George A Ronald and Noreen M Ronald
501 Hauser Lane Venice, Florida 34285
Ph. 941 488 4475 gnronald@verizon.net
January 15", 2016

VIA HAND-DELIVERY

Mr. Jeff Shrum, AICP

Community Development Director

City of Venice

401 West Venice Ave

Venice, Florida 34285 COVER LETTER — FORMAL REZONING FEE WAIVER REQUEST

Re:  George A Ronald and Noreen M Ronald - Hauser Lane Property Rezoning

Dear Mr. Shrum:

As you are aware | represent the Ronald’s as the owners of the property located at 501 Hauser Lane, in the Cit  f
Venice. The property was involuntarily annexed into the City in 2002, but the Sarasota County zoning designa n for
the property has never been converted (via a rezoning process) to a City of Venice zoning district. We now pli  to apply
to have their property properly rezoned to a City zoning district.

Please accept this letter as a formal request for the City of Venice to waive the application fee for the rezoning of the
above referenced property. We make this request based upon:

1) Our property was involuntarily annexed into the City — by interlocal agreement with Sarasota County ind the
City should have at some point over the ensuing 15 years taken action to rezone my properties. This¢ ion,
however, never occurred due to a possible long term oversight.

2) We, at this point, are preparing and filing an application with the City to rezone our property, but belii eitis
fair and appropriate under the circumstances that the rezoning application filing fee of $2908.00,

3) Any and all additional fees normally associated with this process be waived. Specifically, including b _. not

limited to the rezone fee referenced in point 2 above, but also any and all other public notific "=~ “ "~ s
referenced in the last line under Fees of the Zoning Map Ame—-'—--* *-plication revised 12 nit
states: “Public notice fee in excess of $50 will be billed *~ ~pplicant and is not included in a| ze.”

Such fees including but not limited to any and all public notification through advertisement, mailing, staff hours,
etc., regarding and throughout the entire process regarding Planning Commission meeting, all Counci® 1eetings,
etc. This additional waiver of fees is proper and appropriate since this should have been done by the ty
following the involuntary annexation referenced in point 1 above.

4) Additionally, we are making these requests, based upon an earlier PRECIDENT set by the City, througlt._at a
similar rezoning approval process undertaken on behalf of my neighbor’s contiguous property. Throu out this
process, certain requirements and the corresponding fees associated were waived. The Rezoning P  tion #
14-5RZ was unanimously approved with a City Councii vote of 7-0. Councii members included:

Chair Snyder, Ms. Moore, Mr. Williams, Mr. Towery, Mr. Graser, Mr. Murphy and Mr. Newsom.

5) We are very simply requesting similar treatment by the City for our adjacent property as was approvt

througho the .._zoning Petition process # 14-! din| nt4
We have also submitted under separate cover an application for the neighborhood meeting requirement tot waived,
and also that the application fee associated with same be waived; again, as was this very appropriately done  our
neighbors the O’Connell’s and their property.
If you require any additional information or have any additional questions, please do not hesitate to contact « - agent.

Cordially, %/f‘/ / t?//y Dated: / '/;'A(y/é

RonaldJSn st - agent
















