
Fw: 11/29/22 Agenda Item 8.5 Council Policy 5-1: Reject the Alternative Recommendation

City Clerk <
Wed 11/30/2022 10:40 AM

To: Agendadesk <

Office of the City Clerk | City of San José 
200 E. Santa Clara St., Tower 14th Floor 
San Jose, CA 95113 
Main: 408-535-1260 
Fax: 408-292-6207

How is our service? Please take our short survey.

From: 
 

Sent: Tuesday, November 29, 2022 10:25 PM 
To: City Clerk <  
Subject: 11/29/22 Agenda Item 8.5 Council Policy 5-1: Reject the Alterna�ve Recommenda�on
 
[You don't often get email from  Learn why this is important at
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification ] 

[External Email] 

Dear City Clerk City Clerk, 

I ask that you join hundreds of community members and the Planning Commission by following the Planning Department
staff recommendation for updating Transportation Analysis Policy 5-1 while rejecting the Alternative Recommendation that
would facilitate development on Private Recreation and Open Space land. Send a clear message that one developer’s
interest in one potential redevelopment project should not drive the direction of Citywide policy. 

I object to the proposed Alternative Recommendation because it is inconsistent with the city’s General Plan and would
facilitate development of huge parcels of open space without a community visioning process, such as is currently being
provided for multiple other large parcels in San Jose. 

The most immediate and obvious beneficiary of this harmful policy would be the owners of the 114 acre former Pleasant
Hills Golf Course site, which presents an unparalleled opportunity to gain publicly accessible open space for local
communities as part of a community-centered visioning process for future development of the site. If the Council would like
to consider allowing this site to redevelop, the city should lead a transparent community engagement process to determine
how the development of the site could meet the needs of its future residents, the larger community, and the city. 

Sincerely, 
David Von Raesfeld 

 
 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/W2MBFBN


Fw: 11/29/22 Agenda Item 8.5 Council Policy 5-1: Reject the Alternative Recommendation

City Clerk <
Wed 11/30/2022 10:40 AM

To: Agendadesk <

Office of the City Clerk | City of San José 
200 E. Santa Clara St., Tower 14th Floor 
San Jose, CA 95113 
Main: 408-535-1260 
Fax: 408-292-6207

How is our service? Please take our short survey.

From: 
 

Sent: Wednesday, November 30, 2022 12:08 AM 
To: City Clerk <  
Subject: 11/29/22 Agenda Item 8.5 Council Policy 5-1: Reject the Alterna�ve Recommenda�on
 
[You don't often get email from  Learn why this is important at
https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification ] 

[External Email] 

Dear City Clerk City Clerk, 

I ask that you join hundreds of community members and the Planning Commission by following the Planning Department
staff recommendation for updating Transportation Analysis Policy 5-1 while rejecting the Alternative Recommendation that
would facilitate development on Private Recreation and Open Space land. Send a clear message that one developer’s
interest in one potential redevelopment project should not drive the direction of Citywide policy. 

I object to the proposed Alternative Recommendation because it is inconsistent with the city’s General Plan and would
facilitate development of huge parcels of open space without a community visioning process, such as is currently being
provided for multiple other large parcels in San Jose. 

The most immediate and obvious beneficiary of this harmful policy would be the owners of the 114 acre former Pleasant
Hills Golf Course site, which presents an unparalleled opportunity to gain publicly accessible open space for local
communities as part of a community-centered visioning process for future development of the site. If the Council would like
to consider allowing this site to redevelop, the city should lead a transparent community engagement process to determine
how the development of the site could meet the needs of its future residents, the larger community, and the city. 

Sincerely, 
Helen Kupreichyk 

 
 

This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources. 

https://www.surveymonkey.com/r/W2MBFBN


 [External Email]

Fwd: Steve Robles 95116 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:46 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Tue, Nov 29, 2022 at 10:56 AM 
Subject: Steve Robles 95116 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join over 900 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Please listen to communities that are affected by your decisions.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Steve Robles 
95116

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C6453829f97f94c5fc17908dad263d6c0%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054379714925763%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=WPhQHWrmPBaMBIHNESM9b4QVCSp1du6wUXpJ%2Faj4mfI%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

--  
Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C6453829f97f94c5fc17908dad263d6c0%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054379714925763%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=z4wXnNR5pFpFiGfgljysd7oHaVKntfuFPZ9Gqn8aWiE%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Marvelyn Rocha 95127-2815 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:46 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Tue, Nov 29, 2022 at 10:48 AM 
Subject: Marvelyn Rocha 95127-2815 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join over 900 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

The developement should be on a conditional requirement that 25% be open space, with another 20 geared towards
ending homelessness (mini housing)

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Marvelyn Rocha 

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C988c1ada304a4cdd210508dad263d105%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054379753357194%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=O4CDQUlc5nwHexrdNmw86ayJRGb4eopytap1pFzcBQw%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

--  
Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C988c1ada304a4cdd210508dad263d105%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054379753514112%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=OjFPxTwCYXJbQZ4BWADK%2B2YyRQ9efvRffA1rUnT2Pqg%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Sandy Imai 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:46 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Tue, Nov 29, 2022 at 10:39 AM 
Subject: Sandy Imai 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join over 900 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Sandy Imai 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cdf0ef80872044497c3ef08dad263cc3c%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054379774783813%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=QIZPbDKTOYxvNBHgXmCTP8%2BwIidIGIlC6ZvBje2AJHs%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cdf0ef80872044497c3ef08dad263cc3c%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054379774783813%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=zeCu%2BL7yDhPxH7HQAtwhJwknxoVzFu5r4bteqriq%2Fzw%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Violeta Perez 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:46 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Tue, Nov 29, 2022 at 10:26 AM 
Subject: Violeta Perez 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join over 900 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Violeta Perez 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cdb614c6e96cc4c84ca7608dad263c734%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054379795322326%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=PgP1IESOdx7s1%2Be70SRxR4BwdFX8cVlYv1DrKubaSRc%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cdb614c6e96cc4c84ca7608dad263c734%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054379795322326%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=tB2Smwr8oNeQZG3mam2%2BdYH7cAcscychDdug%2FhZKZkk%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Linda Odello 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:46 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Tue, Nov 29, 2022 at 10:22 AM 
Subject: Linda Odello 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join over 900 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Linda Odello 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C1fd78785d6e6435e7bbd08dad263c18c%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054379819106328%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=fRa5LcAYgm%2FVRoJ7Em99TGcRtXiq7dZCPtXYKnvNBkY%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C1fd78785d6e6435e7bbd08dad263c18c%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054379819106328%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=oiWbOWI5DFB1noltCNIc5NenxJVFmgROkAqD%2BlWB9lE%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Cynthia Jones 95116 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:46 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Tue, Nov 29, 2022 at 9:11 AM 
Subject: Cynthia Jones 95116 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join over 900 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Cynthia Jones 
95116

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cb0e161046752428a1efb08dad263b3c0%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054379853477460%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Mz0KYCFbb36uaozdAVPNN3hgSCafCYOpXSMAmq4TBdo%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cb0e161046752428a1efb08dad263b3c0%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054379853634574%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=wR5rC53LhDX3N3Z7WA0DefjUWQ9HlV%2FaBlph1U1%2BE%2Fo%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Cynthia Jones 95116 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:46 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Tue, Nov 29, 2022 at 9:10 AM 
Subject: Cynthia Jones 95116 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join over 900 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Cynthia Jones 
95116

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cd2721b963b3646f85e2408dad263aec9%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054379879123624%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=AvCuCQRTGBkldWs6p1Dl2TtBkP%2F9ZV%2BI%2BmJmA5Rnvv4%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cd2721b963b3646f85e2408dad263aec9%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054379879123624%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=wIVkfvTP4wPkhhUghKr%2BjzW1EMlS6GDWF02TIa5SeAk%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Barbara Menge 95135 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:46 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Tue, Nov 29, 2022 at 8:57 AM 
Subject: Barbara Menge 95135 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join over 900 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Barbara Menge 
95135

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C225ebc7f4ff64a7cc2a208dad263a908%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054379907737164%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=ZrokAoccxfKguwTw688P3fr6eMTOMqqJmYdVs3b0Zfw%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C225ebc7f4ff64a7cc2a208dad263a908%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054379907737164%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=mFAL0yo2y%2B3p27ToDZ19MRpYwVAJYPogIH%2BG6YXkFWQ%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Mary Mclaughlin 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:46 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Tue, Nov 29, 2022 at 8:20 AM 
Subject: Mary Mclaughlin 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join over 900 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

I enjoy open space. My children and your children enjoy open space to run and play or to just relax from everydays life
hustle and bustle. I do not enjoy to be surrounded by concrete walls that take away the beauty of this world and all the
wildlife that call it home. STOP destroying what little beauty we have left in this world.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Mary Mclaughlin 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cc0dfb3c587ea4ff31b4608dad263a128%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054379933684126%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=bDvW5bdzw%2FE5n3BWi6tFpI7UKe4yXwVg2REx6L%2BfQow%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

--  
Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cc0dfb3c587ea4ff31b4608dad263a128%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054379933684126%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=VvhugIU8FROQZeBuQb2YRNTObapZzJ37nckIplWTjus%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Joe Villa 95148 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:46 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Tue, Nov 29, 2022 at 7:49 AM 
Subject: Joe Villa 95148 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join over 900 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Joe Villa 
95148

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C6aabfa2c496840d5517908dad2639c7a%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054379951473801%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=IUK5NWoikAnhVsMUqKdytXr%2FNt9GKG2FrHPGJxAfTvw%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C6aabfa2c496840d5517908dad2639c7a%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054379951473801%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=8OcWsRkCdPUS0TYPukX0VYtlr6wFhuYJp4B5EzLoCFQ%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Beth Villa 95148 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:46 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Tue, Nov 29, 2022 at 7:47 AM 
Subject: Beth Villa 95148 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join over 900 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Any development to the area will greatly impact our quality of life!!! The community must be involved this process.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Beth Villa 
95148

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cbe4344d5157c432f980008dad2639662%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054379979929803%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=FFTPx4fILnZwpA7%2Fy8GoXsRtuo1LNei%2FWVioGkmJW5s%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

--  
Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cbe4344d5157c432f980008dad2639662%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054379979929803%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=d2p7Pa32IC1TzashYwxl3JnTPPvjcVQRfGrUsMZmIDI%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Julie Will 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:46 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Tue, Nov 29, 2022 at 7:45 AM 
Subject: Julie Will 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join over 900 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Julie Will 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C0e6b9a1c77734b09f62308dad2639073%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054379997441421%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=BTR7GrgqUqxIjMlb6cKb0C3OC87eVIgfoMlQA2TfBUA%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C0e6b9a1c77734b09f62308dad2639073%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054379997441421%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=re4DzwDU6YcR%2Bn7%2BdafxLizFj1SkpSsXxA3wvW08%2F%2BI%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Raul Aldaz 95122 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:46 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Tue, Nov 29, 2022 at 7:18 AM 
Subject: Raul Aldaz 95122 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join over 900 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Raul Aldaz 
95122

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C3588e4a1f4b149e66a8008dad26389fe%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380028227951%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=r%2BbhtCJb1lvhGgoRGcyYBULFs6A8T1U%2FzGHjRpMU%2FGY%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C3588e4a1f4b149e66a8008dad26389fe%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380028384160%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=P%2FyoWWHAM2p9pSqilDJ%2B59gHlcsF59e4Yug9DQRp8hk%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Bruce Smith 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:46 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Tue, Nov 29, 2022 at 6:58 AM 
Subject: Bruce Smith 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join over 900 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

I live very near the property in question and it should have community input not a developer exemption!

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Bruce Smith 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cd17c5148fbfd4755749b08dad26383f7%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380052289731%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=CgfVKEtqVjbU9Q1PpFBY0lTWAm93inkMF0AHAY5pgq4%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

--  
Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cd17c5148fbfd4755749b08dad26383f7%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380052289731%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=bNoZlg%2B0AkXdrTBApz2yyZv6fZsvystGLD2ltbUaHIU%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Jacqueline Marcoida 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:46 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Tue, Nov 29, 2022 at 6:53 AM 
Subject: Jacqueline Marcoida 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join over 900 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Jacqueline Marcoida 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cba026ba7daa140761e9908dad2637dfa%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380074654657%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=CfycdyxvTDkHooF7YRNI1RKhaSgCzlBHanZDh%2FOLNMs%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cba026ba7daa140761e9908dad2637dfa%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380074654657%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=gw44%2BeyNhfinTx7VQkr%2FQdeMLoqrq1GalSBWgMutZ6M%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Dina Pereira 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:46 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Tue, Nov 29, 2022 at 12:11 AM 
Subject: Dina Pereira 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join over 900 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Dina Pereira 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cb9a2e000b2c248fbba9c08dad2637572%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380090902192%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=xJTMC8exe6ZGaQhgfLYD3%2Fhl98%2F1%2BwmCiWowJNHs4Wo%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cb9a2e000b2c248fbba9c08dad2637572%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380090902192%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=aMxUxbCDgL0o9rvxXGfGjq3LF%2FZLvEOUqdEt7Z01qAQ%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Mary Miranda 95122 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:46 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Mon, Nov 28, 2022 at 11:20 PM 
Subject: Mary Miranda 95122 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join over 900 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

DON’T TAKE OUR OPEN SPACE WITHOUT COMMUNITY VISIONING!

Thank you!

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Mary Miranda 
95122

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Ca1109da7dc2c46ba1fe408dad2636f59%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380108573804%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=CXw7tYyfqD2z0cwWya%2B%2BB5zn8dDnevAfGEh0nmIad1w%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

--  
Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Ca1109da7dc2c46ba1fe408dad2636f59%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380108573804%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=tqQPckQhVoGt4%2BP7EJ6BG0vPO4rI6IXk7KGV%2FEF4CSc%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Richard Cota 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:46 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Mon, Nov 28, 2022 at 4:44 PM 
Subject: Richard Cota 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join over 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Richard Cota 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C8c67c7f2f54a4b9bbaca08dad2636331%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380129207473%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=nEld8xGEzaTHqmq65YeJzd6%2FRNH63OY1vUPLOYpCABw%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C8c67c7f2f54a4b9bbaca08dad2636331%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380129207473%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=CQibz6UIDRcctsLyOcLhAO%2FMqzVtTzsPM2FgTJQ8dac%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Ronald Miller 95135 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:46 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Mon, Nov 28, 2022 at 11:39 AM 
Subject: Ronald Miller 95135 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join over 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Don’t close Reid Airport

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Ronald Miller 
95135

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cf1898cc4567b407921b808dad2635c3b%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380157342575%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=MnZoJoKt9ZR8YJAGupEZmUfkpgGWEY2UFQVEnpIB0X4%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

--  
Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cf1898cc4567b407921b808dad2635c3b%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380157342575%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=aJUnV2kMgor0hHUR74RFaH0W7lprwxANqB0yYpaJaS4%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Jeannette Mestaz-Romero 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the
Alternative Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:46 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Mon, Nov 28, 2022 at 10:01 AM 
Subject: Jeannette Mestaz-Romero 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join over 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

As the saying goes, people over profit. Please don’t allow developers to dictate how residents live. East Side San José
residents deserve clean and green space. There is plenty of unused commercial space throughout the City. Allowing this
change, just to make an example for other areas is unacceptable. Especially when this is being pushed by two Council
members who don’t live in the affected area. This change, without community involvement, will negatively affect the
health and safety of this community. From an equity standpoint, this change will take away green and open space, leaving
the area with poor air quality, heat islands, increased traffic/air pollution, and a decrease in quality of life. Please don’t
take away what little the East Side has. Use other more supportive areas to build housing. And reinvest in unused
commercial buildings instead of creating more vacant ones.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.



 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Jeannette Mestaz-Romero 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  
Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Ce41d67ab52434595385908dad26356be%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380185790231%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=aNOuWo3r5ONdjTf%2F%2BRHveNBdAvCLbuGp4S5X3bF16xs%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Ce41d67ab52434595385908dad26356be%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380185790231%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=b%2B3qfdpU3lQpQs8ZkFIVxq0sycmudGgd2ymmXR1w9As%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Hoa Nguyen 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:47 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Mon, Nov 28, 2022 at 6:08 AM 
Subject: Hoa Nguyen 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join over 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Hoa Nguyen 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cbf996fab47fc4e57474808dad2635090%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380206117360%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=ZkczgziQhBgt8Jc9M0Ic4J%2FcXsITejVs60BkU8oq0zA%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cbf996fab47fc4e57474808dad2635090%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380206117360%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=xaVusC2UFXnKDHLcXjMIWS3eW1ubaLf8d7CDay%2FMMHQ%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: RONNIE R DIRECTO 95116 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:47 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Sun, Nov 27, 2022 at 1:59 PM 
Subject: RONNIE R DIRECTO 95116 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join over 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

RONNIE R DIRECTO 
95116

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cbe97c42611154084261408dad2634885%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380235511931%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=53J%2FZoFcDeljfEavSbyyfX8es9vq5D%2FGzE7AG0SFnTQ%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cbe97c42611154084261408dad2634885%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380235511931%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=kxQ09CcEWNAKNRkKQOu2YLtOho2XNxSsmQML%2BBQOFrM%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Jose Romero 95122 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:47 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Sun, Nov 27, 2022 at 7:02 AM 
Subject: Jose Romero 95122 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Jose Romero 
95122

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C3ffc5e82e61543f7142408dad2633b9c%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380279303614%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=6%2FKvr9qempkPquD285gSuJwEiDJpXvE21W2vxe%2BWcgU%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C3ffc5e82e61543f7142408dad2633b9c%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380279303614%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=cGE%2BFVfbKw0v4ElrGnfR7s0k2GSP5liw39cKdsmzFHA%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Jeff Smith 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:47 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Sun, Nov 27, 2022 at 10:40 AM 
Subject: Jeff Smith 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Jeff Smith 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C868cb0ac570e41ca537308dad263426d%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380282271753%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=bqYQLs81zwoXwzH71fDLF%2FaUbEYibmKYriAvcvMxAJ0%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C868cb0ac570e41ca537308dad263426d%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380282427966%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=mCS%2FbkU%2FU23dsasryNTvUOykwzqfTRq49Uk8WYZydzw%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Bingyu lin 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:47 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Sun, Nov 27, 2022 at 1:54 AM 
Subject: Bingyu lin 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Bingyu lin
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C2fa913086220406ad6b708dad26335c7%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380309782313%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=v99dmPi5c78yxAMTyD%2BkuC5SwsXMn9VZxu3sDjvqCFs%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C2fa913086220406ad6b708dad26335c7%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380309782313%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=boPmDogKvT0ol5oksIZd%2FMfsRXkxtMak9hfdRNaZHMU%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Lyn Pebenito 95116 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:47 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Sun, Nov 27, 2022 at 12:34 AM 
Subject: Lyn Pebenito 95116 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Lyn Pebenito 
95116

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Ceab948fb705d4e7278a208dad2632e42%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380335791174%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=ttQ7yj%2BhvE%2BiFAFEf1Qwu9xzc3U9xW%2BRJUJOyEoKiik%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Ceab948fb705d4e7278a208dad2632e42%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380335791174%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=jt%2BLQKAsXVFBTaNuIhKy9YD4HQET%2BcPsCeR%2BWztYsJQ%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Ken MacKay 95116 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:47 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Sat, Nov 26, 2022 at 8:26 PM 
Subject: Ken MacKay 95116 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Ken MacKay 
95116

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Ca21f56b943fb45d2b3da08dad2632942%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380360805212%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=omxxFDxBXdoSVImET5G02mHpvVrtmel5UmFCezodjbI%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Ca21f56b943fb45d2b3da08dad2632942%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380360805212%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Q47u3QGN0hXcK3724GPwLUwycX3kj8n8zFP%2BOeIiZnk%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Arvind Kumar 95148 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:47 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Sat, Nov 26, 2022 at 5:55 PM 
Subject: Arvind Kumar 95148 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

This parcel should become a public park/open space with trails and amenities and open to all. It should be vegetated with
native plants to increase biodiversity and act as a carbon sink and provide clean air.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Arvind Kumar 
95148

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Ce93c9c9129ae4326d33608dad2632464%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380374708844%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=0V5aWtwBWCTrTRjQqBWRgPcs0nf8S7oPkmqqxh1d9T8%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

--  
Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Ce93c9c9129ae4326d33608dad2632464%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380374708844%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=jBDq%2F0f6JEr9FgV0d%2BeV44lPzHvqvVxz%2BCuXpWg5%2BFc%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Tom 95127-1121 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:47 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Sat, Nov 26, 2022 at 5:40 PM 
Subject: Tom 95127-1121 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Please consider the community's input on land use decisions. After all, you are supposed to be representing the people,
and not just those who fund your campaigns.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Tom 
95127-1121

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C21915e8672334de8f09e08dad2631fc5%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380385344470%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=BQcc4%2Fc7raPc6WfLNUDblJ%2BgZyApzil%2FjvrjhyJPkSA%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

--  
Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C21915e8672334de8f09e08dad2631fc5%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380385344470%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=2%2Fo3eNTuvRhM6x53ZzWwtPlo2mQnwpstJQqTsrJ7hmE%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Jeffrey Wick 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:47 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Sat, Nov 26, 2022 at 3:47 PM 
Subject: Jeffrey Wick 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Jeffrey Wick 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C267de6e3ba494934af6908dad2631994%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380411536246%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=eKIz0FRehkN7Eeae3HGUlNQv4WXWSxzVhWLZew%2B1yQs%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C267de6e3ba494934af6908dad2631994%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380411536246%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=8jBcbEi%2FiNwTfD3TzUEPWQJRr3%2BrFME%2B3x68JvMCaQ0%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Nancy Crummett 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:47 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Sat, Nov 26, 2022 at 3:35 PM 
Subject: Nancy Crummett 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Nancy Crummett 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C502e0f685a944d9f219508dad2631446%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380431389513%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=8edPg%2BGgUl5qeifyJwhNNUk69lPFoO67%2BBRR0ngIBXU%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C502e0f685a944d9f219508dad2631446%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380431389513%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=BAchhJ6ykmlOEk33GF60KFltkRLUt22VCXqHeYEe9NQ%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Russ Van Dyne 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:47 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Sat, Nov 26, 2022 at 2:08 PM 
Subject: Russ Van Dyne 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Please always solicit and include public opinions and ideas to enhance all projects. Never limit or eliminate on site
parking in all projects. If you do not believe it is necessary please drive throughout the neighborhoods in East San Jose.
Families have multiple cars and multiple family members in a house or apartment mean even more cars. Public
transportation is good to have but is inadequate when parking is reduced or eliminated. Thank you

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Russ Van Dyne 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C5a900907e0f947f4c66808dad2630d22%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380451234421%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=j0YBGvrVk%2FULczFPCuM15ok3WRtkoZAEZ8p12462Lmw%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

--  
Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C5a900907e0f947f4c66808dad2630d22%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380451390646%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=mYssjC8PD1T7ncOgC5B0yyT7QWtB5eT9RZnO2CnmnM0%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Elizabeth Rosas 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:47 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Sat, Nov 26, 2022 at 11:23 AM 
Subject: Elizabeth Rosas 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Elizabeth Rosas 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cdcbf8679e0a6483d5a6708dad2630832%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380470617881%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=eTgDM5SGqOLmIG%2Fg8JCouILs7YcEFdJdDHyZY1DEM7M%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cdcbf8679e0a6483d5a6708dad2630832%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380470617881%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=f9FWSG90neqe%2BcRrZ7EGI6LAN3VYAo02gtm04XNZWb0%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Veronica Licon 95122 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:47 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Sat, Nov 26, 2022 at 10:06 AM 
Subject: Veronica Licon 95122 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

The Reid Hillview Airport is poisoning us every day from the lead in the planes. The pilots fly non stop with no restrictions
over the EastSide. And the pilots are not professionals. The pilots are learning how to fly, and they fly over children,
schools and homes.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Veronica Licon 
95122

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cffb6d68f14844310248108dad263028e%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380491098658%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=ScX12w65ZAet0KYMW4aIXxUY12folrPXZIw4rl1StrU%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

--  
Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cffb6d68f14844310248108dad263028e%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380491098658%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=tP04IZVipNNyRaMPZnlO9iYIGRDm4MbQkMdLwz7EaUY%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Linda E Lopez 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:47 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Sat, Nov 26, 2022 at 9:30 AM 
Subject: Linda E Lopez 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Developers are the only ones that benefit from building on this open space. Local communities dont need more housing
that no one can afford. Say NO to development of former golf course.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Linda E Lopez 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Caba872df87164ae5151908dad262fd27%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380506117006%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=328b7FBAg1unQ7Y%2BU9ULh1TLFnTSH3Ku8eveDagcPoI%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

--  
Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Caba872df87164ae5151908dad262fd27%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380506117006%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=s1Z4xsSdQLc0yPyJScAZHotq4CbYCvh7oaiU1NuUQBs%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: John M Phelan 95135 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:47 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Sat, Nov 26, 2022 at 6:30 AM 
Subject: John M Phelan 95135 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

John M Phelan
95135

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cd2bd5ec766894bdd57ab08dad262f7df%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380529721058%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=BAemycwmnstt1lwt%2BlodUFCRbxj5x56q2hjgxEIvy7c%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cd2bd5ec766894bdd57ab08dad262f7df%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380529721058%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=j42VEgbKGzCqDVE%2BOGXVQk9mDyf2DzvbXexkEk1HPy0%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Kaaren Powers 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:47 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Sat, Nov 26, 2022 at 6:09 AM 
Subject: Kaaren Powers 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Kaaren Powers 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cb39287c6381349b7ca7e08dad262f2b3%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380546125957%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=wZQYVLx0MZLVlGMtGLuA1zOXD2CZwR08c9EZfRvPnss%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cb39287c6381349b7ca7e08dad262f2b3%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380546125957%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=3%2F3o%2BrBgnZwvXtgeCtwF9KX8LQypYhmW9nZNcHa%2B6%2FM%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Ashley Bowman 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:47 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Sat, Nov 26, 2022 at 5:16 AM 
Subject: Ashley Bowman 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Ashley Bowman 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C16a0bf9f0455421fa23a08dad262ec34%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380574414139%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=skuBIYLWdUANxX3v00E%2FezZZm091%2FscnldWcIL1IqHg%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C16a0bf9f0455421fa23a08dad262ec34%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380574414139%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Jz9rJ67MEB10E0ZQqW68pPIsfJhBCXNQfDRDDTpu7fk%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Cathie Cisneros 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:47 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Sat, Nov 26, 2022 at 12:47 AM 
Subject: Cathie Cisneros 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Cathie Cisneros 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C518e43c36c52473d87ba08dad262e797%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380605082202%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=UjrnAJcTT3LtqXaWjtu3E%2F%2FZkdHkpoV2MKu85ZmZoUQ%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C518e43c36c52473d87ba08dad262e797%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380605082202%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=u78V%2B5l7BMYEfKObkSc25qYLMSZkZqR1Yh5jfp2Qmac%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Ricardo R Chavez 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:47 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Fri, Nov 25, 2022 at 10:31 PM 
Subject: Ricardo R Chavez 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Ricardo R Chavez 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cff5184f780cd4db4979308dad262dcea%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380637445226%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=eucJ%2FAeTW6%2BmlIyJljjjH%2Fz5L9Itss7xCoFJjGrvQUM%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cff5184f780cd4db4979308dad262dcea%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380637445226%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=3xHEtTIdsL4UuDzs9ff11YdQY4jJixaYyHvoIqcTW10%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Rebecca Rich 95135 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:47 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Fri, Nov 25, 2022 at 11:43 PM 
Subject: Rebecca Rich 95135 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

We must have community input on any new development.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Rebecca Rich 
95135

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C74b7e493fb6d4c2cbba008dad262e20a%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380641194494%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=emg%2Bj2vi0w9mBUlZyoiXq5PegKYldXfaZUOs9do4lkE%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

--  
Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C74b7e493fb6d4c2cbba008dad262e20a%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380641194494%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=%2FDncefSDPW0lg2senOdpGrKrR28L5BjOgUcROpyA93Y%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Lucille B Chacon 95138 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:47 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Fri, Nov 25, 2022 at 10:30 PM 
Subject: Lucille B Chacon 95138 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Lucille B Chacon 
95138

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C53056104d9854ca4910408dad262d6f0%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380654930234%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Izu9t7vpMKWstY0tyco4%2FEQJtVjqZ0pc%2FazwZkBA9s8%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C53056104d9854ca4910408dad262d6f0%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380654930234%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=tTr9c7OdYUFFUp2HzgRcztPMOr8ILh5zuMogziuXPwg%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Butch Meyner 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:47 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Fri, Nov 25, 2022 at 10:07 PM 
Subject: Butch Meyner 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Development at that site would create a traffic nightmare

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Butch Meyner 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C40ed808d4e534c2c650408dad262d240%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380680107774%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=2yZt74Qvpze7%2FpMbe8hr4pX%2B9T9sutLm7t6h1Mm%2FR48%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

--  
Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C40ed808d4e534c2c650408dad262d240%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380680107774%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=oosWOG9QxNcR7uHVVpccFi4jLlpAc1PR5wv4t%2FX5H0A%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Susan Tao 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:47 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Fri, Nov 25, 2022 at 10:01 PM 
Subject: Susan Tao 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Susan Tao 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cd78d3e8e85804c6328a708dad262cb10%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380704500291%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Z0h0Fr%2F%2FVdcBN59G8L93uYjzAXare66BJTGV2FniOqY%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cd78d3e8e85804c6328a708dad262cb10%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380704500291%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=NsrjNNyjRyugRwAbc5t2CC%2BikH2aAj7Izb5dq2rG0Ho%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: debbie garcia 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:47 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Fri, Nov 25, 2022 at 9:00 PM 
Subject: debbie garcia 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Please leave open space alone!

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

debbie garcia 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C71dd8f77d0424dce3b4008dad262c3f7%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380727009632%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=X7gTGULFy3H8TZbfUd1FNSfiRXfDcuRZTacQL4bZgno%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

--  
Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C71dd8f77d0424dce3b4008dad262c3f7%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380727009632%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=fQOMXxU6lcLyDAv7MLtFzQ4WeAy357RsDrh9Vu2LhbM%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Megan King 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:47 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Fri, Nov 25, 2022 at 6:41 PM 
Subject: Megan King 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Megan King 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Ccc9b81bf146f4c7d1e2308dad262bf6c%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380744050536%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Tnv2dhyCKTWDtHxjKHc2Gfz3hXHMCbDrtrrAi4v8c64%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Ccc9b81bf146f4c7d1e2308dad262bf6c%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380744050536%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=zqMUY5rqhODLQH%2FOsIfG4yzLhzN4kIxACGDdpgmMHwk%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Sherrie Escamilla 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:47 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Fri, Nov 25, 2022 at 6:34 PM 
Subject: Sherrie Escamilla 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 800 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Sherrie Escamilla 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cb21a7db55d8c4381b27308dad262ba09%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380763579331%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=jiB05%2BLNYy6Dn%2FewKWE51gCq7Org6Jk9JY8kHVhcchg%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cb21a7db55d8c4381b27308dad262ba09%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380763579331%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=a0YcHRvmiRM3jjI1U%2FWbWZjFa7lKCF8jguyN25kdtTE%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: HOLLY PELKING 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:47 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Wed, Nov 23, 2022 at 1:31 PM 
Subject: HOLLY PELKING 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 700 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

HOLLY PELKING 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C4edbe4e2ad1045e55bcc08dad262b46c%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380778276721%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=UChbQ%2B4NVkiEtHa3o9XoJeabfcOFLEFww3f15ln4xMQ%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C4edbe4e2ad1045e55bcc08dad262b46c%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380778276721%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=b89o6A%2BlmplfKZ7TekQclH28FnN6mCSYydv3uIvjLq0%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: HUNG BA VO 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:48 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Wed, Nov 23, 2022 at 10:42 AM 
Subject: HUNG BA VO 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 700 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

HUNG BA VO 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cf6aa854a5d724824d0ec08dad262aab0%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380802492342%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=0r36HKK6byTNMXBvz2VB%2BCsDFES0RastD3GmEJX%2FdsY%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cf6aa854a5d724824d0ec08dad262aab0%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380802492342%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=FT%2BjTNju7cfbjNq6naaeo1qRItvMNcqfkDjYfpB0ecw%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Kay Mendelsohn 95135 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:48 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Wed, Nov 23, 2022 at 8:36 AM 
Subject: Kay Mendelsohn 95135 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 700 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Kay Mendelsohn 
95135

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C9099ccbe1a224f009d6808dad262a5e6%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380824844174%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=pqlHKdVIjNKV6xxZFab4uPpJGCuq1gy%2BthjnKWPZlW4%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C9099ccbe1a224f009d6808dad262a5e6%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380825000348%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=LqwTHyV3kuU8LvkxBIFRuRC1lvUbmPnjuvmgSi%2FSRkA%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Frank Chavez 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:48 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Wed, Nov 23, 2022 at 8:19 AM 
Subject: Frank Chavez 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 700 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Frank Chavez 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C1384184b3f2e416ec31e08dad262a19b%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380834685454%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=cnaQfGpoiTF%2FSVjjMZZ1ykACN8veaYM2%2BI4hOKYAl64%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C1384184b3f2e416ec31e08dad262a19b%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380834841673%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=LBZJQ1KnY%2FprYFQZx%2BX4RtleCpvL%2BuJV0D1SYCVC68E%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Robert Reese 95135 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:48 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Wed, Nov 23, 2022 at 8:17 AM 
Subject: Robert Reese 95135 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 700 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Robert Reese 
95135

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cdb7ec22bbf6e4cca0d7b08dad2629bcf%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380865321497%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=WV%2FHTlikMdzQQ4gCyhDzCMcqRrb1bkCmj2vmy4qORE4%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cdb7ec22bbf6e4cca0d7b08dad2629bcf%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380865477717%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=2m1XtOgN3BDFibERKbmEdfDvCul5pI3LXbQW%2BYEzFvE%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Candelario Lopez 95122 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:48 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Wed, Nov 23, 2022 at 7:48 AM 
Subject: Candelario Lopez 95122 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 700 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Candelario Lopez 
95122

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cce903b181bcf457a280508dad2629635%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380890954560%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=8paGf29kFZ76S5RrW3N8%2BfaOOuGHzpoJuXlMsoMVrRk%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cce903b181bcf457a280508dad2629635%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380890954560%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=ZHNghd5s5VG7T5hx3yOdKJKSoeq3RNwBtoss08aubRQ%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Christine Azzopardi 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:48 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Wed, Nov 23, 2022 at 7:00 AM 
Subject: Christine Azzopardi 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 700 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Christine Azzopardi 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C6cb6a34414654ec79f6d08dad262910b%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380912504490%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=n0TqglPto9D4%2FuHptf86jfq0U%2F9mYioySsf4B0WIbQc%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C6cb6a34414654ec79f6d08dad262910b%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380912504490%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=uJ4yP4ifBQUH51%2BLxc4gZ4ErAVrNv11nGCtbaROjfnw%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Luis Cabrera 95122 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:48 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Wed, Nov 23, 2022 at 4:08 AM 
Subject: Luis Cabrera 95122 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 700 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Luis Cabrera 
95122

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C93357b5afe0446d9f2c008dad2628c4e%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380938305950%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Y1dviW7%2FBBV46VYg7reawwuxgIGWz21QbVFzP%2FoBQ6Q%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C93357b5afe0446d9f2c008dad2628c4e%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380938305950%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=a7iufaQmq7wpb8gmk11qsiqKBPEpMc%2B7P9KB%2BFrQ5NE%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Norma Desepte 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:48 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Tue, Nov 22, 2022 at 9:08 PM 
Subject: Norma Desepte 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 700 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Norma Desepte 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C84265d20988b4891fd2a08dad2628630%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380964542909%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=UjfvbGJjsoHIp6sA2tfvL6RGnt6wgOz1HNGZhgxyhE0%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C84265d20988b4891fd2a08dad2628630%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380964542909%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=dVAiUZXjdak4EC7vcp0yNZIs%2F1ZaA3wm%2BFSxknvMz2Y%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Tina Rivera 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:48 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Tue, Nov 22, 2022 at 8:37 PM 
Subject: Tina Rivera 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 700 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Please just reject this. The reasons are many, you know them already. Make a positive difference and choose what is best
for our community and what the community wants, say NO to the ''Alternative Recommendation '' that was also rejected
by your staff AND the Planning Commission. 
Thank you, Tina Rivera

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Tina Rivera 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cb9851882e5ca482ddb6208dad262813e%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380988566775%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=86GD90aywpj5IlCknIM4oQe20DW%2BUp1KbTlvtVEqBoI%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

--  
Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cb9851882e5ca482ddb6208dad262813e%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054380988566775%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=45SLSAAE4jk1FNLu2eY6x75UXgw6uYTYwSAsgv8PAts%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Sumit Wattal 95148 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:48 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Tue, Nov 22, 2022 at 7:46 PM 
Subject: Sumit Wattal 95148 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join over 600 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Sumit Wattal 
95148

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C3aa6924f94d8454db2ec08dad2627981%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381022015499%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=mKVbpm5eGriZVo9NJk0ooZmxGCv8ZaD62rJ%2FTkR%2B%2BqY%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C3aa6924f94d8454db2ec08dad2627981%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381022015499%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=tUPZQt%2BzPTcTB83zuBfKPes4FzR%2B%2F20qmRC%2BVRcMvGg%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Ernest A Gonzales 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:48 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Tue, Nov 22, 2022 at 7:08 PM 
Subject: Ernest A Gonzales 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join over 600 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Ernest A Gonzales 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C43927f7e536548fcfa1b08dad2627449%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381049012972%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=%2BU5GfoZixxlChr0Pei%2FqLWb%2BD4IhdT1a0tuvKTXarZA%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C43927f7e536548fcfa1b08dad2627449%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381049012972%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Sdi11T2oNAFZ5tJNee2GuE93PO21tjdaKgkbV0FXsxU%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Vina Valencia 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:48 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Tue, Nov 22, 2022 at 6:16 PM 
Subject: Vina Valencia 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join over 600 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Vina Valencia 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C1f67cf0ce7c64abe3c7108dad2626eb4%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381083562587%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=UfsSoYYyXeFn8ya2IC%2FAF8dFtHeaevDBXkteGaKO5lM%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C1f67cf0ce7c64abe3c7108dad2626eb4%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381083562587%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=tHfxQnqGhf%2BIKqx6rOM1wY%2Brp0jPMMU0thzj76zSqYE%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Bhavesh Sheth 95148 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:48 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Tue, Nov 22, 2022 at 6:15 PM 
Subject: Bhavesh Sheth 95148 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join over 600 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

No shopping center

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Bhavesh Sheth 
95148

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C7ad090e8147d4ab1e99f08dad2626a14%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381102471997%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=vFZqxnyT6NwE%2FH9nou21jMNFdGveshf0%2BoQnQ2Zv1f4%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

--  
Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C7ad090e8147d4ab1e99f08dad2626a14%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381102471997%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=yFjZG4Ix%2FlrI2vYCMTXZTUe9P5hIKcz7tLGcaBmF284%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Vanita Sharma 95148 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:48 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Tue, Nov 22, 2022 at 4:47 PM 
Subject: Vanita Sharma 95148 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join over 600 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Vanita Sharma 
95148

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C31d004e80e284f7ddbca08dad26264b0%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381128730854%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=E1icFs9Y4LIY%2BNZgVLepf42mRM3YJ%2BLEiPgBmdnnY9A%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C31d004e80e284f7ddbca08dad26264b0%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381128730854%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=tDbvp4mqTFLH4Hwlv63dmiJH%2FRD%2FyMF0%2FoZP7DqtxJg%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Eric Cho 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:48 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Tue, Nov 22, 2022 at 4:33 PM 
Subject: Eric Cho 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join over 600 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Eric Cho 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C8303f81eac074719fb4208dad2625e2e%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381158730722%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=gfryb7o2qJVlLPJxX4kcRb3swGmmz1Ck7W96%2F8H4FUs%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C8303f81eac074719fb4208dad2625e2e%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381158730722%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Oy4T%2FSXidlo86GK1Z0y7kJiKzt6fp09YrMeooQF%2BbZc%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Cindy Barrick 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:48 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Mon, Nov 21, 2022 at 8:28 PM 
Subject: Cindy Barrick 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 600 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

We don’t have enough water, electricity or space for more garbage. The streets are not designed for more cars by the
thousands. I’m sure there are many other issues this build will cause. It seems that by adding more housing the prices will
drop. If we look at New York or San Francisco, both of which are at capacity, we see that they are the among most
expensive places to live. Just because there’s a patch of dirt doesn’t mean we need to build and exhaust what little
resources we have left, especially without engaging the community.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Cindy Barrick 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 



 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  
Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cb55e8f297e6140834e2608dad2624c74%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381180770881%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=iVkclNsrOFiln6tZo5CK2kpUFK54Ff62SRcZGxVIAxI%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cb55e8f297e6140834e2608dad2624c74%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381180770881%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=hY8uozlkiG03HYIrvb4E3mZmMzcuslj35dvMba3INVU%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Diana Wilkerson-Graham 95217 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:48 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Mon, Nov 21, 2022 at 3:25 PM 
Subject: Diana Wilkerson-Graham 95217 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 600 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Diana Wilkerson-Graham 
95217

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C471f2ec61d104818984408dad2624719%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381215629078%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=nvfQcA%2F5Fg5LpyYAV4zPiilMI7CsYS8MtjTLRFMZUms%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

--  
Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C471f2ec61d104818984408dad2624719%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381215785280%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=fYcP3CxVHSpjukUnL3gED6CH%2Fp4n0SrDfCSB60bRDl0%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Kathleen O'Neil 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:48 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Mon, Nov 21, 2022 at 1:05 PM 
Subject: Kathleen O'Neil 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 600 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Kathleen O'Neil 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cdc42977117564d3b21d008dad2624289%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381226575637%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=%2Bp0OPX%2FJz732LtRvPG3tOty0ZqvVPq2uWElMsr0ng%2BU%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cdc42977117564d3b21d008dad2624289%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381226575637%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=k96tezcYES%2BPuiJLCg9GlDKiBVRbVJr93gimsnGTP%2BY%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: philip winterbottom 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:48 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Mon, Nov 21, 2022 at 12:39 PM 
Subject: philip winterbottom 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 600 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

philip winterbottom 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C783449e28cc04d743bd108dad2623c80%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381259544267%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=8x2sCb%2BrBkYjK0emRRENPloOXJMLyhK1YlL3oxDvUR8%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C783449e28cc04d743bd108dad2623c80%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381259544267%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=u9a9JjCtBEnqa13O9fuOr2P01VAlDPwfBVLPpYkM84w%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: stephen k rosenthal 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:48 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Mon, Nov 21, 2022 at 12:36 PM 
Subject: stephen k rosenthal 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 600 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

stephen k rosenthal 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cb3b9668f72494061140a08dad26236c4%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381288613779%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=ClXn3VdXAtcMFdzoCLDBfMuCbgUlB81JkUVyQaLRAsE%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cb3b9668f72494061140a08dad26236c4%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381288613779%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=JYUCpk3sfyM8FMu7L9dop5Ubq%2F3OWkKOiHBXBjfEGf0%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Samuel Carrasco 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:48 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Mon, Nov 21, 2022 at 10:55 AM 
Subject: Samuel Carrasco 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 600 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Samuel Carrasco 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Ca2a7206425dc45be7e1b08dad2623068%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381323001602%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=w43%2BEK%2FXGi9gWR0%2BGLbuXIr16a56S1YvXpInSM8AvWA%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Ca2a7206425dc45be7e1b08dad2623068%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381323001602%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=uwuGRvymlfJjm%2FHY3wA6KhfnBEvopixLcW0L5Xw1Gy4%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Daneen Matts 95120 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:48 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Mon, Nov 21, 2022 at 8:15 AM 
Subject: Daneen Matts 95120 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 600 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Too much has been developed without a plan! Please get organized before considering asking our precious open space!

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Daneen Matts 
95120

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C9fbc1aa019464eaad05908dad2622abf%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381345042689%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=u4YnXQnX%2B7a3hGHReXIgJF56u7v0L8EQ%2FMryUpqzMKg%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

--  
Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C9fbc1aa019464eaad05908dad2622abf%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381345042689%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=kY5T07wJvHu6G%2B%2B9OpCUtMKqomwb99MmCtfHzbL87nQ%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Yolanda Chavez-Rossy 95135 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:48 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Mon, Nov 21, 2022 at 6:59 AM 
Subject: Yolanda Chavez-Rossy 95135 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 600 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Yolanda Chavez-Rossy 
95135

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cfc617005146d431f3e3908dad2622560%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381368633686%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=%2Fod%2BfK27wwPN2QVspw4ZLxaBZDFwC0PUPuN6ITz2N4o%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

--  
Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cfc617005146d431f3e3908dad2622560%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381368633686%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=E%2B7xZCviH77R2MYrwPxr816HoG3yWQHd%2FuZyq07Ju68%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Danny Garza 95116 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:49 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Mon, Nov 21, 2022 at 6:52 AM 
Subject: Danny Garza 95116 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 600 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Plata Arroyo will not support and Candidate now or in the future who does not support our Community and our ability to
use the Community Voices we have on issues and Development that impacts our Community.

In Community Spirit, 
Danny Garza

President 
Plata Arroyo Neighborhood Association and Gateway East N.A.C.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Danny Garza 
95116



 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  
Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C1ec6b183b3424a908d8208dad26220a7%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381406636388%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=41q%2FRXAq1jSjkqf9by182UczTDkW2pU1mFzbCYjiBns%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C1ec6b183b3424a908d8208dad26220a7%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381406636388%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=y6ik8sPziUEXm3yxLGUnyYHeom7D1etLQezIKbhtwrs%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Dalvinder Matharu 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:49 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Mon, Nov 21, 2022 at 5:54 AM 
Subject: Dalvinder Matharu 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 600 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Dalvinder Matharu 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C87fd9ebd53b247a7a67608dad262086a%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381533245790%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=eOnfY5JjIVCnfWodJINieWraMSlDy9aBrNMAHhGXrDw%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C87fd9ebd53b247a7a67608dad262086a%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381533402008%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=gRVItTLLgObOCaTEvw9PtPiiWfu8f12zZr%2BG%2Fn1aVFY%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Kathleen J Shanahan 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:49 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Mon, Nov 21, 2022 at 5:15 AM 
Subject: Kathleen J Shanahan 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 600 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Kathleen J Shanahan 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Ce03551de15c64524d44c08dad261fe67%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381546673092%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=4HwrnnQaWiUuU3B68j92zetjudD%2FQif%2B9hP%2B%2BGwaz9U%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

--  
Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Ce03551de15c64524d44c08dad261fe67%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381546673092%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=bvI2l8FXmz3W1119MvncaysfCSXzTex0P0dlkouKxpc%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Denise Montes 95148 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:49 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Mon, Nov 21, 2022 at 4:56 AM 
Subject: Denise Montes 95148 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 600 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Denise Montes 
95148

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C55b7d59e25174b360e7d08dad261fa29%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381564806155%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=IRQsPpvxi%2FvNED%2Fuyr298a25lwx7HtK7pRz29nmDQvY%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C55b7d59e25174b360e7d08dad261fa29%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381564806155%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=CSyLMAUFIe6e46%2BtCqpP4f8It8czI04wZV%2BMaaDleb8%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Don Beckmann 95118 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:49 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Mon, Nov 21, 2022 at 4:14 AM 
Subject: Don Beckmann 95118 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 600 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Don Beckmann 
95118

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cb5d1561bc12e4409a7cd08dad261f4f3%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381590907345%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=kcAnpq%2BZB0lieWmsMcJTCfMoCssI%2FQ4vW%2BZEYzH9ZBk%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cb5d1561bc12e4409a7cd08dad261f4f3%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381591063335%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=OvWPdx%2FnrSVwXppD3BA7gJ%2BMSTPy%2FnYeQEa%2F4ob0usU%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Rosemary Vasquez 95148 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:49 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Mon, Nov 21, 2022 at 3:43 AM 
Subject: Rosemary Vasquez 95148 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 600 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

REJECT THE ALERNATIVE RECOMMENDATION THAT IS OPPOSED BY STAFF AND REJECTED BY
PLANNING COMMISSION, FOR THE UPDATE TO COUNCIL POLICY 5-1 
Policy change should not be driven to make change for a single property and corresponding developer. 
114 acres of Pleasant Hill Golf Course should and must include community led involvement, concerns for the impact of
an already highly impacted community. The city already has visions yo develop in other areas community open space
initiative should be in place and considered. 
Thanks 
Rose Vasquez 
95148

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.



 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Rosemary Vasquez 
95148

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  
Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C540eb656f40c4add9b5b08dad261efd9%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381606230987%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Ps0FDX7FxS2fq7SEidQ%2FTDWr%2Fk0Cs8Eb0kyGeDQFh7A%3D&reserved=0
https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7C540eb656f40c4add9b5b08dad261efd9%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381606230987%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=Gbl5twy5Q8clU7lKVFLY5Z06LLuv2OKopGrb%2FCY0MUg%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Lorna Sumaraga 95121 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:49 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Sun, Nov 20, 2022 at 11:34 PM 
Subject: Lorna Sumaraga 95121 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 600 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Lorna Sumaraga 
95121

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cfdff80ca58134d03b15408dad261eb34%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381633113798%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=PHyB%2BR5oHtccL%2BGskKWWVe%2BZT%2FUzqWoWJenbL4dKhsg%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cfdff80ca58134d03b15408dad261eb34%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381633113798%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=%2BQuZ4fyEkU8G6Yb4hB3KDCap%2Bj%2BTshBFRWuxrGglgZM%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Lucia Mendoza 95116 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:49 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Sun, Nov 20, 2022 at 10:37 PM 
Subject: Lucia Mendoza 95116 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 600 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Please do not repeat the errors of the RDA times. Community input is needed-this is our city too!

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Lucia Mendoza 
95116

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cb7982fb13a3a4422154808dad261e56a%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381647956132%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=MRiABiCPmuYVqBf%2FLxdUZFS7drRh0L%2B03rJVvRjvR1M%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

--  
Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cb7982fb13a3a4422154808dad261e56a%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381647956132%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=ha100gmCoVHdvDj1rXk88GOFhOydgcMjnUOITl1puXo%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Daniel Martinez 95148 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:49 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Sun, Nov 20, 2022 at 10:26 PM 
Subject: Daniel Martinez 95148 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 600 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Daniel Martinez 
95148

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Ce45bf0ba7c704a71272008dad261ddb3%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381671088754%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=eDEoW0p6sRlO9FFJxniGn6XUFS8N%2BDi6GTBSGArL568%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Ce45bf0ba7c704a71272008dad261ddb3%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381671088754%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=JdDavo4J3559ndQLKd1A73pjNW8Idrh6f%2FwaqgaWl3U%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Susan Minor 95139 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:49 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Sun, Nov 20, 2022 at 10:16 PM 
Subject: Susan Minor 95139 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 600 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Developers are not your constituents!!!

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Susan Minor 
95139

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cd26476fe3ddc4d4ad9c408dad261d7ff%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381696879288%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=AJhxJYrICVUp%2FiqY%2FO0zMR5UuM8fFMBSonN1aj3cAFQ%3D&reserved=0


 This message is from outside the City email system. Do not open links or attachments from untrusted sources.

--  
Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cd26476fe3ddc4d4ad9c408dad261d7ff%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381696879288%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=nkVL0RT8Cxd%2BK88wC3phu4IgSb4RzoDvXnApP1KMve4%3D&reserved=0


 [External Email]

Fwd: Rachel Welch 95128 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:49 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Sun, Nov 20, 2022 at 10:12 PM 
Subject: Rachel Welch 95128 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 600 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Our community lacks free open space. Please keep our community green and climate friendly.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Rachel Welch 
95128

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cca5dc2b9f523418ce6ba08dad261d0ed%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381717513086%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=T6mDD7%2F0HPH5wfBYSbxw38JVpDIAgDqM16Niadbdqd4%3D&reserved=0
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--  
Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
 

 

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=http%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Cca5dc2b9f523418ce6ba08dad261d0ed%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381717513086%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=xI9Zyq94AA6rNbTXKOz47P7WT43lBcUtD63FETQOrVo%3D&reserved=0
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Fwd: Kim Graham 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

District 5 United <
Wed 11/30/2022 12:49 PM

To: Agendadesk <
 

 

---------- Forwarded message --------- 
From: District 5 United < > 
Date: Sun, Nov 20, 2022 at 10:08 PM 
Subject: Kim Graham 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation 
To: < >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< >, < >, < >, < >,
< > 

Dear City Council,

I join almost 600 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Kim Graham 
95127

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via District 5 United 
https://www.district5united.org 
Community Working Together

--  

https://gcc02.safelinks.protection.outlook.com/?url=https%3A%2F%2Fwww.district5united.org%2F&data=05%7C01%7Cagendadesk%40sanjoseca.gov%7Ce51d408ebb184c8c40c008dad261cc82%7C0fe33be061424f969b8d7817d5c26139%7C1%7C0%7C638054381730804390%7CUnknown%7CTWFpbGZsb3d8eyJWIjoiMC4wLjAwMDAiLCJQIjoiV2luMzIiLCJBTiI6Ik1haWwiLCJXVCI6Mn0%3D%7C2000%7C%7C%7C&sdata=LKJb0jN3ZUSzsHEWVyYK%2F%2FAPR5uG%2FZadCqwaQ8tsFwE%3D&reserved=0
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Sincerely,
District 5 United
www.district5united.org
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Quang Vu 95138 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation

San Jose United <
Wed 11/30/2022 1:03 PM

To: Agendadesk <  < District2
< District3 < District4 < District5
< District 6 < District7 < District8
< District9 < District 10 < District1
< The Office of Mayor Sam Liccardo < City Clerk
<

Some people who received this message don't often get email from  Learn why this is important

 

 

Dear City Council,

I join over 900 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Please do not allow new development for this open space of the old golf course

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Quang Vu 
95138

You may not use my contact information for any purpose other than to respond to my concern regarding the topic listed
above, nor may you share my address with any other organization(s) or individual(s).

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via San Jose United 
https://www.sanjoseunited.net 
Community Working Together

 

 

https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification
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Stephanie Vargas 95133-2063 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

San Jose United <
Wed 11/30/2022 1:03 PM

To: Agendadesk <  < District2
< District3 < District4 < District5
< District 6 < District7 < District8
< District9 < District 10 < District1
< The Office of Mayor Sam Liccardo < City Clerk
<
 

 

Dear City Council,

I join over 900 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Please preserve open space. Over development creates congestion, traffic, impatience and crime. Consider turning this
beautiful piece of land into something similar to Emma Prusch Park – community gardens, farm animals, fruit trees,
community events, etc.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Stephanie Vargas 
95133-2063

You may not use my contact information for any purpose other than to respond to my concern regarding the topic listed
above, nor may you share my address with any other organization(s) or individual(s).

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via San Jose United 
https://www.sanjoseunited.net 
Community Working Together
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Francine Gonzalez 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

San Jose United <
Wed 11/30/2022 1:03 PM

To: Agendadesk <  < District2
< District3 < District4 < District5
< District 6 < District7 < District8
< District9 < District 10 < District1
< The Office of Mayor Sam Liccardo < City Clerk
<

Some people who received this message don't often get email from  Learn why this is important

 

 

Dear City Council,

I join over 900 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Keep San Jose's beauty!

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Francine Gonzalez 
95127

You may not use my contact information for any purpose other than to respond to my concern regarding the topic listed
above, nor may you share my address with any other organization(s) or individual(s).

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via San Jose United 
https://www.sanjoseunited.net 
Community Working Together

 

 

https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification
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Christine Smythe 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

San Jose United <
Wed 11/30/2022 1:03 PM

To: Agendadesk <  < District2
< District3 < District4 < District5
< District 6 < District7 < District8
< District9 < District 10 < District1
< The Office of Mayor Sam Liccardo < City Clerk
<

Some people who received this message don't often get email from  Learn why this is important

 

 

Dear City Council,

I join over 900 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

I really don't want more houses . The traffic is bad and we are so crowded already it is nice to have open space . Since the
golf course has been closed for years it shouldn't fall in to that space.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Christine Smythe 
95127

You may not use my contact information for any purpose other than to respond to my concern regarding the topic listed
above, nor may you share my address with any other organization(s) or individual(s).

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via San Jose United 
https://www.sanjoseunited.net 
Community Working Together

 

 

https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification
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Paul Pashby 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative Recommendation

San Jose United <
Wed 11/30/2022 1:03 PM

To: Agendadesk <  < District2
< District3 < District4 < District5
< District 6 < District7 < District8
< District9 < District 10 < District1
< The Office of Mayor Sam Liccardo < City Clerk
<

Some people who received this message don't often get email from  Learn why this is important

 

 

Dear City Council,

I join over 900 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Paul Pashby 
95127

You may not use my contact information for any purpose other than to respond to my concern regarding the topic listed
above, nor may you share my address with any other organization(s) or individual(s).

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via San Jose United 
https://www.sanjoseunited.net 
Community Working Together

 

 

https://aka.ms/LearnAboutSenderIdentification
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Colette Farabaugh 95148 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

San Jose United <
Wed 11/30/2022 1:04 PM

To: Agendadesk <  < District2
< District3 < District4 < District5
< District 6 < District7 < District8
< District9 < District 10 < District1
< The Office of Mayor Sam Liccardo < City Clerk
<

Some people who received this message don't often get email from  Learn why this is important

 

 

Dear City Council,

I join over 900 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

The SJ Planning Commission has already rejected this proposal earlier this month. Please listen to the Planning
Commission and follow their recommendations.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Colette Farabaugh 
95148

You may not use my contact information for any purpose other than to respond to my concern regarding the topic listed
above, nor may you share my address with any other organization(s) or individual(s).

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via San Jose United 
https://www.sanjoseunited.net 
Community Working Together
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Sheri Sorensen 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

San Jose United <
Wed 11/30/2022 1:04 PM

To: Agendadesk <  < District2
< District3 < District4 < District5
< District 6 < District7 < District8
< District9 < District 10 < District1
< The Office of Mayor Sam Liccardo < City Clerk
<

Some people who received this message don't often get email from  Learn why this is important

 

 

Dear City Council,

I join over 900 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Sheri Sorensen 
95127

You may not use my contact information for any purpose other than to respond to my concern regarding the topic listed
above, nor may you share my address with any other organization(s) or individual(s).

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via San Jose United 
https://www.sanjoseunited.net 
Community Working Together
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Camilo Valderrama 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

San Jose United <
Wed 11/30/2022 1:04 PM

To: Agendadesk <  < District2
< District3 < District4 < District5
< District 6 < District7 < District8
< District9 < District 10 < District1
< The Office of Mayor Sam Liccardo < City Clerk
<

Some people who received this message don't often get email from  Learn why this is important

 

 

Dear City Council,

I join over 900 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

Camilo Valderrama 
95127

You may not use my contact information for any purpose other than to respond to my concern regarding the topic listed
above, nor may you share my address with any other organization(s) or individual(s).

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via San Jose United 
https://www.sanjoseunited.net 
Community Working Together
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stephen rogers 95127 - 11/29/22 Item 8.5 Transportation Policy 5-1, Reject the Alternative
Recommendation

San Jose United <
Wed 11/30/2022 1:04 PM

To: Agendadesk <  < District2
< District3 < District4 < District5
< District 6 < District7 < District8
< District9 < District 10 < District1
< The Office of Mayor Sam Liccardo < City Clerk
<
 

 

Dear City Council,

I join over 900 community members in asking you to reject the "Alternative Recommendation", that is opposed by
staff and was rejected by the Planning Commission, for the update to Council Policy 5-1. It would allow a developer to
convert the former Pleasant Hills Golf Course site with no clear process or plan for meaningful engagement by the
community in visioning the future uses of the land. One developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project
should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

I oppose the Alternative Recommendation, noting in the staff report: “One developer’s interest in one potential
redevelopment project should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.” I agree that if the Council would like to consider
allowing the Pleasant Hills Golf Course to redevelop, the city should lead a transparent community engagement process to
determine how the development of the site could meet the needs of its future residents, the larger community, and the city.

Do not implement a policy change to accommodate a single property and the corresponding developers. If you decide to
allow development of a 114 acre property, do so via a city-driven and very robust community engagement and visioning
process like you are doing for sites a fraction of the size. 
1. A policy change should not be driven by a single property, in this case the Pleasant Hills Golf Course. 
2. The policy change could have implications for other areas. It could be used as a model that could be applied down the road
to other types of zoning. 
3. Any future plans for this site must include dedication of a significant percentage of the site for public open space.
4. If the city would like to explore what should happen with this 114 acre site, it should be through a city-led community
based process instead of developing a policy to lay that out. The city and community should drive that process, not a
developer.

The city is already doing visioning for other locations, including a 15-acre site, throughout other council districts and our
community demands the same due process, community engagement, and requirements that are already in place to ensure our
neighborhood growth and development align with the city's general plan and the community open space initiatives.

stephen rogers 
95127

You may not use my contact information for any purpose other than to respond to my concern regarding the topic listed
above, nor may you share my address with any other organization(s) or individual(s).

-- 
This mail was sent on behalf of a San Jose resident via San Jose United 
https://www.sanjoseunited.net 
Community Working Together
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11/29/22 Agenda Item 8.5 Council Policy 5-1: REJECT the Alternative Recommendation

Kira Od <
Wed 11/30/2022 1:09 PM

To: The Office of Mayor Sam Liccardo < District1
< District2 < District3 < District4
< District5 < District 6 < District7
< District8 < District9 < District 10
<
Cc: City Clerk <
 

 

Some people who received this message don't often get email from  Learn why this is important

 

 

Dear Mayor and Council,
 
I am just a stupid ar�st, but it doesn't take much smarts to no�ce that San Jose is developing open space at an alarmingly destruc�ve
rate.
Humans are creatures of nature, along with other animals, and we all need open space to thrive.
 
Please adopt the Planning Department staff recommenda�on for upda�ng Transporta�on Analysis Policy 5-1 while REJECTING the
Alterna�ve Recommenda�on that would facilitate development on Private Recrea�on and Open Space land.
One developer’s interest in one poten�al redevelopment project should not drive Citywide policy.
The proposed Alterna�ve Recommenda�on is inconsistent with the City’s General Plan, and would facilitate development of huge
parcels of open space without a community visioning process, as is currently the prac�ce for many other large parcels in San Jose.
Should the Council wish to consider allowing this site to redevelop, the City should lead a transparent community engagement process
to determine how the development of the site could meet the needs of its future residents, the larger community, and the city.
Refraining from developing the land presents an unparalleled opportunity to gain publicly accessible open space for local communi�es.
 
Thank you.
 
Sincerely,
 
Kira Od
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To the Mayor and City Council Members:

I am a long-time (46 years) resident of San Jose.  In addition, I am quite familiar with the Pleasant Hills golf course having
played there many times before its closure.  It is a wonderful piece of property that provides needed green space in that
part of town.   

I write to ask that you adopt the Planning Department staff recommendation for updating Transportation Analysis Policy 5-1 while
rejecting the Alternative Recommendation that would facilitate development on Private Recreation and Open Space land. I ask you to
send a clear message that one developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project should not drive the direction of Citywide
policy.

I object to the proposed Alternative Recommendation because it is inconsistent with the city’s General Plan and would facilitate
development of huge parcels of open space without a community visioning process, such as is currently being provided for multiple other
large parcels in San Jose. 

The most immediate and obvious beneficiary of this harmful policy would be the owners of the 114 acre former Pleasant Hills Golf
Course site.  This parcel presents an unparalleled opportunity to gain publicly accessible open space for local communities as part of a
community-centered visioning process for future development of the site. If the Council would like to consider allowing this site to
redevelop, the city should lead a transparent community engagement process to determine how the development of the site could meet
the needs of its future residents, the larger community, and the city.

Thank you.
Gary Campanella
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Hi,

I live above the hills above area being discussed and I’m writing to ask that you adopt the Planning Department staff
recommendation for updating Transportation Analysis Policy 5-1 while rejecting the Alternative Recommendation that
would facilitate development on Private Recreation and Open Space land. Send a clear message that one developer’s
interest in one potential redevelopment project should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

I object to the proposed “Alternative" Recommendation because it is inconsistent with the city’s General Plan and it would
facilitate development of huge parcels of open space without a community visioning process, such as is currently being
provided for multiple other large parcels in San Jose. 

The most immediate and obvious beneficiary of this harmful policy would be the owners of the 114 acre former Pleasant
Hills Golf Course site, which presents an unparalleled opportunity to gain publicly accessible open space for local
communities as part of a community-centered visioning process for future development of the site. If the Council would
like to consider allowing this site to redevelop, the city should lead a transparent community engagement process to
determine how the development of the site could meet the needs of its future residents, the larger community, and the
city.

Thanks!

/lc

————
LC Boros (stega) 
Voice Actor and Ranch Manager @ Purgatory Auto Works and Dinosaur Farm 
stega.org     /    purgatory.org     /     boros.net     /    networkgirl.org
Instagram: @the.stega
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In order to make SanJose a liveable city, it is very important to maintain as much open space as possibe for its
citizens and local wildlife. With that in mind,I write to ask that you adopt the Planning Department staff
recommendation for updating Transportation Analysis Policy 5-1 while rejecting the Alternative Recommendation
that would facilitate development on Private Recreation and Open Space land. Send a clear message that one
developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project should not drive the direction of Citywide policy. 

I object to the proposed Alternative Recommendation because it is inconsistent with the city’s General Plan and
would facilitate development of huge parcels of open space without a community visioning process, such as is
currently being provided for multiple other large parcels in San Jose. 

The most immediate and obvious beneficiary of this harmful policy would be the owners of the 114 acre former
Pleasant Hills Golf Course site, which presents an unparalleled opportunity to gain publicly accessible open space
for local communities as part of a community-centered visioning process for future development of the site. If the
Council would like to consider allowing this site to redevelop, the city should lead a transparent community
engagement process to determine how the development of the site could meet the needs of its future residents,
the larger community, and the city.

Thank you, 
Elaine and Stan Gould 
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Dear Representatives,

As a San Jose resident who is concerned about habitat loss in our county, I feel compelled to speak about the
need to be consistent and honor our city's General Plan.

I write to ask that you adopt the Planning Department staff recommendation for updating Transportation Analysis
Policy 5-1 while rejecting the Alternative Recommendation that would facilitate development on Private Recreation and
Open Space land. Send a clear message that one developer’s interest in one potential redevelopment project should
not drive the direction of Citywide policy. 

I object to the proposed Alternative Recommendation because it is inconsistent with the city’s General Plan and would
facilitate development of huge parcels of open space without a community visioning process, such as is currently being
provided for multiple other large parcels in San Jose. 

The most immediate and obvious beneficiary of this harmful policy would be the owners of the 114 acre former
Pleasant Hills Golf Course site, which presents an unparalleled opportunity to gain publicly accessible open space for
local communities as part of a community-centered visioning process for future development of the site. If the Council
would like to consider allowing this site to redevelop, the city should lead a transparent community engagement
process to determine how the development of the site could meet the needs of its future residents, the larger
community, and the city.

Sincerely,

Stacey Winters
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Hello, 
As a constituent, naturalist, and environmental educator, I write to ask that you adopt the Planning Department staff
recommendation for updating Transportation Analysis Policy 5-1 while rejecting the Alternative Recommendation that
would facilitate development on Private Recreation and Open Space land. Send a clear message that one developer’s
interest in one potential redevelopment project should not drive the direction of Citywide policy.

I object to the proposed Alternative Recommendation because it is inconsistent with the city’s General Plan and would
facilitate development of huge parcels of open space without a community visioning process, such as is currently being
provided for multiple other large parcels in San Jose. 

The most immediate and obvious beneficiary of this harmful policy would be the owners of the 114 acre former
Pleasant Hills Golf Course site, which presents an unparalleled opportunity to gain publicly accessible open space for
local communities as part of a community-centered visioning process for future development of the site. If the Council
would like to consider allowing this site to redevelop, the city should lead a transparent community engagement
process to determine how the development of the site could meet the needs of its future residents, the larger
community, and the city.

Thank you, 
Chloe Van Loon,
San Jose
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