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McFadden

Nk =

Motion made by STEVEN EVANS to Approve

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

SAM DUNNAM, DAVID STEINMAN, RICHARD TRUESDELL, BYRON GOYNES,
GLENN TROWBRIDGE, STEVEN EVANS; (Against-VICKI QUINN); (Abstain-None); (Did
Not Vote-None); (Excused-None)
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Minutes:
CHAIR GOYNES declared the Public Hearing open for Items 14-17.

DOUG RANKIN, Planning and Development Department, stated the proposed zone change and
land use change are compatible with the surroundlng area and he recommended approval of both
requests With regards to the site de cloasaiimeeriow. he noted the requested waiver was minor

RICHARD BRY AN s 56 East Sahara Avenue,
appeared on beha$ . . igfNgi SR { the Tapestry Group
and explained g i is o SOHA) b Rompreliteqti QL that the applicant
proposes wo P12 2 i fs erences between the

two types. B/ 33 \ : ant for several
years to dg w f : _ v moA s Al Management

security and¥go\ IR V. N ‘ egrid i iminal background

checks.

JIM McFADDE behalf of his neighbors

He read from an oppd ecord. He expressed
pacts from this development

and stated it would negatively . ahty of life. MR. McFADDEN

stated the applicant was attempting to mislead the Commissioners and the neighbors and stated
the project was intended for low-income housing and not affordable housing. He requested that
the subject parcel be used as green space rather than the proposed project.

BONITA SMITH, 216 Crosswind Way, appeared in opposition and suggested the applicant
develop this project in other jurisdictions.

TODD QUANEY, 100 Huntly Road, appeared in opposition and stated the surrounding streets
could not handle any increase in traffic.

CINDY McALEXANDER, 8428 Chapman Ravine, appeared on behalf of Westcore Properties,
owners of the Bank of America building, and expressed their opposition, stating this project
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significantly affected the building and its value. She also submitted protest postcards and
expressed concern with the notification process.

GARY HOGGER, 711 Underhill Court, wondered how the applicant obtained the subject parcel
so cheaply. CHAIR GOYNES explained that the Commissioners evaluate the project from a
land use perspective and stated that houctactiii ant acquired the property is not considered.

PATRICK KE ey R Makes Baptist Church
and stated thg Hipr S qy) [ah ' j pnpact on traffic.

ommendation of
approval. he project would
not causg

project yih4 5 Ayosglbe 2 Jidd i oristEetiony 4n the Strip therewouldbe

were attractive and three-story units would have Tittle visual impact on the neighborhood.

MR. BRYAN informed COMMISSIONER EVANS that the applicant had been told that the City
preferred the subject site for affordable housing. COMMISSIONER EVANS expressed concern
regarding the management of the property and MR. BRYAN explained that the applicant was
prohibited from selling the property for 50 years. MR. WILCZEWSKI added that the applicant
has a history of improving the properties it manages. He noted that the applicant has a very low
break-even point and stated the propertys profits would be used to maintain the development.

COMMISSIONER QUINN observed that the neighbors enjoy a wonderful quality of life and
expressed concern with the impact this project would have on the neighborhood's schools, traffic
and crime. She stated she could not support the project but noted MS. STEWART had agreed to
equip the pools with equipment which would allow access by disabled residents.
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MS. STEWART informed COMMISSIONER QUINN that there would be 32 units that could be
modified to accommodate disabled residents.

COMMISSIONER DUNNAM expressed his support, stating the project was appropriately
located close to major roads, freeways and mass transit.
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During the crafting of the motion for Items T/, COMMISSIONER EVANS suggested the
inclusion of a condition regarding the property's maintenance andMR. BRYAN expressed the
applicants willingness to accept any condition recommended by the Commissioners. DEPUTY
CITY ATTORNEY JAMES LEWIS noted the Citys Code Enforcement Department monitors
properties to ensure they are being properly maintained and clarified that the applicants
development agreement did not specifically address maintenance. MR. BRY AN promised to
work with staff to incorporate the directions given by the Commissioners before the proposal

was heard by the City Council, but DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY LEWIS noted the possibility
that no progress would be made on the project before the next hearing.

CHAIR GOYNES declared the Public Hearing closed for Items 14-17.



