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AGENDA SUMMARY PAGE - PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: OCTOBER 25, 2007

DEPARTMENT: PLANNING & DEVELOPMENT
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Motion made by DAVID STEINMAN to Deny

Passed For: 5; Against: 0; Abstain: 0; Did Not Vote: 0; Excused: 2

GLENN TROWBRIDGE, DAVID STEINMAN, STEVEN EVANS, RICHARD TRUESDELL,
SAM DUNNAM; (Against-None); (Abstain-None); (Did Not Vote-None); (Excused-LEO
DAVENPORT, BYRON GOYNES)

Minutes:
COMMISSIONER TRUESDELL declared the Public Hearing open.

DOUG RANKIN, Planning and Development Department, pointed out the applicant had
submitted revised plans that provided a roof that will be more compatible with the home and
surrounding structures. As the request remained a self-imposed hardship, he recommended
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RUBEL and SHARONE LOPEZ were present. MRS. LOPEZ pointed out the requested
structure was shorter than the main house and had incorrectly been noticed as being taller than
the main dwelling. She also noted that the staff report erroneously indicated the proposed
structure had a building permit for 5.00Q giggtect MRS. LOPEZ stated similar structures had
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OSing large garages in backyards and

MR. RANKIN informed COMMISSIONER STEINMAN that metal buildings are allowed in the
applicant's neighborhood, but they are reviewed and regulated.

COMMISSIONER EVANS concurred with COMMISSIONER STEINMAN. He stated he
could not support the request, especially given the neighbors' opposition.

In response to COMMISSIONER TRUESDELL'S inquiry, MR. RANKIN stated that if this
metal structure met the Code, it would not be heard by the Commissioners.

COMMISSIONER TRUESDELL acknowledged that the structure is unduly large, but as it
would be an improvement for the neighborhood, he encouraged the applicant to make it more
compatible with the existing structure.
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COMMISSIONER TRUESDELL declared the Public Hearing closed.




