2/6/23

Sahuntala Kunjamboo

i'm not favor for this project because i don"t
want to see more trees to cut down. when i
moved to rochester Hills i can see the hills.
Now no more hills. Now, i only see buildings
and new development.




We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seek a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:
o  This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.

Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed

under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,

safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and

consetving the character and social and economic stability of the residential..
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...”

development is contrary to these purposes.
e “The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City.
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic

noises.”

. areas;..

used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.
There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

.securing the most appropriate
We believe this proposed

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

~
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- We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adiacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family

homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seek a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.

Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,

safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and

conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential...
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...”

development is contrary to these purposes,

areas;...

securing the most appropriate
We believe this proposed

“The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density

dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City.
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic

noises.”

used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.
There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name Signature Street Address Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel. ’

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seek a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

o  This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

o  The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and
conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas;...securing the most appropriate
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
development is contrary to these purposes.

o  “The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City.
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborheods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic
noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance,

o  There are many objections to using the PUD Option, The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traftic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name

Signature

Street Address

Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-Compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038
To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to seek
a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:
e This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.
e The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include "promoting and protecting the public health, safety,
peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and conserving the
character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas;...securing the most appropriate use of land;
preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population..." We believe this proposed development is
contrary to these purposes.
o "The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City. The
uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible arrangement of
land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic noises.” Again, we
believe the proposed development does not meet these criteria described in the ordinance.
e  There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that "The PUD option shall not be used
for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance. -

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name

Signature

Street Address

Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-Compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family

homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to seek
a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed

under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include "promoting and protecting the public health, safety.
peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and conserving the
character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas:...securing the most appropriate use of land;
preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population..." We believe this proposed development is
contrary to these purposes.

"The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City. The
uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible arrangement of
land uses for homes. with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic noises.” Again, we
believe the proposed development does not meet these criteria described in the ordinance.

There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that "The PUD option shall not be used
for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance."

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Councii and Mayor Lo agree that this developmeiit is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name

Signature Street Address Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seek a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assurption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and
conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas....securing the most appropriate
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
development is contrary to these purposes.

“The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City,
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic
noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.

There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection ‘s that “The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name Signature Street Address Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seek a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

°  This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

®  The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and
conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas;...securing the most appropriate
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
development is contrary to these purposes.

e “The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City.
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic
noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.

e There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name [\ Signature Street Address Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seek a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include *“promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and
conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas;...securing the most appropriate
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
development is contrary to these purposes,

“The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City,
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic
noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.

There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name Signature Street Address Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-Compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038
To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to seek
a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

e  This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

e  The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include "promoting and protecting the public health, safety,
peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and conserving the
character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas:...securing the most appropriate use of land;
preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population..." We believe this proposed development is
contrary to these purposes.

e "The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City. The
uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible arrangement of
land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic noises.” Again. we
believe the proposed development does not meet these criteria described in the ordinance.

e  There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be used
for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance."

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name Signature Street Address Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seek a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

e This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

e  The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and
conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas;...securing the most appropriate
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
development is contrary to these purposes.

e  “The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City,
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic
noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.

¢  There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Their proposal also includes accessing the development yja an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name Signature Street Address Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-Compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to seek
a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:
e  This property. as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed

under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

o The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include "promoting and protecting the public health, safety,
peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and conserving the
character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas;...securing the most appropriate use of land;
preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population..." We believe this proposed development is

contrary to these purposes.

s "The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 cne-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City. The
uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible arrangement of
land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic noises." Again, we
believe the proposed development does not meet these criteria described in the ordinance.

e  There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that "The PUD option shall not be used
for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance. -

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name Signature

Street Address

Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seck a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements,

The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and
conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas;...securing the most appropriate
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
development is contrary to these purposes.

“The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City.
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic
noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.

There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.” :

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

|\ Signaturey Street Address Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three OQaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seek a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

o This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

e The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and
conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas;...securing the most appropriate
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
development is contrary to these purposes.

¢ “The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City.
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic
noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.

e  There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name Signagure ] Street Address Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented

adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seck a rezoning. conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

e This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assurption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

o The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
satery, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by pr otecting and
conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas:. seuunng the most appropriate
use of Iand preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
development is contrary to these purposes.

e “The RE, R-1. R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City.
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic
noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.

e There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objecnon is that *The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purpose of avmdmu applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traftic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name Signature Street Address Date Signed |
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We Oppose Non-Compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family

homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to seek
a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed

under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include "promoting and protecting the public health, safety,
peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and conserving the
character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas;...securing the most appropriate use of land,
preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population..." We believe this proposed development is
contrary to these purposes.

"The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City. The
uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible arrangement of
land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic noises." Again, we
believe the proposed development does not meet these criteria described in the ordinance.

There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that "The PUD option shall not be used
for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name

Signature Street Address Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-Compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family

homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to seek
a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent propetties would be developed

under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include "promoting and protecting the public health, safety,
peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and conserving the
character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas:...securing the most appropriate use of land;
preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population..." We believe this proposed development is
contrary to these purposes.

"The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City. The
uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible arrangement of
land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic noises." Again, we
believe the proposed development does not meet these criteria described in the ordinance.

There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that "The PUD option shall not be used
for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance. "

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name

Signature Street Address Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seek a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:
o  This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.
e The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and
conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas;...securing the most appropriate
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
development is contrary to these purposes.
e  “The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City.
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic
noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.
e  There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name

Signature ,

Street Address

Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038
To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family

homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seek a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:
o  This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.

Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed

under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

e  The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and

conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential...

areas;...securing the most appropriate

use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
development is contrary to these purposes.

e  “The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City.
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible

arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic

noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.
o There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Maym to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name

Signature

Street Address

Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038
To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seek a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:
e  This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

e  The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and
conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas;...securing the most appropriate
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed

development is contrary

to these purposes.

e “The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City.
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic
noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.

e  There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name
T

Signature

Street Address

Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent propetty owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condomininm building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seek a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We sirongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:
®  This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.
e  The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and
conserving the characier and social and economic stability of the residential... areas;...securing the most appropriate
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
development is contrary to these purposes. .
“The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City.
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic
noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.
There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase trafffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name N Sigznamre Street Address Date Signed

b Gl L SOIT e h s | lrelz

Aw_s (vaa | Ae\C— 33 Shelbourine ;IZZQ [21
Jaeo, Damiiad | fomuce EDomacas 1405 Shllbrie. 19)ae/3]
Poug Icim \ qu 23 skl lune. |Qf>4/21
Michbge £755)5 7] st B | 2/37 Dirre Lspurrtc 7242
SINImSon Moukm (/u/‘d-»// 32 151 ELLROURNE. qi/zé/ 2/
Dosid oty N Lo s \Weogec o oo
Dzom C;if[wﬂo Uﬂvﬂ J%ﬂ 4/3)/25//./w0n/7<p/' 9/Z‘;’)'/’Z/
Lresirer) A foaisec] JOM dotn s F77 Suere bo orwe LR | Y25/
Bewy oy [ Yy Wiam | swysellbin, o | tlaple




We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seek a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and
conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas;...securing the most appropriate
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
development is contrary to these purposes.

“The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City.
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic
noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.

There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name _Signature/ 7 Street Address Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seek a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

e This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements,

e The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and
conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas;...securing the most appropriate
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
development is contrary to these purposes.

e “The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City,
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic
noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.

e  There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that ““The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seek a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We sirongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

e This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

e  The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and
conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas;...securing the most appropriate
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
development is contrary to these purposes.

e  “The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City.
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic
noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.

e  There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name /Si ature Street Address Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038
To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seek a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

e This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

*  The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and
conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas;...securing the most appropriate
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
development is contrary to these purposes. ‘

*  “The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City.
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic
noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.

®  There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.” ‘

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name Signature Street Address Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Braokedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seck a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

e This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

¢ The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and
conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas;...securing the most appropriate
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
development is contrary to these purposes.

* “The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City.
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic
noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.

©  There are many objections to nsing the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best

interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

)
/

Name | | Signature Street Address Dagte Signed
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel,

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seek a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

¢  This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and
conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas;...securing the most appropriate
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
development is contrary to these purposes.

“The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City.
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic
noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.

There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name / Signature Street Address Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038
To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and muiti-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

i3

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seck a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:
*  This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.
®  Ihe stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and
conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas;...securing the most appropriate
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
~ development is contrary to these purposes. .
* “TheRE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City.
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible

arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic

noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does ot meet this criteria described in the ardinance.

*  There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

A Name

Street Address

Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seek a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

o This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and
conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas:...securing the most appropriate
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
development is contrary to these purposes. .

“The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City.
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic
noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.

There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name ) __Signature Street Address Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seck a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

e This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

®  The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and
conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas:...securing the most appropriate
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
development is contrary to these purposes.

® “TheRE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City.
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic
noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.

®  There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and afier construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name Signature Street Address Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038
To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seek a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because;

*  This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

®  The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and
conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas;...securing the most appropriate
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
development is contrary to these purposes. .

® “TheRE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City.
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic
noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.

¢  There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name Signature Street Address Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seek a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and
conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas;...securing the most appropriate
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
development is contrary to these purposes.

“The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City.
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic
noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.

There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name Signature Street Address Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seek a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

e This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

e The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and
conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas;...securing the most appropriate
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
development is contrary to these purposes.

e  “The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City.
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic
noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.

e  There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name __Signature Street Address Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seek a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

*  This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements,

¢  The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and
conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas;...securing the most appropriate
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
development is contrary to these purposes. .

©  “The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City.
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic
noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.

¢  There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after constructi}v

/
We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name . Signature Street Address Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seek a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

o This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

®  The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and
conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas;...securing the most appropriate
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
development is contrary to these purposes. .

e “TheRE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City.
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic
noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.

®  There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name Signature Street Address Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Qaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seek a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

e This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

e  The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and
conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas;...securing the most appropriate
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
development is confrary to these purposes.

* “The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City.
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangemem of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic
noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.

e  There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name Signature Stlfeet Address Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high- densny single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seek a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

e  This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

e  The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and
conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas;. securing the most appropriate
use of land;-preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
development is'contrary to these purposes.

e “The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City.
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods re]atlvely quiet and free of unrelated traffic
noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.

e There are many objectlons to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purposé of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

]
2 i

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City‘Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.

Name =~ | Signature Street Address Date Signed
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seek a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

¢ This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

¢  The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and
conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas;...securing the most appropriate
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
development is contrary to these purposes.

®  “The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-famﬂy, low density
dwelling sites and resxdennally related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City.
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic
noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.

¢  There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seek a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

L ]

This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and
conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas;...securing the most appropriate
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
development is contrary to these purposes.

“The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City.
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic
noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.

There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purpose of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.
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We Oppose Non-compliant Development of Parcel #701507376038

To: Rochester Hills Planning Commission, City Council, and Mayor

We, the undersigned, oppose the proposed development of this parcel by Three Oaks Group LLC. They have presented
adjacent property owners in Bellarmine Hills and Brookedale West subdivisions with a plan to build high-density single family
homes and multi-tenant condominium building(s) in this R-2 parcel.

The Three Oaks proposal is not even close to meeting R-2 requirements. However, Three Oaks informed us that they plan to
seek a rezoning, conditional use, or Planned Unit Development (PUD) zoning for this property.

We strongly oppose any changes to the zoning of this parcel because:

e This property, as well as the adjacent subdivisions, has been zoned R-1 or R-2 since the days of Avon Township.
Homeowners in the area purchased their property with the assumption that adjacent properties would be developed
under R-1 or R-2 requirements.

s  The stated purposes of the Rochester Hills zoning ordinance include “promoting and protecting the public health,
safety, peace, morals, comfort, convenience and general welfare of the inhabitants of the City by protecting and
conserving the character and social and economic stability of the residential... areas;...securing the most appropriate
use of land; preventing overcrowding the land and undue congestion of population...” We believe this proposed
development is contrary to these purposes.

o  “The RE, R-1, R-2, R-3 and R4 one-family residential districts are designed to provide for one-family, low density
dwelling sites and residentially related uses in keeping with the master plan of residential development in the City.
The uses permitted by right and on special condition as conditional uses are intended to promote a compatible
arrangement of land uses for homes, with the intent to keep neighborhoods relatively quiet and free of unrelated traffic
noises.” Again, we believe the proposed development does not meet this criteria described in the ordinance.

e  There are many objections to using the PUD Option. The fundamental objection is that “The PUD option shall not be
used for the sole purposc of avoiding applicable requirements of this ordinance.”

Their proposal also includes accessing the development via an extension of Donegal Drive through Bellarmine Hills which
would significantly increase traffic in Bellarmine Hills both during and after construction.

We, the undersigned, ask the Planning Commission, City Council and Mayor to agree that this development is not in the best
interest of the City or its residents and reject any non-R-2-compliant proposals for development of this property.
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