Attn: Janet Sanders, Bullding & Planning Manager

Jackson City Hall
101 Court Street
Jackson, MO 63755

In response to: PUBLIC HEARING FOR TEXT AMENDMENTS TO CHAPTER 65
As | am unable to attend the public hearing, | would like to take this opportunity to express my view regarding the

amendment change. | say YES and am In full support of such changes proposed to Increase the number of children
allowed under the terms “babysitting” in Chapter 65 of the clty Jacksan code.

As a resident of Jackson, | have personally been affected by the current city ordinance which only allows for 4
children to be watched In a home, whom do not “belong” to the current resident of the home without obtaining a
special use permit. My former in-home daycare was not allowed a special use permit by the city because some of
the existing neighborhood residents thought it would be a nuisance to thelr subdivision.

Durlng my transition to a new daycare, | found the city of Jackson was highly inadequate in the number of
providers to children needing care. One facility was closing, the second (and only} other option due to any others
having a wait list, left me paying $180 more per month. That does not include the more than $200 [ have now paid
this business for care when NO care was provided because of closures due to weather, ilness, ete. To those who
say there are plenty of functioning daycare businesses, | confidently call them ignorant and out of touch with their
communityl This proposed change could benefit so many citizens of Jackson! It is not hurting those businesses

currently operating; instead it promotes an opportunity and allows parents to make the best decision of childcare
providers based on quality not gquantity.

This proposal is a reflection due to Missouri changing its law recently in regards to in-home childcare. While the
city has the right to govern itself as best for their community, | feel Jackson will be missing out on a much greater
need than those who are in opposition. | would like to review the opinions made in that speciat use permit public
hearing and share the reality that has transpired since:

1. Traffic— Claimed that traffic backup on the main street & entrance from 61 would be detrimental. FALSE -
I have camera footage from my vehicle that shows this to be untrue. During drop off and pick up NEVER
was | stalled In traffic behind more than 1 vehicle, both at peak times of the day around 7:30am &
5:00pm.

2. Housing Value — he said/she said situation. | can provide you with arguments on BOTH sides of this
statement regarding the value rising or falling when directly affected by the number of children in the
neighborhood. As silly as it sounds, it is a good thing we don’t contral the population anymare and tell
people they aren't allowed to have “X” amount of children.

3. Noise - While | am not there during the day, there was never a noise complaint filed that I'm aware of,
Although the police have been called because the opposing neighbors in “Cold Creek” openly videataped
parents’ vehicles & their children. These SCARE TACTICS and INTIMIDATION methods are inexcusable!
Those neighbors felt as though this board & city are in complete agreement with them, this is not my

opinion, they have openly said as much. This gave them the right to try and force their opinions onto us.
Ta that | say NO|

Please consider carefully all sides of this proposal. This decision will not affect the few, but the many who need
better options for childcare in QUR TOWN!

Thank You,
Natalie Burton




Dear Ms, Sanders,

I am writing in regards to the letter | received regarding the special use permit for 716 West Washington
Street. |am part owner of the property at 718 West Washington which is directly next to the property
requesting the permit. This is a rental property for us that is occupied.

We have owned this house since 1995 and this street has always been a high traffic street with little to
no parking which has been a problem in the past. This street takes a lot of traffic before and after
school as it’s close to many schools.

| feel that adding an in-home day care to the mix of an already busy street with no extra parking or a
driveway that would accommodate the pick-up and drop-off will be very dangerous not only to the
residents of the street but to the kids that stay in the home. Traffic moves pretty fast along the street
even with a 30 mph limit.

The property requesting has a very small driveway so families won’t have enough space to use it to drop
their children off or pick up (even with a quick run in or out)

The driveway of our house is much longer and 'm afraid people will use it to park and run in to drop off
or pick up because there is no extra on street parking, this causes multiple issues as we can't getin or
out of our driveway and possible damage to our property. We maintain the driveway for the use of our
renters and we do not want others using the driveway, It’s tight enough with cars parking so close to
driveway entrances as it is that it's almost a safety issue now. It's hard to pull/back out with minimal
room due to cars being parked on both sides of the driveway entrance.

Safety is the most import thing of all concerned and we just don’t feel like we can support this business
in a residential area.

We are unable to attend the meeting on the 9 due to being out of town so please accept this letter as
our opinion on the matter and that we oppose the special use permit.

Thank you,
tkie Dameron

Member, D&L Rentals
718 West Washington
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Marsh %, 2022

To Jaret Sanders, Bullding and Panning Manager, and Whomaver It May Concam:

Fam writing this letter in support of the request foe an amendmeant to the City of
dackson zoriag code to incraase the aumbiar of childrer sltwwsd to be cared for by an
in-hame childoars provider from four 1o sha

1o AsaRulbime waorking parent and prior Children's Division emplayae, { have.
strugoledg By foref chilefvurs an numarows cecasions, i you haveo't dens so recently, |
wintbel sdgaest caliing the lacal licensed dayeare facitities in the City af Jackson and
irnpuiring sbout their waitlists, specifically far aninfant chiftd. Yoo wilt find the averaga
veaithist is anpwhere from one to teo yaars 1 is no guestion there is ar inadeguate
amaurt of chiltfears optionz in bur ares in comparizon to the nutsber of wreking
praranty,

2. TheStave of Masourl loflows Mathan's Law which allows an in-hame prowidar to
care for up o ik ehitdren {imchuding your ot ehdldren, and Ao move thad thies under
the age of wo). ndividua¥s wha have no professonal childears SXpRCIENCR Canngt
suale this bs too many children to provide adequate ciire for when grefessidnats in this
field hava alrgady determined this is & sulficient child to provider ratin,

"

3 Reseeraasif the opponects b this dmendment ehange are salely worrsd akout

their owr personal property valus decreasing, Pwas utabde to find gny geafegsonal
P i

regzarch indicating an irchome dayiarg Bacilitg has any impast on surrouading
PRy va

#4, s Lhis s to be based on pure speculation and personal aninion,
: , E B

Hind it irrational that having six chilc

ntirt 3 home as opposed to four cluldren wondd
Fave any impact o0 property velua.

4. By dextessing the amourt of children an in-hame provider is able o cars for, this
k4 P

wiil gizndic FEnpact the

peowidar’y income and lvelihood which cowled ultimately,

i

rasult i the provider closiog their business. Inheme praviders provide 2 very

rmsaringlul and mecassary service to this communty.
9 ¥ 32 ¥

Thank you Far your consideration in this matter,

Kayla Rt
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March 9, 2022

Janet Sanders, buliding and planning manager

Fany writing in regard to the text amendrments to chapter 85 (zoning) in favor of
changing # froim 4 to 8 for in horne babysilling. My réasonings as follows:

)

Family childcare provide a professional casegivars home so the ohild is
cared for in ann home setting rather than the mores institutional setting ol g
chitdeare conter. A lof of parents of infants especialy prefar this care dus to
mothees keing forved to o back o work after only 8 weeks.

Al of the daycare centars in Jackson bave waiting lists years long., Wa do
hat have erough childeare in this community. As a chitdears provider
mmyself, | got calls and messages daily, My wailing list is also about 3 yaars
fuest. '

BMathans law macks maior Chatﬂ;g@s' i ensure sadety of chitdren in farmily
childoare homes, We want children safe. The Missous state law is B kids
with onty 3 baing under the age of 2 fncluding your own chiidren: City
orginanes says 4 ehiidien including your owit wildt 0o cap on ages. That can
lead o lssues,

i havee done childoare for many years in many ditferent areas and traflic s
Aaver an ssue The paants of these children are Always respecttul ano
drive staw because hay want to keep their child safe afong with others. Wa
afs o fave conlrasts it pade for these masans, '

Changing the city ordinance to abgn with e Missourd state law for
untinensed provicdars wiil only HELR the community, It witf help create a little
moe space for chlldren which wil help working parents e able to go to
wonk, The econdrmy is alfacting all of us and working parents need sate,
refiable chitdeare where they can feafl at ease in a family home environment,

Thank you,

Jassicn King

Daerwond dr. Jackson, MO 83758
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Dear Janett Sanders,

I am writing this on behalf of myself as a childcare business owner in regard to the amending
chapter 65 - Babysitting as a Home Occupation. Like many others, I've recently bacome aware
that Jackson has an ordinance to limit the number of children someone can watch in home to 4
children not related to the provider, | am writing this today to say that | support the movement
to change that number to 6 children for unlicensed providers. Below 1 will list why.

1. Jackson as a whole does not have enough childcare to support the city and surrounding
areas. | own a licensed chiidcare center for 67 children. To my knowledge that is the
largest childcare center in Jackson. Even at that we are at capacity and are planning an
expansion to help accommodate the needs of the community but even that will not be
encugh as we are only able to add 13 new spots.

2. As a center we rely on knowing that there are reputable in-home options that we can
refer people to that call us looking for a spot if we are unable to enroll due ta being full.

3. Per state regulations and laws it is suitable for an in-home provider to watch up to 6
children following that no more than 3 of those children are under that age of 24
months.

a. 5 C5R 25-400.105 The Child Care Provider and Other Child Care Personnel (2) Licensing
Capacities and Staff/Child Ratios. (A} A family child care home may be licensed for up to
ten (10) children. The following staff/child ratios must be maintained at all times and
shall not be exceeded except as permitted under these rules: {B) A family child care

“home may be licensed at maximum capacity for a period of eighteen (18) consacutive
hours of the twenty-four- {24-) hour day. For the remaining six (6) hours of the twenty-
four- (24-) hour day, cara may be provided for one-third {1/3) of the licensed capacity of
the home. (C} Childran five (5) years of age and older who live in the provider's home
shall not be counted in the licensed capacity.

4. Inregard to the Cold Creek Estates issue directly Angela Powell provided outstanding
care for local Jackson families for many years as a licensed provider through the state of
Missouri. Shie had to follow the same exact rules as | do in regard to health, sanitation,
fire safety and ratios. For the residence in the area te oppose it for their own personal
vendetta is appalling.

5. Many providars can not just go and open a licensed business for childcare due to the
overhead cost of doing so. Building cost, suppiies, legal fees, and hiring staff as well as
promotional and advertisement on average would cost $50,000-$100,000. Childcare is
something people don’t get in to for the money or to make a big business move. But

rather because people are passionate about children and helping make a difference in
their lives.

Due to all of these reasons | am in full support of amending this ordinance to change the
number of children an in-home provider can watch from 4 to &,

Makayla Bryant
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