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TO:; MIKE KAMINO

FROM: ILLECE BUCKLEY WEBER

DATE: AUGUST 6, 2008

RE: RESIDENTIAL NEIGHBORHOOD COMPATIBILITY ORDINANCE

On June 4, 2008, I attended the workshop regarding the proposed residential
neighborhood compatibility ordinance. The following are my notes and observations from the

workshop, Since I will not be able to attend the August 21, 2008 Planning Commission meeting,

1 would like to request that you include this memo in the staff packet.

First, let me point out that some participants of the workshop wanted little to no
regulations and/or guidelines, They feel strongly that they should be able to build what they want
on their property and that the permit process is too burdensome. However, there was a
consensus that people did not want Old Agoura to become “Calabasas” and they cherish the rural
feeling of Old Agoura,

Second, although a couple of people don’t want to be required to inciude a horse keeping
area, there was a consensus that horse keeping gives old Agoura its identity and they want it
preserved.

Third, the workshop demonstrated that the age old problem still exists. People want the
ability to build what they want on their property but when it comes to their neighbor building
whatever s/he wants on his/her property, they want regulations and guidelines.

Some of the specific comments were as follows:
I. Notices.

‘Want expanded notice of hearing requirements,
‘Want notice of application sign to be posted early in the review process,

IL. Story Poles.

Want the story poles/materials to be recycled.

Want limitations on the amount of time that the story poles would be present.
Want story pales to only be required when the % &f the remodel reaches a certain
threshold.

Some members of workshop voiced concern about the cost of the story poles.




TII. Floor Area Ratio, .

Remodels should be treated differently than new homes.

The definition of remodel should be stricter.

Most members want fewer rules when it is a remodel.

Guidelines should be the same for everyone.

FAR guidelines should only include the house.

Two car garages should be exempt from FAR but not three -+ car garages.
The “process,” particularly with regards to remodels, is too cumbersome.

IV. Horse keeping.

Horse keeping standards should be in the Code,

1,500 square feet should be the minimum set aside for horse keeping,
Access and usability conditions should be included.

30% slope properties should be exempt from horse keeping,

To summarize, 1) nobody wants #heir neighbor to build a large looming home, 2) they
want to preserve oak trees and the rural nature of Old Agoura, and, 3) they want horse keeping
requirements maintained.




Attention: Director of Planning
Mr. Michael Kamino

¢/o Agoura Hills City Hall
30001 Ladyface Court
Agoura Hills, California 91301

Re: Proposed Upcoming Ordinance Old Agoura Equestrian Overlay and Compatibility
Ordinance for the City of Agoura Hills




City of Agoura Hills Mission Statement: _
Agoura Hills is a unique suburban community exemplified
by a commitment to the preservation of its history, a high quality of |
ife, a vibrant business community, and environmental sensitivity.

We are a cily steeped in a rich historical past through which
we have emerged as a vital, prosperous community committed to
excellence, innovation, and sound fiscal policies. Our
neighborhoods are safe, healthy, and as unique as the individuals
who inhabit them.

We believe the City’s greatest asset is our people and we
welcome the involvement of all those who live and work in the City
of Agoura Hills to partner with us in making this community one of
excellence.

We are committed to preserving the unique character,
historical and rural fabric, and environmental beauty that defines
Agoura Hills to its residents. We will accomplish this through the
values of Service, Integrity, Positive Solutions, and Cooperation

The above mission statement fosters the impression that the individuals entrusted with the
administration of city business functions ate intetested in promoting an envitonment in
which the rights and opinions of individual property ownets ate integrated into a balanced
socio-economic system of oversight. Unfortunately both the planning and city councils have
cither never tead the city's mission statement or have conveniently forgotten its
commitments. Both entities have systematically ignoted vigorous public comment while
running roughshod over the rights of individual property owners to utilize their property in
accordance with existing zoning and ordinance requitements. Through egregious misuse of
power they have successfully bullied many property ownets into submission, threatening to
withhold permits and approvals and causing massive financial hardships. Their cavaliet and
inconsistent application of existing rules forms the basis of their contention that additional
rules ate necessary. However their prior performance calls into serious question the
advisability of imbuing an alteady inconsistent and capricious council with additional
oversight authority as they have to date failed to ptove either theit competence ot
commitment to the betterment of the community.

The ptroposed administrative changes currently under teview in the residential
‘neighbothood compatibility otdinance discussion are a ptime ‘example of government run
amok. While on the surface, restrictions that deal with land usage and slope stability seem
Like 2 reasonable exetcise of administrative authority, the crux of the matter lies not in sound
engineeting practices, nor appropriate oversight to ensute public safety and nuisance
abatement but rather in the unilateral enforcement of the preferences of a few on all the
residents of ' Old Agoura.

It is unclear why the existing otdinances are insufficient to ensute that safe
construction practices are followed as they have functioned successfully for a mumber of
years . The proposed slope ordinance is in actuality a means of limiting the total square
footage of structure allowed on the etty and has no basis in engineering for establishi
actual safe building practices, nor does it make any provision for common sense in
evaluating specific site issues. The concept that a reasonable determination of site conditions
can be made in the absence of an engineering evaluation of specific local conditions is at

best naive, and the proposed Floor Area Ratio chart neglects concepts like soil type,

hydrological conditions and foundation bearing pressures in favot of an arbitrary maximum
hardscape coverage. As with all flow chart logic this approach effectively destroys the




opportunity for common sense and the utilization of the best design for the site in favor of

rules and process. This has the potential for creating significant safe ds by limidn,
homeownets ability to in, iate J 1

infrastru

e c
conditions, it also renders otherwise usable lots un-buildable

All large governmental conttacting authorities can articulate with painful clarity the pitfalls
~of such systems, and in latge patt avoid presctiptive restrictions in favor of performance
based requitements that allow for apptopriate judgment to be used to account for individual
site specific conditions and needs. The proposed ordinances tepresent a significant
backward step in the city's protocol for development and also negate context sensitive and
sustainable development.

Theotetically one should be able to rely on the planning commission and city
enginiceting department to make a reasonable interpretation of the rules, howevet, as has
been proven on numerous occasions, this group cannot be relied on to make any decision
that may not align with the personal bias of its members. This is in direct opposifion to the
stated philosophy of the City, yet is an irrefutable fact based on extensive past petformance.
The purpose and philosophy of any governmental otganization is to accomplish the greatest
public good with the least private impact, yet all of the proposed otdinances under
discussion are not focused on safety ot betterment of the community but rather in
systematically stripping the rights of property owners to decide for themselves how best to
develop the significant personal and financial investment they have in their property.

Of even greater concern, the city council and planning commission seem to think
that it is within their purvue to decide these matters with limited public . comment
otchestrated to support their desired outcome, or in direct opposition to the strenuously
stated position of the residents of Old Agoura. The tesidents have vested authority with the
members of these commissions for the purpose of ensuring the proper administration of
the City, this does not include the authority to dictate property owners landscape ot house
paint color selections especially when existing city infrastructute is in distepair. As elected
officials, council members ate accountable to the residents. That accountability requires
that they appropriately solicit and respond to the will of those that they represent.
They do not have the right to financially injure property owners with excessive
restrictions and unreasonable roadblocks in the permitting process. Residents have
voiced their opinion strenuously in opposition to additional testrictions and
modifications to existing ordinances and codes. The city council and planning
‘commission do not have the right to circumvent theit tesponsibility to act in
accordance with that position. The quasi due process currently being employed is an
affront to the community and a failure on the part of our elected officials.
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Areas for Discussion CITY OF ABQURA }HLLﬁ
Residential Neighborhood Compatibility Or%%@_%g 19 PH §, 35

BITY CLERK
ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES (Increased public partlcrpatlonlnotlf‘ catlcm)

/ » Should the City expand the noticing requirements from adjacent properties to
properties within a 750 foot radius which is the noticing requirement for
Conditional Use Permits? Should remodels be exempt?

e Should the City increase the review authonty of the Planning Commission to

include all new single family homes and large 2" story additions?

Should the property owner/applicant be required to construct story poles

(silhouette) that depicts the proposed house prior to review and approval by the

Planning Commission?

Should the property owner/applicant be required to place a notice of application

sign on the property early in the review process?
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OLD AGOURA OVERLAY PROPOSED CHANGES

e Should remodels have different standards? For example, additions up to a
certain size could be exempt from the FAR chart.

\/e.S
/

¢ Should the FAR chart be placed in the Zoning Ordinance or the Old Agoura
Design Guidelines?

PLACE FA®R CHart 10 Yhe Old Acoupa
DP<{3/] Guidelime S, 0Old AGoOurA has
o Cc Y@’s god we dont want—
A,o}/ Ce L RS

e What should be included in the FAR square footage? Covered patios?
Accessory buildings? Garages? Second units? Horse keeping facilities?

Heouse




e Should the maximum allowed structure size in the proposed table remain the
same or be modified? If it should be modified, how should it be modified?
Should the FAR chart establish a maximum structure size regardless of lot size?

_ Remawn the <gme .

NO _the FAL chirt showld #ot- estebies
A mak mam Stracture Si2.€  eg4apdless
o= Lot size .

EQUESTRIAN OVERLAY (EQ) DISTRICT PROPOSED CHANGES

e Should a minimum 1,500 square feet be set aside for horse keeping? Should that
amount be increased or decreased?

_Kemw a1 //.5“@0 (Mﬁ‘éﬂ_@_

e What types of improvements should be allowed within 1,500 square feet if a
property owner does not wish to keep a horse? Paving or other hardscape?

o
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o Should small lots or extremely steep parcels be exempt from the horse keepmg
standards?

VeSS
/

EXISTING ZONING CODE PROVISIONS

» Should lot coverage be utilized to regulate size of homes instead of FAR ?

VVes,
v

¢ Should the maximum allowed height be reduced from 35 feet to 30 feet?

\/ s .

e Should the required front yard setback be increased from 25 feet to 30 feet?

\/e S .
/




¢ For maximum lot coverage, should there be special provisioné for flag lots or
required Fire Department turn around areas?

vVes.
/

e Should design guidelines be utilized to address house size/design instead of
FAR? Do the proposed Design Guidelines need to be strengthened or changed?

___D_Cﬁ./_gﬂ__ﬁ_u_u/e/m@ s/ioa,// be Q?‘/Z,/Zé’c(
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Name and Address (Optional)

Rl o Cavol Fosrer (oll Aéoa«u‘g

Please feel free to provide us with your written comments. They can be mailed to the
address below or dropped off at the public counter at City Hall.

Mike Kamino, Director of _
Planning and Community Development
City of Agoura Hills

30001 Ladyface Court




FROM THE DESK OF
ANDREA LUX

CITY OF ABBURA HILLS

820/08 08 AUB 21 M IkB9
City of Agoura Hills ) ol ED
Planning and Community Development CITY CLERK
30001 Ladyface Court

Agoura Hills, CA 91301

RE: Residential Compatibility Ordinance / Design Guidelines Study Session — Comments
Dear Planning Commissioners:

I would like to comment on “Administrative Changes” of the Residential Neighborhood
Compatibility Ordinance.

It has been my contention that the current notification processes have favored developers.
and leave effected resident neighbors of construction/remodel at a disadvantage.

1) The current notification is simply too short. By the time a resident receives a notice of
development the public hearing is practically upon them. It does not allow effected
neighbors time to study plans and notify the Planning Department of concerns. The
Planning Department would be much better served by notifying the surrounding neighbors
that the City is aware of ”intent to develop”. This notification would be most effective by
placing a sign on the intended property of development during the initial submission of
plans. This would better allow the Planning Department and the applicant to assist in
resolving neighborhood issues (if any) early on'in the process. Many surprise concerns at
the public hearings could be averted, and city dollars saved.

2) It has been my experience that when a date for a public hearing is granted the City
Planning Department makes available to the public the “Official Staff Report” the Friday
before the following Thursday’s hearing. Therefore the effected neighbors do not have the
official data on the proposed development until FOUR days before a hearing. This is
again simply too short to form an appropriate response.

3) I have in the past been an advocate for story poles to be placed on properties proposed
for development. As a layman in reading construction plans it is very difficult to imagine
where a residence is to be placed, how high it will be and what privacies and views will be
affected — with the effects of development on property values it is very important to know
exactly how neighbors will be affected, story poles benefit all in that no mistake is made as
to how to construe proposed development.

Thank you for allowing me to comment.

Sincerely

Andrea Lux ' W

residing at 28233 Balkins Dr., Agoura Hills, CA 91301

5699 KANAN RuAD #235 € AGOURA HiLLs, CA 91301 & PHONE B81B8-991-6034
Fax 818B-991-7065




DATE: August 7, 2008

FROM: Old Agoura Homeowners Association
TO: Members of the Planning Commission
City of Agoura Hills

SUBJECT:  Proposed Zoning Ordinance Amendment

On receiving the first Pulitzer Prize for journalism in 1917, Henry B. Swope of the New
York World, said: “I cannot give you the formula for success, but I can give you the
formula for failure — which is try to please everybody.”

As you approach the difficult task of deciding ordinance versus guidelines and all the
details therein (and didn't someone else say the devil was in the details), the Old Agoura
Homeowners Association would like to offer the following —

We ask that you remember that Old Agoura has been designated an equestrian
cormunity since before the City of Agoura Hills was incorporated. Maintaining horse-
keeping rights was the reason the Old Agoura Homeowners Association was incorporated
in the late 1960s.

We ask that you read the letters from, and listen to the voices of, the long time residents
of Old-Agoura, who are trying to protect the rural nature and open, spacious feeling of
their community, All of us will all be gone from this earth in the not-very-distant future,
but the land will remain. The decisions you make can help preserve what one new
resident called “the small miracle” that is Old Agoura,

We ask you to reflect on the fact that change comes to any neighborhood, but residents
can work together to protect what is most important, and government, in its best
moments, can assist them,

We respectfully ask that you consider the following:

Adopt the Bquestrian Overlay to formalize the designation Old Agoura has had since the
City of Agoura Hills was incorporated.

Adopt specific ordinances regarding the setting aside and preservation of horse-keeping
areas. Horses are the keystone of the ambiance in Old Agoura. Paving and hardscape
should not be allowed within the set aside area, The planting of specimen trees around
the perimeter of a dedicated horse-keeping area could be encouraged but should not be
permitted in the horse-keeping area itself. ’

Adopt a maximum house structure size, with clear findings that must be met before that
maximum is exceeded. If those findings are met, the owner of a very large piece of land

should be able to build a larger home.
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Expand the review authority of the Planning Commission to include all new single family
homes, teardowns, and very large remodels and additions, including single and 2nd story.
Clearly define ‘remodel’, as a one-wall-standing remodel is very different than adding a
bedroom and bath fo a very small older home.

Expand the noticing requirements for Conditional Use Permits, including major
remodels, due to the large and irregular properties in Old Agoura. Two possibilities
proposed by residents - an increase to 1500 feet; or 3 properties in all directions from the
subject property.

There has been much discussion about whether the FAR and Lot Coverage charts should
be part of an ordinance or guidelines. There is real concern that, because properties in
Old Agoura vary so greatly, an ordinance could not be written that would even come
close to addressing every scenario. Remodels of existing homes, and long flag lot or
access driveways are especially problematic.

0ld Agoura has very few empty lots left, and the majority of applications in the coming
years will be teardowns and remodels. We would not like to see homeowners
unreasonably limited in their plans. At the same time, we do not want to see the negative
effects of mansionization visited upon Old Agoura. If the Planning Commission chooses
to adopt the FAR and Lot Coverage charts as guidelines, we would ask that the
Commission and the City commit to revisiting the issue in two years to assess whether
these guidelines have been helpful to applicants and sufficient for the Planning
Commission.

Discuss exempting from lot coverage calculations, true barns (not, for example, garages
that could be converted to barns) if the finding can be made that the property is being
developed as an true equestrian property. This would necessitate establishing a
reasonable maximum size for any true bam based on lot size. Or consider, when a barn
has a natural dirt or other permeable surface floox, only using the true hardscape of a
concrete tackroom or office floor when calculating hardscape.

Discuss exempting a three car, rather than a two car, garage from lot coverage
calculations to reflect the design of most modern homes.

Exempt from lot coverage flag lot and other long access driveways necessitated by
remote building pad locations. Discuss exempting from lot coverage calculations
driveways where over half the driveway area is permeable, for example concrete strips
with grass, d.g. or gravel in the center and on the sides.

Include in the discussion of driveways a type of driveway being used more and more in
0ld Agoura. Called chip seal, it looks like a permeable surface, decomposed granite
drive, yet is considered impermeable because it Has an asphalt base. It is much easier to
maintain than d.g. and, with its rustic rural look, is esthetically pleasing. It should not,
however, be used on a slope or when drainage is an issue.
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Adopt Design Guidelines with language that reflects the nature of Old Agoura. There is
o one “Old Agoura style”. Old Agoura has a history of eclectic and, on rare occasion,
eccentric architecture. The notion of western and rural can encompass everything from
California ranch houses to Spanish Colonial revival to modernist architecture intended
for rural or more spacious settings. It is not suburban, tract or urban architecture. The
architecture should respond io the landscape and setting, not just in form (working with
the land, not against it), but also in the vocabulary of architectural details.

Finally, in the language of the design guidelines, we would also add incorporating other
native California heritage trees as well as oaks into design plans; encouraging eco-
friendly home design; and, rather than dictating a specific color palette, applicants be
encouraged to take into consideration the colors of the open space around them when
choosing a color scheme,

~ e e

What keeps a city and its neighborhoods liveable, harmonious, respectful of neighbors
and of the planet? What stops hundreds of residents from losing what their neighborhood
18, while still attempting to give a single individual what he or she wants? It is the
ordinances and guidelines that you are being asked to consider.

Tn his book, “Who’s Your City”, Richard Florida writes that what makes a city special i
living close to people with similar interests and creating solid neighborhoods with
specific personalities. Old Agoura is one of those neighborhoods. And the proposals you
are considering can help keep it that way.

Thank you for all your hard work.

On behalf of the Old Agoura Homeowners Association,

Robyn Britton
Chairperson, Planning & Zoning Committee
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Re: Residential Neighborhood Compatibility Ordinance . .. . . ..
Old Agoura and Community Input ‘

Attention Mike Kamino
Dear Mr. Kamino,

I have enclosed the responses to the proposal of a: possible Residential Neighborhood
Compatibility Ordinance that pertains to the Old Agoura area. For your convenience, [
am also typewriting my responses so my messages come through loud and clear.

First of all, this is not a reflection of the community’s input. The Old Agoura
Homeowner’s Meeting held on July 27 2008 was not announced and opened to paid
members of the QAHA only. I have been a resident of Agoura since 1981 prior to city
hood and have been a member of the OAHA, the fact that some members of the
community were not advised that the dues were overdue (voluntary dues) is not a reason
to exclude these residents. In addition, all households of Old Agoura whether they pay
their voluntary dues or not should be included. We are all affected by this proposal and
all taxpayers. This is totally a nondemocrafic process and if it goes through without
including all households may need to be brought up as an unfair proposal. The city
should be responsible and send mailings if necessary to all houscholds that are affected
by this proposal. Enclosed is a copy of the announcement that I found on the OAHA
homeowners site after the meeting was held on July 27" 2008.

My responses are as follows;

Remodels should be exempt from noticing requirements for Conditional Use Permits.
No, the city sbould not increase the review authority of the Planning Commission, They
have too much power now.

Storey poles are not needed and a waste of precious resources (lumber) that is not
recycled but thrown away after the use of mapping the home site. They are also an
eyesore. Use the plans determined by the builder and architectural planner.

Yes. For new construction the property owner should be required to place a notice of
application sign on the property early in the review process. This will prevent the owner
from insurmountable expenses and fights later in the construction if they do not meet
requirements and or satisfaction of the planning department.
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Dld Agoura Overlay Proposed Changes

No FAR chart, if someone wants to remodel and meets the setbacks, height e
requirements do not create more problems and animosity in this community.

No the FAR chart should not be placed in the Zoning Ordinance. We already have
provisions within the ordinances already established under the General Plan.

Na FAR chart. Setbacks from property lines and streets already exist. If you follow the
present standards, there will be no problems. We do not need more ordinances and
restrictions.

Follow the present guidelines and setbacks. We do not need FAR charts. If someone has
10 acres of property and wants to build a two story home stretching over their property
and provides horse facilities, 5o be it, do not push more ordinances on out unique
community. This ordinance will push homeowners that love this community to move out
and will create a tract house community.

Equestrian Overlay District.

Should a minimum 1,500 square feet be set aside for horse keeping?

It depends on one’s property. Some existing properties are on steep hillsides and
nonusable land, keeping horses on this type of property is dangerous. Also, it is not fair to
those who live on steep hillsides taking away their useable living space.

What types of improvements should be allowed within 1,500 square feet.
Anything but a building (permanent) that would prevent future horse owners.

Small lots should be exempt from horse keeping standards. Horses would be in danger on
steep property. The city should not deprive a home owner with a small lot his or her
ability to enjoy their property. This is an infringement of the homeowner’s quality of life.

Existing Zoning Code Provisions

Yes lot coverage is utilized to regulate size of homes not FAR chart. No need for a FAR
chart this is ridiculous.

No need to reduce the height of a building from 35 feet to 30 feet, It is interesting that
you allow higher structures with businesses i.e. the New Agoura Village.

No need to change the front yard setbacks from 25 feet to 30 feet again more restrictions
on our unique community. It has worked so far over 25 years since the city’s inception.

Provisions for flag lots and turn about for the Fire department.




Again it depends on the size of the lot width etc. If it is a fire trap and a new construcuo:
is going to be built and it orotects the citizens then it is needed. Use common sens:

Design guidelines should be utilized.

Yes, No FAR charts let the planning commissioners use the present guidelines. Do not
place more unnecessary ordinances; we have enough ordinances on our unique sector of
Agoura Hills.

We do not need more ordinances and restrictions. If this some how passes, I will not be
surprised if civil suits will be filed against the city.

Sincerely,

Meril S, Platzer MD.
28404 Foothill Drive
Agoura Hills California
91303




Welcome to Old Agoural

HOMFe
OWNERS
ASIOCIATION

Howdyv Partners! )

Spacial ZOA Maating of the O&bA
Sunday, July 27, 2008
5:30pm - Agoura Bible Feliowhip

All current members of the Old Adoura Homeowners Assoclation are urged to atitend this
special meeting regarding the City's proposed Zoning Ordinance Amendment, Please read
his letter from President Jess Thomas, check out the proposet ZUA iT you naven't aiready,
and plan to attend, If you have specific concerns about bullding, renavating or adding on
to your property, bring the Information with you (size of lot, cutrent home size anc tot
caverage, slope, etc) and the City's consultant can try and address those concerns.

Please note, this meeting is for Old Adoura Homeaowner ASSoCiation memee’™ &

RSVP/UUEsTIONS May e agirrecan s EZiddagin. ol
—
A Letter From Prasident Jess Thomas, OAHA
e have arrived at & TUrNING POINE N Uic Agsusa.
vroposed Zening Ordinance For same years naw, vour Board of Directors has been diigently attempting to defing what it i¥
Amendments; about our helghborhood that makes It so spectally unique. The descriptive passages i the "

BUILDING IN DLD AGOURA?" section of the web site are a years-old attempt at an analysis. But,
every year It seems as If more and more newcorners, and sornetimes even local developers, are
fmtent upon Igrioring the features of existing Old Agoura. The trend Is to bultld much larger and
. P W more ostentatious homes, which cover more of the lot area, and are out of proportion with the
e existing homes In the immediate nelghborhood. This tendency exists throughout the country and
. has caused the coinng of @ new word in our fanguage. Google “mansionization" and you will be
g e T astounded at the pumber of organizations created to study and oppose I

e e Before we ot completelv sidetracked, and absorbed by the Heschel School issue, the OAHA Fad
et asked our City to do something to assist us In ltmiting the changes In the nature of the
nelghborhood. Lately, an effort has finally been Initlated in that respect. Joyce Farler was & Tity
U planning staff member for years and Is now werling as a freelance planner. The City has hired
. her to develop a Zoning Ordinance Amendment, (Z0A), which would limit manslonlzatlon in Ord
P Agoura, To date, there have been two public meetings held by the City to examine and explain
the draft ordinance. While the main objections to the proposed orainance have come Trom
T st ae . e developets and realtors, some Issues have developed which would unreasoaably imit existung
homeawners® remodel and add-onh plans. An example is the way the ariveway area Is counted
the fot coverage total. The first draft of the new ZOA Included all of driveway area to be countea
as part of the total lot coverage allowed. However, at the City workshops, It was pointed out that
this blankel treatment was particularty not fair to fulks with steep fots which require & reany Ioty
driveway to access the bulidable house pad. This Is the tvpe of issue we will be lnoking at during
me Mestin.

The prevalent attitude amona sbeculative bullders. who are the malority of those budaipg the
huge new homes lately, is that they should not be restealned in any way in maximizing ther
profit, Our Assoclation has had the goal of preserving the nature and style of the helghoorhood
for many years. Your Board of Directors feels that the proposed Zoning Ordinance Amiendme.st

htto:/fwww.oldagoura.ore/
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Areas for Discussion
Resldential Neighborhood Compatibility Ordinance

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES (Increased public participatlonlnotiﬁcation)

« Should the City expand the roticing requirements from adjacent properties to

properties within a 750 foot radius which is the noticing requirement for
Conditional Use Permits? Should remodels be exempt?

Should the City increase the review authority of the Planning Commission to
include all new single family homes and large 2" sfory additions?

Should the property owner/applicant be required to construct story poles
(slihouette) that depicts the proposed house prior to review and approval by the
Planning Commission?

Should the property owner/applicant be required to place a notice of application
sign on the property early in the review process?
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OLD AGOURA OVERLAY PROPOSED CHANGES

» Should remodels have different standards? For example, additions up to a
certain size could be exempt from the FAR chart.
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» Should the FAR chart be placed in the Zoning Ordinance or the Old Agoura
Design Guidelines?
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¢ What should be included in the FAR square footage’? Covered patios?
Accessory buildings? Garages? Second units? Horse keeping facilities?
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« Should the maximum allowed structure size in the proposed table remain the
same or be modified? If it should be modified, how should it be modified?

Should the FAR chart establish a maximum structure size regardless of fot size?
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EQUESTRIAN OVERLAY (EQ) DISTRICT PROPOSED CHANGES

Should a minimum 1,500 square feet be set aside far horse keeping? Should that

amount be increased or decreased?
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. o Should small lots or extremely steep parcels be exempt from the horse keeping

standards?
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EXISTING ZONING CODE PROVISIONS

ize of homes instead of FAR?

« Should lot coverage be ufilized to regulate si
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« Should the maximum allowed height be reduced from 35 feet to 30 feet?
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« Should the required front yard setback be increased from 25 feet to 30 feet?
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« For maximum lot coverage, should there be special provisions for flag lots or
required Fire Department turn around areas?
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o Should design guidelines be utilized to address house size/design instead of
FAR? Do the proposed Design Guidelines need to be strengthened or changed?
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Please feel free to provide us with your written comments. They can be mailed to the -

address below or dropped off at the public counter, at City Hall.

Mike Kamino, Director of

Planning and Community Development
City of Agoura Hills

30001 Ladyface Court




CITY GF AGOURA HILLS

: Areas for Discussion
: Residential Neighborhood Compatibility orditidnde- 0 Pﬁ bz 06
June 4, 2008 Workshop CITY CLERK

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES (Increased public participation/notification)

! e Should the City expand the noticing requirements from adjacent properties to
properties within a 750 foot radius which is the noticing requirement for
Conditional Use Permits? Should remodels be exempt?

e Should the City increase the review authonty of the Planning Commission to
include all new single family homes and large 2nd story additions?

e Should the property owner/applicant be required to construct story poles
(silhouette) that depicts the proposed house prior to review and approval by the
Planning Commission?

e Should the property owner/applicant be required to place a notice of application
sign on the property early in the review process?
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OLD AGOURA OVERLAY PROPOSED CHANGES

¢ Should remodeis have different standards? For example, additions up to a
certain size could be exempt from the FAR chart.

Jes - 25-20% wieuld be n qoel now bher

« Should the FAR chart be placed in the Zoning Ordinance or the Old Agoura
Design Guidelines?
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¢ What should be included in the FAR 'square footage? Covered patios?
" Accessory buildings? Garages? Second units? Horse keeping facilities?
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» Should the maximum allowed structure size in the proposed table remain the
same or be modified? If it should be modified, how should it be modified?
Should the FAR chart establish a maximum structure size regardless of lot size?
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EQUESTRIAN OVERLAY (EQ) DISTRICT PROPOSED CHANGES

« Should a minimum 1,500 square fest be set aside for horse keepmg? Should that
amount be mcreased or decreased?
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e What types of improvements should be allowed within 1,500 square feet if a
. property owner does not wish to keep a horse? Paving or other hardscape?

&
g

Ne Enumq or cement - woold ke gevdens
ﬁqusﬁ #&Lﬁfﬁ'ﬁ_ﬂmwi Dotio/BRR

N W ch:M o "(’QDO

lng {1~ le covld fremene




 Should small lots or extremely steep parcels be exempt from the horse keeping
standards? v
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EXISTING ZONING CODE PROVISIONS

« Should lot coverage be utilized to regulate size of hdmes instead of FAR 7

/1)”' M&gﬁ&./?/

« Should the maximum allowed height be reduced from 35 feet to 30 feet?

N o

» Should the required front yard setback be increased from 25 feet to 30 feet?

o




o For maximum lot coverage, should there be special provisions for flag lots or
required Fire Department turn around areas?
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~» Should design guidelines be utilized to address house size/design instead of
FAR? Do the proposed Design Guidelines need to be strengthened or changed?
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Please feel free to provide us with your written comments. They can be mailed to the
address below or dropped off at the public counter at City Hall.

Mike Kamino, Director of

Planning and Community Development
City of Agoura Hills

30001 Ladyface Court

Agoura Hills, CA 91301
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CITY OF AGDURA HILLS

reas for Discussion 2008 JUL 28 PH 3 )
Residential Neighborhood Compatibility Ordinance =
CITY CLERK

June 4, 2008 Workshop

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES (Increased public participation/notification)

« Should the City expand the noticing requnrements from adjacent properties to
properties within a 750 foot radius which is the noticing requirement for
Conditional Use Permits? Should remedels be exempt?

« Should the City increase the review authonty of the Planning Commission to
include all new single family homes and large 2" story additions?

e Should the property owner/applicant be required to construct story poles
(silhouette) that depicts the proposed house prior to review and approval by the
Planning Commission? A/)p /

o Should the property owner/appl;cant be required to place a notice of application
sign on the property early in the review process? % /

W)Md% MWW/L/]
Hoa D WWJWW/@ZWJ
D, (Aot serin s, P
\liy s L Ap  ndae WW”

"l dielnal Vo idned, CUAA
2 AA NI 10




- OLD AGOURA OVERLAY PROPOSED CHANGES

e Should remodels have different standards? For example, additions up to a
* certain size could be exempt from the FAR chart.

o Should the FAR chart be placed in the Zoning Ordinance or the Old Agoura
Design Guidelines?

o What should be included in the FAR square footage? Covered patios?
Accessory buildings? Garages? Second units? Horse keeping facilities?
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e Should the maximum allowed structure size in the proposed table remain the
same or be modified? If it should be modified, how should it be modified?
Should the FAR chart establish a maximum structure size regardless of lot size?

EQUESTRIAN OVERLAY (EQ) DISTRICT PROPOSED CHANGES

o Should a minimum 1,500 square feet be set aside for horse keeping? Should that
amount be increased or decreased?

@%W, b feos o

o What types of improvements should be allowed within 1,500 square feet if a
property owner does not wish to keep a horse? Paving or other hardscape?
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« Should small lots or extremely steep parcels be exempt from the horse keeping
standards?

1\
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EXISTING ZONING CODE PROVISIONS

¢ Should lot coverage be utilized to regulate size of homes instead of FAR ?
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¢ Should the maximum allowed height be reduced from 35 feet to 30 feet?
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¢ Should the required front yard setback be increased from 25 feet to 30 feet?
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« For maximum lot coverage, should there be special prowsxons for flag lois or
required Fire Department turn around areas?

VWoW W s MCL
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« Should design guidelines be utilized fo address house size/design instead of
FAR? Do the proposed Design Guidelines need to be strengthened or changed?

Name and Address (Optional)

: Please feel free to provide us with your written comments. They can be malled fo the
j address below or dropped off at the public counter at City Hall.

Mike Kamino, Director of

Planning and Community Development
City of Agoura Hills

30001 Ladyface Court

Agoura Hills, CA 91301




Areas for Discussion (|1 OF AGOURA HILLS

Residential Neighborhood Compatibility Qrdinarce A 8 Ol
June 4, 2008 Workshop ey CLERK

ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES (Increased public participation/notification)

e Should the City expand the noticing requirements from adjacent properties to
properties within a 750 foot radius which is the noticing requirement for -
Conditional Use Permits? Should remodels be exempt?

¢ Should the City increase the review authorlty of the Planning Commission to
include all new single family homes and large 2™ story additions?

05 Should the property owner/applicant be required to construct story poles

“//‘ (silhouette) that depicts the propased house prior o review and approval by the

Planning Commission?
Should the property owner/applicant be required to place a natice of application
sign on the property early in the review process?
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OLD AGOURA OVERLAY PROPOSED CHANGES

» Should remodels have different standards? For example; additions up fo a
certain size could be exempt from the FAR chart.
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+ Should the FAR chart be placed in the Zoning Ordinance or the Old Agoura
Design Guidelines?
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e« What should be included in the FAR square footage? Covered patios?
Accessory buildings? Garages? Second units? Horse keeping facilities?
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» Should the maximum allowed structure size in the proposed table remain the
same or be modified? If it should be modified, how should it be modified?
Should the FAR chart establish a maximum structure size regardless of lot size?
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EQUESTRIAN OVERLAY (EQ) DISTRICT PROPOSED CHANGES

e Should a minimum 1,500 square feet be set aside for horse keepmg? Should that
amount be mcreased or decreased?
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« What type: improvements should be allowed within 1,500 square feet if a
property owner does not wish to keep .a horse? Paving or other hardscape?
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« Should small iots or extremely steep parcels be exempt from the horse keeping
standards’?

Mo

EXISTING ZONING CODE PROVISIONS

« Shouid lot coverage be utilized to regulate size of homes instead of FAR ?
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¢ Should the maximum allowed height be reduced from 35 feet to 30 feet?
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| « Should the required front yard setback be increased from 25 feet to 30 feet?
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» For maximum lot coverage, should there be special provisions for flag lots or
required Fire Department turn around areas?
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e Should design guidelines be utilized to address house size/design instead of
FAR? Do the proposed Design Guidelines need to be strengthened or changed?
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Name and Address (Optional)
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Please feel free to provide us with your written comments. They can be mailed to the
address below or dropped off at the public counter at City Hall.

Mike Kamino, Director of

Planning and Community Development
City of Agoura Hills

30001 Ladyface Court

Agoura Hills, CA 91301
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ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES (Increased public participation/notification)

« Should the City expand the noticing requirements from adjacent properties to
properties within a 750 foot radius which is the noticing requirement for
Conditional Use Permits? Should remodels be exempt?

» Should the City increase the review authonty of the Planning Commission o
include all new single family homes and large 2" story additions?

« Should the property owner/applicant be required to construct story poles
(silhousette) that depicts the proposed house prior to review and approval by the
Planning Commission?

« Should the property owner/applicant be required to place a notice of application
sign on the property early in the review process?

7 / AV U0 slr s WM
. i g AJ/;/ /l o d_’ &

g P ¥ v, 77 Pl s
¢ 27 7




OLD AGOURA OVERLAY PROPOSED CHANGES

-« Should remodels have different standards? For example, additions up to a
certain size could be exempt from the FAR chart.
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o Should the FAR chart be placed in the Zoning Ordinance or the Old Agoura
Design Guidelines?

e What should be included in the FAR square footage? Covered patios?
" Accessory buildings? Garages? Second units? Horse keeping facilities?
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* Should the maximum allowed structure size in the proposed table remain the
same or be modified? if it should be modified, how should it be modified?
Should the FAR chart establish a maximum structure size regardiess of lot size?

EQUESTRIAN OVERLAY (EQ) DISTRICT PROPOSED CHANGES

» Should a minimum 1,500 square feet be set aside for horse keeping? Should that
amount be increased or decreased?

S .
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o What types of improvements should be allowed within 1,500 square feet if. a
. property owner does not wish to keep a horse? Paving or other hardscape?




e Should small lots or extremely steep parcels be exempt from the horse keeping
standards‘?
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EXISTING ZONING CODE PROVISIONS

 Should lot coverage be utilized to regulate size of homes instead of FAR ?
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e For maximum lot coverage, should there be special provisions for flag lots or
required Fire Department turn around areas?
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» Shauld design guidelines be utilized to address house size/design mstead of
FAR? Do the proposed Design Guidelines need o be strengthened or changed?
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Please feel free to provide us with your written comments. They can be mailed fo the

.address below or dropped off at the public counter at City Hall.

Mike Kamino, Director of

Planning and Commumty Development
City of Agoura Hills

30001 Ladyface Court

Agoura Hills, CA 81301




Areas for Discussion CITY OF AGOURA HILLS
Residential Neighborhood Compatibility Orcifiindll -3 PH L 12
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ADMINISTRATIVE CHANGES (Increased public participation/notification)

y o Should the City expand the noticing requirements from adjacent properties to
properties within a 750 foot radius which is the noticing requirement for
Conditional Use Permits? Should remodels be exempt?

5.« Should the City increase the review authonty of the Planning Commission to
include all new single family homes and large 2nd story additions?

3 « Should the property owner/applicant be requnred to construct story poles
(silhouette) that depicts the proposed house prior to review and approval by the
Planning Commission?

o Should the property owner/applicant be required fo place a notice of application
sign on the property early in the review process?
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OLD AGOURA OVERLAY PROPOSED CHANGES

o Should remodels have different standards? For example, additions up to a
certain size could be exempt from the FAR chart.

Spnglh remedds  ehenld  Ing P ompt -
Perheos it Hwu @m)-‘;r?rfmf or _(aolV]iv
_I_.% / :H/u SALML -

o Should the FAR chart be placed in the Zoning Ordinance or the Old Agoura
Design Guidelines?
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« What should be included in the FAR ‘square footage? Covered patios?
"Accessory buildings? Garages? Second units? Horse keeping facilities?

. Ay e witkh l‘ rw? cCovVerne

bnt I‘\G‘Y‘Q_ﬁfb\asfﬂ.bann, Z




» Should the maximum allowed structure size in the proposed table remain the
' same or be modified? If it should be modified, how should it be modified?
Should the FAR chart establish a maximum structure size regardless of lot size?
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EQUESTRIAN OVERLAY (EQ) DISTRICT PROPOSED CHANGES

« Should a minimum 1,500 square feet be set aside for horse keepmg? Should that
amount be mcreased or decreased?
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» What types of improvements should be allowed within 1,500 square feet if a

; property owner does not wish to keep a horse? Paving or other hardscape?
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¢ Should small lots or extremely steep parcels be exempt from the horse keeping
standards?
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EXISTING ZONING CODE PROVISIONS

« Shouid lot coverage be utilized to regulate size of hoﬁxes instead of FAR ?
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« Should the maximum allowed height be reduced from 35 feet to 30 feet?
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« Should the required front yard setback be increased from 25 feet to 30 feet?
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« For maximum lot coverage, should there be special provisions for flag lots or
- required Fire Department turn around areas?
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e Should design guidelines be utilized to address house size/design instead of
FAR? Do the proposed Design Guidelines need to be strengthened or changed?
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Name and Address (Optional)
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Please feel free to provide us with your written comments. They can be mailed to the
address below or dropped off at the public counter at City Hall.

Mike Kamino, Director of

Planning and Community Development
City of Agoura Hills

30001 Ladyface Court

Agoura Hills, CA 91301






