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August 22, 2020 
 
Town of Los Gatos 
Community Development Department 
 
Town of Los Gatos 
Town Council 
 
Subject:  146 Robin Way (The Dehkordi Residence) 

Appeal of Architecture and Site Application approval for proposed new home 
 
 
Dear Council members,  
 
As the property manager of 150 Robin Way, and on behalf of my mother the homeowner Dale S. Hill,  
I am writing in support of the approved design. I urge the Council to deny the appeal.  
 
As an architect practicing in the residential realm I am generally supportive of development projects that 
comply with the zoning regulations as well as the subjective criteria of design review guidelines. Having 
viewed the story poles, the design plans and renderings – including the streetscape study and the 
evolution of the façade and massing elements - I am comfortable that the scale and character of the 
home will fit well in the neighborhood and will have no significant negative impacts on neighboring 
properties, including ours. In fact, I find it to be a welcome addition to the Stonybrook neighborhood in 
which I grew up. 
 
I am aware how subtly the neighborhood has changed over the years since we arrived in 1965. Some 
homes have been rebuilt after fires, others expanded and remodeled, mostly within the prevailing ranch 
house style. The single-story covenant is largely responsible for this continuity of scale, but I think that 
incremental change within this framework can be positive.  
 
The written covenant prohibiting two-story homes has certainly been an effective foil to upward 
development pressures over the years, and this consistency of scale has rewarded property owners and 
residents with a classic suburban environment that values privacy, the appreciation of landscaping, and 
the enjoyment of outdoor living spaces. Regarding any concerns about the size of the proposed home I 
think it is fair to allow homeowners to come close maximizing the potential of the allowable one-story 
buildable envelope.  
 
Regarding specific concerns about views and privacy relative to 140 Robin Way, it is true that the 
proposed home will be somewhat closer to the shared property line and will be marginally taller in some 
areas. That said, the appellants’ own observation about grade elevation differences actually mitigates the 
impact: the ground plane of 140 Robin Way is approximately three feet above 146, which is in turn a 
similar dimension above 150. (As I recall from playing in the backyard of 140 as a kid in the late 1960s - 
when it was the Smith residence - its garden is even higher than the main building pad).  
 
In other words, due to the slope of the street, each home looks down upon its neighbor to the north. 
Historically this has been addressed with fencing and landscaping, tools that would apply well to this 
situation.  
 
I am unaware of any significant views to the north that would be impacted by the proposal. The lateral 
views are just the roofscape of neighboring houses. The backdrop of large trees is unaffected. 
 
Regarding specific critiques of the architectural elements of the design, the Residential Design Guidelines 
appear to have been narrowly reverse engineered to ensure a specific outcome: ranch house forever. In 
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my view that exceeds the purview of good guidelines, which should not tie the hands of adventurous but 
respectful homeowners working with a talented designer. 
 
The ranch house style itself is an outgrowth of the broader mid-century modern aesthetic that also 
includes Eichlers, the Second Bay tradition, and eventually Sea Ranch and other site-specific 
vocabularies. While an Eichler would stick out like a sore thumb in Stonybrook, the appealing 
architectural forms and materials of the approved design are, in my view, complementary to the 
surrounding homes. (In fact, I actually prefer one of the earlier design options that predated a hip roof 
over the stone clad façade volume).  
 
The standing seam metal roof will be tasteful, durable, and extremely fire resistant. In this ongoing period 
of dire fire risk, I cannot imagine any credible arguments against a high-quality metal roof. Chemically fire-
treated wood shingles and shakes are not particularly environmentally friendly, and even Type A fire 
resistant composition asphalt shingles would be unlikely to afford as much protection against fire and 
wind-blown embers as does as a metal roof.  
 
I understand that many folks are resistant to change, but I believe incremental change is beneficial – even 
crucial - to maintaining the vitality of the built environment. The Dehkordis have worked patiently and 
diligently with their architect and the neighbors throughout the process, respectfully playing by the rules 
all the way. They should be allowed to build this home.  
 
Thank you for your consideration.  
 
 
Sincerely, 
 

 
 
Lorin Hill, Architect  
CA license #C23266  
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August 24, 2020 
 
Town of Los Gatos 
Town Council 
 
Subject: 146 Robin Way – Request for approval for the proposed new house 
 
Dear Council members, 
 
As the property owners of 146 Robin Way, and on behalf of our children, we are writing in plea for your 
support of the approved project and to deny the appeal. 
 
We request for your support because we hope to build ourselves a home – for the first time and most 
probably for the last time in our lives. As part of this community, we hope to build on the good faith 
relationship between the neighbors, remain fair and kind towards each other, and while respecting each 
other’s opinion, honor each other’s individuality. 
 
In order to understand the sense of the neighborhood , we reached out to 32 families in the 
neighborhood on August 20-21, including the four (4) tenant families, and asked for their comments on 
our project – we did not reach out to the appellants nor the family who had come to their support in the 
previous public hearings.  Also we did not reach out to one of the neighbors who is an elderly woman 
with no email; we wished not to compromised their privacy or health by showing up at their door, 
specially knowing she had been in and out of hospital in the past few months. Out of the 32 families we 
reached out to, 17 had no concerns with our project, three (3) chose to not comment, and 12 have yet 
not responded as of 8PM on Monday August 24th. Please find attached the supporting neighbors’ 
signatures/comments. 
 
All along in the project, we have consistently considered the existing neighborhood’s characteristic while 
having an eye into the future. Early on, we communicated our plans with the 2+2+5 property owners 
plus their 3 tenants on Robin Way when we initially submitted our plan to DRC, followed up twice via 
mail, and heard no complaint.  Instead, we received positive responses like “excited for you! good luck!” 
from all. 
 
All along, based on the feedback, our sense was that our neighbors were supportive. 
  
Right before the first DRC meeting, we were surprised by the rigor and caliber of complaints from a few 
of the neighbors.  Following the DRC meeting and per the DRC recommendation, we revised the plans 
even though they were fully compliant with all governing codes, we reviewed the revisions with the 
concerned neighbors, which we believed addressed the issues that had been raised.  Three of the 
concerned neighbors later notified us that they appreciated the modifications and were no longer in 
opposition. But there was one neighbor who was still not satisfied and appealed. The project was then 
sent to the Planning Commission.  They too, approved our project.  Yet the approval is appealed again. 
In the meantime, some other neighbors reached out to us to render their sympathy for the delays in the 
project.  They also pointed out that they had been approached to oppose the project by those who were 
not in support. 
All along the review meetings, we have consistently taken the high road, been responsive, and shown a 
willingness to compromise.  All of those are particularly important, especially our willingness and 
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demonstration to modify our plans to meet folks halfway.  We have been reasonable while a few just 
seem to be repeating the same demands without any willingness to meet us part way. 
 
We come to you to plea for your help.  We simply are planning to improve quality of life for ourselves 
and our children: Arman an honored freshman in Los Gatos High, Mana in 2nd grade at Blossom Hill, and 
Yara at Mariposa Montessori preschool (I, Leila, have been serving as a volunteer on their Board of 
Directors for the past two years); all along respecting the regulations and neighborhood spirit.  We have 
further modified our compliant designs to satisfy concerns of the neighbors. At some point, and it seems 
like we are at that point, it appears no longer necessary or fair to attempt to satisfy unreasonable 
expectations. 
 
Everyone has been given ample chances to show code violations. None have been shown.  Instead, the 
complaints are repetitive, some of accusatory nature, some that invade our privacy, some dictating how 
we should spend our money or how the details of landscape design should be in our own backyard.  In 
the face of the adversity we are all facing, it is important to support each other, infuse hope and plan for 
better futures for all, as Mayor Jensen had requested of all of us too.  Our project of rebuild and hope 
for a better future, has become interrupted with heartbreaking encounters.  Continuing with additional 
public hearings when nothing is illegal or out of code, and when all the hearings have been exhausted, is 
less than fair.  Further unnecessary delays to beginning the project appear to be less than fair to us and 
our children. We believe the permit was rightfully due and we ask of you to please deny the appeal.   We 
appreciate the Council’s time and consideration. 
 
Thank you! 
Sincerely, 
Leila Bahreinian and Mehrdad Eslami Dehkordi 
 
PS: quick key facts: 
·       The house to our south, at 140 Robin Way, owned by the appellants, is on grounds higher than the 
grounds of our home at 146 Robin Way and has windows overlooking our home.  Given these, the 140 
house has direct view onto our property which can compromise our privacy; yet they are the ones 
complaining about their privacy! 
 
·       The house at 140 is the only house in the cul-de-sac that has tall gable ends that blocks sunlight to 
our property and the exterior design is full wood – these are unique features, different than the rest of 
the neighborhood. 
 
 
 
 
 






































