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Email received on April 9, 2013
RE: City Council Special Meeting

From: Susan Gallacher [mailto:atkingallacher@coldwellbanker.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 09, 2013 2:53 PM

To: Joseph W. Pannone

Subject: Zoning

Dear Mayor and Council Member,

You are being asked to address the down-zoning issue Again tonight at the city council meeting.
As always, we implore you to use utmost care in your decision tonight and consider the
following factors:

We understand that the zoning does not match the general plan. The general plan was created
long ago and doesn't fit the reality of the city growth and uses as it exists right now.

Please consider how many people purchased property since the general plan created this conflict.
How many years ago are we considering? When the property was being purchased, the zoning
map was relied on (and even displayed at the city counter), as well as zoning uses posted online.

No disclosure was made to existing owners and new purchasers that zoning was potentially
MISREPRESENTED by existing maps and data.

By down-zoning a property- (whether it has one or multiple units that now are considered non-
conforming or whether it was able to build a unit that now will not be allowed) the City of
Lompoc is in the position of Taking. Taking of value and Taking of Property rights.

The potential for lawsuits is great with this type of change. Not only will the City of Lompoc be
liable, the sellers of affected parcels, Realtors and lenders will all get called into the court battle.
Is this defendable? We don't believe that we should be called to find out.

Common sense dictates that the general plan should be re-evaluated to comply with ex1stmg
zoning and uses of these parcels. There are many ways the City can grow and adapt to the reality
of Lompoc's culture without creating the liability and mess that is proposed by the down-zoning
solution.

Thank you for your consideration.

Realtor
The Atkin Gallacher Group Inc.

Tammy Atkin & Susan Gallacher
DRE #'s: 01080315 & 01136702

Coldwell Banker Select Rlty
atkingallacher@Coldwellbanker.com
(805)735-7755

cher Group
Tammy Atkin and Susan Gallacher
dre #: 01080315 & 01136702

Coldwell Banker Select Rty

atkingallacher@coldwellbanker.com
(805)735-7755 fax: 735-5306

If you do not wish to receive future emails, please click the link to Unsubscribe: Unsubscribe.



Linn, John

From: Judy Willis [judy@judywillis.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 09, 2013 4:57 PM
To: Linn, John

Subject: Down zoning tonight

Dear John,

You are being asked to address the down-zoning issue Again tonight at the city council
meeting. As always, we implore you to use utmost care in your decision tonight and
consider the following factors:

We understand that the zoning does not match the general plan. The general plan was
created long ago and doesn't fit the reality of the city growth and uses as it exists right now.
Please consider how many people purchased property since the general plan created this
conflict. How many years ago are we considering? When the property was being purchased,
the zoning map was relied on (and even displayed at the city counter), as well as zoning
uses posted online. No disclosure was made to existing owners and new purchasers that
zoning was potentially MISREPRESENTED by existing maps and data.

By down-zoning a property- (whether it has one or multiple units that now are considered
non-conforming or whether it was able to build a unit that now will not be allowed) the City
of Lompoc is in the position of Taking. Taking of value and Taking of Property rights.

The potential for lawsuits is great with this type of change. Not only will the City of Lompoc
be liable, the sellers of affected parcels, Realtors and lenders will all get called into the court
battle. Is this defendable? We don't believe that we should be called to find out.

Common sense dictates that the general plan should be re-evaluated to comply with
existing zoning and uses of these parcels. There are many ways the City can grow and
adapt to the reality of Lompoc's culture without creating the liability and mess that is
proposed by the down-zoning solution.

Thank you for your consideration.

Judy

Judy Willis
RE/MAX Mission Realty
1001 East Ocean Ave.
Lompoc, Ca. 93436

judy@judywillis.com




ll.iJﬂ, John

From: Maria D Aguiniga [mdarealtors@live.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 09, 2013 3:50 PM

To: Linn, John

Subject: DOWN ZONING OF PARCELS
Aftachments: 4-9-13 DOWN ZONING LETTER.pdf
Importance: High

Dear Council Member,

You are being asked to address the down-zoning issue Again tonight at the city council meeting. As always, we implore
you to use utmost care in your decision tonight and consider the following factors:

We understand that the zoning does not match the general plan. The general plan was created long ago and doesn't fit
the reality of the city growth and uses as it exists right now.

Please consider how many people purchased property since the general plan created this conflict. How many years ago
are we considering? When the property was being purchased, the zoning map was relied on (and even displayed at the
city counter), as well as zoning uses posted online. No disclosure was made to existing owners and new purchasers that
zoning was potentially MISREPRESENTED by existing maps and data.

By down-zoning a property- (whether it has one or multiple units that now are considered non-conforming or whether it
was able to build a unit that now will not be allowed) the City of Lompoc is in the position of Taking. Taking of value and
Taking of Property rights.

The potential for lawsuits is great with this type of change. Not only will the City of Lompoc be liable, the sellers of affected
parcels, Realtors and lenders will all get called into the court battle. Is this defendable? We don't believe that we should
be called to find out.

Common sense dictates that the general plan should be re-evaluated to comply with existing zoning and uses of these
parcels. There are many ways the City can grow and

adapt to the reality of Lompoc's culture without creating the liability and mess that is proposed by the down-zoning
solution. '

Thank you for your consideration

Maria D Aguiniga- Lic#01378464
Realtor/Broker

2008 Realtor of the Year

SANTA RITA REALTY

805-264-4663 Phone



Linn, John

From: Coldwell Banke Select Realty [atkingallacher@coldwellbanker.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 09, 2013 2:29 PM

To: Linn, John

Subject: Zoning

Dear Mayor and Council Member

You are being asked to address the down-zoning issue Again tonight at the city council meeting. As always, we implore
you to use utmost care in your decision tonight and consider the following factors:

We understand that the zoning does not match the general plan. The general plan was created long ago and doesn't fit
the reality of the city growth and uses as it exists right now.

Please consider how many people purchased property since the general plan created this conflict. How many years ago
are we considering? When the property was being purchased, the zoning map was relied on (and even displayed at the
city counter), as well as zoning uses posted online. No disclosure was made to existing owners and new purchasers that
zoning was potentially MISREPRESENTED by existing maps and data.

By down-zoning a property- (whether it has one or multiple units that now are considered non-conforming or whether it
was able to build a unit that now will not be allowed) the City of Lompoc is in the position of Taking. Taking of value and
Taking of Property rights.

The potential for lawsuits is great with this type of change. Not only will the City of Lompoc be liable, the sellers of
affected parcels, Realtors and lenders will all get called into the court battle. Is this defendable? We don't believe that
we should be called to find out.

Common sense dictates that the general plan should be re-evaluated to comply with existing zoning and uses of these
parcels. There are many ways the City can grow and adapt to the reality of Lompoc's culture without creating the
liability and mess that is proposed by the down-zoning solution.

Thank you for your consideration.

Realtor

Tammy Atkin and Susan Gallacher

The Atkin Gallacher Group Inc.
Tammy Atkin & Susan Gallocher
DRE #'s: 01080315 & 01136702

Coldwell Banker Select Rity

atkingallacher@Coldwellbanker.com
(805)735-7755



Linn, John

From: Debbie McComb [enchantmenthomesinc@verizon.net]
Sent: Tuesday, April 09, 2013 3:42 PM

To: Linn, John

Subject: Zoning Issues

Dear Mayor Linn,

You are being asked to address the down-zoning issue Again tonight at the city council meeting. As always, we implore
you to use utmost care in your decision tonight and consider the following factors:

We understand that the zoning does not match the general plan. The general plan was created long ago and doesn't fit
the reality of the city growth and uses as it exists right now.

Please consider how many people purchased property since the general plan created this conflict. How many years ago
are we considering? When the property was being purchased, the zoning map was relied on (and even displayed at the
city counter), as well as zoning uses posted online. No disclosure was made to existing owners and new purchasers that
zoning was potentially MISREPRESENTED by existing maps and data.

By down-zoning a property- (whether it has one or multiple units that now are considered non-conforming or whether it
was able to build a unit that now will not be allowed) the City of Lompoc is in the position of Taking. Taking of value and
Taking of Property rights.

The potential for lawsuits is great with this type of change. Not only will the City of Lompoc be liable, the sellers of
affected parcels, Realtors and lenders will all get called into the court battle. Is this defendable? We don't believe that we
should be called to find out.

Common sense dictates that the general plan should be re-evaluated to comply with existing zoning and uses of these
parcels. There are many ways the City can grow and adapt to the reality of Lompoc's culture without creating the liability
and mess that is proposed by the down-zoning solution.

Thank you for your consideration.

PLEASE MODIFY THE GENERAL PLAN DURING ITS UPDATING PROCESS TO REFLECT THE USES OF THE EXISTING ZONING
MAP, PLEASE DO NOT CHANGE THE ZONING.

Debbie McComb

Enchantment Homes Inc.

President

Lic #738822 B & C-33

805-757-7700
enchantmenthomesinc@verizon.net




Linn, John

I

From: Erny Pinckert [ernypinckert@prucalcc.com]

Sent: Tuesday, April 09, 2013 2:53 PM

To: Linn, John; starbuck.di@hotmail.com; ashleyecosta@gmail.com; boblingl@aol.com;
grapetotheglass@hotmail.com

Cc: ‘Toni Ostini’

Subject: FW: Downzoing issue on agenda tonight at city council meeting.

Attachments: Letter to coucil re downzoning 4.9.13.pdf

Mayor John Linn: j linn@ci.lompoc.ca.us
Councilmember Dirk Starbuck: starbuck.dl@hotmail.com

Councilmember Ashley Costa: ashleyecosta@gmail.com
Councilmember Bob Lingl: boblingl@aol.com
Councilmember DeWayne Holmdahl: grapetotheglass@hotmail.com

Dear Council Member,

You are being asked to address the down-zoning issue Again tonight at the city council meeting. As always, we
implore you to use utmost care in your decision tonight and consider the following factors:

We understand that the zoning does not match the general plan. The general plan was created long ago and doesn't
fit the reality of the city growth and uses as it exists right now.

Please consider how many people purchased property since the general plan created this conflict. How many years
ago are we considering? When the property was being purchased, the zoning map was relied on (and even displayed
at the city counter), as well as zoning uses posted online. No disclosure was made to existing owners and new
purchasers that zoning was potentially MISREPRESENTED by existing maps and data.

By down-zoning a property- (whether it has one or multiple units that now are considered non-conforming or whether it
was able to build a unit that now will not be allowed) the City of Lompoc is in the position of Taking. Taking of value
and Taking of Property rights.

The potential for lawsuits is great with this type of change. Not only will the City of Lompoc be liable, the sellers of
affected parcels, Realtors and lenders will all get called into the court battle. Is this defendable? We don't believe that
we should be called to find out.

Common sense dictates that the general plan should be re-evaluated to comply with existing zoning and uses of these
parcels. There are many ways the City can grow and adapt to the reality of Lompoc's culture without creating the
liability and mess that is proposed by the down-zoning solution.

Thank you for your consideration.

Erny Pinckert, 805-994-2009 / 805-712-8727 cell
DRE#00778095

Eric Pinckert, 805-782-6005 / 8056-712-8033 cell
DRE#01305468

Broker/Owners

Central Coast Realty Group, Inc. dba/
Prudential California Realty

Central Coast Region

www.prudentialcalrealty.com
Prudential
Califgreis Realty

locally owned...globally connected



Linn, John

From: Tren Clark [trenclarkremax@gmail.com]
Sent: Tuesday, April 09, 2013 2:54 PM

To: Linn, John

Subject: Zoning meeting

Dear Council Member,

You are being asked to address the down-zoning issue Again tonight at the city council meeting. As always, we implore
you to use utmost care in your decision tonight and consider the following factors:

We understand that the zoning does not match the general plan. The general plan was created long ago and doesn't fit
the reality of the city growth and uses as it exists right now.

Please consider how many people purchased property since the general plan created this conflict. How many years ago
are we considering? When the property was being purchased, the zoning map was relied on (and even displayed at the
city counter), as well as zoning uses posted online. No disclosure was made to existing owners and new purchasers that
zoning was potentially MISREPRESENTED by existing maps and data.

By down-zoning a property- (whether it has one or multiple units that now are considered non-conforming or whether it
was able to build a unit that now will not be allowed) the City of Lompoc is in the position of Taking. Taking of value and
Taking of Property rights.

The potential for lawsuits is great with this type of change. Not only will the City of Lompoc be liable, the sellers of
affected parcels, Realtors and lenders will all get called into the court battle. Is this defendable? We don't believe that we
should be called to find out.

Common sense dictates that the general plan should be re-evaluated to comply with existing zoning and uses of these
parcels. There are many ways the City can grow and adapt to the reality of Lompoc's culture without creating the liability
and mess that is proposed by the down-zoning solution.

Thank you for your consideration.

Tren Clark

RE/MAX Mission Realty

Leading Sales Office in the Lompoc Valley
1101 E. Ocean Ave.

Lompoc, CA 93436

Cell: (805) 757-8007

DRE # 01878358



Linn, John

From: Toni Ostini [toniostini@prucalcc.com]

Sent: Tuesday, April 09, 2013 3:07 PM

To: Linn, John; 'Counciimember Dirk Starbuck:", '‘Councilmember Ashley Costa:'; "Councilmember
Bob Lingl:"; ‘Councilmember DeWayne Holmdahl:'

Subject: Downzoing issue on agenda tonight at city council meeting.

Attachments: Letter to coucil re downzoning 4.9.13.pdf

Dear Council Member,

You are being asked to address the down-zoning issue Again tonight at the city council meeting.
As always, we implore you to use utmost care in your decision tonight and consider the following
factors:

We understand that the zoning does not match the general plan. The general plan was created
long ago and doesn't fit the reality of the city growth and uses as it exists right now.

Please consider how many people purchased property since the general plan created this conflict.
How many years ago are we considering? When the property was being purchased, the zoning
map was relied on (and even displayed at the city counter), as well as zoning uses posted online.
No disclosure was made to existing owners and new purchasers that zoning was potentially
MISREPRESENTED by existing maps and data.

By down-zoning a property- (whether it has one or multiple units that now are considered non-
conforming or whether it was able to build a unit that now will not be allowed) the City of Lompoc
is in the position of Taking. Taking of value and Taking of Property rights.

The potential for lawsuits is great with this type of change. Not only will the City of Lompoc be
liable, the sellers of affected parcels, Realtors and lenders will all get called into the court battle.
Is this defendable? We don't believe that we should be called to find out.

Common sense dictates that the general plan should be re-evaluated to comply with existing
zoning and uses of these parcels. There are many ways the City can grow and adapt to the
reality of Lompoc's culture without creating the liability and mess that is proposed by the down-
zoning solution.

Thank you for your consideration.

Toni Ostini

Office Manager

Prudential California Realty
531 North H Street

Lompoc, Ca 93436

Dir. 805-737-8941

DRE Lic. #01084771

> Prudential
Balifomia Realty



April 9, 2013

Dear Council Member,

You are being asked to address the down-zoning issue Again tonight at the city council meeting. As
always, we implore you to use utmost care in your decision tonight and consider the following factors:

We understand that the zoning does not match the general plan. The general plan was created long ago
and doesn't fit the reality of the city growth and uses as it exists right now.

Please consider how many people purchased property since the general plan created this conflict. How
many years ago are we considering? When the property was being purchased, the zoning map was
relied on (and even displayed at the city counter), as well as zoning uses posted online. No disclosure
was made to existing owners and new purchasers that zoning was potentially MISREPRESENTED by
existing maps and data.

By down-zoning a property- (whether it has one or multiple units that now are considered non-
conforming or whether it was able to build a unit that now will not be allowed) the City of Lompocis in
the position of Taking. Taking of value and Taking of Property rights.

The potential for lawsuits is great with this type of change. Not only will the City of Lompoc be liable,
the sellers of affected parcels, Realtors and lenders will all get called into the court battle. Is this
defendable? We don't believe that we should be called to find out.

Common sense dictates that the general plan should be re-evaluated to comply with existing zoning and
uses of these parcels. There are many ways the City can grow and adapt to the reality of Lompoc's
culture without creating the liability and mess that is proposed by the down-zoning solution.

Thank you for your consideration.

Mayor John Linn: j_linn@ci.lompoc.ca.us
Councilmember Dirk Starbuck: starbuck.dl@hotmail.com

Councilmember Ashley Costa: ashleyecosta@gmail.com
Councilmember Bob Lingl: boblingl@aol.com
Councilmember DeWayne Holmdahl: grapetotheglass@hotmail.com
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 ARLEEN PELSTER,
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al part of the base, and is'some -

: abu:ldmg at the Lm}e were evacuat—,:
~ed, and security police began es-

2 tabhshmg roadblocks  at ‘various -
- spots aronnd the 98,400-acre base,

Traffic w as alnnm d '1l the mtm

,Lompnc Casmalm and -;1_’ mt Salf-
roads; Santa Lucia Canyon Roadi;
W7 and San Antonies

lgpm to tramc headmg mto the:;':.-
base. were reopgened around K 15

Chapman said the pubhc affairs

office rocelved numerous pimne
ralle from narents whn wanted to

pici up. Ltu_u f.lulciwn at the o

elementary schools and a mlddl(: ¥
'schaol eampus on uw base

carries the 1
that arm the MX

A test launch of an MX mms:le_
was scheduled early this morning,.
i but molemt.nt weather has foreed
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