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Commissioners Meeting/January 28, 2016

RE: Removal of the Natural Buffer Zone

Mr. Chairman, members of the Planning Commission. Thank you for giving me the
opportunity to speak with you today on behalf of myself and Gary Brown, Scotty Kissee.
Jim Kissee, Fred Wilson, Henry Guerrero, Sr. All of the forementioned are property
owners adjacent to The Woodlands Project and are in agreement with my representation
here today.

I. What brings us before you is that we want to bring to your attention:

o the natural buffer zone between our properties and the The Woodlands
development has been removed as was a condition in the Specific Plan as adopted
by the Board of Supervisors

2.5.4 Open Spaces

A. Buffer Areas

Highway 1 Buffer 200" Buffer
o S— Much of the Eucalyptus groves will be maintained to preserve the rural
woodland character along the highway.....”
Perimeter Buffer
A 100’ buffer will be established around the remaining Woodlands perimeter
(other than the Hwy 1 200’ buffer..”By providing this buffer, a rural
woodland atmosphere will be maintained for the existing adjacent
residential areas...... ”

I1. Observation of other adjacent properties with a natural buffer zone

Pics and Overhead
The developer claims that there were no trees within this buffer zone/roadway because
the county does not own Amadore Way. If this is true, from our fence lines to the
straggler of trees left standing, is 80°. Then there should have been trees 20° in density
left standing as the buffer as we have measured it.

I1I. Conclusion
On behalf of my neighborhood, we believe that the developer was aware of the
the conditions based on:
1) pics showing perimeter tree retention as specified in conditions
2) that two property owners spoke with the tree removal company and reminded
them of he buffer to be left in place. The Woodlands directed the tree removal

company to take the trees down anyway. (This was stated to us directly by the
tree company)

It has been stated to me by The Woodlands, that whatever is decided as a replacement
buffer will be nicer than what was there.
e This is a unilateral opinion by developer
e Our neighborhood wanted the natural buffer zone retained because and believed it
to be protected by the conditions in the Specific Plan We had no reason to think
that in one day, that zone would be removed. PLANNING COMMISSION
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For the existing neighborhood and for the new neighbors, removing the natural buffer
zone has been a violation of the condition in the Specific Plan and we unanimously
have agreed and are requesting full restoration of the natural buffer zone by replanting of
the Eucalyptus trees:
¢ to maintain the natural rural woodland atmosphere;
* to act as a barrier from prevailing winds out of Avila, sights, sounds, dust, and
smoke,

Lastly, when Gary and I purchased our property 16 years ago, the Specific Plan was
disclosed to us by the Real Estate representative and based on some of the conditions
implemented in the plan, we decided to purchase the property. One of those
conditions being was that the plan stated to maintain the rural atmosphere.
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The WOODLANDS

Specific Plan

Recreation and Open Space Plan
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NIPOMO MESA, SAN LUIS OBISPO COUNTY

0.3-1AC
10 - 14,000 sq. ft
7-9,999 sq. t
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4-4,999 5q. ft

THE WOODLANDS

Land Use Concept Plan




