








irrelevant at this time. The last few years have hardly had any residential building
because there is not much demand. When demand increases our neighborhood will
have Governor Rd. and San Juan Blvd. available to have real arterials with bike paths
and bus service. That would be a great place for Mr. Chapin’s model of development.
There is also the Waterfront development and many other infill properties. There is no
lack of supply right now. It's a no brainer that these areas either already have or will
have the appropriate services that could be supplied in a much more appropriate and
cost effective manner by the city. Think police, fire, emergency services...

| also want to paint the picture of a very possible scenario. It's the Fourth of July. Kids
are firing off fireworks late at night. One of them goes past the houses and into the
woods. No one notices the smoldering leaves. By morning there is a forest fire. Or
perhaps a shed catches fire from some oil or... It's a mad dash for the fire department
to get there in time. But there’s only one lane into the development. And it's hard for
more than one truck to get near the woods. And meanwhile the fire is taking off.
Where else is there access to fight the fire. All of Lake Padden Park would be at risk.
This is a nightmare that could happen. And if the area gets run down, with people not
taking good care of their properties, this becomes even more likely.

How would this area fare if there was an earthquake? Would it require the city to
stretch and sacrifice helping other areas because of the difficulties accessing this area
and all the units involved?

As | mentioned, there is also the degradation of Padden Creek. This would happen.
It's just a matter of how badly. If everything were done right, it would minimize the
impact. Worst case scenario, it would have a huge effect. And, as mentioned at the
meeting, there are drainage issues in the neighborhoods to the west.

The city of Bellingham is working hard to make ourselves a model city. Our values
include being good stewards of the land and reducing pollution and unnecessary use of
resources. This project makes no sense for our community. We don’t need it and we
don’t want it.

Mr. Huston has the right to develop the property with the zoning with which he bought it.
It would be unfair to not allow him to proceed with his investment in that manner. |
believe that planning has already allowed more lots than normal for the flat parts of the
property to compensate for the unbuildable part. | don’t think that we should take any
further responsibility to make a bad investment whole.

It is clear that there is no rush to provide additional building lots for the city. It is clear
that every neighborhood association nearby is against it. And every single person that
testified the other evening was against it. Please do the right thing and deny any
zoning change.

Thank you for reading this and considering my points!

Harvey Schwartz

2501 38" St.

Bellingham, WA 982239

harveycschwartz@gmail.com

360-733-6046




o 7 Padden Trails development
S— Tom Sherwood to: haven 12/04/2011 12:06 PM

Dear Ms Aven,

I'm glad to hear the developers of this site admit it will not
be

economically feasible under 500 units. I am on record denying the
feasibility of developing this site for residential housing at any
number of units. Putting a housing development for a population of
between a thousand and two thousand people--their children, their
pets and their vehicular transport at a dead-end between a steep
hillside and an interstate is some kind of "studied madness". Harvey
Schwartz has competently and rather too politely pointed out the
limitations of this proposal. This piece of ground belongs in the
City Park. Maybe in a few generations the damage done to it by
highway builders and greedy developers will heal itself. 1In the
meantime the City should say, "No, no, and again no--until the owners
give up. Has the new Mayor weighed in on this debacle? I should
certainly like her view of the matter. Respectfully T. Sherwood.



