The attached, Midway Springs Development Petition, represents
the concerns of a large majority of abutters to the property of
approximately 50 acres. As immediate abutters we would like to
remind the Planning Commission and the City Council this proposed
development will have a major impact on the undersigned property
owners.

Property values and many quality-of-life impacts should be
considered with any new development proposal of this scale. To date,
very little input from surrounding property owners has been considered
in the proposed design. Merely ‘meeting’ the zoning requirements does
not necessarily result in a quality design for all parties involved.

Thank you for your consideration of our concerns on this
complex case proposing 97 houses.



Midway Springs Development Petition

We the undersigned legal abutters (adjacent property owners) and concerned
residents of Midway strongly oppose the current Midway Springs development plan of
97 residential units, dated June 2017, based on the following major concerns:

* high density residential construction on sensitive land due to complex
hydrology, geothermal water and the accompanying pot rock substrate, as
well as wildlife habitat infringement

* development arrangement and density not sensitive to the existing abutters
surrounding the proposal (extremely close to existing residential lots) and
encroaching on views and privacy

* Inadequate design for traffic flow increase that is limited to entry and exit on
only 600 N, and its impact on connector roads

 contrived concept for open space using primarily wetlands

We feel this plan infringes on the adjacent property owners’ rights and opposes
the objectives of the City of Midway’s Community General Plan and section 16.16.1 -
Purpose and Intent of Planned Unit Developments and Standard Subdivisions.

We are urging the Planning Department, Planning Commission and the Midway City

Council to consider these concerns when reviewing this project.
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Midway Springs Development Petition

We the undersigned legal abutters (adjacent property owners) and concerned
residents of Midway strongly oppose the current Midway Springs development plan of
97 residential units, dated June 2017, based on the following major concerns:

* high density residential construction on sensitive land due to complex
hydrology, geothermal water and the accompanying pot rock substrate, as
well as wildlife habitat infringement

* development arrangement and density not sensitive to the existing abutters
surrounding the proposal (extremely close to existing residential lots) and
encroaching on views and privacy

* inadequate design for traffic flow increase that is limited to entry and exit on
only 600 N, and its impact on connector roads

* contrived concept for open space using primarily wetlands

We feel this plan infringes on the adjacent property owners’ rights and opposes
the objectives of the City of Midway’s Community General Plan and section 16.16.17 -
Purpose and Intent of Planned Unit Developments and Standard Subdivisions.

We are urging the Planning Department, Planning Commission and the Midway City

Council to consider these concerns when reviewing this project.
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Midway Springs Development Petition

We the undersigned legal abutters (adjacent property owners) and concerned
residents of Midway strongly oppose the current Midway Springs development plan of
97 residential units, dated June 2017, based on the following major concerns:

* high density residential construction on sensitive land due to complex
hydrology, geothermal water and the accompanying pot rock substrate, as
well as wildlife habitat infringement

* development arrangement and density not sensitive to the existing abutters
surrounding the proposal (extremely close to existing residential lots) and
encroaching on views and privacy

* inadequate design for traffic flow increase that is limited to entry and exit on
only 600 N, and its impact on connector roads

* contrived concept for open space using primarily wetlands

We feel this plan infringes on the adjacent property owners’ rights and opposes
the objectives of the City of Midway’s Community General Plan and section 16.16.71 -
Purpose and Intent of Planned Unit Developments and Standard Subdivisions.

We are urging the Planning Department, Planning Commission and the Midway City

Council to consider these concerns when reviewing this project.
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