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RECOMMENDATION:

DENIAL

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
Location and Aerial Maps
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Supporting Documentation
Photos

Justification Letter
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Motion made by BYRON GOYNES to Deny

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

VICKI QUINN, BYRON GOYNES, RICHARD TRUESDELL, KEEN ELLSWORTH,
STEVEN EVANS, GUS FLANGAS; (Against-None); (Abstain-None); (Did Not Vote-None);
(Excused-GLENN TROWBRIDGE)

Minutes:
CHAIR TRUESDELL declared the Public Hearing open.

DOUG RANKIN, Planning and Development, recommended denial because the chain-link fence
is aesthetically incompatible with the surrounding neighborhood and the requested special use
permit is inconsistent with the requirements for an auto repair garage due to the bay doors facing
the public right-of-way.
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CALVIN PETERSON was present with ROBBI FORTSON, one of the three owners, and he
stated that auto repair is a necessary service that is lacking in the surrounding community. He
explained that the chain-link fence is needed for security of the building and the entire property.
He offered to cover the chain-link fence so as to screen the interior of the property from the
public right-of-way.
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VICE CHAIR ELLSWORTH discussed with MR. PETERSON that the bays could be moved to
the rear of the structure, but at a substantial cost, and then verified with COMMISSIONER
GOYNES that he is concerned about the current use and the environmental study, because he
does not believe the property is properly equipped to meet current code.

MS. FORTSON explained that the property was in trust in 2005 and she, along with her two
sisters, bought it out, closed the business and evicted the previous owner because he was
involved in shady activities, some of which took place on the property, which she had no control
over.

MS. FORTSON indicated that she would like a commercial tenant for the property, but she had
not been successful in her pursuit. She assured the Commission that she wants a viable use on the
property, but, in the interim, she would like to rent it to MR. PETERSON so that the property
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does not sit vacant, as that would not serve the community well either. She indicated that she
cares about the community, because she was raised there, and offered to submit the report from
the bank indicating that the tanks were removed.
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