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Respectfully submitted,

Brian Hebert
Assistant Executive Secretary
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Shaban/Woodside Association/3

The manager has consulted with Woodside’s attorney. I'm waiting to hear.
Board's disinierest in the rule homeowner was charged with violating and dissemblance

In Qctober, 2004, my attorney, Jerilyn Paik, represented me at the appeal to the Woodside Board
of Directors. Once again, the rule did not seem important. Instead, the Association’s president
dealt, in my opinion, empty-handed, makeshift reasons for door knocker prohibition. (1. Door
knockers were noisy, potentially disturbing. In fact, my knocker had hung for seventeen years
without complaint from anyone. In fact, no disturbance substantiation was proffered. 2. Door
knockers were costly, that is, when units with knockers are painted, the painters must first
remove the knockers. In fact, homeowners could be told not only of upcoming painting-they
must be so informed-but also of the necessity to take a half-minute or so to remove their
knockers—or seasonal decorations.) Shortly thercafter, I was told to remove my knocker.

Request for homeowner membership list blocked by association attorney

Code 1363 stipulates “Members of the association shall have access to association records,
including . . . membership lists . . . ” Woodside’s attorney informed me I must not only state the
specific use to which I would put the membership list—"for Woodside issues™ not sufficient-but
also receive the Board’s permission to have the list.

Legal protection for homeowners needed

I would like the law to make provision for association homeowners to have a say via discussion
and vote with regard to governing documents, which include rules.

I know the law provides for homeowner input with respect to some matters, but not to all. In
light what T have observed at Woodside, T believe homeowners need all the legal protection and
assistance they can get, (I’ve heard the Attorney General is not interested. Why not?)

Questions about the impact of AB 2376 and of 1360 on my knocker (and perhaps other
architectural] matters

The digest says . . . The [2376] bill would require an association to provide notice annually of
any requirements for association approval of physical changes to property . . .~ Does this mean
the association must state explicitly that, for example, approval must be granted for door
knockers? If no such notice is given, might I be “free and clear” to have a door knocker? Or am [
“dead in the water,” given that the Board has decreed 1 cannot have a knocker?

Code 1360 says “the owner of the separate interest may . . . Make any improvements or
alterations within the boundaries of his or her separate interest that do not impair the structural
integrity or mechanical systems or lessen the support of any portions of the common interest
development.” A door knocker does not “impair the structural integrity . . . 7 Can 1360 help
me—and possibly others?
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