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COWENTS:

| amwiting to formally oppose the proposed religi ous comunity
center. Wiile | respect the intent to create a space for worship and
community activities, the current proposal raises serious concerns
that | believe justify its rejection. In addition to the issues
previously outlined, I would Iike to highlight further critica

obj ecti ons:

Saf ety and Energency Access : The site's proxinity to residentia
hones and narrow streets coul d i npede energency vehicle access
during events or energencies. This poses a direct risk to public
safety and disaster response efforts.

Cul tural Shift : The proposed | ocation encroach on, which are vita
to the community's identity and heritage.

Privacy and Property Rights : Increased foot traffic and potenti al
surveillance (e.g., security caneras, attendee nonitoring) could
infringe on residents' privacy and dininish the sense of security in
their own hones.

Dr ai nage and Fl ooding Ri sks : Construction activities and

i mper neabl e surfaces (e.g., parking lots) may disrupt natura

drai nage patterns, exacerbating flooding in an area al ready prone
to waterl oggi ng during heavy rains.

| npact on Local Businesses : The center's operations could divert
pat ronage from nearby snall businesses or create conpetition for
limted resources (e.g., parking, utilities), harm ng the |oca
econony.

Aesthetic and Architectural Inconpatibility : The usage of the
proposed facility appears inconsistent with the nei ghborhood's
architectural character, potentially |lowering curb appeal and
property val ues.

Precedent for Overdevel opnent : Approving this project could set a
probl emati c precedent for future high-density devel opnents in

| owi npact residential zones, underm ning |ong-term urban planning
goal s.

Lack of Transparency in Planning : The comunity was not adequately
consul ted during the proposal's drafting phase, raising concerns
about accountability and equitabl e decisi on-nmaki ng.

Youth and Fanily Safety : Large gatherings without sufficient
safeguards (e.g., traffic control, crowd nanagenent) could

endanger children and fanilies in the vicinity.

Resource Allocation : Public resources (e.g., police, sanitation
services) may be disproportionately diverted to nanage the center's
activities, diverting attention fromexisting comunity needs. These
concerns, conbined with the issues outlined in ny initial
correspondence, underscore why this proposal is inconpatible with
the wel | -being of our nei ghbourhood. | urge the council to reject
the application and prioritize solutions that bal ance conmmunity
needs with sustainable, inclusive devel opnent.



