




 
December 30, 2020 

 
 

Victor Planning & Zoning Commission 
10 S. Main St. 
Victor, ID 83455 
 
Re: Draft Comprehensive Plan 
 
Dear Members of the Commission: 
 
We find that many of the goals, objectives, and policies of the draft Comprehensive Plan will 
further our mission of promoting open spaces, wild places, and vibrant towns in Teton Valley. We 
like the Dark Skies provisions and know of other communities that have made exemplary efforts 
in limiting excess outdoor lighting. We support the viewshed analysis that will be incorporated 
into the design of public spaces. The Trail Creek Greenway concept is exciting and we hope that it 
enjoys the success experienced by the Teton Creek Corridor Project in Driggs.  
 
We have recently obtained all public comment submitted for the draft plan and will be producing 
an analysis soon. At this point, we are a bit confounded about how the Comp Plan process resulted 
in a Future Land Use Map (FLUM) that seeks to increase the footprint of the city by nearly 47%. 
Specifically: 
 

● 206 acres in the northwest quadrant, resulting in the possibility of 322 new units; 
● 209 acres in the northeast quadrant, resulting in the possibility of 327 new units; 
● 108 acres in the southwest quadrant, resulting in the possibility of 169 new units. 

 
These figures were calculated using an average of densities permitted by the proposed zones in 
each area (i.e. RC, RS-16, RS-7, RS-5, and RS-3).  
 
We understand that these areas are within existing city boundaries, but the fact that so much land 
within the city core remains undeveloped raises the question of why the city should be actively 
seeking development at the city’s edges. In other words, why isn’t the city considering shrinking 
city boundaries in order to support its core? We note that the City of Driggs pursued a similar 
strategy in that city’s newly adopted Comprehensive Plan.  
 

 



 
As far as we can tell, the draft FLUM seeks rapid development of these areas (proposed zone 
changes are designated as a 1-5 year “short-term” implementation priority) for the following 
reasons: 
 

● “While there is room to grow and respond to the increasing demand for housing in the 
area, many lots remain vacant due to continuously rising construction costs or land 
speculation. This exacerbates the housing supply issue.” (pp 10) 

● “One of the key factors within this Comprehensive Plan is the addition of a growth 
management area and boundary, identifying those areas in which it makes sense for 
the city to grow, in regards to utilities, habitat, resource areas, connections, etc.” (pp 
25) 

● “Create a soft edge of residential neighborhoods, integrated with agriculture, open space, 
and recreation opportunities.” (pp 26) 

● “Encourage land use patterns that promote economic and social prosperity, as well as 
efficiency in infrastructure and services.” (pp 26) 

 
We don’t yet know the consensus of public opinion as to where future city boundaries should be 
(as it will be forthcoming in our analysis), but we note that “sprawl” is a recurring theme in the 
public comment we’ve reviewed. Urban Planning is a social science, and, in the context of a 
Comprehensive Plan, community values must be front and center in decision-making. If the public 
doesn’t want sprawl, that is reason enough to stop sprawl.  
 
The proposed FLUM is a plan for sprawl. The draft plan anticipates a 8% population increase in 
the next 5 years, while the footprint of the city is proposed to increase by 47%.  We don’t find 
above-mentioned justifications for sprawl in the plan compelling. Specifically: 
 

● Speculation and Construction Costs. The lure of cheap land at a city’s edge is primarily 
why North American cities have sprawled in the post-war era and experience the 
deleterious effects of sprawl today. Cities that have successfully combated sprawl have 
drawn a hard line in the sand, which then channels development activity toward infill 
development. Ultimately, developers overcome the speculation and construction obstacles 
that lie in the way of successful infill development.  Consider the Town of Jackson (TOJ), 
which has held tight boundaries since the early 90’s. In the last eight years, TOJ has seen 
over 600 residential units developed or in the pipeline - nearly 200 of which are 
deed-restricted affordable - with no increase in physical footprint. TOJ and Teton County, 
Wyoming are now formulating  a neighborhood plan for the Gill and Lockhart lands to the 
south of High School Road, which will include a no-build option for consideration. This is 
pursuant to the Northern South Park “trigger” in the Jackson-Teton County Comprehensive 
Plan, which requires the community to achieve an acceptable threshold of infill 
development before new lands are considered for city-level development.  The plan will 

 

 



 
otherwise consider the amount of workforce housing needed and the neighborhood plan’s 
availability to meet such needs. We find that the FLUM should benefit from this level of 
rigor before lands at the city’s edge are considered for development.  

● Availability of Utilities. Similar to the point above, the availability of utilities is typically 
the precursor to sprawl. The presence of existing or future utilities shouldn’t override the 
will of the public. Moreover,  developers that emerged during the boom-bust era of the late 
2000’s laid infrastructure for sprawling development that the City of Victor wisely 
de-annexed in order to support a core-first strategy. We recommend that the city not only 
continue - but bolster - this strategy of not sprawling toward utilities born from by bad 
decisions of the past.  

● Soft Edge vs. Hard Edge. The desire for a “soft edge” is something that we have not found 
to be widely supported in public comment. In Driggs, the public clearly stated their 
preference for a hard edge in order to protect the surrounding countryside and to promote 
a vibrant core. We believe Victor residents want the same and that a hard edge strategy will 
work for Victor.  

● Economic and Social Prosperity. Decades of research have indicated that that sprawl is 
counter to economic prosperity. Strong Towns has been particularly active in this arena, 
and has chronicled the economic success of communities that have resisted sprawl. Social 
prosperity, as we understand the term, is synonymous with livability. Sprawl has shown to 
have adverse effects on livability.  

 
On a final note, the draft Comprehensive Plan seeks to promote a “compact and livable city.” This 
is best achieved by drawing a hard line around the city’s footprint and welcoming the 36 new 
residents the city receives each year and inviting them to be part of the solution. The potential for 
infill only exists if the city holds the line on sprawl. 
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 

 
 
Shawn W. Hill 
Executive Director 
 
 
 

 

 

https://www.strongtowns.org/


 
December 31, 2020 

 
 

Victor Planning & Zoning Commission 
10 S. Main St. 
Victor, ID 83455 
 
Re: Draft Transportation Plan 
 
Dear Members of the Commission: 
 
We like many of the provisions in the draft Transportation Plan. In particular, the proposed 
protected intersections along Main St. will be a welcome addition to downtown, and slowing 
traffic to 25 mph is long overdue.  
 
We suggest the plan incorporate the following: 
 

1. Infrastructure funded by the 2020 BUILD Grant. This grant funds several potential road, 
ped, and bike improvements in Victor, including the Baseline Road underpass 
improvement, turn lanes at several intersections in Victor, the acquisition of new buses 
(which will possibly lead to eight daily runs), and “Dutch striping” along the Old Jackson 
Highway Multi-Use Corridor. The BUILD Grant was made possible by a coalition of 15 
government, business, and nonprofit organizations, including VARD.  
 

2. VMT and modal-split monitoring. Limiting Vehicle Miles Traveled (VMT) will be essential 
in ensuring that Victor successfully manages its transportation needs. The 2014 Western 
Greater Yellowstone Housing Needs Assessment found that over 50% of Teton County, 
Idaho households have a Jackson commuter. The Jackson-Teton County Integrated 
Transportation Plan (ITP) monitors VMT’s on Wyoming Highways, though the ITP is 
proposed to shift to a focus on travel times. Since much of the Victor population commutes, 
it may be imperative for Victor to monitor VMT’s on Hwy 33 through the city and to the 
Wyoming state line. Reducing VMT’s and increasing modal split (particularly toward 
transit) will be key to manage transportation in Victor and the Jackson Hole 
commutershed. VARD has also requested that the Caribou-Targhee National Forest 
establish a VMT baseline and potential growth on state highways associated with Grand 
Targhee Resort expansion. If the City of Victor actively monitors VMT’s and modal-split, it 
will help greatly with managing transportation throughout the Teton region.  

 

https://tetonvalleyadvocates.org/wp-content/uploads/2020/09/Teton-BUILD_brochure_web-1.pdf
https://www.driggsidaho.org/use_images/archive/Housing_Needs_Assessment_2014_-_final.pdf
https://www.driggsidaho.org/use_images/archive/Housing_Needs_Assessment_2014_-_final.pdf


 
 
Finally, it may be worth mentioning the proposed Teton Pass Corridor Plan proposed in the final 
draft of the ITP, and for the plan to recommend that the City of Victor engage in the effort.  
 
Respectfully submitted, 
 

 
 
Shawn W. Hill 
Executive Director 
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Carl Osterberg

From: Ron Razzolini <rfrazzolini@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 30, 2020 3:57 PM
To: Carl Osterberg
Subject: Comprehensive Plan Considerations

I question why we would need to expand the City of Victor's Footprint when we have undeveloped land within the 
current footprint. While certainly advantageous for developer profits, I see this type of sprawl as a detriment to our 
area. Please look to develop within the city's core area. Take consideration for lot sizing and housing that offers 
affordable living space for new, young families that will take root here to grow their families and our area. And not for 
high end second home vacation rental houses  that offer zeroc sense of community. Learn from the lessons seen in the 
"other Teton County". 
Thank you, 
Ron Razzolini 
1690 Proudfoot 
Victor, Idano 
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Carl Osterberg

From: Niki Tischhauser <thorzoe@silverstar.com>
Sent: Thursday, December 31, 2020 12:28 PM
To: Carl Osterberg
Subject: Draft Comphrehensive Plan Comments

Hello, I am writing to provide my input on the Comp Plan. 
 

I am concerned that despite a 5-year population growth projection of 8% over the next 5 years, the plan 
allows for a 50% increase in Victor’s footprint. All I can say is the corollary to “If you build it, they will 
come” is “If you pre-approve it they most certainly will build it whether it makes any sense or not.” 
Drawing on lessons from the bust of the 2000’s, why pre-approve such a large zone that well exceeds 
projected population growth? Especially if the community is not in favor? It seems to me that we are just 
asking for a repeat of the over development and the resulting zombie sub-divisions while creating sprawl 
at the same time. While I’m not sure how much Victor’s boundaries should expand (if at all) it is very 
apparent the current plan is overkill. 
 
The charm and livability of a place is lost if everything is scattered over the landscaping without any 
cohesion or sense of community. I would encourage you to direct development to existing vacant lots and 
downtown core before tearing into the surrounding farmland. The agricultural areas north of Cedron/west 
of Hwy 33 should be rural county zoning.  
 
Thanks, 
Niki Tischhauser 

 
 



Comments for Victor P& Z  and Vard   12/31/20 
Victor, Idaho: small town Idaho: used to be “A place to come home to”  
Victor, Idaho: a bedroom community for Jackson or a  resort town? 
Victor: A tourist trap or a real community where diverse people can live, work and  
have a good existence?  
 
The speaker: Charles Woodward.  
 The backstory: arrived in Jackson in 1965, worked for the park service on trail 
crew, climbed every mountain is sight.  I lived in Jackson in the summers,  went to 
school winters  and became a geologist , and Jackson was still my basecamp 
between contracts.   By 1973, I was looking for a more permanent place to call 
home, not just another rental dump.  I quickly realized that Jackson was waaay out 
of my price range, and had few opportunities for a young person starting out with 
limited funds but lots of knowledge and energy.   So, I bought my land up Fox Creek 
in 1973, and in ’74 built a cabin, which was finished and paid for on the “pay as-you-
go plan” in between geology gigs.    
Teton Valley was the land of opportunity:  you could just do what you needed to do.  
Affordable housing: Murdock Acres, west of Hwy.33, and some farmer had divided a 
big piece of land into ½ acre lots between 5500S and 5000S east of Hey 33, and sold 
those lots for $600 each. It still provides affordable housing for some folks.  Farmers 
were happy to cut off a 5 or 10 acre lot for someone’s cabin, so they could keep 
farming for a few more years.  This is no longer allowed.  In upstate NY, I  lived on a 
ferm  25 miles outside Syracuse,NY, we raised horses and hay and everyone with a 
farm still needed a job in town to actually make a living.   
  Politics: I hate ‘em.  I came from the farm country of upstate NY, but had also lived 
in rural Vermont and Massachusetts, and  parts of Virginia.  I considered myself a 
moderate republican, Nelson Rockefeller style: fiscally conservative, but more 
progressive on environmental, quality of life,  and social justice  issues.   Upon 
coming to Idaho,  I discovered that  I was considered a leftist Democrat!  So, I’m 
educated, and centrist politically.  I am a strong supporter of private property rights, 
including the idea that a landowner should have a BIG say in how his land is used. 
 
  Economics:  I was an economic refugee from Jackson,  and made my home in Teton 
Valley because I couldn’t afford Jackson.  However, this has only been possible 
because I have a good education, work hard and have been willing to travel to make 
a living: over the last 45 years, I figure I made  90% of my living outside Teton 
Valley, and brought it home.  Yes, I’ve done good jobs in Teton Valley, but a  typical 
TV job is  much smaller then a Jackson job.  I recognize that  TV locals who are in 
local equilibrium  with the local economy  are getting priced out by newcomers with 
educations, better job opportunities,  and  financial resources.  
 
Affordable housing:   The main reason we have inadequate  affordable housing is 
that we now have  P&Z, which is greatly affected by the moneyed class, the realtors 
and developers,  not the local people who live here long term.  P& Z  won’t allow it to 
happen.  ( YET) . 



Planning is good.  All the takings occur during the zoning process.   However, 
planning has stopped a lot of the semi-random  bad , cheapo, quick buck ideas which 
have come down the pike. However, it has not paid enough attention to “quality of 
life issues” which affect the residents, like affordability, adequate living spaces,  and 
ability for individuals  to do small business ventures easily.   
 
Present  Issues and Questions:  “A compact and livable city” vs a “sprawling mess”. 
  “Sprawl” seems to be  disliked by many, but it started in the idea that developers 
wanted to build large, dense subdivisions out in the country—far from city  services 
and amenities.  They might have even been affordable, or attainable.   So,  P& Z put 
the kibosh on that.  We are now faced with the idea that Victor will grow 
outwards—this is  part of the natural progression in how a city grows.  Victor is NOT 
very big.  It is perfectly reasonable to expect new larger developments  to grow 
outwards from the center.   Vard had many objections the the Fenn Proposal—
which was right on the north boundary.  Yet, that is a place which is realistic for the 
city to grow.  Is this sprawl or reasonable growth?  The project could be better and 
more livable for sure.  This is where the work needs to be done- producing a result 
which provides a good quality of life.  Not just crowded housing.   
  Hard  boundaries vs. Soft Boundaries: housing needs and attitudes change over 
time. I think it is reasonable for the city to grow outwards slowly, in a well-
organized fashion—the goal should be to produce a good result for the residents 
now and future, not a maximum profit for developers.  Over 50 years, smaller 
houses may give way to other forms of housing, as part of the normal process of 
grpwth and economic development. A “hard boundary” is never permanent in time, 
just in the mind of the current planner.  
Infill: Victor P& Z seems keen on promoting infill strongly, but have not consulted 
the local landowners on what they want.  They want to develop  what they consider 
“vacant land”, but that is all private land which belongs to someone , who has their 
own ideas on how they want to live on and use their land.  Much of it is currently in 
use.  It would destroy existing neighborhood character and lifestyles  . Big problem!  
Also, the  area of truly vacant land in town is small compared to the lands 
surrounding town.   
Infill vs. greenfield development: most developers need a large enough economic 
unit to make the project work. So, they don’t need ½ acre or 2 acres, they need 10 
acres or 30 acres.  Therefore, the residential growth needs to move out of old town 
into the surrounding fields.  
On “ Urban Renewal”: the term strikes terror in the heart of anyone who grew up in 
NY or New England in the ‘60’s and ‘70’s, when coalitions of the moneyed people, 
developers, realtors  and local P&Z organizations  destroyed old neighborhoods, 
displaced low income locals, bulldozed nice older  affordable housing and built 
condos and townhouses to sell to  urban Yuppies. It was a racket. A few people got 
rich.  People went to jail. Lives were destroyed.  IT SHOULD NOT HAPPEN HERE!  
Land here should change hands on a willing buyer/ willing seller basis, and on a 
parcel by parcel basis.  It should be slow, organic process, not an orchestrated take-
over by profiteers.  



   On Short term rentals: The most damaging recent trend is the development of 
short-term rental housing like AirBnB- I’ve used it, I like it as a product- but I realize 
that the progression of  ski town development is: single family, older affordable 
homes are bulldozed;  existing neighborhoods are destroyed;  developers put up the 
maximum number of small units surrounded by parking lots, not lawns—
“investors” buy the condos or townhouses, to use a little, and to create a big profit in 
the constant turn over of out-of-towners who come to recreate—so the small town 
turns into a condo-tel occupied by an ever changing flow of visitors.  This is NOT a  
town or a neighborhood, it is a motel!  It sucks!  If you want to build a condo village 
for  non-residents, do it outside the real town of Victor.  
 
“ Compact and Liveable city”- Victor  is compact.   It’s main livability problems come 
from the fact that the costs of living here are rising much faster than incomes.  High 
taxes, high utility costs,  high commuting cost to go to a real job…people tend to be 
tapped out and running on empty most of the time.  
    However, this seems to be typical of bedroom communities surrounding  affluent 
cities.  Allowing local economic development of small businesses which serve the 
Jackson metro area would help.   Allowing economic development  through  local 
jobs  and businesses will increase disposable income and allow people to ”get  
ahead” and improve their lives and homes.    
 
“”Sprawling Mess:- only in the eyes of the rich and powerful. The rest of us call it 
HOME.  Good design will prevent a lot of the mess part.  
 
 Proposed  density  for the future: is way too dense. We are out west,  and people 
come here to have elbow room, and NOT be crowded into small spaces. They want 
“small town Idaho” not “urban  city back east.”  We are not in urban Conneticutt,  
which is what the proposed density  plans would produce.  We are not limited by the 
availability of private land like Jackson—new development can include single family 
homes on reasonable size lots,  landscaping,  some condos and townhouses for those 
who live small,  or are singles or couples starting out.  We need starter homes.  The 
only good reason to  use very dense development is to make  the home prices more 
affordable— so, maybe you set aside 30 acres for an “affordable” development for 
starter homes and workforce housing.  Since it is not as profitable as  upscale 
housing, the development would have to be done by some sort of local coalition  of 
non-profit and for-profits which can tap into HUD and other funding sources to keep 
final costs low, and deed-restricted.  
  Remember, Willow Creek started out as an affordable housing development—it 
wasn’t affordable for TV locals, but it was affordable for economically displaced  
working families from Jackson who wanted a real house to live in.  
These workers are still a big part of the local market, plus Jackson is displacing  
teachers, nurses, radiologists, bankers,  tradesman,  and it’s own retirees nowadays.  
 
 
 
 



Specific issues I have: 

 
Density_ do not set minimum density for development, only maximum density of 
development—landowners should have a large say in what they want to build on 
their land. Remember, the real conservationists who have kept this place attractive 
are those who did not develop their land densely! 
 
Lodging tax: typically is used for promotion, but  should actually be used to mitigate 
the effects of  dealing with a large number of transient visitors—load on law 
enforcement, utilities,  hospital,  wear and tear,   the money should go to defray 
these expenses instead of loading all the expenses on the locals through taxes and 
fees.  In Jackson, 80% of the lodging tax money goes to support local services—“the 
tax we don’t pay”.  
 
Major unaddressed issue:  GREED! 
 For a long time, local municipalities have  shown significant greed in trying to do 
only things which increase their tax income,  but do not benefit the people who live 
here. They look at development as a cash cow for taxes, but ignore all the true costs 
of development.   While  P& Z needs to look at both the costs of development and 
how to pay for it, it must serve the needs of the people who live here now more than 
the needs of developers or folks who want to live here someday.  Approval of simple, 
small  projects should be speedy and economical  without lots of convoluted hoops 
to jump through.  
 



Contractors: In 2020, I got construction estimates on building a small , energy 
efficient home in Victor, and was told “at least, $300 per square foot, with a simple 
finish” Local contractors want  to get rich. Fall of 2020: , a friend of mine has bought 
a lot in Alpine, and is currently getting bids for her home and garage.  In Alpine, a 
“basic, simple” home starts at $170 per Sq, foot, and a “real nice home” starts at 
$230 per square foot.   So, local workers are being greedy.  The local boom and bust 
economy is partly responsible for this.  Everyone is waiting for the next bust to hit… 
 
 Realtors: who make a living by buying and selling other people’s land---only want to 
reel in the big fish and do upscale  developments,  and rarely show any  interest in 
the needs of the people who are working their butts off just to survive here.  They 
need to recognize that  the community has different economic strata, and they ALL  
get to live here.  Workers  need a “place” too.   Realtors want a “resort”, but the 
people need a “community”.  
 
VARD: is financed by well-meaning people who want to keep this place special to 
themselves.  These people  tend to be smart, well-off and interested in controlling 
their environment and other people’s land   mainly for their own benefit.  VARD has 
done some good work, but still tends to be Dr.NO  in dealing with  new development. 
There are a LOT of working people here who need  starter housing, including your 
own children at some point in time. We are NOT land limited, we are attitude 
limited.  You need to come up with better solutions to the greater problems, not 
more obstructionism.   Teton Valley is not just for the  rich folks.   
 
GET GREED OUT of the equation!  



Response to  VARD letter to Victor P&Z, comments 12/31/20, by Charles Woodward 
 
Hello Folks at VARD: 
 I follow your work some, as I have also followed P&Z activities both here in TV and 
Jackson for 45 years. 
 There is one HUGE error in your assumptions regarding growth in TV and Victor 
compared to Jackson. The situations are fundamentally different.  
 Teton Valley  Wyoming: 
97% federal lands, no significant development allowed.  
3% private lands:  2.7 percent is several large, long-term family ranches, but those 
will eventually be developed too. So, in terms of “small parcels” people can buy and 
live on, you are looking at .3% of the county.  This is a significant limiting factor.  
Economy: while Jackson is best know as a tourist trap and gateway city to the 
National Parks,  it is also a haven for the over-privedged, and has been for well over 
100 years.  A LOT of really rich people live there, and have the money and 
connections to preserve the place as they like it.   They are there to escape the state  
income tax; the estate tax; they like the good schools. We can’t offer them that.  
The  real residents and workers are just cannon-fodder for them : use ‘em and send 
‘em away.   
So, like most developed, rich-folks resort towns,  the workers are forced to live far 
from their employment—in this case, Teton Valley and  Alpine, and sometimes even 
farther out.   
 We live in one of the bedroom communities for Jackson, and only survive because 
Jackson is the economic engine that drives this small region.   TV has it’s own cadre 
of rich folks who support you and your efforts, and you have done some good work.   
  However, it really is time to admit that Teton Valley is almost all private land; that 
our modes of growth and living are NOT land-limited, and that even working people 
deserve an opportunity to have a decent starter home.   Personally, I want to live in 
a community, not a tourist trap.  It is fine with me if rich folks have a fancy home in a 
“resort” subdivision, as long as they don’t try to prevent local people from having a 
home at all.   Emphasizing very dense development  in cities seems popular these 
days,  but it is not real Idaho.  It is  Urban East-coast in origin.  
It is time to cut the residents some slack and allow them to have regular homes on 
reasonable size lots, in well-organized subdivisions near the towns, where 
residential  quality of life  is more important then developer profit . This is not 
sprawl, it is growth. Nice areas tend to grow.   Nationally, we have a growing 
population,  but the cost of housing is rising much faster than  wages, and this has 
been going on since the 1970’s.  In nicer places like TV, the problem is worse. Plus 
we are  now  getting urban escapees, the next wave of migrants, seeking to leave 
behind crowded environments, dangerous , expensive cities,  high  urban and state  
taxes,   and  crowd-sourced diseases.   
  We don’t need to protect the well-off people, they already have what they need. We 
need to protect the workers who make the place function.   
So, get real!   And please read the letter I sent to the Victor P&Z. 
Sincerely,  
Charlie Woodward , Victor 
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Carl Osterberg

From: Melinda Linn <375west@gmail.com>
Sent: Wednesday, December 30, 2020 4:53 PM
To: Carl Osterberg
Subject: sprawl concerns

Regarding VARDs The Future of Victor: A “Compact and Livable City” or a 

Sprawling Mess? 
 Should the city shrink its boundaries to the existing built area, or expand 

them? shrink 
 Should the city first seek to develop vacant lots, then surrounding 

areas? vacant lots first 
 If undeveloped lands at the city’s edge are upzoned, will that sap 

development energy in the core? yes 
 Should the current 4-block stretch of Main Street be nurtured as the 

downtown area, or should commercial development be expanded along 
Highway 33 north of Cedron Road? develop 4-block stretch as 
downtown area 

 Should the farm fields north of Cedron Road and west of Hwy 33 be 
placed in rural county zoning, or be developed as high-density 
residential and commercial? rural county zoning 

Thank you, 
Melinda Linn 
Downtown Victor resident 
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Carl Osterberg

From: connie tyler <cetyler2002@yahoo.com>
Sent: Wednesday, January 6, 2021 2:22 PM
To: Carl Osterberg
Subject: Victor Comprehensive Plan

I am writing to express my opinion on the proposed acceptance of the Victor City 
Comprehensive plan and the Transportation Plan  
 
I request that the Planning and Zoning Commission: 
 
Table this decision, seek additional public input, and continue the hearing during a 
subsequent meeting 
 
With the present uncertainty in the country; the undeveloped areas within the existing city 
core; along with small businesses struggling to remain in business,  this is not the right 
time to address such extreme changes to a small community with an even smaller 
infrastructure.  Residents have been struggling with surviving through a pandemic and 
families have been disrupted financially and privately and are not focused on the future of 
their city of Victor. 
 
Please take more time and seek more public imput before simply approving these plans of 
extreme change. 
 
Constance E Tyler 
8785 Flint Drive 
Victor, Idaho 83455 
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