I am here to oppose the re-zoning of this property until the park location has been changed, the school impact plan has been addressed and in place within 6 months time and back to council at the same time the Task Force work product comes to council in 6 months.
Many of us in the River Oaks Neighborhood do not like the Park proposed in this plan and have repeatedly expressed this to the developer and the city. 

We feel it should be at the east end of the property, River Oaks and Research, where it will be central to the community and to the Residential Overlay. Here, it can be used by the whole community and not just created for new development surrounding the area as proposed in this plan. 

The park would be a truly centrally located, contiguous 5 acres, providing the needed area to maximize the functionality of the park and allow for the eventual expansion for the park in conjunction with the eventual redevelopment of parcels to the north of the site.

It will also act as a buffer between high and low density housing.   
The new park location at River Oaks and Research would be closer to an existing public Trail that goes to Coyote Creek.  
We do not want all the large redwoods and other trees to be cut down along River Oaks nor have the Parkway realigned as staff wants.
We feel that a semi-circle shape greatly limits the Park’s usefulness and that it should have a more traditional rectangular shape. Irvine can still create a rectangular grid of buildings just as the city wants.  It was in their initial plans and would just square the parcel up.  I am certain that it can be done without compromising the number of units that Irvine and the city want to achieve.  

There is already a park in place at the corner of River Oaks and Research at the east end of the property, on the Irvine site.  Why waste money to tear up an existing park that the residence could be using now? 

We want staff to modify the existing work plan to allow for the following:
A. Compress the work plan of north San Jose Task Force to be completed in 6 months without compromising public input.

B. Update city Council via bimonthly informational memos on Task Force

C. Work with existing neighborhoods east of subject site  concurrent to NSJ task force process to develop a traffic calming program, to be implemented in advance of or simultaneous to development.
D. Discourage land use applications for the NSJ development policy area until after the work of the Task Force has been completed.

