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The Planning Commission (6-0 vote) and staff recommend APPROVAL, subject to conditions.
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Location and Aerial Maps

Conditions (Not Applicable) and Staff Report
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Justification Letter

Backup referenced from the 04-12-07 Planning Commission Meeting Item 21
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Motion made by BRENDA J. WILLIAMS to Approve

Passed For: 6; Against: 0; Abstain: 0; Did Not Vote: 1; Excused: 0

BRENDA J. WILLIAMS, LOIS TARKANIAN, LARRY BROWN, OSCAR B. GOODMAN,
GARY REESE, STEVEN D. ROSS; (Against-None); (Abstain-None); (Did Not Vote-STEVE
WOLFSON); (Excused-None)

Minutes:
MAYOR GOODMAN declared the Public Hearing open on Items 93-96.

CARLOS AVEMARIA, owner, was present.
COUNCILWOMAN WILLIAMS supported the applicant's request, with the exception of Item

96. She visited the site and disagreed with the applicant's request to not pave the back of the
property; she believed the Code should be adhered to.
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MR. AVEMARIA explained that his main concern was a requirement to pave the street in the
rear of the property. He cannot afford to pave the entire area, as it is a large piece of land. He
has been at the subject property for the past three years and was not aware of any Code problems
from previous owners. He also questioned why he is required to pave a street while his
neighbors are not doing the same. COUNCILWOMAN WILLIAMS pointed out that the
neighbor to the east of MR. AVEMARIA is located in the County and although the other
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Prior to a motion made on Item 96, MS. WHEELER explained for COUNCILWOMAN
WILLIAMS that if the project was approved without the waivers being granted, the applicant
would be required to provide landscaping along the eastern side. MR. AVEMARIA emphasized
that if landscaping is required on the eastern portion, his parking spaces for employees would
then be eliminated.

At COUNCILWOMAN WILLIAMS' request, photos were shown of the site. MR. AVEMARIA
added that he did not have any plans for development on the eastern side, he would simply prefer
this area to remain undeveloped and continue to use it for parking. MS. WHEELER added that
the applicant complies with landscaping on the southern portion of the west side, which is the

developed side, as well as the front area and to the rear in the far northern portion along Marietta
Avenue. With that, COUNCILWOMAN WILLIAMS supported all applications.

MAYOR GOODMAN declared the Public Hearing closed on Items 93-96.



