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July 28. 2016 

C1>unty of Santa Clara 
Plan11ing Co1nrnission 

Re: i>lanTiing Commission f\1eetiog 
It em #·1 - staff report 

filcff1�571 15GP-15Z-14CP 

Dear Plauning Commiss«>ners: 

I as a resident of the unineotporattd county do not agree: with the SU1fl' report nor its recom1nendatioos and 
feel lhal il docs not re-present aclual facls or lindingl:' and is conrradictol)' to the messages we have sent as 

a rommunity through the various commiuecs and :.lgcnc)' protocols inclusive but not limiled to SMPAC 

meeting. di!:>cussk>ns and decision�. 

SM PAC ntiJtutes and records currently eannot be located and arc nor published ak>og v.·itb all oilier 

C(lmmittee repoctS and meeting.< on the Couuly Websi te for public view. ·r'herefore, it is 11(1{ appropriate 
that the Comntission take any type of recommendation under advisement when there is such gross 

ncg!igcnce and absence of the minutes and records for public rcvie"'· 

F'unhcrmorc, these changes ha,•e not been put foJth to the South County Planning Ad,•isory Commi.ssi-un. 

If projects are continued 10 be rcviev.·e<I under the. oe\vly changed rufcs/ocdinanccs. without a doubt. there 

\Yill be adv<isc effccrs on the area. some which "ill not he able tQ be remedied or rc\'crscd. 

·rhis \Vas conveyed to Mr. Rob f.astwood on July 20m 2016 at the SMNA 1nee1ing and Planning
Comntissiooer-Vice Chai r Mark Rouser througho u t the SM PAC 1nee.ti11gs of2016. 

I lun asking the Commission to refi'ai1l from any deci.sions until all SMPAC minutes have been located, 

properly posted lo the \\'Cb.site and tirne is alloned for discussion of these itcm.c; further and the Board of 
Supervisors beoolne a\Ya.rt: of the issues which aftt<:t the entire county's unincorporated areas. 

Sinct:rely. 

Lui., Fd:lrJ,,,,· ._._iw"''---­
rrinred Na1ne 
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