
GRAND JUNCTION PLANNING COMMISSION 
P u b l i c H e a r i n g — J u l y 7, 1987 

7:30 p.m. - 8:30 p.m. 

The p u b l i c h e a r i n g was c a l l e d t o o r d e r by Chairwoman Susan Rush 
a t 7:30 p.m. i n the C i t y / C o u n t y A u d i t o r i u m . 

I n a t t e n d a n c e , r e p r e s e n t i n g the C i t y P l a n n i n g Commission, were: 

Susan Rush, Chairwoman Ron H a l s e y 
J a c k Campbell Karen Madsen 
Ross Transmeier Jean S e w e l l 
M i l a n d Dunivent 

I n a t t e n d a n c e , r e p r e s e n t i n g the C i t y P l a n n i n g Department, were: 

Kathy P o r t n e r Mike S u t h e r l a n d 

C i t y E n g i n e e r , Don Newton, and C i t y P r o p e r t y Agent, Tim Woodman-
see, were a l s o p r e s e n t . 

T e r r i T r o u t n e r was p r e s e n t t o r e c o r d the m i n u t e s . 

There were a p p r o x i m a t e l y s i x i n t e r e s t e d c i t i z e n s p r e s e n t d u r i n g 
the c o u r s e o f the h e a r i n g . 

I. APPROVAL OF MINUTES 

MOTION: (COMMISSIONER DUNIVENT) "MADAM CHAIRMAN, ON THE MINUTES 
OF THE GRAND JUNCTION PLANNING COMMISSION HELD JUNE 2, 
1987, I MOVE THAT THEY BE ACCEPTED AS SUBMITTED." 

Commissioner Campbell seconded the motion. 

A v o t e was c a l l e d and the m o t i o n passed unanimously by a v o t e of 
7-0. 

I I . ANNOUNCEMENTS, PRESENTATIONS AND/OR VISITORS 

There were no announcements, p r e s e n t a t i o n s and/or v i s i t o r s . 
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I I I . FULL HEARING 

1. #1-87 TEXT AMENDMENTS TO THE GRAND JUNCTION ZONING AND DEVEL
OPMENT CODE FOR 1987 

P e t i t i o n e r : C i t y A t t o r n e y , G e r a l d Ashby 

(Note: Because two item s a r e p r e s e n t e d under t h i s t i l e number, 
d i s c u s s i o n s w i l l be p r e s e n t e d s e p a r a t e l y ; however, t h e motions 
w i l l be made a f t e r t he second p r e s e n t a t i o n . ) 

PETITIONER'S PRESENTATION 

Kathy P o r t n e r , r e p r e s e n t i n g the p e t i t i o n e r , s a i d t h a t t h i s was a 
re q u e s t t o amend s e c t i o n 4-3-4 of the Use/Zone M a t r i x under the 
hea d i n g of Amusement B u s i n e s s - I n s i d e t o p r o v i d e the use c a t e g o r y 
H e a l t h / A t h l e t i c C l u b s and S e r v i c e s and a l l o w i t i n the L i g h t I n 
d u s t r i a l (1-1) zone as a s p e c i a l use. 

She s a i d t h a t c u r r e n t l y t h i s type of b u s i n e s s was a l l o w e d i n the 
Heavy Commercial (C-2) zone but not the I - l zone. At p r e s e n t , 
however, t h e r e was a gy m n a s t i c s s c h o o l which was l o c a t e d i n an 
I - l zone as a non-conforming use. A l l b u i l d i n g s they had sought 
t o r e l o c a t e t o whic h c o n t a i n e d the amount o f space n e c e s s a r y t o 
the b u s i n e s s were l o c a t e d i n the 1-1 zone. 

She c o n t i n u e d t h a t swimming p o o l s which were an a l l o w e d use i n 
the I - l zone and A t h l e t i c C l u b s were s i m i l a r , so t h e r e was no 
problem w i t h h a v i n g the use c a t e g o r y l i s t e d as a s p e c i a l use. 

QUESTIONS 

Chairwoman Rush asked what t h e z o n i n g was f o r the F o r e s i g h t 
I n d u s t r i a l P a r k . 

4W 

Kathy r e p l i e d t h a t i t was a l l c u r r e n t l y zoned P l a n n e d I n d u s t r i a l . 

PETITIONER'S PRESENTATION 
Kathy s a i d t h a t t h e second i t e m p r e s e n t e d t o r c o n s i d e r a t i o n was a 
re q u e s t t o amend s e c t i o n 4-3-4 Use/Zone M a t r i x under the hea d i n g 
of R e t a i l B u s i n e s s U n l i m i t e d t o p r o v i d e the c a t e g o r y A u t o m o b i l e s , 
P i c k u p T r u c k s , Vans and a l l o w them i n the L i g h t I n d u s t r i a l ( I - l ) 
zone as an a l l o w e d use. 

She p r e s e n t e d a b r i e f background and f e l t t h a t i t would perhaps 
be more a p p r o p r i a t e f o r the Commission t o a l l o w the use as a 
s p e c i a l , r a t h e r t h a n a l l o w e d , use so t h a t r e v i e w may be made by 
the P l a n n i n g Department f o r each proposed b u s i n e s s . 

2 



QUESTIONS 

There were no q u e s t i o n s a t t h i s t i m e . 

PUBLIC COMMENTS ( f o r b o t h i s s u e s ) 

There were no comments e i t h e r t o r o r a g a i n s t e i t h e r p r o p o s a l . 

~ MOTION: (COMMISSIONER MADSEN) "MADAM CHAIRMAN, ON ITEM #1-87 
TEXT AMENDMENTS TO THE GRAND JUNCTION ZONING AND DEVEL
OPEMENT CODE FOR 1987, I MOVE THAT WE FORWARD THAT 
(AMENDMENT TO 4-3-4 THE USE/ZONE MATRIX ESTABLISHING A 
USE CATEGORY FOR HEALTH/ATHLETIC CLUBS & SERVICES AS A 
SPECIAL USE) TO CITY COUNCIL WITH RECOMMENDATION OF 
APPROVAL." 

MOTION: (COMMISSIONER MADSEN) "ON THE NEXT ITEM, REQUEST TO 
AMEND 4-3-4 (TO PROVIDE THE CATEGORY AUTOMOBILES, PICKUP 
TRUCKS, VANS UNDER THE HEADING OF RETAIL BUSINESS 
UNLIMITED), I MOVE THAT WE SEND THAT TO CITY COUNCIL 
WITH RECOMMENDATION OF APPROVAL CHANGING IT TO READ THAT 
THE AUTOMOBILES, PICKUP TRUCKS, VANS BE PERMITTED AS A 
SPECIAL USE INSTEAD OF AN ALLOWED USE." 

Commissioner Dunivent seconded the motion. 

A v o t e was c a l l e d and the m o t i o n passed by a v o t e o t 6-1, w i t h 
Commissioner Transmeier o p p o s i n g . 

2. #7-87 ZONES OF ANNEXATION FOR 1987 

P e t i t i o n e r : C i t y o f Grand J u n c t i o n 

PETITIONER'S PRESENTATION 

Kathy p r e s e n t e d a b r i e f o v e r v i e w , s a y i n g t h a t the p r o p o s a l had 
been heard b e f o r e ; a zone of RMF-16 had been t e n t a t i v e l y g i v e n 
t o t he p r o p e r t y . 

QUESTIONS 

Commissioner S e w e i i asked i t t h i s RMF-16 z o n i n g wouid a l l o w 
development w i t h o u t b e i n g h e a r d by the P l a n n i n g Commission. 

Kathy responded t h a t as a m u l t i - f a m i l y zone, i t c o u l d be d e v e l 
oped by the owner i f ownership was r e t a i n e d . The p r o p o s a l would 
s t i l l have t o come b e f o r e the P l a n n i n g Department t o r s i t e 
r e v i e w . Kathy f e l t t h a t i t was v e r y improbable t h a t development 
wouid o c c u r w i t h o u t s u b d i v i d i n g the p r o p e r t y . 

Chairwoman Rush commented t h a t t h i s d i d not p r e c l u d e p u t t i n g i n a 
s i n g l e l a r g e apartment complex. 
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PUBLIC COMMENTS 

FOR: 

Mr. Krey e x p r e s s e d h i s p r e f e r e n c e f o r t h e RMF-16 z o n i n g . 

AGAINST: 

There were no comments a g a i n s t t h e p r o p o s a l . 

QUESTIONS 

Commissioner Transmeier e l a b o r a t e d t h a t , a t an e a r l i e r workshop, 
a t e n t a t i v e agreement had been made t o a l l o w the RMF-16 z o n i n g . 
That was, he c o n t i n u e d , w i t h o u t g o i n g out and a c t u a l l y l o o k i n g a t 
the p r o p e r t y and a d d r e s s i n g c e r t a i n c o n c e r n s . One i m p o r t a n t con
c e r n he had was i n th e topography; he f e l t t h a t s a f e a c c e s s c o u l d 
not be a s s u r e d f o r a h i g h e r d e n s i t y c o n s t r u c t i o n . He thought 
t h a t the PR-10 z o n i n g was more a p p r o p r i a t e f o r t h i s p r o p e r t y . 

Mr. Krey p o i n t e d out a d r a i n a g e easement on a map p r o v i d e d . He 
thought t h a t t h e easement would p r o v i d e a b u f f e r t o a d j o i n i n g 
p r o p e r t i e s . He was unsure o f the h i g h e s t and b e s t use a t t h i s 
t i me f o r t h e p r o p e r t y , but added t h a t i t was p o s s i b l e the 
p r o p e r t y might become a par k . 

Chairwoman Rush asked i t t h o s e uses which might be p l a c e d on the 
p r o p e r t y , i . e . c h u r c h , l o d g e , e t c . , would be a l l o w e d under the 
PR-10 z o n i n g . 

Mike S u t h e r l a n d responded t h a t those uses would a l l be a l l o w e d 
under t h a t z o n i n g . 

Commissioner Transmeier was concerned t h a t the P l a n n i n g Commis
s i o n had no s p e c i f i c development p r o p o s a l w i t h which t o judge the 
a p p r o p r i a t e n e s s o f t h e z o n i n g . By a t t a c h i n g a PR-10 z o n i n g , i t 
l e f t enough f l e x i b i l i t y f o r f u t u r e change i t r e q u i r e d by a 
s p e c i f i c p l a n . 

Mr. K r e y commented t h a t s i n g l e f a m i l y r e s i d e n t i a l z o n i n g was not 
e c o n o m i c a l l y f e a s i b l e . 

MOTION: (COMMISSIONER TRANSMEIER) "MADAM CHAIRMAN, ON ITEM #7-
87, I MAKE A RECOMMENDATION TO CITY COUNCIL ON THE ZONE 
OF ANNEXATION FOR 1987 TO ZONE THIS A PR-10 FOR KREY 
ANNEXATION." 

Commissioner Madsen seconded the motion. 
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Chairwoman Rush agreed w i t h Commissioner T r a n s m e i e r i n t h a t she 
t e l t a l s o t h a t the PR-10 z o n i n g would a l l o w g r e a t e r f l e x i b i l i t y 
i n f u t u r e development p r o p o s a l s . 

A v o t e was c a l l e d and the motion passed unanimously by a v o t e o t 
7-0. 

3. #27-87 ROAD RIGHT-OF-WAY VACATION 

P e t i t i o n e r : C i t y o f Grand J u n c t i o n 
L o c a t i o n : Southwest c o r n e r o t F a i r v i e w and Lawrence 

Avenues 

PETITIONER'S PRESENTATION 

Tim Woodmansee, C i t y P r o p e r t y Agent, p r e s e n t e d a b r i e f h i s t o r y o f 
the p a r c e l . He s a i d t h a t the C i t y p r e s e n t l y had an o t t e r from 
the p r o p e r t y owners l o c a t e d t o the s o u t h t o buy th e p a r c e l 
c o n t i n g e n t upon t h e v a c a t i o n o f 11 f e e t ( t h e e x t r a f o o t was t o be 
l e f t f o r maintenance p u r p o s e s ) . He added t h a t i t had been a 
c o n s t a n t weed problem t o t h e C i t y and e x p r e s s e d no o b j e c t i o n s t o r 
v a c a t i n g the p r o p e r t y . 

PUBLIC COMMENTS 

There were no comments e i t h e r f o r o r a g a i n s t the p r o p o s a l . 

MOTION: (COMMISSIONER CAMPBELL) "MADAM CHAIRMAN, I RECOMMEND 
THAT WE SEND THIS ON TO COUNCIL, #27-87, FOR VACATION OF 
RIGHT-OF-WAY, 11 OF THE 12 FEET." 

Commissioner Transmeier seconded the motion. 

A v o t e was c a l l e d and t h e mot i o n passed unanimously by a v o t e of 
7-0. 

4. #26-87 FINAL PLAT & PLAN & EASEMENT VACATION 

P e t i t i o n e r : SSM Investments and Duncan & Campbell I n v e s t 
ments, J i m P a t t y 

L o c a t i o n : N o r t h e a s t c o r n e r of W e l l i n g t o n & L i t t l e Book
c l i f f Avenues 

PETITIONER'S PRESENTATION 

Tom R o l l a n d and Greg D i l l o n gave a b r i e f background of the 
p r o p o s a l , s t a t i n g t h a t i t was the p e t i t i o n e r ' s i n t e n t t o p l a c e an 
opthomology c l i n i c a t t h e above l o c a t i o n . They c o n t i n u e d t h a t 
t h e v a c a t i o n was n e c e s s a r y so t h a t the proposed b u i i d i n g would 
not s t r a d d l e the p r e s e n t easement; t h i s was brought on by the 
v a r i o u s p r o j e c t s engaged by the a d j o i n i n g p r o p e r t y owners. 
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QUESTIONS 

Chairwoman Rush asked about the easement l o c a t e d d i r e c t l y t o the 
e a s t , n o t i n g t h a t i t was made a p a r t of t h i s f i n a l p l a t . 

Mike c l a r i f i e d t h e c o r r e c t l o c a t i o n of the easement w i t h back
ground i n f o r m a t i o n t o Chairwoman Rush. 

I t was Mr. R o l l a n d ' s thought t h a t a l l r e v i e w agency c o n c e r n s had 
been s u f f i c i e n t l y a d d r e s s e d . 

Commissioner T r a n s m e i e r wanted t o know why l o t 3 was b e i n g 
o v e r l o o k e d . 

Mr. R o l l a n d e x p l a i n e d t h a t t h i s s m a l l p a r c e l was t o be used t o r 
p a r k i n g f o r an e x i s t i n g m e d i c a l f a c i l i t y l o c a t e d t o the e a s t . 

Commissioner T r a n s m e i e r was concerned t h a t w i t h o u t d e f i n i t e 
p l a n s , l o t 3 s h o u l d not be l e f t h anging by i t s e l f because of i t s 
d i m i n i s h e d s i z e . He f e l t t h a t i t s h o u l d be j o i n e d w i t h e i t h e r 
the proposed p r o j e c t ' s p r o p e r t y o r absorbed by the p r o p e r t y 
owners t o t h e e a s t . 

D i s c u s s i o n ensued between t h e d e v e l o p e r s and Commissioners on 
t h i s p o i n t . One thought p r e s e n t e d by Mike S u t h e r l a n d was t h a t , 
i f a pproved, t h e Commission c o u l d p l a c e a s t i p u l a t i o n t h a t the 
p r o p e r t y be absorbed, e t c . w i t h i n s i x months o t a p p r o v a l . 

Chairwoman Rush asked t o r a d e s c r i p t i o n o t the development p l a n , 
w h i c h was g i v e n . She asked about the p o r t i o n o f l a n d l y i n g 
d i r e c t l y t o the n o r t h — w a s t h i s t o be landscaped? 

Mr. D i l l o n answered t h a t t h i s a r e a was t o be r e s e r v e d t o r 
p a r k i n g . I t was d i r e c t l y a d j a c e n t t o an apartment complex. 

STAFF PRESENTATION 

Mike S u t h e r l a n d s a i d t h a t the v a c a t i o n i s s u e needed t o be 
r e s o l v e d b e f o r e the p l a t o r p l a n c o u l d be c o n s i d e r e d . He p o i n t e d 
out t h a t e a r l i e r problems c o n c e r n i n g d r a i n a g e , a d d i t i o n a l shade 
t r e e s f o r the p a r k i n g a r e a , e t c . had a l l been s u f f i c i e n t l y ad
d r e s s e d . The o n l y o u t s t a n d i n g c o n c e r n was the n o r t h e r n t r i a n g 
u l a r s e c t i o n w h i c h the p e t i t i o n e r wanted t o g r a v e l . S t a f f 
p r e f e r r e d t h a t i t be l a n d s c a p e d . Mike n o t e d t h a t s i n c e the 
proposed p a r k i n g t o t h e n o r t h was not made a p a r t of the f i n a l 
p l a n , i t would have t o be c o n s i d e r e d s e p a r a t e l y a t a l a t e r d a t e , 
w i t h a n o t h e r appearance b e f o r e P l a n n i n g Commission. 

Don Newton, C i t y E n g i n e e r , gave s p e c i f i c s on the d r a i n a g e from 
the p r o p e r t y . Where o r i g i n a l l y t h e r e might have been a problem, 
the a d d i t i o n of a n o t h e r c a t c h b a s i n on L i t t l e B o o k c l i f f s h o u l d 
a l l e v i a t e the problem. 
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I n r e s ponse t o q u e s t i o n s from tne Commissioners, he r e p l i e d t h a t 
t h e r e would be no problem t o the n o r t h e r n apartments r e g a r d i n g 
the d r a i n a g e from t h i s p r o p e r t y . The g r a t e s proposed would be 
de s i g n e d t o t a k e i n more water t h a n normal g r a t e s . 

Chairwoman Rush asked i t the c u r b c u t q u e s t i o n had been r e s o l v e d . 

Don r e p l i e d t h a t t h e y would a l l be c l o s e d and t h a t t h i s was 
a c c e p t a b l e t o the p e t i t i o n e r . 

PUBLIC COMMENTS 

Leo Warren, 2815 P a t t e r s o n Road, asked l t the d r a i n a g e of t h i s 
p r o p e r t y would a f f e c t the p r o p e r t y l o c a t e d upstream. 

Don Newton r e p l i e d t h a t i t wouid n o t . 

There were no o t h e r comments e i t h e r f o r o r a g a i n s t the p r o p o s a l . 

MOTION: (COMMISSIONER TRANSMEIER) "MADAM CHAIRMAN, ON ITEM #26-
87, CONSIDERATION OF THE FINAL PLAT, I MAKE A RECOMMEN
DATION WE APPROVE THIS SUBJECT TO THE APPROVAL OF THE 
VACATION BY THE CITY COUNCIL, SUBJECT TO STAFF COMMENTS, 
AND SUBJECT TO THE PROPERTY KNOWN AS LOT 3 BEING 
ABSORBED INTO LOT 2 OR THE PROPERTY TO THE EAST IN THE 
NEXT YEAR." 

Commissioner Dunivent seconded the motion. 

A vote was c a l l e d and the motion passed unanimously by a vote of 
7-0. 

MOTION: (COMMISSIONER TRANSMEIER) "MADAM CHAIRMAN, ON ITEM #26-
87, A CONSIDERATION OF-THE FINAL PLAN, I MAKE A RECOM
MENDATION WE APPROVE THIS SUBJECT TO THE APPROVAL OF THE 
VACATION BY THE CITY COUNCIL AND STAFF COMMENTS." 

Commissioner Campbell seconded the motion. 

Chairwoman Rush commented that she wanted to see the northernmost 
tr i a n g l e landscaped (part of the s t a f f comments) because of the 
residences adjoining the property. The landscaping would act as 
an a t t r a c t i v e buffer. 

Commissioner Madsen agreed with t h i s point. 

A vote was c a l l e d and the motion passed unanimously by a vote of 
7-0. 
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NOTION: (COMMISSIONER TRANSMEIER) "MADAM CHAIRMAN, ON ITEM #26-
87, CONSIDERATION OF VACATION, I MAKE THE MOTION WE SEND 
THIS TO CITY COUNCIL WITH RECOMMENDATION OF APPROVAL." 

Commissioner Dunivent seconded the motion. 

A vote was c a l l e d and the motion passed unanimously by a vote of 
7-0. 

Mr. Rolland expressed some concern over the time l i m i t a t i o n set 
to tbe absorption of l o t 3. Planning Commission expressed 
thoughts that they d i d not want t h i s small parcel ignored 
i n d e f i n i t e l y ; the time l i m i t a t i o n was to assure that i t would 
not be. 

5. #28-87 MINOR CHANGE TO FINAL PLAN 

P e t i t i o n e r : Bethesda F o u n d a t i o n of Nebraska, Dennis E n n i g a 
L o c a t i o n : 2825 P a t t e r s o n Road 

PETITIONER'S PRESENTATION 

Dennis E n n i g a p r e s e n t e d a b r i e f o v e r v i e w of the p r o p o s a l , s a y i n g 
t h a t t he p r o p o s a l would maximize the use of the p r o p e r t y . The 
new wing was needed f o r a d d i t i o n a l beds. The a d d i t i o n t o the 
e x i s t i n g b u i l d i n g was t o expand the d i n i n g room. 

QUESTIONS 

Commissioner Transmeier asked f o r s p e c i f i c s on b u i i d i n g dimen
s i o n s . -

Mr. E n n i g a responded t h a t the di m e n s i o n s of t h e b u i l d i n g were 
a p p r o x i m a t e l y 41' x 200', s i n g l e s t o r y . 

STAFF PRESENTATION 

Mike gave a s h o r t h i s t o r y o f the p r o p e r t y . He s a i d t h a t t h e r e 
were o b v i o u s problems i n t h a t an a d j a c e n t p r o p e r t y owner, Mr. 
Warren, opposed the b u i l d i n g ' s b l o c k i n g h i s v i e w t o the Grand 
Mesa. Other t h a n t h e q u e s t i o n o f view, Mr. Warren seemed t o have 
no problems w i t h the b u i l d i n g i t s e l f . 

QUESTIONS 

Commissioner H a l s e y asked i f the C i t y E n g i n e e r had any problems 
w i t h the b u i l d i n g i t s e l f . 
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Mike s a i d t h a t t he C i t y E n g i n e e r had no problems w i t h the 
b u i l d i n g but added t h a t i t was t h e B u i i d i n g Department w h i c h 
r e v i e w e d the c o n s t r u c t i o n c r i t e r i a . 

Chairwoman Rush n o t e d t h a t t h e r e were no p l a n s f o r l a n d s c a p i n g 
between the a d d i t i o n and the n e i g h b o r t o the west. 

Mike agreed t h a t t h i s was c o r r e c t ; i t was the thought o f the 
p e t i t i o n e r t h a t l a n d s c a p i n g might o n l y s e r v e t o i m p a i r the 
n e i g h b o r ' s v i e w . He added t h a t the p e t i t i o n e r agreed t o sod t h e 
a r e a , however. 

PUBLIC COMMENTS 

FOR: 

There were no comments f o r t h e p r o p o s a l . 

AGAINST: 

B i l l K a i n , a l e g a l r e p r e s e n t a t i v e f o r Mr. Warren, s a i d t h a t h i s 
c l i e n t was d e e p l y concerned over the l o s s of h i s v i e w t o the 
Grand Mesa. A p i c t u r e was c i r c u l a t e d w h i c h i n d i c a t e d t he vi e w 
b l o c k a g e from h i s deck. He a l s o f e l t t h a t Mr. Warren's p r o p e r t y 
v a l u e would be s e r i o u s l y compromised, w h i c h c o u l d r e s u l t i n 
f u t u r e l a w s u i t s . 

Mr. K a i n p r e s e n t e d a h i s t o r y o t the p r o p e r t y i n t h i s a r e a , and 
s a i d t h a t Mr. Warren had s o l d a p o r t i o n o f p r o p e r t y t o Bethesda 
w i t h the v e r b a l s t i p u l a t i o n t h a t no b u i l d i n g be p l a c e d on i t . 
( T h i s was shown on the map; l a t e r , t he e x a c t l o c a t i o n was c o r 
r e c t e d and c l a r i f i e d . ) He f e l t t h a t t h e e a r l i e r p r o m i s e s s h o u l d 
be b i n d i n g and t h a t the proposed b u i l d i n g would v i o l a t e t h i s v iew 
r i g h t . He thought t h a t t h e r e s k o u l d be a n o t h e r a l t e r n a t i v e 
p r e s e n t e d by Bethesda. 

QUESTIONS 

Commissioner Madsen asked i f t h e b u i l d i n g was t o be l o c a t e d on 
the p r o p e r t y o r i g i n a l l y s o l d t o Bethesda by Mr. Warren. 

Mr. Warren s a i d t h a t i t was n o t , but t h a t i f t he p r o p e r t y hadn't 
been s o l d t o them, t h e y c o u l d not have b u i l t t he proposed 
b u i l d i n g because of s e t b a c k r e q u i r e m e n t s . 

STAFF PRESENTATION 

Mike S u t h e r l a n d s a i d t h a t he had seen no a l t e r n a t i v e l a y o u t 
s u g g e s t i o n s from Bethesda, and t h a t the o n l y o p p o s i t i o n came from 
Mr. Warren. Three o r f o u r o t h e r photos were t a k e n (which were 
passed around and e x p l a i n e d ) . 
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QUESTIONS 

Commissioner Campbell asked Mike t h a t i f t h e Warren p r o p e r t y had 
not been s o l d t o Bethesda, would i t have changed the b u i l d i n g 
p l a n . 

Mike responded t h a t t he p l a n would have had t o have been changed. 
There wouid be reduced p a r k i n g as w e l l . 

Commissioner Transmeier wanted t o know what t h e s e t b a c k s were f o r 
the s o u t h e r n c o r n e r o t the proposed b u i l d i n g . 

Mike answered t h a t t he s e t b a c k was a p p r o x i m a t e l y 45' from the 
p r o p e r t y l i n e t o the s o u t h e r n c o r n e r ; 30' from the p r o p e r t y l i n e 
t o the w e s t e r n c o r n e r . 

Chairwoman Rush asked i t a l l o t h e r s t a t t c o n c e r n s had been 
a d d r e s s e d . 

Mike r e p l i e d t h a t t h e y had. 

PETITIONER'S REBUTTAL 

Mr. E n n i g a s a i d t h a t any a l t e r n a t i v e s f o r r e l o c a t i n g t he b u i l d i n g 
were not e c o n o m i c a l l y f e a s i b l e , and s a i d t h a t p i l a s t e r s would 
have t o be dug deeper i n o r d e r t o more f i r m l y a f f i x t he founda
t i o n i f i t were t o be p l a c e d i n an "L" shape. He f e l t t h a t no 
a l t e r n a t e p l a n would work, and i f f o r c e d t o reduce the o v e r a l l 
s i z e o t the b u i l d i n g , t h ey would not b u i l d i t a t a l l . He a l s o 
p o i n t e d out t h a t t h e y hoped t o h i r e between 20-25 p e o p l e t o r the 
new a d d i t i o n . 

QUESTIONS 

Don Newton asked i f the b u i l d i n g c o u l d perhaps be lowered t o 
accommodate Mr. Warren. 

Mr. E n n i g a s a i d t h a t t h i s was not f e a s i b l e and would c o n f l i c t 
w i t h w h e e l c h a i r ramps. 

There was a d i s c u s s i o n over the purchase o t Mr. Warren's p r o p 
e r t y . Bethesda had, a t one t i m e , o f f e r e d t o buy Mr. Warren's 
p r o p e r t y , but was t u r n e d down. L a t e r , when Mr. Warren put h i s 
home up f o r s a l e , Bethesda no l o n g e r wanted the p r o p e r t y f o r the 
p r i c e asked because r e p r e s e n t a t i v e s f e l t t h a t t he p r i c e was 
i n f l a t e d over o t h e r s i m i l a r homes i n the Grand V a l l e y . 

There was a l s o a d i s c u s s i o n between P l a n n i n g Commissioners and 
s t a f f over whether o r not t h e r e was a n y t h i n g i n the Code r e 
g a r d i n g v i e w easements. Mike s a i d t h a t n o t h i n g was mentioned i n 
the Code. 
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Commissioner H a l s e y f e l t t h a t , e s p e c i a l l y i n the Grand V a l l e y 
a r e a , a e s t h e t i c s s h o u l d be c o n s i d e r e d . 

Mike agreed w i t h t h i s p o i n t , but added t h a t t h e r e had always been 
an i n t e n t t o f u r t h e r d e v e l o p the p r o p e r t y where Bethesda i s 
l o c a t e d . He d i d not know i f Mr. Warren was aware of the f a c t , 
but s a i d t h a t the L a n d i n g s , who owned the p r o p e r t y b e f o r e , were. 

MOTION: (COMMISSIONER TRANSMEIER) "MADAM CHAIRMAN, ON ITEM #28-
87, MINOR CHANGE TO FINAL PLAN, I MAKE A MOTION WE 
APPROVE THIS. 

Commissioner Madsen seconded the motion. 

Commissioner Transmeier commented t h a t i f r e t a i n i n g the v i e w was 
as i m p o r t a n t t o Mr. Warren as he i n d i c a t e d a t t h i s e v e n i n g ' s 
m e e t i n g , he s h o u l d have i n c l u d e d a vi e w easement i n the c o n t r a c t 
a t t he time o f the s a l e o f the p r o p e r t y . T h i s , he s a i d , was an 
e s p e c i a l l y i m p o r t a n t p o i n t s i n c e t h e r e was n o t h i n g i n the Code 
r e g a r d i n g t h i s and t h e r e f o r e , t h e r e was no l e g a l b a s i s t o r 
d e n y i n g b u i l d i n g on the Bethesda p r o p e r t y based on vi e w r e s t r i c 
t i o n . 

Chairwoman Rush agreed w i t h Commissioner H a l s e y c o n c e r n i n g the 
c o n s i d e r a t i o n o f a e s t h e t i c s , but s a i d t h a t Mr. Warren had ample 
o p p o r t u n i t y t o p r o t e c t h i s v i e w and f a i l e d t o do so. 

Mike S u t h e r l a n d added t h a t c u r r e n t h e i g h t r e s t r i c t i o n s o u t l i n e d 
i n the Code c o u l d be c o n s i d e r e d when a s s e s s i n g the v i e w q u e s t i o n . 
I n the case of Bethesda, he p o i n t e d o u t , the b u i l d i n g was w e l l 
w i t h i n the h e i g h t r e s t r i c t i o n s i n p l a c e f o r t h i s zone. 

A v o t e was c a l l e d and the motion passed unanimously by a v o t e of 
7-0. 

A f t e r e x p l a i n i n g the a p p e a l p r o c e d u r e t o Mr. Warren, he e x p r e s s e d 
h i s i n t e n t i o n t o a p p e a l the d e c i s i o n o f the P l a n n i n g Commission. 

The meeting was a d j o u r n e d a t 9:22 p.m. 
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