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1 Reasonsfor Action (findings):
2 I. The conceptual plat acceptance is subject to the rezone approval by the City Council

3 from A-L to R-L [Section 12- 21- 080(d)(4)].

4 2. The conceptual subdivision is in harmony with the General Plan [ Section 12- 480- 5].

5 3. The new subdivision meets the objectives for development within a Residential-Low

6 Zone [ Section 12- 30- 020(b)(I)].
7 4. It appears all applicable development standards for development within an R-L Zone

8 have be satisfied [ Table 12- 32- 1].

9 5. It appears all general requirements for all subdivisions have been satisfied [ Chapter

10 15- 5].

11 6. All applicable standards found in the Subdivision Ordinance pertaining to a

12 conceptual subdivision application have been satisfied [ Chapter 15- 2].

13 7. Staff does not believe the midblock pedestrian access as stated in Section 15- 5-

14 10 I (5), is necessary since Main Street has a dedicated sidewalk, there is no

15 knowledge of future development to the south, and eventually the road to the west of

16 the project will be completed with an additional sidewalk.

17

18 The motion was seconded by Commissioner Wright and passed by unanimous roll-call

19 vote (6-0).

20

21 PUBLIC HEARING I BARTILE ROOFS I 725 NORTH 1000 WEST - Consider the

22 proposed Amended Site Plan for Bartile Roofs on property located at 725 North 1000 West,

23 for the purpose of constructine: new storae:e sheds. Lewis Evans, Bartile Roofs
Inc..

24 Applicant.

25

26 Commissioner Johnson rejoined the meeting.
27

28 Cory Snyder, Community Development Director, reported the applicant desires to

29 construct three ( 3) large storage buildings on his property and possibly reconfigure some of the

30 parking on site. The purpose of the site plan amendment is to house most of the current outdoor

31 product storage. The site does not currently comply with the architectural, landscaping, and

32 parking provisions of the current ordinances and is required to come into compliance unless the

33 expansion is less than 30% of the floor area. The applicant desires to limit the new construction

34 to just below the 30% threshold. The applicant previously built some storage sheds in the

35 northeast corner of the property without proper approvals. Those sheds will need to be brought
36 into compliance as well. The proposed new buildings and the unsanctioned sheds will be

37 required to meet current architectural and building standards. The applicant will address drainage
38 and public utility easements as required. The applicant will be required to install parking lot

39 landscaping dependent of the parking lot reconfiguration. Overall, staff believes the proposed
40 changes to the site will enhance the site by upgrading the condition and appearance as

41 encouraged by the General Plan.
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1 Commissioner Daly said the applicant may choose to remain under the 30% threshold for

2 these improvements but questioned if the applicant could choose to do another upgrade in the

3 future, again staying under the 30% threshold, and again be exempt from coming into

4 compliance. Mr. Snyder said that any additional improvements after this point would require full

5 compliance. He said the record will show that the applicant is over the 30% with any additional

6 upgrades.
7

8 Lewis Evans. applicant said there is currently about 400 pallets of product outside. He

9 plans to build the sheds in order to move all this outside storage into covered buildings. He said

10 they have had plans to upgrade the site for some time but are just recently in a position to do it.

11 He said these improvements will clean up the site and improve the area. He said he will work

12 with staff on the parking configuration and landscaping, but said this is an industrial operation
13 and he does not intend to install too much landscaping. He reviewed the site plan and the history
14 of the site explaining the drainage, current parking configuration, easements, and property lines.

15

16 Chair Hirschi opened the public hearing. Seeing no one wishing to comment, he closed

17 the public hearing.
18

19 Commissioner Hayman made a motion for the Planning Commission to accept the

20 Conceptual Site Plan for the Bartile Roofs Inc. Site to construct the proposed accessory storage

21 buildings subject to the following directives:

22

23 I. The allowable floor area of the new constructed accessory buildings must be less than

24 30% ofthe existing gross floor area of the current buildings.
25 2. The final site plan submittal must provide the calculation of each existing building
26 and the new buildings to verify compliance with the less than 30% allowance, as

27 addressed in the " Nonconforming" provisions of the Zoning Ordinance.

28 3. All new building construction design must comply with the architectural design
29 requirements of the Industrial-High Zone.

30 4. The final site plan submittal must address the non-approved building construction

31 located in the northeast corner area ofthe site as follows:

32 . Compliance with applicable Building Codes, as deemed appropriate by the City' s

33 Building Official

34 . Compliance with the I-H Zone architectural design provisions
35 5. The final site plan shall address the required internal parking lot landscaping
36 provisions for "Parking" in the Zoning Ordinance.

37 6. The final site plan submittal must address the issues identified by the City Engineer,
38 as mentioned in this report.
39 7. All the parcels be combined into one property.
40 8. The developer shall provide all recorded and proposed easements for the property.
41














