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RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends APPROVAL.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:

Location and Aerial Maps ZON-40490, VAR-40491 and SDR-40492
Conditions and Staff Report - ZON-40490, VAR-40491 and SDR-40492
Supporting Documentation

Photos - ZON-40490, VAR-40491 and SDR-40492

Justification Letter - ZON-40490, VAR-40491 and SDR-40492
Protest/Support Postcards - ZON-40490 and VAR-40491

A

Motion made by GLENN TROWBRIDGE to Approve

Passed For: 5; Against: 0; Abstain: 1; Did Not Vote: 1; Excused: 0

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

NOTE: COMMISSIONER GOYNES indicated his abstention due to a pending matter that has
not been resolved with ARNOLD STALK.

Minutes:
CHAIR EVANS declared the Public Hearing open for Items 14-16.

STEVE GEBEKE, Planning, stated staff supports the rezoning request because it will bring the
zoning into conformance with the General Plan and will be compatible with the surrounding
commercial zoning. However, the site will have minimal landscaping and less than the required
parking. A revised landscape plan was submitted 4/2011 that depicts additional landscaping on
the north side of the existing structure that would meet the planting material requirements for the
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north buffer area, but is not sufficient to meet the minimum buffer width requirement along the
entire perimeter. No additional landscaping is proposed along the remaining perimeters. Staff
recommended denial of the Variance for parking and the Site Development Plan Review because
the site does not meet the minimum requirements of Title 19 for landscape materials and buffer
requirements. Additionally, the applicantbasuiii@aented no evidence of a unique or extraordinary
circumstance, pursuant to Tiflg S o—thartwould g tiate the requested Variance. MR.
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the agreement. MR. STALK clarified that the agreement is a shared-access agreement only, not a
shared-parking agreement. LUCIEN PAET, Public Works, explained that Public Works staff
required access as part of Condition 18 of SDR-40492, and that is the reason for the shared-
access agreement.

DEPUTY CITY ATTORNEY JAMES LEWIS found the agreement to be legally insufficient as
presented. MR. PAET indicated the agreement would have to be revised and submitted prior to
occupancy.

Regarding the square footage of the building, DOUG RANKIN, Planning, explained that
according to staff's measurements, the square footage of 1,632 is accurate.

CHAIR EVANS declared the Public Hearing closed for Items 14-16.



