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Planning Commission Mtg. Planning Commission Mtg. DI
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RECOMMENDATION:
Staff recommends APPROVAL, subject to conditions:

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:

1. Location, Aerial and Special Maps
2. Conditions and Staff Report
3. Supporting Documentation
4. Photo(s)

5. Justification Letter
6

7.

C

. Letter from Baughman & Turner Law Office
Submitted after Final Agenda Protest Postcards and Protest Documentation Not Vetted
omment Forms (3)

Motion made by LOUIS DE SALVIO to Approve subject to conditions

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

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

NOTE: CHAIR CHERRY abstained from voting on this item as this application involves
marijuana, and he is involved in the cannabis industry. COMMISSIONER SCHLOTTMAN
abstained from voting on this item as he has ongoing business with the applicant and their
representative.
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PLANNING COMMISSION MEETING OF: NOVEMBER 27, 2018

Minutes:
VICE CHAIR QUINN declared the Public Hearing open.

STEVE GEBEKE, Planning Supervisor, reported that the applicant is proposing to locate a
Marijuana Cultivation Facility within aosg ggeindustrial building that meets all minimum
development standards and dj C 8 of Title 19.12; therefore, staff

recommended approval g duron lprtst kAmsS/

AMY SUGDEN g#her f of theapn M prises. She stated that
her client had g : _9"“ #1 i  this is a relocation as
he was disple . id the} cqed a notice regarding

R sted that the notice

requiredi i B h g dl$X19RS JVEM »d with and
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nominal { I ‘

the subject site q@apwplication.

VICE CHAIR QUI gl rewsb

and ROBERT SUMMERFIELD, Director ot Planning, stated that the SUP (Special Use Permit)
is not an application where razor wire could be approved or disapproved; it would have to be
done through a Site Development Review (SDR). He noted that he will speak with the Code
Enforcement officer who is responding to this situation. He added that this body does not have
the authority to halt Code Enforcement action on something that does not have an SDR or
Variance before them. In the absence of those applications, the Planning Department will work
with the applicant to determine the next steps; they may need to take down the razor wire
temporarily or come forward with an SDR application to substantiate the need.



