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Dear Commission Members:

My name is Thomas (Tom) Sanders, an Englewood District 2 resident since 1990, living
at 2369 East Floyd Place intersecting with University Blvd. | am writing you to convey
my thoughts about how to consider the proposed changes to the Code Next draft.

| believe the Commission is tasked with making recommendations to the City Council for
their August 21, 2023 meeting. To that end | suggest 3 recommendations be made
pertaining to Accessory Dwelling Units, based on my review of the July 10, 2023 Code
Next Engaged summary:

+ First, do not change the current locations where ADUs are allowed. They are
currently permitted throughout the City, to | believe, the satisfaction of most citizens.
Why “fix” something that is not “broken”. If someone is excluded from having an ADU
there are existing avenues for appeals and variances. Also, by the way on this point, |
would ask that the map of where ADUs are allowed be included with Table 4-2.

+ Secondly, limit street parking for ADUs to 1 vehicle per unit, and have it display a
permit for the address of the principal dwelling. Streets can only absorb so many
vehicles before the character of the neighborhood is changed.

« Third, do not allow the principal dwelling to be non owner occupied. Cohesiveness of
the neighborhoods and interest in the well being of the community and City is
necessitate ownership by those vested in the day to day goings on of the City.

| appreciate your consideration of my comments and hope that they will be incorporated
in your recommendations.

Sincerely, Tom Sanders

2369 E Floyd Pl Englewood CO 80113 / 720 234 3655 / tgsanders14@gmail.com



From: Dan Jacobson

To: Community Development
Subject: Fw: Non conforming properties
Date: Friday, July 21, 2023 9:14:36 PM

USE CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. DO NOT CLICK LINKS or OPEN
ATTACHMENTS unless you have verified the sender and know that the content is legitimate.

----- Forwarded Message -----

From: Dan Jacobson <djake1950@yahoo.com>

To: Othoniel Sierra <osierra@englewoodco.gov>; Steven Ward <sward@englewoodco.gov>;
jwoodward@englewoodco.gov <jwoodward@englewoodco.gov>; janderson@englewoodco.gov
<janderson@englewoodco.gov>; rrussell@englewoodco.gov <rrussell@englewoodco.gov>; Chelsea
Nunnenkamp <cnunnenkamp@englewoodco.gov>; Cheryl Wink <cwink@englewoodco.gov>; Bryan
Isham <bisham@englewoodco.gov>; Brook Bell <bbell@englewoodco.gov>

Sent: Wednesday, July 19, 2023 at 11:12:36 PM MDT

Subject: Non conforming properties

Dear Councilmembers,

| have appeared before you more than several times, and written to all of you at least
as many, attempting to explain the situation concerning nonconforming properties not
being allowed to change their footprint. | don't want to take up your time repeating the
same things to you no less than 7 or 8 times before council, town halls, and in emails.
The facts in the the case of 656 & 660 E. Yale:

1) 9150 sq. ft. lot

2) 1049 sq. ft. duplex (plus 2 detached garages) 525'/side - 1 bdrm, 1bath/ side. 7'
ceilings. Builtin 1935. More than 88% is land - excluding the 2 10" x 20" detached
garages.

3) R1A zone

and

4) There are only 12 nonconforming properties in R1A

To allow these structures to expand their sq. footage within reason, adhering to
setback and bulk plane requirements, and keep architectural integrity with the
surrounding homes without increasing the number of units, helps maintain the status
quo. To enlarge these homes, thus encouraging tenants to remain in their homes,
can only make for more stability while hopefully keeping more affordable housing in
Englewood. In council meetings and town halls I've attended (specifically one hosted
by Steve Ward), one woman vehemently expressed the view that "We don't want
renters." And that was at least the 2nd time I've heard that sentiment. How
enlightened! - not. I'd like to believe that this is not (and was not) the feeling of the
lion's share of a pretty vocal crowd, as it was NOT met with a hearty round of
applause and cheers. My public response was that renters want the same things that
owners want: a little space, safety, a yard for kids and pets, a place to park a car,
and a place that's a little more in line with this century as opposed to semi early in the
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last one. As I've said before, given the location of my duplex, and I'll bet the majority
of the other non conforming homes in R1A areas, they will not command Cherry
Creek rental rates. Anyone that's purchased a single family home within the last 88
years, either knew or had ample opportunity to know of the existence of these types
of structures. It must not have bothered them when they bought - so why now? My
place has ALWAYS been a duplex. After 88 years, if I'd like to update, would it be so
abhorrent if from a size perspective, it fully fit in with the surrounding homes?

Please refer to the many letters I've written all of you, some with pictures over the last
approx. 18 months. One home, 2799 S. Washington, is a prime example of what I'm
currently able to do. does that home really fit in with the surrounding ones. I've
spoken to more than a few people that spoke in opposition to CodeNext. And with
the exception of 2, they had no issue with my proposal. Hopefully you won't either.

Thank you for your time.

Dan Jacobson



From: Community Development

To: Nancy Fenton

Subject: FW: ADUs and Code Next

Date: Monday, July 24, 2023 7:44:35 AM
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Shelly Worek (She/Her/Hers)
Administrative Specialist

City of Englewood | Community Development
1000 Englewood Parkway Englewood, CO 80110

englewoodco.gov | 0: 303.762-2343

From: Ariel Taylor <arieltrudeau@gmail.com>

Sent: Sunday, July 23, 2023 10:05 PM

To: Community Development <commdev@Englewoodco.gov>
Subject: ADUs and Code Next

USE CAUTION: This email originated from outside of the organization. DO NOT CLICK LINKS or OPEN
ATTACHMENTS unless you have verified the sender and know that the content is legitimate.

Dear members of the planning and zoning commission,

| am writing today as | am unable to attend the special meeting on the 25th of July. | would urge
you to respect the work that has been done via Code Next regarding ADUs in Englewood's
residential districts. As we are all aware, housing is at a crisis in our region and one way we can
combat this crisis is to add additional, affordable housing via ADUs in our city. ADUs do not
automatically equate to short term rentals (STRs) as many of my neighbors have purported through
social media posts and public comment. Instead, ADUs give potential renters an additional means of
securing housing which in turn contributes to our sales tax base in Englewood; a sales tax we sorely
need to shore up our city coffers.

Additionally, | have heard some of my neighbors decrying ADUs because they see the building of
additional housing as a threat to their property owner rights. However, what about the rights of
those of us who would like to build ADUs on our properties? Are our rights not to be considered?
According to the Brookings Institute, the Supreme Court of North Carolina found that the " owner
occupancy requirement had 'no foundation in reason' and bore' no substantial relation; to
public health or welfare." Additionally, a federal appeals court has ruled that owner-occupancy
requirements are unconstitutional because they discriminate against interstate commerce. (How
owner-occupancy regulations are contributing to the housing crisis; The Brookings Institute; Anika
Singh Lemar; 10/27/22)

When the idea of "owner occupied" rules is suggested it makes the actual construction of ADUs in
our neighborhoods nearly impossible. This is not because there is some conspiracy to have
developers build ADUs on properties after they buy them around the city. And it isn't because those
of us wishing to build ADUs would be absentee landlords. It simply comes down to the financial
aspect of building and ADU on our properties. My husband and | have 3 children with varying special
needs. It is very likely that at least one of them will be unable to live completely independently when
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they reach adulthood. We would like to have the option of building an ADU on our property to give
our children a sense of independence while also offering needed support, however, to do so would
require financing. Did you know that banks won't finance an ADU if there is an owner occupied
stipulation in the city code? (ADU Hot Topics: www.aarp.org/liveablecommunities/housing/info-
2019/adu-topics.html) It makes financial sense for the bank seeing as how, if they had to foreclose
on the property, the bank could not "occupy" the primary residence and receive financial gain from
the ADU. | urge you to accept the Code Next language as written and reject the calls for "owner
occupied" language to be added.

ADUs would help our city combat the housing crisis while also giving property owners more
freedom to use their property as they see fit to benefit their families.
Thank you for your consideration,
Ariel Taylor
4310 S Lipan St Englewood, CO 80110


http://www.aarp.org/liveablecommunities/housing/info-2019/adu-topics.html
http://www.aarp.org/liveablecommunities/housing/info-2019/adu-topics.html

