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sphbwrboed Resdents of Shoeruher Donnedly Sorage ¢l

St Agains! Appeal e PR Deaision Sheemiher Donnetly Storage U 1 22. 34

W are requesting that the Valiey County Compusstoners deny the appheant's request tor an additronal
sar oxiemen of e Condional ;aﬁae Perrmt (CUPY for the proposcd stofage facifity. As the

P began o expire, they reguested and were grapted a fwo-year extension for a tofal of three
vesrs New, theee vears have passed with no visible {PROVCIENES Df ProgIcss

el

Phe orgngl approtal was granted based on conditions, fraftic expeetations, mitastrueture capactty. and
1 needs that existed at tat time Since then, this srea has experienced contimued growth and
nands, housmg density, and surrounding

Con

changmg development patierns Traflic volumes. roadway det
fund uses are evolving apdly

Granting another lengthy extension without requinng a new CLP resiew would prevent the comnuanty

and the Commttee from evaluating the projedt under current conditions and standards. [ the developers

st prepared to begin construction at s time s reasonable and appropnate for the appheant o return
th a new CUP spphicabion onee they are ready o break ground

A sew review process would atlow the Commuttee to

. Reassess traflic impacts based on current and projected conditions Fhis will be very
nelpfut as [TD completes thar 33 Traffic study

YOU HAVE THE OPPORTUNITY TO RELY ON THE STUDY TO PROPERLY ANA LYZE
HOW THIS AFFECTS TRAFFIC AND REQUIRE ANY IMPROVEMENTS NEEDED.

. Evaluate whether the proposed slorage use femaims ap propriate for the arca

. Consider updated mfrastructure and pubhic safety concerns

. Ensure compatibihity with surrounding residential growth

. Alfow current residents and stakeholders the opportumity to provide mput hased on

todav’s realiies, not conditions from several vears 4go

Extensions should not seeve as indefimie placcholders for projects that may no longer retleet the best use
of the property or the needs of the community Requiring a new CUP application when the developer s
truly ready to proceed would provide transparency, accountabihity, and an updated analysts for both the
Comuuttes and the public

Yor these reasons, we respectiully ask the Commitiee to deny the requested extension and reqinre & 1ew
CUP application at the ime the apphicant 1s prepared 1o move torward with development
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Date: 07/15/2026
To: Valley County Commussioners

From: Neighborheod Residents of Shoemaker Donnelly Storage Cup 22-34

Subject: Against Appeal o PRZ Decision Shoemaker Donnelty Storage CUP 22-34

yunty Commissioners deny the apphcant’s request
for an additional three-year extension of the Conditional Use Permit (CUP) for the
proposed storage facility As the onginal CUP began to exprre, they requested and were
granted a two-year extension for a total of three years. Now, three years have passeo
with no visible improvements or progress

We are requesting thal the Valle

The original approval was granted based on conditions, traffic expectations,
infrastructure capacity, and community needs that existed at that time Since then, this
area has experienced continued growth and changing development patterns. Tratfic
volumes, roadway demands, housing density, and surrounding land uses are evolving

rapidly. .

Granting another lengthy extension without requiring a new CUP review would preven
the community and the Commuttee from evaluating the project under current conditions
and standards. It the developer is not prepared 0 begin construction at this ime. s

reasonable and appropriate for the applicant 1o return with a new CUP appiication once

they are ready to break ground.
A new review process would allow the Committee 1o:

. Reassess traffic impacts based on current and projected conditions. This will be
very helpful as ITD completes their 55 Traffic study.

YOU HAVE THE OPPORTUNITY TO RELY ON THE STUDY TO PROPERLY ANALYZE
HOW THIS AFFECTS TRAFFIC AND REQUIRE ANY IMPROVEMENTS NEEDED

. Evaluate whether the proposed storage use remains appropriate for the area

. Consider updated infrastructure and public satety concerms

. Ensure compatibility with surrounding residential growth

. Allow current residents and stakeholders the opportunity 10 provide input based
on today's realities, not conditions from several years ago

d not serve as indefinite placeholders for projects that may no longer

of the property or the needs of the community. Requinng a new CUP
is truly ready to proceed would provide transparency.
accouniability, and an updated analysis for both the Committee and the publc

For these reasons, we respectiully ask the Committee 10 deny the requested extension
and require a new CUP application at the time the applicant is prepared to move

Extensions shoul
reflect the best use
application when the developer

forward with development. — 0
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YOU HAVE THE OPPORTUNITY TORELY ONTHE STUDY TO PROPERLY ANALYZE
HOW THIS AFFECTS TRAFFIC ARD REQUIRE ANY IMPROVEMENTS NEEDED.

. Evaluate whether the proposed storage use remaras appropriate for the aren

. Comsider updated infrastructuse and pubbe salety concerns

. Ensure compatiblite with surrounding resdental growth

¥ Altow current restdents and staheholders the opportumty 10 provade mpot based on

av s realiies, not condions rom several vears ago

Vatensions should not serve as indelinrte placeholders Yor projects that may no tonger retlect the best wse
the property or the oeeds of G commumty Requinmg a new CUP apphicstion when the deyeloper s

uly resdy to procved would provide transparency, accountabulity, and an updated analvais for buth the

pinttee and the public
For these reasons, we respeetiully ash the Commtice to deny the reguested extension ind reguirg a mew
CL apphication at the e the spphicant s prepared o move forward vath development




Date: 0771572020

To Valley County Comimissioners
Frome Neighborhood Residents of Shoemaker Donnelly Storage Cup22-34
Subject: Against Appeal to P&Z Decision Shoemaker Donnelly Storage CUP 22-34

}

We are requesting that the Valley County Commissioners deny the applicant’s request for an addtiona
three-year extension of the Conditional Use Permit {CUP) for the proposed storage facility. As the
arignal CUP began to expire, they requested and were granted a two-year extension for a total of three
vears. Now, three years have passed with no visible improvements or progress.

The original approval was granted based on conditions, traffic expectations, infrastructure capacity, and
commurity needs that existed at that time Since then, this area has experienced continued growth and
changing development patterns, Traffic volumes, roadway demands, housing density, and surrounding
land uses are evolving raplidly.

nity
loper

Granting another lengthy extension without requiring a new CUP review would prevent the commu
and the Committee from evaluating the project under current condinons and standards If the dev
is not prepared to begin construction at this time, 1t is reasonable and appropriate for the applicant to
return with a new CUP application once they are ready to break ground.

A new review process would allow the Committee to’
@ Reassess traffic impacts based on current and projected conditions, Trus will be very

helpful as ITD completes their 55 Traffic study.

YOU HAVE THE OPPORTUNITY TO RELY ON THE STUDY TO PROPERLY ANALYZE HOW THIS AFFECTS
TRAFFIC AND REQUIRE ANY IMPROVEMENTS NEEDED.

L] Evaluate whether the proposed storage use remains appropriate for the area

@ Consider updated infrastructure and public safety concerns

® Ensure compatibility with surrourding residential growth

@ Allow current residents and stakeholders the opportunity to provide input based on
today’s realines, not conditions from several years ago

Extensions should not serve as indefinite placeholders for projects that may no longer reflect the best
use of the property or the needs of the community. Requiring a new CUP application when the
developer is truly ready to proceed would provide transparency, accountability, and an updated analysis
for both the Committee and the public

For these reasons, we respectfully ask the Committee to deny the requested extension and require a
new CUP application at the time the applicant is mepargd to move fc:arwe}rci with developmaent.
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Doug and Pamela Teeter
40 Creekside Court, Donnelly, ID

July, 20 2026

Valley County Commissioners
¢/o Cynda Herrick, AICP, CFM, Planning & Zoning Director
cherrick@valleycountyid.gov

RE: Appeal of PZ Commission Denial of an Extension Request for CUP 22-34 Shoemaker Donnelly Storage

Valley County Commissioners,

My wife and | urge you not to reverse the Planning and Zoning Commission’s denial. The applicant has had many
years to fulfill the requirements of their conditional use permit. The applicant’s request doesn’t show that in the
past three years they've been granted any approvals or permits that were key conditions of approval, such as:

-Must have approved storm water management plan and site grading plan approved by the Valley County Engineer;
-Shall obtain Central District Health approval prior to issuance of a building permit;
-Shall obtain building permit for the structures;

-Shall obtain a sign permit prior to installation of a sign; as well as
-Must have an approach permit from the Valley County Road Department and/or Idaho Transportation Department.

The last one is the most concerning, as their appeal only includes 2026 emails with the departments. Is the
applicant serious about the project and its effect to the safety of those traveling Hwy 557

Another condition of approval was “Any change in the nature or scope of land use activities shall require an

additional Conditional Use Permit”
The applicant’s agent invited some of our neighbors to meet early this year, one of our neighbors informed us that

the applicant presented a site plan to add many townhomes and single-family homes behind the proposed storage
facility. Clearly a change in land use activity that would also change designing the intersection with Hwy 55.

Again, we urge you to deny the appeal. There has not been meaningful activity as well as a proposed major change
in the applicant’s plans requires a new Conditional Use Permit.

Sincerely,

Doug and Pamela Teeter





