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Paradise Hills <paradisehillsboard@gmail.com>
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Kevin Groeneweg <kevin@mobilebarriers.com> Sun, Oct 16, 2022 at 3:20 PM
To: paradisehillsboard@gmail.com
Cc: Ashley Meyer <anpluskis@gmail.com>

To the Board of Directors, PHHOA, and Ms. Ashley Meyer, Sec. – please note, post and
share;

 

Please retract and withdraw any and all support for the sale and proposed building development on the square (lot 164). 

 

We moved here in Dec ’93.  Pete Bates (Pres) and Allison (Sec) recruited me to the board.  I don’t remember exactly when I formally
joined the board, but I was involved before, during and after, and remember this well… I immediately succeeded Pete as President of
the Board, while he continued to assist as officer and member of the Board.  The open space was important to Pete (as really was the
heritage of the area – going back to Dekker and all).  I shared that passion.  We moved up for the open space and wildlife.  

 

The restriction was put on the square (164) and bottoms in Dec ’94.

 

The restrictions on 164 were specifically worded “and”, “and”, “or”… ie to “preserve, protect and enhance the public and
recreational resources of the area”…  “restricted solely to community, public and public recreational purposes” and to
expressly preclude any “residential or commercial building improvements” - private or public!

 

The intent was to preserve and protect the open space, and if later desired, if not left as is, to possibly set the square up for recreational
activities for the kids in the community and our neighbors (eg allow for neighbor kids and others from Genesee, Indian Hills or
wherever to come over and play soccer or baseball, create a playground, fly a kite, set up a  frisbee course, or whatever).  It is really
the only “flat” space/place we have to potentially create soccer or baseball fields, or do something like that.  In the meantime, it’s a
nice open grassy meadow for wildlife, and serves as gateway to our community…  a setting for calm, peace and pleasure.

 

Thus you have “and recreational resources”, “and public recreational purposes” in the first two sentences of the restrictions, and a flat
prohibition on “residential or commercial building improvements” [private or public] in the third. 

 

“Public” is NOT to be read in isolation from the rest of the first two sentences, and the last sentence cannot be ignored.  The “public”
part was in reference to our neighbors and/or other sports clubs for example, or simply to someone that may stop off on a drive and
take a break there. 

 

PHHOA has adamantly opposed other types of development in the past.   Precedent and policy in that regard has been well
established over the years.
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I’m told a past inquiry from Fire was denied about 10 years ago (I presume under Don or TJ, who were presidents about that time). 
Dave Stajcar can better to speak to that as he asked.

 

I know PHHOA adamantly opposed a CDOT proposal to turn it into a park-n-ride.  Deb Carney (as member of PHHOA and on behalf
of CARE) was one of many arguing against it and asserted a need for an environmental assessment and possible wetland implications
as it was now holding water (and wildlife).    I was part of the team arguing against it.   The general point was to leave the open space
alone – don’t develop it.  

 

I don’t think it in PHHOA’s interests to sell that ground, and in any event, can say absolutely and resolutely – it was never the intent
of the restrictions to allow building of a large structure (residential or commercial – public or private) down there!

 

Some have tried to make something of the difference in the language with the restrictions on the bottoms – let me simply say, nobody
contemplated playing soccer or baseball down there… thus no community/public reference, but emphasis on natural, scenic, wildlife,
open space, trails, etc.  It too has the same prohibition against “residential or commercial building improvements”.   I doubt anyone
wants to start suggesting that someone could build a massive barn or some other structure in one or more bottoms to shelter the
wildlife and/or base horse, bike and trail rides… or does someone really suggest that too?   That wasn’t the intent either.

 

Kevin Groeneweg

346 Lamb Ln

PHHOA Class I Member

Former President of the Board

 

 

164 Deed and Restrictions - PHHOA.PDF 
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Paradise Hills <paradisehillsboard@gmail.com> Sun, Oct 16, 2022 at 4:47 PM
To: Kevin Groeneweg <kevin@mobilebarriers.com>, Jeff Carr <jeffcarr811@gmail.com>, Al Summerford
<alsummerford907@gmail.com>, Karen Rutherford <kruthr4rd@msn.com>, stellakhirsch@gmail.com, Nafisa Bringe
<nafisa.bringe@gmail.com>
Cc: Ashley Meyer <anpluskis@gmail.com>

Kevin,
Sharing with the rest of board. 

thanks!
[Quoted text hidden]
--  
Paradise Hills HOA - 2022
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Message blocked

Your message to kevin@mobilebarriers.com has been
blocked. See technical details below for more information.

The response from the remote server was: 

554 5.7.1 <paradisehillsboard@gmail.com>: Sender address rejected: Blocked by this recipient

Final-Recipient: rfc822; kevin@mobilebarriers.com 
Action: failed 
Status: 5.7.1 
Remote-MTA: dns; mx1.emailsrvr.com. (146.20.161.1, the server for the domain mobilebarriers.com.) 
Diagnostic-Code: smtp; 554 5.7.1 <paradisehillsboard@gmail.com>: Sender address rejected: Blocked by this recipient 
Last-Attempt-Date: Sun, 16 Oct 2022 15:47:59 -0700 (PDT) 

---------- Forwarded message ---------- 
From: Paradise Hills <paradisehillsboard@gmail.com> 
To: Kevin Groeneweg <kevin@mobilebarriers.com>, Jeff Carr <jeffcarr811@gmail.com>, Al Summerford
<alsummerford907@gmail.com>, Karen Rutherford <kruthr4rd@msn.com>, stellakhirsch@gmail.com, Nafisa Bringe
<nafisa.bringe@gmail.com> 
Cc: Ashley Meyer <anpluskis@gmail.com> 
Bcc:  
Date: Sun, 16 Oct 2022 16:47:48 -0600 
Subject: Re: 164 restrictions - No Build on OPEN SPACE 
----- Message truncated ----- 

Karen Rutherford <kruthr4rd@msn.com> Mon, Oct 17, 2022 at 8:28 PM
To: Paradise Hills <paradisehillsboard@gmail.com>, Jeff Carr <jeffcarr811@gmail.com>, Al Summerford
<alsummerford907@gmail.com>, "stellakhirsch@gmail.com" <stellakhirsch@gmail.com>, Nafisa Bringe
<nafisa.bringe@gmail.com>, Karen Rutherford <kruthr4rd@msn.com>
Cc: Ashley Meyer <anpluskis@gmail.com>

Stella,
Your work and research on this is greatly appreciated. 

My thoughts are to hit pause on selling the land.  In the Valuation Report from the Appraiser, he states the following
"The subject is zoned "MR-1" which allows for residential structures and other uses as per County/City Zoning Code.
The subject currently is vacant land with some picket fencing. However, according to a Quit Claim Deed provided
to the Appraiser, the subject is deed restricted "solely to community, public, and public recreational
purposes". No residential or commercial building improvements shall be permitted". Consequently, based on
the deed restriction, the highest and best use of the subject parcel is vacant land for specific purposes
detailed in the Quit Claim Deed. 

Based upon the appraiser, I would suggest that we contact our attorney that we normally use to provide legal advice
moving forward. I believe we are violating the covenant. I wonder if MALT saw the valuation from the appraiser?  

I rescind my support for allowing the fire station to be built on that site or anything else. 

Warm Regards,
Karen 

mailto:paradisehillsboard@gmail.com
mailto:kevin@mobilebarriers.com
http://mx1.emailsrvr.com/
http://mobilebarriers.com/
mailto:paradisehillsboard@gmail.com
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From: Paradise Hills <paradisehillsboard@gmail.com> 
Sent: Sunday, October 16, 2022 4:47 PM 
To: Kevin Groeneweg <kevin@mobilebarriers.com>; Jeff Carr <jeffcarr811@gmail.com>; Al Summerford
<alsummerford907@gmail.com>; Karen Rutherford <kruthr4rd@msn.com>; stellakhirsch@gmail.com
<stellakhirsch@gmail.com>; Nafisa Bringe <nafisa.bringe@gmail.com> 
Cc: Ashley Meyer <anpluskis@gmail.com> 
Subject: Re: 164 restric�ons - No Build on OPEN SPACE
 
[Quoted text hidden]

dawn@iwapi.com <dawn@iwapi.com> Sun, Oct 23, 2022 at 12:52 PM
To: Paradise Hills <paradisehillsboard@gmail.com>
Cc: Ashley Meyer <anpluskis@gmail.com>, Kevin Groeneweg <kevin@iwapi.com>

Ashley,

 

There seems to be a mix-up. The email below is not on the website. Instead the link for “164 No Build KG Community
Email” opens a different document (i.e., the FFPD proposal emailed to the community on 10/8/22).

 

Please link to his email below and PHHOA’s prior 2000 CDOT letter re 164 (attached to this email).

 

Just following up, do you have the Association records at this point? and when and where can they be viewed?

 

Thank you.

[Quoted text hidden]

 

 

PHHA DRAFT LETTER 72000.pdf 
113K

mailto:paradisehillsboard@gmail.com
mailto:kevin@mobilebarriers.com
mailto:jeffcarr811@gmail.com
mailto:alsummerford907@gmail.com
mailto:kruthr4rd@msn.com
mailto:stellakhirsch@gmail.com
mailto:stellakhirsch@gmail.com
mailto:nafisa.bringe@gmail.com
mailto:anpluskis@gmail.com
https://mail.google.com/mail/u/2/?ui=2&ik=40b58c8d62&view=att&th=18406301491df3e4&attid=0.1&disp=attd&safe=1&zw

