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Engmeers and Protest Postcards

8. Submitted after Meeting Protest Postcard

Nk W=

Motion made by DAVID STEINMAN to Deny

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

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

Minutes:
CHAIR GOYNES declared the Public Hearing open.

This item was under the One Motion/One Vote portion of the agenda and was brought forward at
COMMISSIONER STEINMAN'S request.
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PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: SEPTEMBER 25, 2008
PETER LOWENSTEIN, Planning and Development Department, stated that the Variance
request is limited to a single lot within an already mapped subdivision. He stated the proposed
driveway meets the Citys requirements and recommended approval.

PAUL CHAVES, 2439 High Vista Circle, appeared on behalf of the applicant and agreed to all
conditions.

this Variance
project.

COMMISSIONER TRUESDELL expressed his support of the driveway length policy, but
concurred with COMMISSIONER STEINMAN that it would be more appropriate for this lots
driveway to match the driveways of the other homes. He expressed his support of a review of
condition to allow that driveway length, stating it would benefit the neighborhood and the
development.

COMMISSIONER STEINMAN pointed out the subject site is located on a half cul-de-sac with
little vehicular traffic, but MR. CHAVEZ explained that the street was intended as a traffic
turnaround as well and changing the driveway length could put vehicles parked there at risk.
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PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: SEPTEMBER 25, 2008
MR. ANDERSON clarified that if the development has private streets, a violation of the
driveway length policy would be a concern because there might not be any sidewalks, forcing
any pedestrians to walk on the street.

In response to COMMISSIONER TROWBRIDGES question, MR. CHAVES stated that the
applicant had only one model which e : setback requirements. MR. CHAVES also
assured COMMISSIONER TR BRI cE-thatany 8 '1 homeowner would be informed

that this home would hay#® shofter drigeway; (oS in the development.
COMMISSIONER I¢ : hs IINQC

ea hbors be informed of the
setback differencods #cll. 6

lic Heafing closed.
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