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Slaughter, John

From: gary schmidt <nobullschmidt@hotmail.com>
Sent: Monday, November 27, 2017 5:33 PM

To: Slaughter, John

Subject: Gail Willey application/appeal

I, Gary Schmidt, do not oppose the issuance of a a Special Use Permit on the subject property for a Whole Sale Nursurey
as is defined by the Development Code and affirmed by the Department of Community Development within the Staff
Report as long as the integrity of Steamboat Ditch is maintained; noise, flooding, air quality conditions, traffic and access
concerns are mitigated; normal and reasonable hours of operation are maintained; and there is a reasonable setback
from adjoining residential properties.

Any Industrial Use as defined by the Development Code and the Community Development Staff such as the Wholesale
Distribution of hardscape material such as rock and other inorganic ground cover, heavy decorative rock, railroad ties
and other heavy timbers, building and construction materials, cement and/or sand and gravel, topsoil and/ or fill
materials, fertilizer and soil nutrients and supplements, and the like; | categorically oppose. | understand that wholesale
distribution of these types of materials is currently restricted by the Development Code to Industrial Property or General
Rural property of 40 acres or more with a Special Use Permit. This is, at least in part, because of the necessity of the
substantial use of heavy equipment and it's potential impact on neighboring properties and community. Any such
industrial use (with heavy equipment operation) would be highly inappropriate for the subject property and is not
permissible under the current Code under any circumstances since it is a General Rural parcel of under 40 acres.

| believe that the current appeal of the actions of the Board of Adjustment decision on a Special Use Permit application,
in an attempt to modify the Development Code or it's interpretation, is not the appropriate or legal process that is due
and has not been properly noticed under the Open Meeting Law. The appropriate process would be to notice a hearing
for a change in the Development Code before the Planning Commission or an Appeal Hearing before the Board of
Adjustment to challenge the interpretation of the current code; NOT through or within a Special Use Permit process.
These processes would potentially allow these industrial uses on any and all General Rural property and would be of
interest to all residents throughout the entire County. If the County Commission is to consider changing the
Development Code or the Community Development interpretation thereof, that effort, by law, MUST begin with the
Planning Commission in the former case or with the Board if Adjustment in the latter. Under the Open Meeting Law
statutes such action must be specifically noticed as an effort to change the Code or the interpretation thereof. This
would effect anyone throughout the County that lives in any proximity to any General Rural property.

In addition, | believe that the code is specific enough in these matters that it should not be subject to interpretation. |
believe the only viable process to allow such industrial type uses in a General Rural zone (under 40 acres) would be a
change in the Development Code, not a change in interpretation. | also believe that the applicant's previous failed

attempt to modify the Development Code, through the appropriate process starting with the Planning Commission, is an
adverse admission by the applicant in support of my position in said regards.

Gary Schmidt

Property owner contiguous to the subject applicant property connected by public land

Sent from my iPhone
















































































































































































































































































































































