
Together we STACC the odds to fight for our Neighborhoods

Attn:  Brian Loventhal, City Manager 
 Paul Kermoyan, Director Community Development Department 
 Ben Ritchie, Principal, De Novo Planning Group 
 GPAC Members 
 City Council Members 

Subj: GPAC Concerns and Comments 
 
Dear Mr. Loventhal, Mr. Kermoyan, Mr. Ritchie and GPAC Members 

My name is Maggie Desmond and I am a representative of the STACC neighborhood 
group.  I have been their representative and have observed the GPAC meetings.  

At the meeting discussing the need for Fiscal Sustainability and EconomicDevelopment 
I was bothered by several things. 

As the consultant began to talk about Economic Development he said there would be an 
identification of land in Campbell that might be redeveloped in the next 10 –20 years.  I 
thought about McGlincey/Curtner, Dell, EconomyLumber, the old part of the Plaza 
Shopping Center.  I anticipated seeing a city/consultant generated comprehensive list of 
properties all over Campbell identified for upcoming redevelopment.  Then Mr. Ritchie 
displayed a visual of the propert(ies) to be developed for the GPAC.  The list and the 
visual identified one piece of property –Dell Avenue.   

Thereafter the GPAC was led through a discussion about “who do you want to invite to 
dinner?”  [What kind of development do you wish to invite into our community?].  It 
was suggested by the consultant that high technology and a box store may be 
appropriate.  The consultant said that pain to some might have to be endured 
for financial benefit to the community.  I assume he is referring to the air quality 
and unmitigable traffic issues established by the EIR as a result of the DAAP proposal.  
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Mr. Ritchie went on and explained that at the next GPAC meeting scheduled for 
Monday, June 26th he would have zoning overlays for high tech and a box store for the 
area.  I believe this is premature.   

There were to be scheduled community meetings in various areas of the city soliciting 
from the public acceptable uses for the redevelopment in Campbell –all over Campbell –
not just the Dell area.  However, those meetings are not even scheduled and 
zoning overlays are being presented to the GPAC targeting only the Dell 
area prior to community input.  Does that mean that the options for 
redevelopment of the Dell area are limited by the proposed zoning overlays being 
created at this time? 

Why are the public meetings not being scheduled prior to the preparation of zoning 
overlays? 

Residents have suggested the following possibilities for use of the Dell property: 

1. Residential with an upscale grocery store (Whole Foods-like); 

2. Residential alone; 

3. Senior and/or affordable housing; 

4. Sports complex; 

5. Exploration of the concept of seeking grant funding for senior housing linked into 
technology –possibly a “pod” type of living for seniors tied into Silicon Valley 
technology;  

6. Businesses similar in nature to the current density existing there; 

The above are simply ideas that have been tossed out.  They are incomplete.  However, 
the point is that the community would like the opportunity to offer suggestions, to 
engage and be heard.  It is unpalatable that the consultant is leading the GPAC in this 
direction and making these kinds of decisions.  

In addition, I would like the Council to reconsider its previous decision to not be 
involved and for the community to not be heard at the meetings.  It seems like the 
General Plan is being driven by the city staff and the consultant, and the Council 
members and the public who sat through 4 years of public meetings are being shut out. 

The technical difference as to whether Dell is an “area plan” or “zoned” is irrelevant to 
the public.  The end result is what the residents are interested in.  The residents are still 
fighting a high tech park in that area.  This feels like a back door entry via “zoning” that 
will permit what we just fought over 4 years against, but then it was labeled the DAAP.    

Why can’t we take the information that was elicited from the EIR re DAAP and apply it 
to however that property is going to developed?  Why did we spend half a million dollars 
on a DAAP plan and we aren’t utilizing the EIR?  Instead we have a consultant who is 
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saying “pain to some for the economic benefit of the community” without public input 
and without a council sitting in, and residents unable to speak? 

Why is the consultant not analyzing what the land should be used for -with all its unique 
and challenging features and coming with choices of what is appropriate for the 
property instead of what will maximize revenue?  Why are other parcels of land not 
being considered for whatever development might be appropriate for them? This feels 
like the General Plan review is really targeting “how can we maximize the development 
of the Dell area” and not a comprehensive review of potential redevelopment in the 
entire City.   

Thank you.   

 

Best regards, 

Maggie Desmond 

Maggie Desmond, STACC Area 7 Captain, area7captain@staccna.org 
Audrey Kiehtreiber, President, info@staccna.org 


