OConsent Discussion

PROTESTS RECEIVED BEFORE: APPROVALS RECEIVED BEFORE:
Planning Commission Mtg. Planning Commission Mtg. D
City Council Meeting D City Council Meeting ICl
RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends DENIAL, if approved, subject to conditions:

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:
1. Location and Aerial Maps
2. Conditions and Staff Report
3. Supporting Documentation
4. Photo(s)
5
6.
C

. Justification Letter
Submitted after Final Agenda Protest Postcards and Protest Documentation Not Vetted
omment Forms (15)

Motion made by LOUIS DE SALVIO to Deny

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

CHRISTINA ROUSH, DONNA TOUSSAINT, TRINITY HAVEN SCHLOTTMAN, SAM
CHERRY, LOUIS DE SALVIO, BRENDA J. WILLIAMS; (Against-VICKI QUINN); (Abstain-
None); (Did Not Vote-None); (Excused-None)

Minutes:
CHAIR CHERRY declared the Public Hearing open.

ERIN SCHWAB, Planner I, introduced herself and stated that she recently joined the case
planning team and would be presenting at this meeting and in the future.
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MS. SCHWAB reported that the applicant is requesting a Variance to keep an existing shed
located within the required side setback area. The existing shed is zero feet away from the side
property line where five feet is required and four feet away from the main building where six feet
is required. No evidence of a unique or extraordlnary circumstance has been presented;

therefore, staff recommended denial. pfearotest letters have been received since

publication.
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FELICIA SLON requested tha QI1S3Ion g application as the applicant built the
shed on the side of the home where they are no usually located. The homeowner purchased the
home in April, and the back and side yards were just dirt and rock. They have since added
driveway cement rails for RV access and solar panels to the roof without approvals from the
previous HOA or the Architectural Review Committee (ARC). She is a member of the ARC
Committee, and when she saw the subject structure being framed she personally provided the
homeowner with the ARC review and regulations paperwork, and she highlighted the
information regarding sheds and informed them that they needed approval. MS. SLON was
unaware if the previous HOA issued warnings or assessed fines. They now have a new HOA,
and she was unsure if there was any communication between the homeowner and the new HOA.
She expressed concern about the fire hazard as the applicant attached the shed to the block wall
between his and his neighbor's homes. If the shed starts on fire, there is no setback and could
possibly start the neighbor's house on fire. MS. SLON stated that there are some storage units in
the community, and the applicant's back yard could accommodate the storage shed. She finished
by saying that the homeowner has not followed the community rules, and approval of this
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application would set a precedent in the neighborhood.

MR. KENNALEY stated that he was also willing to add sprinklers to the shed. He added that he
has been in construction for 45 years.
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