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Appeal of an Administrative Decision to City Planning Commission

Complete this form if you are appealing an Administrative Decision to City Planning Commission.

Cjuua C 9 RICE ( $ Orves, Hmeoomeb) 103-200-89D

Name of Appellant Phone Number

05065 uMeeR  Rroae LA Coodree CO 8008

Address (Include City, State, ZIP)

ﬂu\xe,c;‘pmce, € comcasi . nNet
Epal

Project Information

OO0 RANCH RoAD STORME

Project Name

PARCEL. NUMDER © (R2230000%F

Site Address (TSN if not yet addressed)

NewY Development  PLAN

Type of Application Being Appealed

OEPN -E2- D07

All File Numbers Associated with the Application

TAMARA OAXTER

Pro;ect Planner's Name Hearing Date ltem Number on Agenda

Appellant Authorization

The signature(s) below certifies that | (we) is(are) the authorized appellant and that the information provided on this form is in
all respects true and accurate to the best of my (our) knowledge and belief. I(we) familiarized myself(ourselves) with the rules,
regulations and procedures with respect to preparing and filing this petition. | agree that if this request is approved, it is issued
on the representations made in this submittal, and any approval or subsequently issued building permit(s) or other type of
permit(s) may be revoked without natice if there is a breach of representations or conditions of approval.

o & 1/2)) 2025

ure of Appellant Date
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Appeal Submittal Should Include:

All ltems Are Required
)Z( Completed Appeal Form (this document).

% Evidence of “Affected Party” Status — check the box below and provide justification for the chosen box.
E‘ Notice of Appeal (see requirements on page 3 of this document).

%\ $176 check payable to the City of Colorado Springs. '\/AHP\R ,\ NMTO CcoulD RE LCONE ONLENE

Submit all 4 items above to into the Accela review system - https://aca-prod.accela.com/COSPRINGS/Default.aspx.
Appeals are accepted for 10 days after a decision has been made. Submittals must be received no later than 5pm MST on
the due date of the appeal. Incomplete submittals and / or submittals received after 5pm or outside of the 10-day window

will not be accepted. If the due date for the submittal falls on a weekend or federal holiday, the deadline is extended to the
following business day at 5 pm MST.

If you need additional assistance with this application, please call the Land Use Review front desk at (719) 385-5905.

Affected Party Status

Please indicate, per UDC Subsection 7.5.415.A(1)(a) (Right to Appeal), which of the definitions of “Affected Party” that
applies to the Appellant.

0 (1) The applicant for the decision being appealed;
ﬁ (2) The owner or tenant of a lot or parcel of land located within one thousand (1,000) feet of the subject lot; or

(38) Any owner or tenant of a lot or parcel of land located within three (3) miles of the subject property who has
preserved standing by:

O (@ Testifying at the public hearing on the application;  \JON) £ BELD ]
t{ (o) Submitting written comments prior to the public hearing on the application; or

0 (c) Inthe case of applications approved by the Manager or an administrative official, submitting written

comments to the Manager or administrative official during the comment period before the Manager or
administrative official’s action.

2/3



/ A \ PLANNING + NEIGHBORHOOD SERVICES

SPRINGS Land Use Review
OLYMPIC CITY USA Appeal of an Administrative Decision to City Planning Commission

Notice of Appeal

The Notice of Appeal Shall State:
(1) The specific provision(s) of this UDC that is the basis of the appeal;

(2) Which of the following criteria for reversal or modification of the decision is applicable to the appeal:
(a) The decision is contrary to the express language of this UDC;
(b) The decision is erroneous; or
(c) The decision is clearly contrary to law; and

(3) Describe how the criteria for the relevant application have or have not been met.

~ provided in oMochment ¢
- Counczy. AfPepy. SToRAGE FINAL - RD25012
o qbo (]‘ﬁ'@@h@@“
- O RAneH Siorpce APreA . OTeWATURES
~ Communi 'L\f n aqree ment of oppral
« Peer LANGE  PAave MugPnN EMAZL TRAFEIC
~ Notes Cily to reguire. commumity
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Appeal Amendment for DEPN-22-0021
Project: Old Ranch Road Storage
Appellant:

The community was placed at a clear and unfair disadvantage by the City’s failure to disclose,
until after the submission of this appeal, that the project would be reviewed under the previous
Chapter 7 standards rather than the new Unified Development Code (UDC).

The actions of the City in this matter are nothing short of egregious. Information crucial to the
community's understanding and participation in the appeal process was casually close but not
communicated in an official capacity. Failing to disclose the relevant source material and code
standards governing the project from the outset, the city has not only undermined the
community's efforts but has also demonstrated a blatant disregard for transparency and
fairness.

The community deserves better; we deserve a planning team that values their input and
ensures they have access to all necessary resources to advocate effectively for their rights and
the integrity of their neighborhood. This situation demands immediate rectification and
accountability for the mismanagement of information that should have been readily available.

At no point before the short appeal window was it communicated to residents or community
representatives about which version of the code would govern the review of this project. The
city staff or those directly involved are familiar with such nuances in the planning process but
failed yet again to make them available in official public notices or outreach materials.

As a direct result, the community’s appeal and all related work were prepared in good faith
using the only available, public-facing legal standards, the UDC. Informing us after the fact that
a different, older code applies is not just a procedural misstep; it constitutes a substantive
unfairness and deprives residents of a meaningful opportunity to participate on an equal
footing.

The City’s after-the-fact disclosure of the governing code undermines public trust and raises
serious concerns about transparency, due process, and equity in the planning process. This
appeal should not be prejudiced or dismissed on technical grounds that were not disclosed to
the public before the close of the appeal period.



At a minimum, residents should be allowed to revise their statements, and the Council should
consider the equities of applying new code standards in light of the prolonged and opaque
process.

Additionally, the Planning Commission acknowledged on multiple occasions that Old Ranch
Storage is adjacent to critical habitat for the ESA-protected Preble's jumping mouse
(https://ecos.fws.gov/ecp/species/4090) but fails to disclose or study the effects of the project
on its surroundings.

The Plan fails to address the negative impact this project will have on the Preble's jumping
mouse, specifically through habitat destruction, increased noise, and light pollution.

Further, runoff from the development will affect the Pine Creek and Kettle Creek watersheds.
Development also creates a large area of impermeable surface, which prevents rainwater from
recharging the aquifer.

Detriment to Public Interest, Health, Safety, Convenience, and General Welfare
(7.5.603.B.1)

e The proposed storage facility introduces an industrial-scale, commercial use at the edge
of a high-density residential neighborhood. Its massing, fencing, and lighting are
fundamentally incompatible with the character and expectations of adjacent
communities.

e The project is expected to generate an estimated 750 vehicle trips per day, with over 50
trips during peak hours, placing an undue burden on local residential streets that are not
designed for such high intensity. The proposed site entrance has been flagged by the
City’s own Traffic Engineering division as unsafe and noncompliant, lacking required
sightline documentation and proper gate placement.

e The introduction of 24/7 operations and high-output lighting threatens to increase late-
night traffic, crime risk, and significant light pollution, directly undermining the welfare
and peace of neighboring families and wildlife habitats.

e The developer has proposed open metal fencing rather than solid masonry walls, which
do not meet neighborhood standards and thereby fail to provide adequate buffering,
privacy, and transition, directly conflicting with longstanding expectations for
compatibility.

Inconsistency with the Comprehensive Plan (7.5.603.B.2)

e Contravention of Community Goals: The Comprehensive Plan and related master plans
emphasize the protection of neighborhood character, ensuring compatible infill, and



mitigating the negative impacts of non-residential development. The proposed facility
directly violates these principles by introducing a non-integrated, visually discordant
structure into a residential gateway.

Failure to Advance Community Livability: The project does not make a positive
contribution to the neighborhood's fabric. Instead, it creates a harsh, commercial edge
and fails to provide amenities, transitions, or features that would support the goals of
livability, walkability, or a harmonious built environment.

No Demonstrated Community Need: The application fails to establish a community-
based need for this type of development at this sensitive, residential location, nor does
it address the absence of local precedent for similar commercial uses.



Inconsistency with Master Plan(s) (7.5.603.B.3)

e Lack of Alignment with Adopted Master or Sub-Area Plans: Where master plans or
neighborhood frameworks exist, this proposal is inconsistent with stated objectives to
protect residential edges, provide transition areas, and avoid adverse impacts from
incompatible commercial development.

e No Master Plan Amendment or Justification: If the proposal is inconsistent, it should
require an amendment or additional justification, which has not been provided or
supported by community engagement.

Locational Criteria for Mixed-Use Not Applicable (7.5.603.B.4)

o Not a Mixed-Use Zone: Although this criterion does not directly apply, it is notable that
the proposed facility is purely commercial, rather than mixed-use, and thus offers none
of the community or transitional benefits that mixed-use development is intended to

provide.



Appeal Statement for DEPN-22-0021
Project: Old Ranch Road Storage
Appellant: Julie C. Price and Community in Area of Project

Failure to comply with the city code

The project is non-compliant with UDC § 7.5.515, which mandates compatibility with
surrounding land uses and requires buffering to minimize impacts. This project achieves the
opposite:

e This is a storage facility inserted into a residential neighborhood. Any commercial
development must consider the character and feel of the surrounding residences. The
proposed development is not compatible with the area.

o Typically, commercial developments that abut neighborhoods are professional offices
and shops (restaurants, dentists, hardware stores, etc.) that enhance rather than
detract from the area.

e® The storage facility introduces incompatible fencing along Old Ranch Road and the east
property line, ignoring the solid wall standards set by adjacent communities.

e |t fails to harmonize with neighborhood character, introducing industrial materials,
lighting, and security fencing at the gateway to a family-oriented, residential area.

e There is no meaningful transition or mitigation between the storage facility on the east
and north property line shared with The Townes at Kettle Creek, a solid perimeter wall
already exists. Instead of proposing a redundant, visually discordant fence, the
developer failed to propose a suitable solution or integrate it into the existing wall
structure, thereby compromising continuity, privacy, and compatibility.

Further, under UDC § 7.1.103(a), the development fails to preserve neighborhood identity or
protect residents from incompatible adjacent use. It does not promote welfare; it actively
undermines it. There is a clear departure from the Uniform Development Code. The City is
bound by its laws. There is no legal or moral basis for this approval to stand.

The city planning department failed to facilitate a community meeting

The Planning Department failed to facilitate a meeting between residents and the developer
before advancing and approving this project. That meeting never happened. Emails confirming
this promise are attached.



The initial notice was two years ago. The city planner departed from their role at the city, failed
to properly hand off the project, and the community believed the project was canceled.

Contrary to the community's belief, the project continued. The community did not receive
subsequent notices that the project was back on and slated for approval. The process requires
notice so that neighbors can have an opportunity to be heard. The UDC requires posted and
mailed notices. It is absurd to suggest that notice from years in advance or publications in the
Colorado Springs Gazette satisfy the requirements of the code when the previous notices were
clearly posted on the site, and the community was previously provided ample lead time.

The City’s UDC explicitly requires formal mailed notice to all property owners within 1,000 feet
of the proposed project site, as outlined in UDC § 7.5.403.F and § 7.5.406.C—D. These
requirements are not discretionary and were not provided to the surrounding neighbors. The
city failed to perform its due care in providing the community with official notices.

An email sent to a select few individuals or neighborhood groups does not fulfill this legal
obligation and is not considered valid public notice. Email is informal, incomplete, and easily
missed, and it does not reach all affected property owners as required. Further, several
neighbors who previously filed did not receive the email from the city planner.

Without notice and a public hearing/meeting, there was no meaningful input, no public
collaboration, and no transparency. Instead, the project was approved despite the community
objections. That alone is grounds for reversal. The process is flawed, opaque, and conducted in
bad faith.

If the City relied on email in lieu of mailed notice, the approval process is procedurally defective
and must be vacated. Any action taken without proper notification is invalid and must be
reversed.

Misaligned and incompatible architectural design

The proposed project introduces harsh, incompatible commercial features, a complete
mismatch with the residential character surrounding it. To date, no effort has been made to
propose an integrated architectural style, visual tone, or material palette for the neighborhood.

The plan calls for a six-foot metal security fence (Fence Type #2) along Old Ranch Road, directly
across from a solid wall that defines the community standard, not only for the Kettle Creek
community, but also the Pine Creek community. The east boundary is also mismatched,



introducing a jarring break in the established design. This is not a minor detail; it is a deliberate
disregard for context.

If this were a business park or highway corridor, the decision might be justified for a business
park; however, the monolithic commercial facility will be built at the entrance of a residential
neighborhood. That is unacceptable, and the approval must be reversed.

The developer’s proposal to install an open metal fence along the north side of the property is
entirely inconsistent with the existing solid masonry walls that define the surrounding
residential communities.

Along the east property line shared with The Townes at Kettle Creek, a solid perimeter wall
already exists. Instead of proposing a redundant, visually discordant fence, the developer failed
to propose a suitable solution or integrate it into the existing wall structure, independent of the
landscaping addition, thereby compromising continuity, privacy, and compatibility.

Any fencing or perimeter treatment along the north boundary, which is directly visible from
public rights-of-way and adjacent homes, must match the established standard of solid privacy
walls, not metal, iron, or other commercial-grade alternatives.

The City cannot allow the introduction of lower-quality materials that break the visual integrity
of the neighborhood. This is not a business park. This is the edge of a high-density, family-
oriented residential community. If the developer seeks approval, they must meet, not
undercut, the existing standard.

Unrestricted 24/7 operations endanger neighborhood safety and
quality of life

No other local business operates around the clock in this area, and there are no commercial
buildings nearby. The approved storage facility project would invite off-hour traffic, increased
light pollution, and elevated security risks. Residents have not asked for "reasonable
accommodation."

We clearly state that 24/7 or discretionary hours of operation are unacceptable, and we do not
favor prioritizing business convenience. It's about preserving livability of the residents of the
community.



The community disagrees with the City’s position that this project will not increase motor
vehicle traffic on surface streets, namely Rhinestone Drive, Kettle Ridge Drive, and Looking
Glass Way. The project proposes approximately 500 storage units, which, based on national ITE
trip generation rates, are expected to result in an increase of 750 vehicle trips per day, including
over 50 trips during the evening peak hour alone.

The streets above are residential corridors not engineered for that level of intensity, especially
from a commercial site without operating hour restrictions, an improperly placed entrance
gate, and no ingress or egress from Old Ranch Road.

The City’s own Traffic Engineering division flagged the proposed site entrance as unsafe and
noncompliant, specifically noting the lack of required sightline documentation and the
proximity of the gate to Rhinestone Drive.

It remains unclear if these concerns, raised multiple times, are addressed in the latest
submittal.

The following Traffic Engineering comments remain unanswered:

1. “Please show and call out ‘on this sheet’ the speed line of sight with the adequate sight
distance length (footage) for the proposed access.”

2. “The gate shown at the proposed entrance access is too close to Rhinestone Dr. Please
locate the gate at a minimum of 50 feet from the flow line and provide an open median
for U-turn vehicles.”

Combined with the project's scale of over 500 units, undefined operating hours, and location at
a key residential intersection, the access issues pose an unacceptable traffic and safety burden
on surrounding residents. Approval must be reversed until these fundamental engineering
deficiencies are corrected.

The applicant’s lighting plan proposes the use of a variety of fixtures with a lumen output
ranging from 1,000 to 3,000, all of which are downward-facing. However, it fails to specify the
total quantity, placement, or cumulative photometric impact on the surrounding neighborhood.
This omission is critical.



High-Output Lighting Plan Poses Residential Nuisance

Not only are the structures themselves incompatible, but the light pollution from harsh, bright
security lights also has a significant negative impact on the night skies and the adjacent wildlife
conservation area.

While individual fixtures may comply in isolation, the combined intensity of dozens of high-
output lights, operating 24/7, represents a significant risk of light pollution, particularly to the
adjacent residential properties to the north, west, and across Old Ranch Road.

Without a complete photometric study, including spillover analysis at the property boundaries,
the City cannot accurately assess compliance with UDC requirements for site compatibility,
buffering, and neighborhood protection.

Furthermore, the use of high-lumen commercial-grade lighting at the edge of a residential
community is inherently incompatible with the quiet, low-light character of the surrounding
area. At a minimum, the project must be required to:

e Submit a full lighting photometric plan,

e Implement shielded, low-glare fixtures, and

e Limit lighting operation hours to match restricted access hours.

As it stands, the proposed lighting configuration is incomplete, unregulated, and incompatible,
contributing to the growing evidence that this project is not ready for approval.

Demand for action

This appeal is not a negotiation. The City's process failed to include the community. The project
omits multiple sections of the UDC despite the city planner’s assertions. Residents were ignored
and continued to be ignored. The storage facility is incompatible with its surroundings, and
neither the city planning department nor the developer has shown any willingness to meet
even the most basic standards of compatibility.

The council must overturn the City's administrative approval, and the community demands that
the City Council do its job: enforce the law, protect our neighborhood, and require any future
development to meet the same standards residents are held to every day.
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Text Box
"The parties responsible for this plan have familiarized themselves with all current accessibility criteria and specifications and the proposed plan reflects all site elements required by the applicable ADA design standards and guidelines as published by the United States Department of Justice. Approval of this plan by the City of Colorado Springs does not assure compliance with the ADA or any other Federal or State accessibility laws or any regulations or guidelines enacted or promulgated under or with respect to such laws. Sole responsibility for compliance with Federal and State accessibility laws lies with the property owner. "
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Tamara.Baxter
Land Use Review Approved


----- vriginal Message----- o

From: Dave Murphy

Sent: Monday, September 19, 2022 3:39 PM
To: peter.lange @color rin vV

Subject: Re: File No. DEPN-22-0021

Hi Peter,

I live at 10605 Ouray Creek Point, adjacent to the proposed mini storage lot. | am very
concerned because | do not think another storage facility will add value to our wonderful
neighborhood. There is already a storage facility across Powers less than a mile away.
This lot is surrounded by nice homes and a storage facility does not belong.

I strongly oppose this proposed development. Please do not approve this development.

Dave Murphy

From: Dave Murphy

Sent: Tuesday, September 20, 2022 1:36 PM
To: peter. lange @coloradosprings.gov
Subject: Fwd: File No. DEPN-22-0021

Peter,

Please confirm you have received this email.

Thank you for taking the time to talk with me over the phone. | am
obviously not happy about this proposed development and would
like to be updated with any near future planned meetings,
petitions to disapprove etc.

As we discussed, | live on the end cap adjacent to the vacant lot
and | am very concerned about a buffer zone, lighting, 24 hr
usage, type of clientele and just the overall use. There is already
a large self storage facility on Powers just down the street! I'm
sure the owner and the City can find a much better development
that compliments the neighborhood.

Again, | strongly urge you to deny this project.



From: Dave Murphy <dave @bernsteinmurphy.com>
Sent: Monday, September 26, 2022 5:15 PM

To: Lange, Peter C <Peter.Lange @coloradosprings.gov>
Subject: RE: File No. DEPN-22-0021

Peter,

| met you at your office last week regarding the proposed mini storage
development. I'm not sure if this is true but | have heard that this is your
last week and you are moving? If this is true, who will be taking over
this proposed project?

Thanks,

Dave Murphy

From: Lange, Peter C <Peter.Lange @coloradosprings.gov>
Sent: Monday, September 26, 2022 5:49 PM

To: Dave Murphy <dave @bernsteinmurphy.com>
Subject: RE: File No. DEPN-22-0021
Hi Dave,

I'm not sure who said that, but that is incorrect information. | am not
moving anywhere. I'll still be your point of contact.



A GO R =
From: Dave Murphy <dave@bemsieinmurphy.com> rD A E, € Jéﬂﬂ M\IR(’H
Sent: Wednesday, October 5. 2022 3.01 PM . ! c
0 Lange, Peier C <Peter Lange @coloradosprings govs 1% 605 ov f.’,&\{ Clegy PT'
Subject: Re: Proposed mini storags development
CAUTION! - External Email. Malware is most cornmoenly spread through unknown smail attachments and links. DG
NOT open attachments or click jinks from unknown senders or unexpected email!
Hi Peler,

Just checking in 1o see what is new with he applicant aftsr the overwhelming neighborhood opposition? Pleass updaie
me with any poientiai upCHIMing hearings.

Thanks

Dave Murphy

Sant from my iFhone

r r“'—r--—r ——
{ OnOcts 2022 ot 245 P, Lange, Peter <Pezee‘.Langs@coloradosprmgs.gov> wrote:
Hi Dave,
Thera are no UPLOnTng hearings 2t the moment. | i i
; 2o R eI i B0 1 am refeasing the initial dspartimental comments tomorrow §
applicant will nead to address fhe deparimental comments as well as the general pubiic °°";memsf % and the
You all will receivs public notices when we get closer 1o a fhearing for this item.
1 I OnCct13, 2022 ai 7:43 Al Langs, Peter C <Peter Lange@coloradosprmgs‘gov:- wrola:
The comments haven’ been released {0 the appiicant yet so won't be abie 1o send them over just vt
—~---Criginal iessage----
From: Dave Muiphy <dave@hernstainmurphy.corm
Sent: Thursday, Dctober 13, 2022 342 AM
To: Lange, Peter C <Peter.Langs@coloradosprmgs,gow
Subject: Re: Proposed mini storage devalopment
CAUTION! - External Email. Mahware is most commonly spread threugh unknown email aftaciiments and links. DO NGT
open aitachments or click links from unimown senders or unexpacted emaill
Good Morning. .
Can you pisase send me the initial deparimental comments vou seferenced below?
Thanks
Seni from my iPhona

7 e

----- Criginai Message-—-
From: Dave Murphy <dave@bemsteinmurphy.com>

Sent: Thursday, October 27, 2622 6:36 P

To:Lange Pster G <Pazer.Lange@coloradosp!ings.gow

Subject Re: Proposed mini siorage development

CAUTION! - Extarnal Email. Maiware is most commonty spread Hrough unknown smail attaghments and finks. DO NOT
open attachments or click links from unknown sendars or unsxpected email

Hi Petar,

Have the commenis besn relaased i applicant? if sc. please forward to me

Thanks,

Dzva

Sent rom my iPhone



Dave Murphy
Sent from my iPhone

§ Oniov2 2022 at16:14 AM, Lange, Psier C <Pater. Lange@coioradosprings.gov> wrots:
Once | recaive ihe application payment the comments can then be released.

—--Original Megsage---.-

From: Dave Murphy <daus@bemsteinmurphycom>

Sent: Wednesday, November 2, 2022 10:00 AM

To: Lange, Peter G <Peter.Lange@coiotadosprings.go»
Subject: Ra: Proposed mini siorage developmani

CAUTION! - External Email, Malwars is most commanly spread through unknown email attachmants and jinks. DO NOT opan
attachments or click links fom unknown senders or unexpected amei!

Ol thanks.. but didn't vou last say thal initial deparimental commanis wouid 2e sent out?

Sent from my iPhone

; § On Nov2 2022, at8:05 AM. Lange, Peter C <Paiar.Langs@caloradosprings. qov> wrote:

é WMoming Dave.

-

| have been out of the office for the past waek so | nesd 1o 90 through my emall for confirmation of the application paymeant,
i don't think I've seen it just vet but i% confirm.

"

——Criginal Message-——

From: Dave Murphy <dave@bemsteinnmrphy.com>
Sent: Monday. November 28, 2022 2:50 AM

To. Lange. Peter C <Pater. Lange@coloradesprings.govs
Sublect: Re: Proposad mini siorage develogment

CAUTION! - Externat Email. Matwars is most somimonly spread through unknown email attachments and finks. DO NOT opsn
aftachments or click links from unkaown senders or unexpecied smail!

Hi Peier,

Hope you had a nice Thanksgiving.

Any update on the application payment ans relsasad City commeanis?

Tleomaion

§ Oroioveos, 2022, 21 4:37 PM. Lange. Paier G <Fetar.Lange@coloradospﬁngs.gow wrote:
Hi Dava.
Hope you had a nice Thanisgiving as wall,

| fried reaching out to the develoger again about a week 2g0 and { haven't heard back from them. | wil probably give them a cail by
the end of the wesk 1o gst an update on their appiication siais.

Thanks.

——-Original Miessage----

From: Dave Murphy <daveremsteinmu.rphy.con~>
Sent: Thursday, January 5, 2028 16:32 Ak

7o' Lange, Pefer <Peter.l_ange@coloradospvings.gou
Subject: Re: Proposaed nini storage development

CAUTION! - External Email. Maiware is most commonly spread through unknown smail arechments and finks. DO NOT open
attachments or click finks from uninown senders or unay cled smail! '

Hi Peter,
Can you give any updates on the proposed developmeni above?
Thanks,

Dave Murghy

Sent from mv iPhone



~—=Original Messagge---
From: Dave Murphy <dave@bemsi.s.‘nmumhy.com>
$enlf: Wednssday. Mgrsﬂ 15, 2023 2:48 P

©: Lange, Peter C < sier.Lange@coioradosprin S.gov>
Sublect; Ra: Proposed mini storage dsva!opn'})enig 9

CAUTION! - External Email. Malware is mosi

3 i commaonily spr : v " 2 o
attachmenis or ciick links from unknown senders or unéx;igcetgg gf;nglh urknown emafl attachments andlinks. DO NOT open

i 2ier bU o h ¥ i ver SHNTG d’SSel 1] “()}H :hB sufroundim: tat l(}hh()ih()l){fb was Ellotlg;-“ aeny they
l 1af1 |kS P ! i Or ‘fused. § i Qi hi e Overwh i
: g 3 g ne 4 > ¥

Dave

Sent from my iPhone

On Mar 15, 2023, at 4:54 PM, Lange, Peter C <Peter. Lange@coloradosprings.gov> wrote:

Dave,
We send the comments to the applicant in a separate email and have them respond to your comments in a response to comment letter.

They are aware of your feedback.

-—---Original Message----

From: Dave Murphy <dave@bernsteinmurphy.com>

Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2023 4:53 PM )

To: Lange, Peter C <Peter.Lange@coloradosprings.gov> v
Subject: Re: Proposed mini storage development

CAUTION! - External Email. Malware is most commonly spread through unknown email attachments and links. DO NOT open
attachments or click links from unknown senders or unexpected emaill

~—--Original

From: Dave Murphxn<dave@bemsteinmurphy.oom>
Sent: Wednesday, March 15, 2023 7:50 PM

To: Lange, Peter C <Pebr.Lange@00|oradosprings.gov>
Subject: Re: Proposed mini storage development

CAUTION! - External Email. Malware is most common read through unknown email attach ts links.
or click links from unknown senders or unexpected em'aymsp e fents and inks. DO NOT open attachments

Ok. Will you please email me when the community meeting is scheduled? | am traveling and don't want to miss in mail. Appreciate it.
Sent from my iPhone

—--Original Message-—

From: Lange, Peter C <Peter. Lange@coloradosprings.gob
Sent: Thursday, March 16, 2023 8:56 AM

To: Dave Murphy <dave@bemsteinmurphy.com>

Subject: RE: Proposed mini storage development

Hi Dave,

Sure, | can do that.

Il send you a follow up email once the community meeting has been scheduled.

Peter Lange
Planner i — North Team
Iéanwd Ugglnevieué »
ity of Colorado Springs
Office: (719) 385-2229
Email: Pe!er.Lange@eoloradospﬁngs.gov

Links:

Planning & Communi Development Home
Look at Applications Online (LDRS)
Pre-Application Meeting Request

COPlease consider the environment before printing this e-mail.



----- Original Message-----

From: Dave Murphy

Sent: Monday, July 10, 2023 8:27 AM

To: Lange, Peter C <Peter. Lange®@coloradosprings.gov>
Subject: Re: Proposed mini storage development

Hi Peter,

I'm following up on the proposed self storage site on Old Ranch Road and
Powers....anything new? | assume the developer has passed since our community
never received a planning meeting letter from you.

Thanks,

Dave

Sent from my iPhone

bernsteinmurphy

5635 N. Scottsdale Road. Suite 170-121

Scottsdale, AZ 85250

Dave Murphy
602-625-9311

dave @bernsteinmurchv.com

www.bernsteinmurphy.com

----- Original Message-----

From: Dave Murphy

Sent: Friday, July 11, 2025 3:34 PM

To: Peter.l ange @coloradosprings.aov

Subject: Re: Townes at Kettle Creek proposed storage facility

Hi Peter...it's Dave Murphy. Can you please call me at (602) 625-93117? Thx.
Sent from my iPhone

bernsteinmurphy

5635 N. Scottsdale Road. Suite 170-121

Scottsdale, AZ 85250

Dave Murphy
602-625-9311



From: Dave Murphy

Sent: Friday, July 14, 2023 7:14 AM
To: Peter.Lange @coloradosprings.gov
Subject: Re: Self Storage proposal

Hi Peter,

| tried connecting with you but haven't heard back. Did you move to a different
department?

Dave

Sent from my iPhone



Subject: Re: Grok re-zoning
Date: July 14, 2025 at 8:18 PM
To: jennifer murphy jenny71®@icloud.com
Cc: Dave Murphy dave@bernsteinmurphy.com

From: Dave Murphy dave@bernsteinmurphy.com 3
[ )

In Colorado Springs, rezoning a property from PBC (Planned Business Center) to MX-M (Mixed-Use Medium Scale) is subject to the
grocedures outlined in the Unified Development Code (UDC), specifically in Section 7.5.5 (Rezonings and Initial Zonings). Here's a concise
reakdown regarding neighborhood involvement, notice, and approval requirements:

- Neighborhood Involvement and Notice:
- Public Notice Required: Yes, rezoning to MX-M requires public notification. According to UDC Section 7.5.502, notice must be provided to
surrounding&ropeny owners within a specified radius (typically 1,000 feet, per UDC Section 7.5.707). This includes:

- Mailed Notice: Sent to property owners within the notification area at least 14 days before the public hearing.

- Posted Notice: A sign must be posted on the property at least 14 days prior to the hearing, visible from public rights-of-way.

- Published Notice: A legal notice must be published in a newspaper of general circulation at least 14 days before the hearing.
- Neighborhood Meeting: While not always mandatory, a pre-application neighborhood meeting is strongly encouraged or may be required
by the City Planner, especially if the rezoning is likely to generate significant community interest or impact (UDC Section 7.5.501). This
provides an opportunity for neighborhood input before the formal application is submitted.

- Approval Process:

- Planning Commission Review: The rezoning application is reviewed by the City Planning Commission during a public hearing, where
neighborhood residents and stakeholders can provide comments.

- City Council Approval: Final approval for a rezoning to MX-M requires a City Council decision, also through a public hearing. The Council
considers the Planning Commission’s recommendation, public input, and whether the rezoning aligns with the City’s Comprehensive Plan
and zoning criteria (UDC Section 7.5.503).

- No Direct Neighborhood Approval: While neighborhood input is considered, formal approval from neighboring property owners or
resid%nﬁs is not required. The decision rests with the City Council, based on compliance with zoning regulations and public welfare
considerations.

- Additional Considerations:

- If the MX-M rezoning includes a Land Use Plan (required in some cases per UDC Section 7.4.202), additional scrutiny may apply to
ensure compatibility with surrounding areas, potentially increasing neighborhood interest.

- The transition from PBC (which typically supports commercial and office uses) to MX-M (which allows a broader mix, including multi-
family residential) may raise concerns about density, traffic, or land use compatibility, prompting more robust public engagement.

Disclaimer: Grok is not a lawyer; please consult one. Don't share information that can identify you.



The signatures below represent su

e s pport for the attached Appeal to DEPN-22-0021: Old Ranch Storage
acility.
MQ&U&J})Q\M_ , AT 2oos
Printed Name Signature Date
Sard Wilhe i Qﬁ//@ Lt A~ A JVY 2075
Printed Name Signature Date
MQ“— Manshid - J—-"’éﬁ (9 Joby Sezs
Printed Namé Signature — Date”

Rocky Wcia it @Lim%x ([9( [2025
Ppinted Name- Signature Date

oud W)t ﬁw& O(\u&k N l AUNRS

Printed Nan@ Signature Datk
ﬁ«m Myers /v( Mﬂé—" [l JlzezZs
Y Printéd Name Sighature ate
Shphapsy Nugye G FL e 14 Sp)7025
" Printed N@me / Signature Date

D(&bmkmv\ W’N 19/1 (2025~
\. Printed Name Sign Date

Mipptee Lior— 774 97/2025

Printed Name Signature / Date
C liffon Dok  ome 5/ /2005
Printed Name Signature Date “

Adben e T [1]z025

Printed Name Signature Date




The signatures below represent support for the attached Appeal to DEPN-22-0021: Old Ranch Storage

Facility.
Nlex @%t)ﬁ' 2/% 7 -(4.25

Printed Name Slgnature Date
Katin Auist Cp/m(/uﬂ@ﬁ 71925
Printed Name Slg at re Date
MM\ S ' -9 -
Prin)féd Name = Signstur 5 Dl:le £5
Clinte Yeee (4 /-
Printed Naﬁle ure '7154? Q\S
Looun Speae ( Z@W WRICs
(Printed Name Sigfature " Datd
Vmichelly Sohmre ST oweg 271/ 9 195
Printed Name Sighature Date
%~-— / @* al / 25
ffAted Name ature Date’

é&ujv 7//f‘

\/1 (’)\LLM ﬂbm AJC L L4

llwwz G )l 1119/

Pri ed Name - / 1/ é(é"/néture Date
A//fﬁ 4 Aol Aﬂ(f/ / / [ 7/ 2r
Printed Namé “Signature ™ Date

Kellye Avnold Kéumi\vws - 19. 25

Prihted Name Signature Date

p—



:he'?ignatures below represent support for the attached Appeal to DEPN-22-0021: Old Ranch Storage
acility.

CoUan‘{)\ Pcad eon C&oﬁ?/% Pomdist, 1/14]%9

Printed Name “Signature Date

[ liaboeth, Penlieton W Cendbboe. = /19/a5

Beb&te;%ﬁ&?ldvu M&SW 7// 14/35

() Hovpit fopn s w}\ S /(((%(55
w N

MleDete ol 2efes

‘”ﬁf’:ﬂi‘&?w Rigabeth Routard 7 /1s/22

Cloy e LU
g Grie  pUGE s
Lmd&ﬂt//d Ngicﬂ%’ @W 73/{9 i /o? S
Midd Exqrsit %{4/‘ /14 jatezi

Stohare Beasdett _ SBpP TR 14 as

Printed Name ! Signature Date




The signatures below represent support for the attached Appeal to DEPN-22-0021: Old Ranch Storage
Facility.

&%%L Signature ' %AD%QDZS
L&h(‘t. )\}QLJQH 4/ / 7//9/2025"

Printed Name ignatufe— Date
M Ay IANE NewelL M\/‘*—'L 7] YIZozr
Printed Name Slg ature Date
F 1
VEFF Kepuwea % 7//5’/.20.2:
Printed Name ignature Date ©

2 Printgd Na5 me

Oteve Ma/doviado S Zne s 7/%45-2‘5'

Printed Name Signature Date 7
Midelle King W %%ﬁﬁ/ 7[13 [aes
Printed Name d Signatdre Date’

%N 7 E EOLER 7/&’/ 2026~
Printed Name | ature / Date

/Zu u(ss«.,>u\>5 @?@A; v /s 8/ze—

Pdinted Name ignature Date

T o~

Printed Name Signature Date

W/ [ /&L&M M ZIZ:?M #(A%'

Printed Name Signature Date




The signatures below represent su
Facility.

Printed Name

Printed Name

Me&f Som@v\ ‘Y

= i
ot 10O

Printed Name

AMﬂnM M/ &0

Printed Name

Cnalld) 0.\ g

-~

LG T~
\ Sfgnature

Signature

Ve

\ 7 ) .
4‘.‘.&_“‘ LM

pport for the attached Appeal to DEPN-22-0021: Old Ranch Storage

5

26

Dat

WS~

Date

i l?laol(
;i Sighature Date
/ [t % /1) >¢
Signature Date

Printed Nar{ej
m 'Lu,-‘tﬂm

A

Qﬂm@%’\/ g\ mg
Signature ‘Daté -

~ _7/isfsec

Printed Name / Signgtire” (/ * Date
fav\u&a) [ qusellg e [N\~ 7ﬁz (3038
Printed Nam& V Signature \ Date
AUz FSauere Ho Boazsin 7/18/2025
Printed Name Snature Date
POJ gdmc/ers %/ %,, 7/ 4 /M
Printed Name Signature Date |
P S Jig]as”
?(\ N 6711"! N I ILATN
Printed Name Signature /Date

CEnE  [Jeop K<

% ,7/ ;%?5

Printed Name



The signatures below reépresent support for the attached Appeal to DEPN-22-0021: Old Ranch
Storage Facility.

MMQMM Ferry _MLZZMM ﬁ%(m |4

Printed Name Signature Date
i e _

on ﬂnf\ Flecen X i NI, 17,/19 /()K
~  Printed Name Signature Dat/e

@bﬁﬁ@\}v«@“\ _ ™ ) /25

Signatu Date

LU VeGoa  Faumonesm 2l

Printed Name Signature Date
/ :' e e, .\.\\
/ : )' - 4 7 (7.‘7/ > ,/) [ —
DEATRICE Granp A2 7/20/as
Printed Name Slfg/nature Date

[eongid ﬁﬁem% 3/ 7f20/28

Printed Name

Signature Date
\/q,\ D\A\’L&Q ) ) w 7/20
Printed Name Signature Date



The signatures below re
Storage Facility.

Uinden K p-Kead, /%%M '}/I G/o02s

Printed Name = Signature Date

present support for the attached Appeal to DEPN-22-0021: Old Ranch

bopise DAKER. >< LV 1-19-35

Printed Name Slgnature Date
/\/\o Rk~ //// AL " P27 X
Printed Name ) Signature Date
6'/'4/6// _'S—:iﬂ’?’l. ey
*/Z%/Z’——f-—v _FI19-25
Pﬁnted Name Signature Date
Brgeie. Oshow M M—— O |9/ 2ozs
Printed Name Signature Date
Kira Schobet /@7//4/ 7/19/2035

Printed Name Slgnature Date

% e ﬁ@— O7/)5/A0as

Printed Name Signature Date




The signatures below re
Storage Facility.

Jark R Qhultn %4/)» VUW] 7/19)%5

present support for the attached Appeal to DEPN-22-0021- Old Ranch

Printed Name Slgnature Date
Koseer 7 etk /}%// 7/ 5
Printed Name Signature Date
mgm /—/\ ﬁur ‘étj //ﬁm/%/%///l/jb/ _‘7/9/3(
Printed Name ( gnature Date
/R/u/“ﬂfR }hf wu ﬂ‘)?“/)@ﬁ g/\g‘/\ :Z/?é?i‘/
Prlnted Name Signature g Date

B s Nnpiiress. /W/Mﬁmww 4/ 9/15

Printed Name

Signature Déte
@am %X\DW fam Mowt, 4///7/25/
7ln;levJ Naime Signature ate
Wavne Herzye Vo /Q.:/t 7/(5” 23

Printed Name Sig-?ca/tEArel OU / Dafe/
P "3



The signatures below re

present support for the attached Appeal to DEPN-22-0021: Old Ranch
Storage Facility.
Z/Mé Koy %47 (/)ﬂip 7//‘"’)125
) Printed Namé ) S@nature 0 /Date !
) wesld W’\
—D(} f—tq//s Qrnes Qm«l @Ww 7//7/25_~
/Pnnted Name Sngnature Date
Printed Name Sngnature Date
A Pavgeuse _[/VV i Z//7/Zf
Printed Name Signature Date

it leched  Tihel D el
( 'g /Daté

rinted Name L @/g ature

(e

Prmted Name

Cheol L. Norrs z9/6.5

Signature / Date

%M/C‘ A g /= , % A=l F A5
' Printed Name u Signature Date




The signatures below represent support for the attached Appeal to DEPN-22-0021 Old Ranch
Storage Facility.

St D= A ,/W TG -2

Printed Name Signature Date

I 1< Yo o L-jm'g& 4%@2@“\“- 2§28
Printed Name Signature Date

f Dam (\é/&lx/%l\&n m h'( \% 0005
Printed Name ignature Date

Khmol&tK Mar€ "f%mlx K\VV\ﬂﬂﬁn 1-19- 2075

N
Printed Name ignature Date

_b A v 1&‘ \\/\&Q‘\L %;\}{/'hf\ .\\ ] - ] Q“" 262.5

Printed Name Signature Date
’TEVW\" R\Lh&?/ C ﬂ,,.r o 1- 19~ 2025
Printed Name V" sidnatufe Date
Chvis \z\c,v\eu Qe,\,\wﬁ_/ Y i B0

Printed Namc,e Signature Date



The signatures below represent support for the attached Appeal to DEPN-22-0021: Old Ranch
Storage Facility.

Jo 9 A ﬁﬂmﬁ(’ 5 'J_,';L\l/ Zo2S

Printed Name Signature Date

L s R(mw /ﬂm?%m 9800, 2035

Printed Name Signatur d Date U

/\/I' Viwee Dusrre (| (ﬂjw o Oueld 10l 2096

Printed Name Signature Date

,ZE&/NF’CA, H uvp'ﬁMT //‘/\%I [ ‘t‘)UL\d 2425

Printed Name Signature Date

bnsspobs . HovwawT 19 JoLs 2 p2s
Printed Name ~ Signature Date

GRS Wrisht /ﬂzzm/l«u’mj} 19Fus Jva.s
Printed Name ¢ Sigr{ature Date

A ey Torny e 9, Iy FCS

/
Printed Name tgnature Date




The signatures below represent support for the attached Appeal to DEPN-22-0021: Old Ranch
Storage Facility.

Dana éooiwu\ (X\XW\ / ig;&@mk 1o Jamas
tu

Printed Name Signa Date/

Migx lpen //% W5
C Pate

Printed Name Signature

me L\fo‘f\ }< e °Zi #ZA anRs

Printed Name Signature Date

Q/QrJdlﬁm/MV\ﬁPrM L \/ 7//7/%

Printed Name | Slgn ure Date
K@"‘BLW ‘_{él}g 3= |95
Printed Name Signature Date

U Oty Bod renun | 2: M85
Pnﬁted Name nature Date

‘ZQID @ﬁ\)fj ' M/\/ T = 28

Printed Name Slgn ure Date




The signatures below re
Storage Facility.

D) froley =/ % 7/26/7

Printed Name

present support for the attached Appeal to DEPN-22-0021: Old Ranch

Signature Date

T(‘/mq M) /J/W %M[ Trte 10

Printed Name Signature Date

P

KGWVI e Lindsa % ’/—/-»4 7/ 14 / z5

Printed Name a Signature P Date

B[hn&(km Km)?m
e “

Printed Name

£/ 15

Date
MICHAGL Legics /IM” {JL/ 7‘/%/2}
Printed Name ) Signature Date

g ILO‘C 63 Kaste A %aoyg%sh 1-(9-25,

Printed Name

L
Signature Date

’Dws MU RpH (DM 119385

Printed Name = Signaturé/ Date




The signatures below represent support for the attached Appeal to DEPN-22-0021: Old Ranch
Storage Facility.

% Z& ﬁ [“/l;\/f ﬁ T~20 )¢

(S i

Printed Name Signature Date

//// L %/4/17@/&% éé/é 74) /25

Printed Name Signature Date

7/ P
(W-/ /Nrra,-«s 7 7/}0/%‘3

Prmted Name Signature Date

Printed Name Signature Date
Bﬁ% (ourrau “szém 7-820 25"
Printed Name Signature Date

MJ\Q\\-& I\ Qso\\m\é ¥ 1-95.55

Printed Name Signature Date

[afne//ul 4.

% gﬂ"—qj-/"'-/\/z,& A/W 7 —2_ 9 — S

Printed Name Signature Date




The signatures below represent support for the attached Appeal to DEPN-22-0021: Old Ranch
Storage Facility.

‘\,) BANN \/ ){A{ ﬂ{b

Printed Name

J(:rme ﬂom/oje/' @/ /> 20-2A8-

Printed Name nature Date

Zac)qu, _MOMPS% ﬂ7w////7——— /20 -~

Prmted Name Signature Date
Sem_twst TEE—
Printed Name \W Date

Kﬂ“‘H’lCEJ'V)é LW}QCK %/\M o) /,;lo oi

Printed Name J SQnature Date
Ainamaa Al VPW\&M 1/20/25
Printed Name Sl%ature Date

Ao foneso s %AL/ 7 /20/ 252

Printed Name Signature I Date




The signatures below re
Storage Facility.

Dorissa. Janas K@MMM// 1] 20|

present support for the attached Appeal to DEPN-22-0021: Old Ranch

(7055
Printed Name Signe{ty‘e bate
MRLN Sy fabiom el o5
Printed Name Signéure Date

MMRH JANA / %%0_25‘
Printed Name gnature ate

@AA(Q*\‘}\ I e~

5 e

SoN S

Printed Name Signature Date

e Y .

& \\8 Nl s ¢ , = S\ 25
Printed Name W ‘/Signature Date
Sé/ chl ~/~§74(04 ‘%ﬂ\@l« 7_?0/25—

Printed Name Signature Date

_?)/éé)é L)/ %ﬂw\ /2225
Printed Naffie Signature Q Date



The signatures below represent support for the attached Appeal to DEPN-22-0021: Old Ranch
Storage Facility.

Noncze L Ol ogwa L Gupl sl

Signature Date
o /
AFJA;NG /4{@/6' %‘d/ ?/7’0/2*5
Printed Name Slgnature Date
Dotia Moo g/\ 7/00/(§
Printed Name Signature Date
A/ﬁé/f@ /meScm//%f«)’“ f- 2O
Printed Nam gnature Date
\iAOv‘V LN N\O\«‘{"r /\J\O\/\B—q\m 7-;20‘9\5—/
Printed Name Signature Date
brie Moee /Loge Wbt ok
Printed Name Signature Date

spv suyN Lol @&u@) P 7}20f2s

Printed Name |gnature Date




The signatures below represent support for the attached Appeal to DEPN-22-0021: Old Ranch
Storage Facility.

B Mkcb\ac\ COV’I W U ‘7!249!2015’

Printed Name Slgnature Date

\_J \ 1 \'iCU/\G/ -l Mw |20 [ 2025

Printed Name Signature Date
Ann-Noel Spencer ﬁ@ﬂz‘%@a@g@ 7/20/75
Printed Name Signature Date

- }JF &//7% 7/20/725

Prmted Name Slgnature Date
/%oee\ﬁ\\é% %\ "’“’
Printed Name Slgnature Date
>corr Kekell e /2o
Printed Name 7 Signature Date
Ket o Hlyske || Kottt 2 v

Printed Name Signature Date



The signatures below represent support for the attached Appeal to DEPN-22-0021: Old Ranch
Storage Facility.

Nic ol Rolbinsoe Mo et~ 156 2N
Pnnted Name Signature Date
Qyvonk Vol Qv Vorn_ Y20 25
Printed I\J(é'lme Signatuvre Date

Miche| ™S, Qeba A /DL—QAQ\ 3. 20-9€

Printed Name Sign#ture \/\'S Date
) €55 \La Ddam\w %7% o Ll - LD
Printed Name / Slénature Date

7./ Dbl

Printed Nanv'n\e’ Signat e
{ 4 / ' e
J(ésfx[g ) / W T 2076
Printed Name Slgnatu/ Dat‘/e

Nick Cuneee // P24y

Printed Name Signature Date




The signatures below represent support for the attached Appeal to DEPN-22-0021: Old Ranch

Storage Facility.

~76mM H. 8@631&0»)

Printed Name Signature

o7/4 /3¢

Date
O eavneie Mudehe |f '\ Aia k ( 07 / 20 /2~
Printed Name ( 1 Slgnature Date
Jamest G rarAd @ 920 /? c
Printed Name Sig;lature Date

Meaer | ony WIAR D2 .

20|25

Printed Name Q ’ Signature

Date
Fames oo Jomes dcds 12025
Printed Name Signature ' Date
Cim Q’\(Prj; Cim des, 7_/20/ 27
Printed N;me Signature Date
Hailey Betancoort %f«’/é"?ﬁ; E/2005
Printed Name Signature Date



The signatures below represent support for the attached Appeal to DEPN-22-0021: Old Ranch Storage
Facility.

Cray (/.‘ /m Fine &’-\——{—// 7-20-25

~ Printed Name Signature Date
Cynthi& Vn\enhm 4@—— 7-29-25"
Printed Name @nature Date
&(5 &4—2(( M 7-(8-Z5

Printed Name Signature Date

Juue Linnd 7-19-25
Printed Name ighature Date

WAYNE Lo
L lagew o Pt 2 7525

/Printed Name // Signature Date

A@sw(mmg 7//?/27?
Printed Name Signature Dafe
Printed Name igrlature Date
Printed Name Signature Date
Printed Name Signature Date
Printed Name Signature Date
Printed Name Signature Date



The signatures below represent support for the attached Appealto DEPN-22-0021: Old Ranch Storage
Facility.

Milead S ¢ Tz % 750225

Printed Name Signature Date
Ellen Scales S bpun Ste 7 /1q(25
Printed Name Signature Date
Sk Blusin 3%1 99 el
Printed Name S lgnatute "Date
Ben Geatgo ”Qg/\i )%_7//%/,13—
Printed Name Signature Date
[/\/@[ ( 4 (9&“3'«{’/ %QQAA/(.\ 526@-449—/ 7/M/ZS
_ Printed Name Signature " Date
Mcigoe Nay %(XMWU, ﬂwu 7/19)2S
Printed Name Signature Date
Jamic (Uaus 4%:/ %/ﬂ/\ 7/19/2S
Printed Name Slgnature Date
Printed Name Signature Date
Printed Name Signature Date
Printed Name Signature Date

Printed Name Signature Date



The signatures below represent support for the attached Appeal to DEPN-

22-0021: (il%cz,itorage Facility.
7
%Zav\ (97 “\ 2025\ |0C4 Khincarene
Printed Name Signature Date /
Emily Garlock - [1 July 2025
Printed Name Signature Date

/Y
/})/om Grimes 4 Ol 595

Printed Name Signature Date

_ 3?3’3 L e Kq,’;,\ T,’a,f{

«~ - ¢ 9
fud 25 13/39 5(,41/0(%&?‘ RL/J{J/&, | A e

Printed Nam

Ann C CLM @{M/L CQ_QMM/\

M Clauda /Wi/w Ceauvols
3102 SWn mer Ragr 17

Printed Name Signature Date
NATHANEL. Eansy 7747
3123 Sumwer Lan Tef

Printed Name Signature Date
Susiin nﬁ Eor| 6( %('U“L%/

2|0 D Summer uﬂlr‘f 7| I}ZOZ:J

Printed Name “Signature Date
Printed Name Signature Date

Printed Name Signature Date



The signatures below represent support forthe attached Appeal to DEPN-22-0021: Old Ranch Storage
Facility.

7%/12’/4 WE/‘MS' M // RS
Printed Name Sngnature “ Date

M al¥ <0fw') 7//5’/25/

Printed Name Slgnature " Date”

ggﬁagn A dhomaa SHARN L. Thom#s 2/1 7/575’

Printed Name Signature Date
wa M Scha Ot LSl 708 (2025
Printed Name Signature Date
Liosanee 7 Lo A/ 9// o/ 1025
Printed Name e & Si@\aﬁ:}g Date -

Susan Deooks Bt ) & Pnas 1]18las

Printed Name Signature " Daté
forsst prod o alels

Printed Name Signature Date
T Samsthie 3925
Printed Name Date
Ungds SumsBne. 7//2/“5‘
Printed Name Date
Printed Name Signature Date

Printed Name Signature Date



The signatures below represent support for the attached Appeal to DEPN-22-0021: Old Ranch Storage

Facility.
/14 Zogé“ﬂ Q%ﬂ 7-2¢-23
Pnnted Name Slgﬁatﬁre Date
/’Qc) 4)1 Ty Ao Aéq q T2 25
Printed Name Signature Date
Doy 65l g Soffuct 7 20756
Printed Name Slgnatur Date
ﬂlxmf’/A G?DQC-?TCJ'. @//M '7/&:/&)"
Printed Name Signaturé” Date
Wabm Lobéan QAM/L 7?/%& Wil e ]
Printed Name Slgnat e Date
Fogeia Beuss om /7/%"‘“ 12/25
Printed Name /L Signature Date
% (2 <= ‘
U PRy P 1/20/EF
Printed Name Signature Date
.—Sﬂmff K 175 229Gp, : ’ o 7/:)0/:935)
Printed Name Signature Date

(lodotte pnsman  Clalste g o aloe|aens

Printed Name Signature Date
Wwitt b G a et ’7)‘2@/‘1&1\*
Printed Name Signatu@ [ Date

Printed Name Signature Date



