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Attn: City Clerk

Re: Monterey Road East Corridor Study;
CED Agenda May 20, 2024

Dear Chairperson Foley and Committee Members

| represent owners along the eastern corridor of Monterey Road,
the historic southern gateway to San Jose.

As part of the 2021 General Plan Update, the City Council
approved the rezoning of aimost all of the incorporated properties to A-
Agriculture. In addition, the designation of Agriculture also increased the
minimal parcel size from 20 acres to 40 acres for the Coyote Valley. This
rezoning removed industrial and some commercial designations from
incorporated lands within Coyote Valley.

During the Council deliberation on the staff initiated rezonings, property
owners on the East side of Monterey Road argued to the Council that their
lands were distinct within the Coyote Valley for a number of physical
reasons:

* Mostly made up of Small parcels.

o Lack of agricultural viability.

¢ Physical division from the lands west of Monterey Road and the rail
line.

* Numerous existing uses such as RV parks, golf course, residential,
construction and material storage yards, that do not relate to
agricultural use.

Equally importantly the owners sought recognition that the lands along
the Corridor were annexed in the early 1960s with the City soliciting the
vote on the basis of extending essential services to these properties.







Councilmember Pam Foley May 15, 2024
and Members of the Community & Economic Development Committee Page 3

attracting youth recreational playing fields on other properties. The latter are dependent
on providing parking and food services, but again there is a noted inconsistency with
General Plan Policies. These uses would be a starting point to apply a different
designation to the Corridor.

While Solar farms and a flea market appear viable, but based on the analysis to date
those uses, as well as others, conflict with the existing General Plan.

Recognize that a Charter School exists at Bailey and Monterey Road; it too needs
the opportunity to expand. Schools have paved parking lots and play areas.

The infrastructure for these uses cannot be denied because of existing General Plan
policies or the uses never leave the pages of the Study. The analysis should
acknowledge that non-urban areas across the state have been developed consistent
with city and county development policies and utilize either existing utility lines or
develop on-site methods to deal with the disposal of storm water and sanitary sewer in
an environmentally acceptable manner.

As indicated previously, the Study is at an inflection point. If the study continues
along the current path, we strongly believe that the original intent of the Council’'s
decision to direct staff to undertake the Corridor study will not be achieved.

As such, we would respectfully ask that you direct the staff to agendize the study
update for a presentation to the whole Council at the earliest opportunity.

Ve ours,

Norman E. Matteoni

NEM/jlc

Cc:  Hon. Mayor Matt Mahan, City Council Members, San Jose City Clerk, Chris
Burton, Martina Davis
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