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The Planning Commission (7-0 vote) and staff recommend APPROVAL, subject to conditions.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:

Location and Aerial Maps

Conditions and Staff Report

Supporting Documentation

Justification Letter

Returned postcard protests and supports and protest letter by Hugh N. Henning
Submitted after final agenda Returned postcard protests

Backup referenced from the 05-10-07 Planning Commission Meeting Item 7
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Motion made by STEVE WOLFSON to Approve Subject to Conditions

Passed For: 7; Against: 0; Abstain: 0; Did Not Vote: 0; Excused: 0

RICKI'Y. BARLOW, LOIS TARKANIAN, LARRY BROWN, OSCAR B. GOODMAN,
GARY REESE, STEVE WOLFSON, STEVEN D. ROSS; (Against-None); (Abstain-None);
(Did Not Vote-None); (Excused-None)

Minutes:
MAYOR GOODMAN declared the Public Hearing open.

COUNCILMAN WOLFSON believed that the new notification process via postcards was good
but desired to see an additional area on the postcards that allows an individual to include the

reason for his/her protest or support. He noted that there were four postcards indicating protests
for this proposal. MARGO WHEELER, Director of Planning and Development, responded that
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staff will be working with the City Clerk's Office to see if an area can be incorporated for
comment(s).

COUNCILMAN WOLFSON noted that in staff's backup, there is a letter from an individual
stating he does not object to the project; however, he strongly objects to, what he believes is, the
applicant delivering materials and supplies to the subject property in anticipation of approval.

MS. WHEELER responded that if t pplicant is doing so at his own risk;
if denied, the materials would h ed that staff inspects the sites
upon application and in additj e if there is existing

COUNCILMAN WO indicated the structure
could be implementedits es. The applicant
desires to build a casfq i ddRion, the site can
accommodate such g b adversely affected.
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for his children. Thelgpstai O on %[ e DI . /e added that the
resident's home to the¥ : G il ere i ot directly behind his
home. There are nine [§§3 e A4 P ga’bui o are under

construction.



