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Civic News

Share your thoughts, insights
and opinions with your

ommunity.
Send a letter to the editor: 
letters@lamorindaweekly.com

City Council
Monday, Feb. 10, 7 p.m.
Lafayette Library & Learning Center,

 Community Hall, 3491 Mt. Diablo Blvd.

Planning Commission
Monday, Feb. 3, 7 p.m.
Lafayette Library & Learning Center,

Community Hall, 3491 Mt. Diablo Blvd.

Design Review
Monday, Feb. 10, 7 p.m.

Lafayette Library & Learning Center,

Arts & Science Discovery Center,

3491 Mt. Diablo Blvd.

Check online for agendas, meeting

notes and announcements

City of Lafayette:
www.ci.lafayette.ca.us

Phone: (925) 284-1968

Chamber of Commerce:
www.lafayettechamber.org

Public Meetings

School Board Meetings
Acalanes Union High School District 
Wednesday, Feb. 5, 7:30 p.m.

AUHSD Board Room at 1212

Pleasant Hill Road, Lafayette

www.acalanes.k12.ca.us

Lafayette School District 
Thursday, Feb. 12, 7 p.m.

Regular Board Meeting

Stanley Library

3477 School St., Lafayette

www.lafsd.k12.ca.us

DanaGreenTeam.com | 925.339.1918

License #: 01482454

STILL #1 FOR A REASON 2008, 2009, 2010, 2011, 2012, 2013

3389 Sweet Drive��������	�
3BR/2BA, 1800± sq. ft. on .37± acre

view parcel with level front & rear yards.
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3389SweetDrive.com

Updated Burton Valley
Traditional

Lafayette’s Best
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City Council Approves Terraces Process Agreement 
By Cathy Tyson

At the second of two meetings

held to make a decision on

the Process Agreement of the

“Alternative Plan” proposed by

developer O’Brien Land Com-

pany for the Terraces of Lafayette

project, opponents came out in

force to express their displeasure

with the new smaller project.

This plan features 45 single-fam-

ily homes and a unique public

amenity component that includes

a soccer field, dog park, tot lot

and parking area; it’s a fraction of

the originally proposed 315-unit

design that was almost univer-

sally disliked.  Ultimately, despite

the intense anger and frustration

in the room, city council mem-

bers calmly explained their rea-

soning to approve the agreement. 

     

This authorization gets the

ball rolling on an expedited re-

view process for the new smaller

proposal; it still requires the proj-

ect to go through the usual assess-

ment procedures, which includes

the Parks, Trails and Recreation,

Circulation, Planning and Design

Review commissions.  At the end

of that process, it will go back to

the City Council with recommen-

dations from all of those admin-

istrative bodies.  The City Coun-

cil can then vote to approve, deny

or approve the project with cer-

tain conditions.  A “no” vote on

the process agreement would

have meant the original, very

controversial 315-unit apartment

concept would be re-started along

with the probability of an expen-

sive lawsuit, which the developer

has made clear.  

     

Some residents saw this diffi-

cult choice as “bullying,” given

the potential for litigation if the

process agreement for the alterna-

tive plan was not approved.

Councilmember Brandt Anders-

son agreed that the city shouldn’t

bow to the threat of a lawsuit, but

explained that the Housing Ac-

countability Act, “really changes

the playing field dramatically.”

Anderson, who is an attorney in

his day job, added, “I’m not say-

ing we’re going to lose a lawsuit,

but I’m not saying we are going

to win either.”  In his opinion, if

the city lost the lawsuit, it could

be looking at four to five times as

many units as the current 45-

home plan calls for.

     

The Housing Accountability

Act, also known as the anti-

NIMBY statute, limits the ability

of cities to reject proposed hous-

ing development projects that are

consistent with local plans and

zoning regulations. 

     

After the first public hearing

on Jan. 13, the City Council asked

for more information to be pre-

sented at the Jan. 22 meeting

about maintenance costs and vis-

ibility of the homes on the parcel

near Acalanes High School and

how well they would be screened.

David Gates of Gates and Associ-

ates gave a Powerpoint presenta-

tion highlighting their multi-zone

landscaping plan that included a

substantial number of 20-25 foot

high trees and large native shrubs.

“The goal is instant screening,”

said Gates, describing mature

willows and oaks that would

dominate the hillside.  

     

Steven Falk, Lafayette’s city

manager, outlined expected main-

tenance costs and how to fund

them, primarily through fees that

are generated via new develop-

ment in Lafayette.  The estimated

amenity maintenance budget in-

cludes sinking funds for long

term capital investments such as

replacing the soccer field at the

end of its lifespan.  He said a copy

of the revenue sources and ex-

pected costs will be posted on the

city’s website, www.love-

lafayette.org.  

     

Many public comments fo-

cused on how the city dropped the

ball with the initial re-zoning ef-

fort years ago that was not com-

pleted prior to receiving the

development application for the

original 315-unit Terraces project.

City attorney Mala Subramanian

was asked to comment on this.

She confirmed that staff was

asked to re-zone the parcel, but

clarified that “even if you wanted

to change the zoning it would not

apply to this project.  It’s not an

option.”      

     

On a unanimous vote the City

Council approved the process

agreement.  Traci Reilly recused

herself, “out of an abundance of

caution,” on the advice of the city

attorney because she had com-

mented on the Terraces project

before she was elected to the City

Council. 




