Dear planning commission,
Thank you for taking the time to review our project.

We have spent extensive time and effort in conducting research and studying the area to create
a comprehensive plan that we believe will be successful.

Based on the purpose of ADU, we would like our tenant who lives in ADU also has easy
driveway access to get in and have the chance to enjoy the pool. Since the tennis courts go
across the site horizontally, there’s basically only two directions, one is to locate the ADU and
pool on the left side yard, and the other is to locate them on the right side.

Option 2a and 2b are similar to each other with the ADU and pool located on the right side.
They are both clear of the 8 X DBH beyond the asphalt driveway where no roots are found
based on the exploratory trenching. The only difference is that option 2a has the curve wall
follow the 8 x DBH, and option 2b has a straight cut.

The PDF link to the plans are inserted in the option below,
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https://www.dropbox.com/s/k5t0n8wy130mxpz/OPTION%201.pdf?dl=0
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https://www.dropbox.com/s/c69y7jfp31ajt7y/OPTION%202A.pdf?dl=0

Option 2b



https://www.dropbox.com/s/6qwh560hblcuddh/OPTION%202B.pdf?dl=0

Backyard Space

As noted above, the PUE shown as orange has taken up most of the left side yard space.As a
result, the detached ADU in option 1 will be 49’ backward from the frontage of the existing
house, which is 19’ more than the option 2.
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Amount of Paving

Compared to option 2, the ADU located on the left side yard will require additional new driveway
paving to be added to the site in order to access the ADU.

Impact on Tree #9

The construction of the pool requires a deeper excavation than the tennis court. And with option

1 shown, proposed pool area encroaches 11.4% into the 7xDBH of the tree protection zone
compared to 2.46% in option 2.
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Based on our analysis, we believe that option 2 is feasible and has the potential to be
successful. The design takes into account the needs of the community, the environment, and
financial considerations, making it a well-rounded and sustainable solution.

We hope that our feasibility study provides you with a clear understanding of the project's
potential success and that you find our proposal compelling. If you have any questions or

concerns, please do not hesitate to reach out to us.

Thank you.





