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. Submitted at meeting FAA letter and neighborhood meeting information by Todd Pesavento
and protest petition by Gregory Brown for Items 21-25
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Motion made by STEVEN EVANS to Deny

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

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

Minutes:
CHAIR GOYNES declared the Public Hearing open for Items 21-25.
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FLINN FAGG, Planning and Development Department, explained that the massing and scale of
the development are not consistent with the adjacent neighborhood and recommended denial.

TODD VISAVANO, 3783 Barrelwood Drive, appeared on behalf of the applicant. He gave a
brief history of the neighborhood mectinassbigiaere held. He submitted 1nformat10nal packets
a letter from the FAA and sigg C
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LYNN TINEN, 2216 S. 6th Street, appeared in opposition. Representing 36 of her neighbors
who reside directly across the street from the proposed project, MS. TINEN stated that none of
the traffic studies had been completed and despite the several meetings that were held, the
developer has been evasive about providing information. She expressed concern for the children
walking to and from school who would be affected by the increased traffic from the project.

SCOTT SWANK, 546 Barbara Way, appeared in opposition. He stated that he walked the
entire neighborhood and only one property owner supported the project. He felt this
development would negatively impact property values.

A number of residents who live on or adjacent to 6th Street addressed issues concerning parking,
increased traffic, dangerous conditions for the children who walk to and from schools in the
community, commercial encroachment, and negative impact to property values. The majority of
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speakers remarked that they oppose the project because of the density and height. The
community was well represented by officers of the various Homeowners Associations.
Residents who spoke against the proposed development included: RICHARD REED, 548
Canosa Avenue; PHYLIS SILVESTRI, 610 Canosa Avenue; LANCE KIRK, 1060 Griffith
Avenue; JACK LEVINE, 1818 8th Places HOMAS, 1509 South 5th Place; JACLYN

MALOY, 1404 South 6t ERBE emblyman for this area; ANNETTE

MARCUS, resident of 54

1700 Rexford; an <R
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neighborhoods, it troubled him *eugglizs 2 g of seven years, it has been a constant
battle for residents each time a developer proposed to develop within their neighborhoods. He
stressed that the people are passionate about good development, but developers owe them the
respect of not only meeting with them to determine their needs and wants, but designing a
project that would benefit the goals of the communities.

COMMISSIONER EVANS mentioned that he had met with SENATOR BRYAN and TREVOR
HAYES regarding this project but was disappointed at the outcome.

COMMISSIONER QUINN remarked that she sat in on the meeting with COMMISSIONER
EVANS and SENATOR BRYAN. She stated that she could not support the project and was
convinced that this neighborhood is something that the City wants to preserve. She stated that
this is a wonderful project; however, it does not belong in this location.
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CHAIR GOYNES voiced his approval of the product viewed the problem as being a lack of
communication between the developer and the neighbors. Considering the number of residents
who were present to state their opposition, he declared that he liked the product and would
support it, but because the development was not compatible with the neighborhood, he believed
this was not the area for this project.
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