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1 adequate. She said Main Street should be brought back to residential instead of creating more

2 commercial. She said the small homes in the neighborhoods to the east will be dwarfed by these

3 tall commercial buildings. She suggested Brighton Homes demolish the two smaller homes and

4 build nice medium-sized single- family homes as a transition to the existing neighborhoods. She

5 is not in favor of rezoning these two properties to CoM. She said the SMSC was created to

6 revitalize Main Street, not the center of the block. She said commercial uses should be kept
7 fronting on Main Street. She said the elevation change on the west side was a factor for keeping
8 the building height at 35 feet. She said Brighton Homes can still get a quality development at 25

9 feet. She also said the City is working on creating a Historic District in this area and said the

10 proposed concepts will destroy the historic nature ofthis area.

11

12 Paula Tanabe said she owns the property at 337 East 400 South. She said the notice lists

13 her property as the parcel to be rezoned. She said she has not been approached by anyone and

14 this property cannot be rezoned if it is not properly noticed and she, as the property owner, has

15 not been informed.

16

17 Mr. Snyder explained the actual physical address of the property to be rezoned is 91 East

18 400 South, but when a rezone petition and subsequent noticed is posted it must contain the

19 address as listed on the County record. The County record shows this property at 337 East. The

20 County record is not accurate, but staff is required by law to post it as such.

21

22 Lee Skabelund said he moved to Centerville 25 years ago because of the small

23 community and open atmosphere. He said he has been a supporter of trees for many years and

24 Centerville has great trees and great mountain views. He said he also moved to Centerville

25 because it was almost built out. He is concerned with the current trend and proposals. He said

26 larger buildings will bring congestion and will destroy the neighborhoods character. He

27 expressed concern with traffic. He said it is already difficult to travel and cross both Parrish Lane

28 and Main Street. The proposed concepts will only increase that congestion. He also said this type

29 of density and congestion will invariably bring law enforcement concerns. He suggested density
30 and intensity be lowered.

31

32 Brad Nance said he does not support the 35- foot building height. He said it is possible to

33 get adequate return on the property and a quality development with the current 25- foot

34 maximum. He said the current zoning regulations are the best for the property right now. He said

35 citizens do not want to see buildings outside their windows. He also said the half-block should be

36 interpreted as if there were a 100 East Street through this super block. That would match all the

37 other blocks within the District and would diminish the CoM area providing for more residential

38 and a greater buffer.
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1 cover items such as water lines and meters, storm drains, fire service, and even for providing
2 parks. Since ADDs may create added demands for some services, it may not always be the case

3 for other such services. The concept of ADUs are to capitalize an opportunity to use existing
4 single- family style developments and associated infrastructure to keep costs down but increase

5 the opportunity to find housing options. Charging a full service impact fee to an ADU may be a

6 dis- incentive and may not be a flawless balance between the actual impact and the end user of an

7 ADU. The Commission and Council need to consider this as part of any decision to allow ADUs

8 in the City.
9

10 Commissioner Randall said her biggest concern is parking. This is often the reason a

11 neighbor will report an illegal ADU. She questioned if one additional parking space was

12 adequate for an ADU. Mr. Snyder said the Commission could increase the required parking to 2

13 spaces, but staff believes it may not be necessary for a maximum 800 square feet dwelling.
14

15 Chair Hirschi opened the public hearing.
16

17 Dale Eng.berson said he has read the proposed ADU draft and IS accepting of the

18 document. He likes that the parking is behind the setback and believes this will help with

19 alleviate parking concerns. He likes that the draft requires ADUs to have their own meters but

20 that both meters must be in the property owner' s name. He believes if ADUs are done right they
21 are a benefit to the community.
22

23 Stephanie Ivie. Citv Councilwoman, said she is glad to see the ADU issue come to this

24 point. She agrees ADUs should be legal with set parameters. She is concerned the proposed draft

25 may be a bit more restrictive than she would like. She does appreciate the owner occupancy

26 requirement.
27

28 Lee Skabelund said legalizing ADUs has been a long time coming. He said ADDs can

29 work out nicely for a community and provide cohesiveness when done right. He said ADDs

30 provide housing options for citizens who do not want to leave their large homes but need

31 supplemental income to keep it and citizens who would like a smaller more reasonable place to

32 live or elderly who do not want to live in a facility. He said ADUs need to have their own

33 parking and entrance and separate heating, bathroom, kitchen and fire protection. He said ADUs

34 increase diversity which keeps a community healthy.
35

36 Chair Hirschi made a motion for the Planning Commission to TABLE this matter and the

37 public hearing until the Planning Commission meeting to be held on February 25, 2015. The

38 motion was seconded by Commissioner Hirst and passed by unanimous vote (6- 0).
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