piay in considering how these processes
occur, and how we as a community use our wealth and power and resources to promote that
leavening process.

We have some ability - not infinite, but not meager either - to promote the development of more
affordable housing, to reduce the barriers that historicaily have kept many low-income people and
peopie of color from being able to make a life here, to promote justice through dedication and
creativity in the face of an uninspiring and unnecessary status quo.

My hope is that Encinitas will dedicate itseif to exploring pathways to developing fully affordabie
housing projects, while using those tools available in the immediate sense to maximize the amount of
affordable housing that is developed in current and near-term projects.

All of us, as people, can probably conjure in our memories instances where we thought that
something that seemed impossible - a pipe dream - came to fruition in our lifetime. | believe equally in
human stubbornness and the likelihood of significant surprise.



Let's see if, in the coming years, we can surprise curseives. | think this Housing Element can serve as
a start in that direction.

Best Wishes,

Joshua Lazerson



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 8:11 AM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Do not side with California Department of Housing and Community Development

(HCD)



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, Aprit 6, 2021 811 AM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject; FW: Opposition to repeal of Encinitas Density Bonus Law (EDBL)

From: Fmilv | tkac? <mimilukacy @email com>

PLEASE DU NU | LEI THE b LYLLE HE GU T HRUUGH Ad PRUPUSEDIE AS ZU+ year resigents we DUHT here pecalise o1
the rural residential restrictions. The development plans being forced down our throats like the high rise apartments on
Manchester and Encinitas Blvd (Goodson Project) are a 1000% departure from what this city was founded on. | am
astounded that elected officials could blatantly defy the will of the taxpayer and destroy this town by overturning the
Encinitas Density Bonus Law {EDBL). The peopile who live here and pay taxes here deserve the right to review and
approve the development of our community.

| have no opposition to low income housing or a small development, but the monstrosities proposed by the current
developers will overwhelm and destroy our community. These developments need to be scaled back to 3 stories or lass

fike the rest of the height restricted developments.

Please DO NOT repeal the EDBL and PLEASE LISTEN te and seek council from these of us whe actually LIVE here to help
soive the housing problem. There are many ways to improve quality of life for all of us and accompiish the goals of HCB.

Sincerely,

Emity Lukacz

3631 Manchester Ave
Encinitas CA92024

Sent from my iPhone



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, Aprit 6, 2021 8:11 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject; FW: Do Not Repeal EDBL

From: Andv Kreufrer <kreutrer andrew@email com>



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, Aprit 6, 2021 8:10 AM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: 6th cycle Housing Element (HE)

From: Ben Rowen <henihowen@emaii com>

cempilance, Coula be recaiied.

I'm a lifelong Bemocrat, but this issue has me seriously considering voting Republican for the first time in my life. it's the
only issue | agree with Republicans on and it's literally affecting my neighborhood/me directly. Forcing the existing
community members of Encinitas to accept high density developments is a disgrace. |'ve lived in Encinitas for about 20
yaars. |, like many others, chose to buy a home in a community that has a small town feel. It's really sad to see this
housing issue negatively affect cur community.

3 out of 30 neighbors in our neighborhood of Sage Canyon have already sold their homes and moved as a direct impact
to the pending apartment building next door. They've lived here for many years and were dear to many neighbors. it's
really sad to see what is happening to Encinitas with these density changes. it's a temporary fix that only benefits the
developers and does VERY little for affordable housing.

We can't give up local control. Stand yeur greund! The Governor ceuld be out of office soon. Things change constantly.
It's a fight worth fighting. Keep Encinitas small. No ene wanis more density or muitiple story apartment buildings right
next to single family homes.

Thank you,
Ben Bowen



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 810 AM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Protect our community character and the environment

From: Liz Griffiths <griffiths.elizabeth@gmail.com>

Sent: Monday, April 5, 2021 9:55 PM

To: Councll Members <council@encinitasca.gov>; encinitasrrd@gmail.com
Subject: Protect our community character and the environment

[NOTICE: Caution: External Email]

Piease stand up to Sacramento and do what is best for the environment and for Encinitas. As someone who grew up in
Encinitas, I'm saddened to see it turn into a traffic-ridden, over-develeped city. Please don’t allow the irreversible high
density developments to be built. They do not selve the low income housing problem, and they wilf cause more harm
than good.

Liz Gilmere



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 8,09 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Vote NO on HE

From: Stacev Smith <stacevsmith{id1 @hotmail com>



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, Aprit 6, 2021 8:09 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject; FW: STAND.UP TO SACRAMENTO

From: Pauia Paschal <naulanaschal@att net>

22340 8th 1. Unit A
Encinitas, CA 92024
760-877-9200



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 8:09 AM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Repeal the Density Bonus Ordinance

From: Trevor Vaithianathan <trevorsemail.com@gmail.com>
Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 1:15 AM

To: Council Members <council@encinitasca.gov>

Cc: encinitasrrd@gmail.com

Subject: Repeal the Density Bonus Ordinance

[NOTICE: Caution: External Emaif]

We need housing solutiens that meet the needs of our community.
We must maintain centrol of focal housing policy.

The Vaithianathan Family
2280 11th St. Encinitas Ca 92024



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 8:.08 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: stand up to Sacramento

From: hsnira 1987 @ ant com <hsnirn 1987 @anl. com>



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 8:08 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Do not repeal HDBL

From: Shawn Sugarman <ssugarman@me.com:>

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 5:59 AM

To: Councll Members <council@encinitasca.gov>

Cc: encinitasrrd@gmaii.com

Subject: Do not repeal HDBL

[NOTICE: Caution: External Emait]

As city council members you are responsible for representing the interests your constituents, those whe voted you into
office. # you cede local responsibility for housing development to the state, you will be failing us. What does Sacramento
know about what is goed for Encinitas?

You must stand for cur interests, not those of the bureaucrats in HCD, who are in the pockets of big meoney developers.
You must vote against the repeal of HDBL.

Sincerely,

Shawn

Olivenhain resident since 2004

From my iPhone



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 8:08 AM
To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Encinitas housing control

From: Lynda Coe <licoe7 @aol.com>

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 7:10 AM

To: Council Members <council@encinitasca.gov>
Subject: Encinitas housing control

[NOTICE: Caution: External Email]

Encinitas City Council,

As long-time residents of Encinitas and participants in our fight for the city’s incorporation, we strongly urge the city
councif to maintain control over cur housing concerns. Maintaining control over issues that directly face Encinitas is
exactly why we voted for incorporation in the first place. i you don't place Encinitas first, no one else wil. Other entities

wilt always look after themselves and their concerns first at the possible detriment to our city.

It’s time the City Council listens to the Encinitas residents and acts to ensure that Encinitas continues to be the special
place it has been for decades.

Be creative, strong, and determined to make decisions that are beneficial to Encinitas and its future.

Pete and Lynda



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 8:07 AM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Please Stand Up to Sacramento

From: J Rufeh <rufehphoto@gmail.com>

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 7:57 AM

To: Councll Members <council@encinitasca.gov>; EncinitasRRD @gmail.com
Subject: Please Stand Up to Sacramento

[NOTICE: Caution: External Email]
Dear City Councii,

| am asking as a long time resident of Olivenhain to please stand up for our City of Encinitas and protect our community!
Piease do not let Sacramento decide how our city should build and live- held strong and do not give in. | chose to live in
Encinitas for its quiet and cozy beach and horse town.

If we give up and allow high density housing and humengous buildings to be bullt here- we will destroy the beauty of

this city and what makes it so special. As a citizen | am also extremely disappointed that this is not already part of the

City Council’s obiective and we have to constantly reach out pleading for defending our city and keeping it guaint. We
are NOT Long Beach or Downtown San Diego and nor do we ever want to be.

Sacramento does not care about cur community and we rely on you all who have been voted in to protect our city.
Please stay strong and stand up to Sacramento that we can manage our own housing issues and not aliow high density
buildings.

Please don’t give up on your community and your citizens!

Thank you kindly,

lela Rufeh
Brockside Lane

Sent from my iPhone



Dear Encinitas CGity Council Members:

| first want {0 appreciate the effort that I've witnessed all of you make in grappling with the Housing
Element task - it seems like no mean feal, and | appreciate the energy and thoughtfuiness that you
have brought to this.

| have commented prior to this during this process, and while | do not have much to add to prior
statements, | will share the following.

Many of us not only are privileged ic live in this lovely community: we are, per the standards of living
and quality of life withessed across this planet, quite privileged. Privileged not o worry so much about
whether we will have a roof over our heads next monith or next year; whether we will have sufficient
food on our table; whether our children will have the rescurces they need to grow to healthy
aduithood. For many of us, our cups runneth over.

My beliefs run foward the simple: | think we would be a better society in every sense if we worked
consciously to leaven o gross inequalities that are absolutely evident in terms of resources and
opportunities, inequalities that have been baked inio this society since its nception. 1 think that a
community like Encinitas has a role and responsibility to play in considering how these processes
occur, and how we as a community use our wealth and power and resources to promote that
leavening process,

We have some ability - not infinite, but not meager either - {0 promote the development of more
affordable housing, o reduce the barriers that historically have kept many low-income peopie and
peopie of color from being able to make a life here, to promote justice through dedication and
creativity in the face of an uninspiring and unnecessary status quo.

My hope is that Encinitas will dedicate iiself to exploring pathways to developing fully affordable
housing projects, while using those tools available in the immediate sense to maximize the amount of
affordable housing that is developed in current and near-term projects.

All of us, as people, can probably conjure in our memories instances where we thought that
something that seemed impossibie - a pipe dream - came to fruition in our fifetime. [ believe equally in
human stubbornness and the likelihood of significant surprise.

Let's see if, in the coming years, we can surprise ourseives. | think this Housing Element can serve as
a start in that direction.

Best Wishes,

Joshua Lazerson



Jennifer Gates

From: Annemarie Clisby

Sent: Monday, April 5, 2021 1:21 PM

To: Jennifer Gates

Subject: FW: Please include affordable housing in Housing Element, ftem 3A

From: NDadla Ponizil <dadianonizil@email .com>

Dadia Ponizi
1145 Stratford Drive
Encinitas 92024



Dear Encinitas City Council Members and City Clark:
Thank you thank you thank you for keeping our city--as Teresa Barth liked to say--growing gracefuily.
Specifically, thank you for your recent commitment to

+ pursue the buitding of a 100% affordable community for our seniors, and family residents, as wel} as for our essential
workers who are commuting long distances or finding difficuit fiving situations in the city they serve,
As you adopt the Housing Element Pian, please do all you can to:

» include as much affordable housing as possible
» ensure that whatever is legislated is actionable

My family would not be able to move here today. Our children, now in their early thirties, can't afford to live here. It's a
big problem. And the other end of the scale. we have a grewing homeless pobulation,



Thank you for your service and thoughtful approach to the compiexities of affordable housing. 84% of
folks employed in Encinitas commute to work from other cities. | experienced this with employees in
my medical practice. These employees often jumped at the chance when job opportunities presented
closer {o their own homes so left their job with me! Many commuters made up my family practice
medical support team and earned $15 to $20 per hour. Encinitas community would be stronger if we
provided Affordable Housing for healthcare workers. The definition of Affordable Housing is that no
more than 30% of monthly income is spent on housing.

Many of my medical staff that commute are members of the BIPOC community. Speaking as a
member of Encinitas 4 Equality Housing Committee, we aspire 1o create an Encinitas for Everyone
where a greater diversity of peopie — in terms of income, race and ethnicity — are able to BOTH call
Encinitas home, AND KNOW that they are essential threads in the weave of this community. We
support the city’s efforts to adopt & Housing Element compliant with state requirements which will
free our city from lawsuits. We can then move forward and work towards an impactful affordable
housing solution which is to build a 100% affordable housing community. A mission that this council
and Affordable Housing advocates share.

Buiiding a 100% affordable community requires a strong political wili of our local government,
affordable housing coalition and residents in partnership with an experienced Affordable Housing
developer AND state or federal subsidies. The current White House administration is proposing $40
billion investment into construction of affordabie housing projects. | am hopefui that the city’s
economic analysis of the E| Camino Real Corridor will identify a commercial property that can be
repurposed into a location for an affordable community. The Ei Camino Real Corridor is an ideal
location. It is adjacent to pubtic transit and within walking distance to many places of empioyment,
shopping and restaurant destinations. We have an extraordinary opportunidy with the makeup of this
councii, Your hearts are in the right place and | know you have the courage to do the BOLD right
action o create an Encinitas for BEveryone.

Thank you,

Theresa Beauchamp
33 year Encinitas resident
Encinitas 4 Equality Housing Committee member



Lori Forsythe



version of the proposed 6™ Cycle Housing Element. It takes important steps to ensure and expand the city’s
commitment to the development of appropriate affordable housing projects. Your responsibility going forward is to

positively support conforming plans to actually realize the potential that exists for affordable homes in Encinitas, Thank
You ali, iim Stiven



city into Orange County or LA County.

We the voters, voted for Prop A. Itis in place to protect the City's zoning laws from developers and their over
reaching. Others Cities have similar propositions in place.

As our voted in council by the citizens you are there as our voice and your constituents have speken.

AB2345 was never meant to be more than a supplement to actual financing of affordable housing.

By granting market-rate developers excessive concessions and incentives it will afl but efiminate the City of Encinitas
planned building height, parking, building setbacks, side yards, open space and other standards.

As our City councit you should ali be defending Prop A.

Lori Forsythe



10 dUOpPL INE LUL1-£LULZ DLN LYCIE MNOUSINEG CIEMEeEnt upaale 1o tne venerdl rian | rroject j.

The attached comment details a number of problematic features of the Project that are legally unnecessary
and curtail City’s police powers and ability to have regulated development.

The City should investigate methods of self-certification, based upon its existing complete or substantial

compliance with Housing Element requirements, including correct law and implementation of state density
bonus law.

Encinitas RRD requests City vote “NO” or alternatively, continue Item 1 until CEQA review is complete.

-Craig




































Jennifer Gates

RN

From: 8589431209@mms.att.net

Sent: Tuesday, April 6, 2021 8:04 PM

To: encinitasrrd@gmail.com; Council Members

Attach ments: text O.1xt




As z longtime resident of Encinitas I am appalied that our (ity Council would even
consider relinquishing housing control and density requirements to HCD.

You were elected to represent ocur interests. We want to maintain local control and
expect you to vote that way. A very concerned citizen,

Katie Brown



Hello,
Piease see my written comment regarding item 3A in the upcoming City Councit meeting.

Thank you,
Laini Cassis



support the adoption of the 6 Cycle Housing Element, and executing towards the
actual building of more affordable housing.

Speaking as a member of Encinitas 4 Equality Housing Commitiee, we aspire to create
an Encinitas for Everyone where a greater diversity of people — in terms of income, race
and ethnicity — are able to BOTH call Encinitas home, AND KNOW that they are valued
members of this community. To achieve this vision, | encourage the production of an
affordable housing community for middie and low income residents where no more than
30% of household income is required for housing.

We understand that the Housing Element Pian falis short of closing the supply demand
gap for low and very fow housing due to flaws of state requirements. To not adopt this
plan puts Encinitas at risk of lawsuits by the state and may cause the state {o fake
control of our land use, So, we support the City’s outlined plan to build out affordable
housing toolkit, including:

1. ADU’s; (and other smaller unit types). We are encouraged that approximately
25% of the ADU’s built are deemed affordable. The ADU & Inclusionary
Programs help move the needle by currently yielding between 15% - 25%
affordable housing and hopefully those %’s can increase. We support the City's
recent commitment to build a (100%) affordable community in Encinitas for ocur
senior citizens, essential workers, and those like myself who are "just starting
out” in life. This bold aclion requires ieadership, innovation, and collaboration.

2. Inclusionhary housing: {under the current program 10-15% of units built are
affordable}. We support increasing the percentage of affordable housing where
ecohomically feasible and not a disincentive to building affordable homes.

3. Collaboration with other agencies, such as the City’s recent decision to join
CalCHA, which will hopefully create (and/or preserve) both lower income and
middle-income affordable housing opportunities.

We have an extracrdinary opportunity before us io create an Encinitas for Everyone.

This process is far from perfect and so while we support maintaining local control, we
are concerned that if this plan is not adopted, we run the risk of more taxpayer funded
legal fees and ultimately a loss of local land use control to the courts. S0, lel's address
the state density bonus issue in the next 80 days or at the legislative level, if necessary,
and not in the courts.



To summarize, | respectfully request you adopt the Housing Element, so we can move
forward with taking action to build more affordable housing in our community. Thank you
for your service and thoughtful approach to the complexities of affordable housing.







































