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RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends DENIAL.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:

1. Location and Aerial Maps - VAR-41385, VAR-41386, SUP-41384, SUP-41236 and
SDR41235

2. Conditions and Staff Report -VAR-41385, VAR-41386, SUP-41384, SUP-41236 and
SDR41235

3. Supporting Documentation - VAR-41385, VAR-41386, SUP-41384, SUP-41236 and

SDR41235

4. Photos - VAR-41385, VAR-41386, SUP-41384, SUP-41236 and SDR-41235

5. Justification Letter - VAR-41385, VAR-41386, SUP-41384, SUP-41236 and SDR-41235

6. Support Postcard VAR-41385 and VAR-41386

Motion made by RICHARD TRUESDELL to Hold in abeyance Items 24-28 to 6/14/2011 (Note:
Item 27 was Withdrawn without prejudice subsequent to this vote.)

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

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

Minutes:
CHAIR EVANS declared the Public Hearing open for Items 24-28.



a\‘zy 0/6 LM VW Agenda Item No.: 24.

PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: MAY 10, 2011

STEVE GEBEKE, Planning, described the four applications. The car wash facility will be
replaced with an additional fuel canopy, office building and smog check facility. The proposal
requires a parking variance, as well as waivers and exceptions to reduce required landscape
buffer areas and planting materials. The applicant is also requesting waivers of the minimum
special use requirements for the proposedtiagigial institution and the smog check. The

exceptions will result in erbuylt sig. Ci s ite is confusing. Additionally,
the service area for tgSp is 1qkate s Mglosure, within the vehicular

circulation area ag hazard

fifted that he has QF

00 much going on on this

o = traffic coming from all
directions, which would create ™"k EN PAET, Public Works, stated that
when the applicant met with the Traffic Engineering Division, traffic flow was not an issue. He
could not confirm that traffic is backing onto Charleston Boulevard. All the driveways force
traffic right-in and right-out, so they have been designed as safe as possible.

In reviewing on-site circulation, DOUG RANKIN, Planning, remarked that staff is concerned
that there is not enough access to or movement on the site while the pumps are being utilized,
thus causing traffic to backup. The denial recommendation is because the proposed project
creates egress and ingress traffic concerns.

CHAIR EVANS asked the applicant if a redesign of the site could be done to mitigate the public
safety concerns. ATTORNEY REISMAN responded that adding the pumps would open up the
site and provide greater traffic safety.
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COMMISSIONER TRUESDELL noted that the traffic congestion problem was created with the
addition of the convenience store. He could not support the applications.

COMMISSIONER TROWBRIDGE stated that this is the entryway to south Fremont Street, and
he would like to see a nicer, consistenLazsh
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