REGULAR MEETING
LOCAL PLANNING AGENCY (PLDRC)
CITY COMMISSION CHAMBERS
August 24, 2009
7:00 P.M.

MINUTES

CALL TO ORDER: Chairperson Woods

Chairperson Michael Woods called the August 24,92®%kgular Meeting of the Planning Land
Development Regulation Commission Meeting to orddr 7:00 p.m. Members present were
Commissioner Mike O’Laughlin, Commissioner Gary Ada Commissioner Ed Blackman,
Commissioner Ann Nehrig, Commissioner Tony Troy &wmmissioner Tura Schnebly Also present
was City Administrator, Don Findell.

APPROVAL OF MINUTES: Minutes of Regular Meeting: April 10, 2009

MOTION by Comm. Schnebly to approve the PLDRC RegulartidgeMinutes of April 10, 2009 as
presentedSECOND by Comm. AdamsM otion carried unanimously.

PRESENTATIONS: None at this time
COMMISSION CONSIDERATION:

A) Consideration of recommendation to the City Consinis re: off-site parking area surface associated
with the proposed tavern at 210-220 Cassadaga Road.

Comm. Nehrig: Mr. Chairman | have written a letter Atty. Groot specifically stating | feel it is a
conflict of interest for me to speak or vote orsthiem as | am the listing agent for this propevith
Custom Realty. So, | would like to abstain from coemt and voting on Item A for Commission
consideration.

1. Staff presentation

Admin. Findell approached the podium: As indicaitedhe memo included in the agenda package, Mr.
Randall Henry has indicated an interest in opemirigvern at 210-220 Cassadaga Road, the corner of
Cassadaga Road and Euclid Avenue. The propertheowest side is Brecht's Quality Meats. Mr. Henry
has submitted a building permit application foremial improvements to the existing building locabed

the site. The proposed tavern use is a specifipainitted use in the Downtown Commercial Land Use
District where the tavern is proposed to be located

Typically, review and permitting of a specificalbermitted use proposed to be located in an already
existing building would be handled administrativeifowever, during the initial administrative rewief

the proposed use of the property, it was determihatthe parking area that exists at 210-220 Casga
Road is insufficient for the use as currently pisgsh The existing parking area has 10 parkingespac
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The size of the building is 2700 sq. ft., accordimghe Property Appraiser, that is to be usedolask the
proposed tavern dictates that, in accordance Wwétparking requirements outlined in the City Cddef
the proposed tavern have 36 parking spaces. €hat$ Mr. Henry with a deficit of 26 parking spaces
for his proposed business.

Because sufficient parking for the proposed usads available on-site, Mr. Henry proposes to, in
accordance with Section 5.02.02 5. of the Codetljouse parking that is potentially available adjat

to the 210-220 Cassadaga Road property, and whaslpsitentially different temporal demands than Mr.
Henry's proposed business. Specifically, Mr. Heprgposes to use the parking area at: (1) Brecht's
Quality Meats and (2) Dane Robert’s open field doeated at the southeast corner of Euclid Avemdk a
Cassadaga Road which is located diagonally achesstteet from the 210-220 Cassadaga Road property.
Mr. Roberts’ property would be the most potentialigble parking area, because of its size and lsecau
of reduced potential temporal parking conflicts.

At a minimum, in order to potentially be able tinfty use the adjacent properties, Mr. Henry wilvi

to demonstrate that the uses of the properties tiéezent temporal parking demands than his pregos
business. Additionally, Mr. Henry will have to seeuecordable lot/parking area binding agreements
between the owners of the adjacent properties lamdwner(s) of the 210-220 Cassadaga Road property
and the City would also be a party to said agre¢sneBuch agreements will bind the adjacent progsert

for parking purposes, to the property Mr. Henrypmees to use. Mr. Henry will also have to, in
accordance with Section 5.02.02 2. of the Codemgiud parking plan that will “show the location and
accurately designate the number and size of spacesss aisles, driveways, loading zones, fireslane
dumpster locations” (the parking plan for the ukaroexisting structure, by a specifically perndtigse,
would typically be reviewed and approved admintstedy).

During a discussion/update with the City CommissionAugust 4, 2009, regarding the proposed new
business, it was noted that the Code has furtlrineaments which relate to surfacing of parkingaare
Specifically, Section 5.02.02 C. of the Code, tlglpamendatory Ordinance 2007-08, states:

5.02.02 C. - Construction Standards 1. Parkingsasball be surfaced with acceptable materialdl, lsbha
constructed in compliance with the City’s stormwat@nagement regulations, shall contain wheel stops
for individual vehicle parking space delineatiordashall be constructed in compliance with the Gity’
landscaping regulations.

Acceptable materials means a durable all-weathefacsei composed of concrete, brick, asphalt,
permanent porous grating, or other permanent destdurfaces. The aforesaid notwithstanding, tte Ci

may, during the development review process, andarindividual project specific basis, consider

approval of the use of alternate parking area esarf@aterials. Such consideration shall weigh such
factors as surface materials proposed, site latasde topography, environmental benefits, size of
parking area, maintenance requirements, site aEsth@otential impacts on surrounding properties,
potential impacts on City rights-of-way and fadd#t and hours and days of use of the parking area.

In discussing this specific issue, the City Commissecognized that the joint use parking area psep

at the southeast corner of Euclid Avenue and CagsaRoad (Dane Roberts property) was currently an
open field with no existing parking area improvemsenThe outcome of the discussion was that the Cit
Commission felt that it was desirable and apprdpriat the PLDRC consider the parking area surfaci
issue, and make a recommendation to the City Cosiomsregarding the appropriate surfacing of a
portion of the Dane Roberts parcel, if said paveas to be used for parking for up to 26 vehicles.

The PLDRC'’s recommendation would assist the Cityn@dssion and City staff in advising Mr. Henry
as to the improvements that would be necessarydarado make potential use of the Dane Roberts
property for business parking.

Comm. Chairman Woods: Is this discussion limitetheparking surface material?



PLDRC Regular Meeting Page 3 of 11 August 24, 2009

Admin. Findell: That is the primary parameter. ¢tiuyhave additional questions | will be happy tovesrs
them.

2) Applicant presentation

Mr. Randall Henry was present to answer questiblisHenry: As far as parking, we do need the extra
parking space. As far as surfacing the lot belopgoaMr. Dane Roberts; everywhere you look in this
town extra parking, such as Blake park, etc. peapke the grass. | feel like we should not haveao d
anything. | have made arrangements with Mr. Robertsake care of any damage. | have insurance to
cover any damage.

3) Commission discussion

Comm. Schnebly: How many parking places, if youewvter comply with the ordinance, would you be
allowed on the Dane Roberts property?

Mr. Henry: The property is more than capable ofdtiag 26 vehicles.

Comm. Schnebly: It is difficult to say to say wisitrface is appropriate without the aesthetics ef th
layout. | agree that Brecht's would be a confliotiat would be better if parking were at one plagth
only one cross parking agreement. | have some tlisuggarding people crossing over the streetrgela
numbers, but that is not what | am being askeddé ht. It would be helpful to see what your pragmbs
layout would be.

A digital projection was presented showing the psmal tavern property and proposed parking ardgeto t
south, across Cassadaga Avenue.

Mr. Henry: The parking spaces shown are 10’ x 20'.
Comm. Schnebly: | noticed the handicap parkinghgyliuilding. Is one sufficient?
Admin. Findell: | believe there are two handicapkag spaces and | will confirm that two is suféaot.

Comm. Schnebly: Is there a traffic model? | am logkto the in and out of the parking lot and the
amount of use. | did not see any recommendatioangon the memo.

Admin. Findell: The trips generated are going tovieey local. | know individuals on the commission
have different thoughts as to what is appropriatettie parking area. In dealing with it from a gstan
standpoint, | believe that the lot needs to beilstad in some fashion.

Comm. Schnebly: Have you done any type of analysiated to this property and what type of
recommendation would you give.

Admin. Findell: My recommendation is to stabilizehether by stone or gravel or some type of porous
surface; something that does not allow water ruaoéf/or dust.

4) Public comments

Victoria Homes, 240 Water Street: | sit at nightrag front porch and relish the peace and quiet and
serenity knowing that this will soon end becausthi bar. It will bring increased traffic. The gang is

not adequate. The neighbors are worried aboutmguda our street and foot traffic. It is already an
eyesore where the Alibi used to be. Now you wartuta it into a parking lot? If you do not paveitt,
will be dirt. We will become a blighted neighborltdbd\nother issue is trash bins. We do not needya bi
dumpster back on Water Street. We already havemahlem because of Brecht's dumpster. We are
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worried about deliveries and large sized beer suke are worried about noise. We have lots of diogs
the neighborhood which bark if someone is in thigimgorhood at night.

Chairman Woods: We are specifically trying to addréhe parking lot surface material today.

Ms. Holmes: There is a cut thru the wooded areapaagle will be cutting through if they park on \&fat
Street. How are you going to stop that? | woule lik see that strip of land rezoned. We were adsure
some time ago, at a Commission meeting, that avbatd never go on that piece of land and | woukte li

to see, in the future, that land rezoned so thaillinot destroy the neighborhood.

Admin. Findell: Let me address some of those ssdees. Mr. Henry is aware of the concerns of some
neighbors, particularly potential parking on Weéreet , dumpster location and deliveries. Eadhade
concerns are legitimate, We have discussed thoge drdesign standpoint and they can been addressed.
There should not be any concern about parking otek\&ireet because there is no place for parkihg.
Henry has indicated a potential to put a fenceszctioe back to eliminate the ability to walk acragsit

is now an open area. The dumpster would not beddca the back of the property, therefore therelevo

not be garbage pickup from Water Street. When thileling was originally built, and we went through
the Development review process, the City determthedl the deliveries would be front door deliveries
and we would continue that commitment. What | woddé from a development standpoint, is list the
items and actions that needed to occur to mitigatential problems.

Heather Lindsay, 222 Tangerine: ...36 cars? Whdidsseating of the capacity of this building and why
do they need all these spaces? | am here becdaktb put the car spaces to a certain standard and
believe everyone else should. | want to see thenstater standards like | had to do. If it is comaoieir
then it should be by commercial rules. What isgbating in this building?

Lou Benton: One of the questions just asked... levelihe is restricted down to 14 seats becausesof th
septic tank size; so actually 26 parking spacdsaged on the square footage of the building not the
occupied use. | agree with there is a lot of peapl®wn that have activities parked on grass idiclg

the City. The Equestrian Center is all grass. BB is all grass... every weekend with the fleaketar

It is kind of a catch 22. If you are going to em®rone then everyone’s got to do it... including the
churches, the city and any other activity. But yoa not actually looking at 26 parking spaces bseau
the actual use of the place is 14 people.

Admin. Findell: Mr. Benton is correct in the issugtated to the number of seats. The health depatime
as part of their review, determined the septic taak not of sufficient size to have more than lase
Mr. Henry and | have talked about that and hisrddsi at some point, to expand the drain fieldltow
more seats, if the business is successful. The stades parking for types of use and the 2700tsq. f
proposed tavern requirements are to have one gpskiace for every 75 sq. ft.

5) Commission consider ation
Comm. Blackman: Mr. Henry we heard currently 14sddow many employees?
Mr.Henry: Three

Comm. Blackman: Grass parking is acceptable tomsitiiations where it is infrequent such as a diurc
once or twice a week. The potential for destructibgrass is minimal. On a regular basis it doexdrte

be stabilized, in my opinion. | wouldn’'t want says necessary to do all 36 spaces at this time. ave

2 handicap and another 8 are paved so another&g¢ond that. | would suggest a 1/3 paved , 1/3
pervious, 1/3 grass. In all situations it would cheée be clear where the spaces were; wheel stopl; ¢
cuts, where you would enter the parking lot. Thia isituation we will be dealing with on and ondese

all our spaces in downtown commercial are smathink you need to be aware that if you expand the
septic system and expand seating capacity you woeltl to convert grass parking area into more
stabilized parking area. That would be my recommaénd.
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Comm. Adams: Let’'s assume Mr. Roberts establisisefability and parking is provided in accordance t
whatever is decided; a year later the businessllissoming and for some reason Mr. Henry decittes

terminate his lease and do something differentmRttee City’s perspective; the City would want tege

a successful business.

Admin. Findell: At the beginning of this presentatiwas a discussion regarding the necessity to theve
owners of the property Mr. Henry would be leasimgl ahe owners of the parking to enter into a lot
binding agreement. It would bind the property whtve tavern would be and Mr. Roberts’ parcel in
perpetuity, which simply means, in a worst casaade, Mr. Roberts will not be able to get out lot
agreement unless the type of use goes away aritthdetermines the parking is no longer necessary.

Comm. Adams: If Mr. Henry, after five or ten yeadlecides to sell the property and someone elseewish
to do the same thing... does this binding agreemamireue?

Admin. Findell: Yes; Mr. Henry would be leasing theperty. There would be potential for purchase of
the property, or Mr. Henry’s business could go @ubusiness, and that lot binding agreement wotilld s
be in effect because it runs with the land.

Comm. O’Laughlin: In viewing the location, whattis prevent patrons from parking directly across the
street?

Admin. Findell: there is nothing that physicallyepents them but it could become a code enforcement
issue raised by the owners of that property.

Comm. O’Laughlin: Are we specifically tasked to eater the parking area surface and that’s it?

Admin. Findell: The design issue, as far as parldpgces, dumpster location etc. are dealt with faom
administrative standpoint when you have a new usmgginto an existing property. Then, the
responsibility of staff is to insure that all thequirements of the code are met before that newisuse
issued a certificate of occupancy. The questiontlef parking surface cannot be addressed by
administration at this time because of the waycibde is written. The City Commission felt the Plisugn
Commission should make a recommendation.

Comm. Adams: If | understand you correctly, essdigtivhat we are being asked to accomplish this
evening is either to say ‘yea or nay’ in terms tabdization of the parking area. If we determime t
parking area needs to be stabilized, we then neetktermine what type of material and send that
recommendation to the City Commission.

Comm. O’Laughlin: Has anyone asked for an altevedtiom the code?

Admin. Findell: The second requirement under tlttamde was that acceptable material for parking was
durable, all weather, composed of concrete, brsphalt or other permanent surfaces and that is why
mulch was not be considered. When the code was dedeim 2007, the issue became that during
development review process, the City could consigirroval of the use of alternate parking areaaserf
materials. In that consideration we are to weigttdiss such as surface materials, site locatiore, siz
maintenance, aesthetics, potential impacts, howdsiae of facility. So Comm. Blackman keyed in an a
important factor as in hours and days of use whesgoke of using grass for parking. The demand for
parking on a daily business is different from ohattuses parking once or twice a week. As far as th
topography is concerned that lot is basically aldet, so we do not have any significant stormwate
issues currently there. That is not to say thitigf used as a parking lot with some stabilizedasie that
there may not be some stormwater issues with daiy

Comm. Schnebly: | am glad you pointed out thoseifips. What brings us here tonight is that wheis th
property was originally proposed as a developmecame before us as a professional development and
that is why the number of parking spaces is asritently is. So, originally, they were requirednheet
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code and that is why it was paved, etc. We areihgokn a change of use that is premised on a lease
arrangement and then premised on another leasggament for a parking lot. | am concerned about the
city keeping up with this in terms of enforcemein. perpetuity’ is a very long time and | cannotigime

any property owner’s lawyer not having some escapgrciauses or arrangements.

Admin. Findell: First, the principal issue is tharking area surface. | did not imply that you do Inave

the ability to ask any questions. The project, whemas originally proposed, was perhaps a littieren
flexible than what you indicated... what the owneids &vas to say that they were not exactly sure what
was going in there... it would be flex space deteediby the occupant... but it would need to meet all
the requirements of the code.

Comm. Schnebly: | do think it is important to briagt these points particularly from somebody whio sa
on this board when the first building came forwdiecause it was emphasized it was to fit into the
neighborhood and be architecturally integrateximlnot against what they want to do but | am sayiag
are shoehorning something that was not discussedpagential use, back at the time. | am reluctant
say that these folks should not have to comply wighcode. It is a risk benefit analysis that thoard is
being asked to do. How many people do we expect&t\Whd of model template is there for a tavern?
What about the fourteen seats...are they in theusstaor outside on the patio? So, | do not thirk w
can look at just 14 seats; especially with the amad hours the business will be open and withehre
employees. | also think that the owner would whethiusiness to grow.

Admin. Findell: | think what you have said are lgpitonsidered as far as meeting the demands of the
code. What he is proposing is utilizing that sactid the code that provides for off-site parking.

Comm. Schnebly: You probably remember about thdlictsof the big trucks and deliveries at Brecht's

Admin. Findell: The issues were dealt with; it wieent door delivery rather that rear door loadimgl a
that is also the intent with this business and Wwdl put into the agreement with the city. The issue
regarding perpetuity is one that | cautioned Mrnigfeon because the lot binding agreement is thescit
agreement.

Comm. Troy: If we did a limited amount of gravelasps with curb, now and then maybe if he is
successful and applies for a septic permit; thahithwhen we say we will have to look at it.

Admin. Findell: If you recommend that a certain faenof spaces or area be stabilized you will vigual
know if something is going beyond that area; yoll kviow that is the trigger to stabilize any adaiial
area.

Comm. Blackman: If we do 1/3, 1/3, 1/3 and we dat the first two thirds have to be stabilized &e i
going to have 12 left, which will give him a litthét of cushion with the number of employees.

Comm. Schnebly: It sounds like he is not going awehto look at stormwater. The reason | ask... when
the city was sued about runoff at Patch’s garageam Inot sure if all that was reconciled, but it vaas
issue in the past.

Admin. Findell: | guess that was reconciled sevgesrs ago through litigation. | do not know of the
actual stormwater issue, although it is apparentdpography of the old garage is different frois Hite.

Chairman Woods: If we use a pervious surface, $ilane, do we still have to install wheel stops and
landscaping and... what type of landscaping?

Admin. Findell: Yes. The landscaping requirementthat you install certain physical landscaping
improvements that are primarily associated parkipgces. In the Gateway Corridor the requiremet is
spaces before requiring a landscaping island. Tideoéeach row of parking also has to have a laaquksc
island.
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Chairman Woods: These island; they can be constiugftrailroad ties with plants?
Admin. Findell: Yes

Chairman Woods: Important aspect is to define theedays in and out. Maybe a swale around the
outside, not disturbing existing trees. | wouldamenend stabilization on a few spaces.

Admin. Findell: It does not have to be anything ptinated.

Comm. Adams: Anything in the agreement the City @uassion is planning to approve with regard to
this, that puts the liability on the use of the datectly across from the tavern on someone otten the
people parking there. It seems, in approving this,City should have some protection for the lander
across the street. The problem is being createdHhat the city is proposing to be approved. Letting
tavern be there and using property to park théteseems the city would have some obligation tiddbu
something into the agreement where the city confdree ‘no parking’ or at least hold the tavern ewn
responsible.

MOTION by Comm. Blackman to recommend to the City Comimis$o, upon receiving a lot binding
agreement, Mr. Henry be allowed to provide 36 spacé?2 grass; 12 stabilized material which cowdd b
crushed rock or what is allowed in City Code andmi@ervious.

Comm. Blackman: So that would be two impervioussgadeyond what is already paved.

Admin. Findell: If he was to do the extra two spaitavould have to be on the Roberts property.

Chairman Woods: Do we have a second to the mo(pa@se) With no second the motion dies. Do we
have a new motion?

Comm. Troy: Why do you want two impervious spaceshe Roberts property?
Comm. Blackman: Simply math

Comm. Troy: | would go along with the motion withdbe two impervious on the other property. Make
the impervious surface as ten spaces.

Admin. Findell: And adding to that record; at sughe that the City determines that stabilizatiortho#
remaining number of spaces is hecessary.

Comm. Schnebly: If you look at the drawing... are yaying the first two rows to the north would be
stabilized?

Comm. Blackman: The orientation may be the wrong.w@bviously this is simplistic, just to show there
is space. Even if it is grass you would need tbikta them.

Comm. Schnebly: How many entrances are there goibg and why shouldn't it all be stabilized... | am
struggling with that.

Comm.Troy: My idea is that if it (the tavern) doest go well, then the whole lot will have gravel or
material that may be more of an eyesore. Does ke tmcome back with a drawing to improve the
parking?

Admin. Findell: There would need to be at least tmgress / egress areas.

Comm. Blackman: Stabilize the spaces closest ttatrern.
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MOTION by Comm. Adams to require the entire required ipgrlarea on the Roberts’s property be
stabilized SECOND by Comm. Schnebly.

Chairman Woods: | would say ten stabilized spacasldvbe more than enough. Is there any leeway on
the total sg. footage of the business?

Admin. Findell: He will be using the entire buildimnd that is why the 2700 sq. ft. comes into éffec
Chairman Woods: As a local establishment we hawexpect some patrons to be walking or bicycling. |
think these parking regulations are counter to vgloate of our long range goals are to our commuihity.

think this will hurt us in the long run.

Comm. Schnebly: | would not disagree that thereL&¥Bs we will need to look at. | just see this as a
administrative nightmare in the future. We haveuiesfl other establishments to do this.

Chairman Woods: What business has 36 spaces noown?

Admin. Findell: | cannot think of any with 36 spaca this time.

Chairman Woods: Any more discussion?

Comm. Adams restates his motion.

Chairman Woodsclarifies: The remainder of the negfliparking spaces, required to be on Mr. Roberts
property, is to be stabilized with wheel stops,dsraping... whatever the code requires. That is the

motion.

Motion fails 3-3 with: Yes vote - Comm. Schnebly, Comfdams and Comm. Comm. O’Laughlin: No
vote - Comm. Blackman, Comm. Troy and Comm. Woaitls Comm. Nehrig abstaining.

Comm. Troy: | think that is impacting the lot sitehe may only stay open for six months and then we
have a parking lot in disrepair.

Comm. Schnebly: In this in perpetuity; will theyclie able to use that for other purposes?
Admin. Findell: No, it would be tied to that proper

Comm. Blackman: It seems to me very unfair to nexjthis owner to do something that even the City is
not doing. We have parking lots all over the Citgittare dirt. Behind the police station; City Hetit. and

| do not see anyone complaining about it. We are situation where we need to be a little lenigvihat

we really need if we are truly going to be a walkabommunity... is not requiring all these parking
spaces not to be impervious. | would rather notesegything paved.

Comm. Schnebly: Is he able to get a variance omaingber of parking spaces?

Admin. Findell: Yes.

Comm. Troy: Our biggest problem is the number afcgs we wish to have as not pervious.

Admin. Findell: A good compromise to address thisuld be to have a more phased approach. You
stabilized a certain number of spaces to addresgrtmediate concern and if the business is suadessf
and can expand by expanding the septic tank and fiedd and then requires more parking, as a tesul

more spaces could be stabilized. And most peapl@mving, rather than walking, to the site beeaok
the type of establishment it is.
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Chairman Woods: Our original task was to recommargiirface. We could go through the motion to
recommend a surface and then continue talking aheythasing.

Comm. Schnebly: Or we could send it to the City @Gossion as is... half of us felt one way and half fel
the other.

Chairman Woods: We do have consensus on matepial ty

MOTION by Comm. Blackman to allow Mr. Henry to keep thdseng impervious surface at the
existing location. The remainder 26 spaces to batéal on Mr. Roberts’ property; 14 be stabilized¢o
determined by Administration; spaces marked; ectaretc. and the remaining 12 be grass parking area
to become stabilized when it is visually apparerdd soSECOND by Comm. Troy.

Comm. Schnebly: As with any development we havedbdo be put in place in order to do something
within a given period of time. | personally wouléel a lot more comfortable if we handled this
differently... that the rest of the spaces will bedlized within a given period of time.

Troy: What time frame?

Comm. Schnebly: A year from the certificate of quauncy.

Comm. Adams: Who would decide whether additionalspaf the grass area need to be stabilized?
Admin. Findell: Administration would make that deicn on behalf of the City and if it was contested,
the City Commission would review it. You drive thand if you see 12 cars parking in the grass@mea
a routine basis you know it is time to stabilize #rea.

Chairman Woods: There is a motion on the table...dasgussion... any amendments?

Comm. Troy: | think that when they do apply to isase the septic, that would be a definite time to
stabilize.

Comm. Schnebly: In this agreement that the Cityoisig to enter with the property owner, is therexgo
to be the trip point expressed in that agreemeart looking for an enforcement tool.

Admin. Findell: Basically if they are not in comgfice then the agreement can be revoked and the CO
denied.

Chairman Woods: We have a motion on the floor #badlditional stabilized spaces with two trip paints
one visual inspection; one septic tank replacensit.the role

Motion fails 3-3.

MOTION by Comm. Adams to recommend to the City Commissi@nparking areas on the Robert’s
property be covered with a pervious stabilizedaafand that the PLDRC could not reach a decision o
how that surface should be implemented.... whethshauld be completede immediately or whether it
should be phased in.

Admin. Findell: What Comm. Adams is saying is tlae PLDRC agrees it should be a pervious,
stablilized surface and that to relay the informatthat the vote was split as to the number ofainit
parking spaces.

Comm. Blackman: | would vote in favor of that.



PLDRC Regular Meeting Page 10 of 11 August 24, 2009

Comm. Schnebly: We have already done that. We agdees not need to be paved, but we do not agree
beyond that.

Admin. Findell: | will report the discussion.

Comm. Blackman: | would suggest a drawing be suteohitor the Commission meeting.
Admin. Findell: 1 will report the discussion.

6) Additional Public Comments

Mary Dickinson, 336 Lakeview Drive: | do want toipbout you have that medical center that was not
allowed to open because it did not have parkingtheg were not allowed to park on the grass. Years
later they wanted a daycare center and it wastbaigl needed a bigger retention area and you have to
pave parking... you cannot park on the grass. Sa#sithere is another instance on Water Stredt an
Lakeview and she would have to put in, to codéegat four parking spaces.... She could not parken t
grass. You need to make everything equal for ewatylin this town. Ed, when you said about the
parking at the Café and the Equestrian... is dedicptrk land owned by the city. The City can do
whatever they want to do. Even here there is nptoadicated parking. The point is you have kepeoth
people from opening their establishments by naivailg them to park on the grass, so why would you
make an exception now.

Lou Benton: | want to clarify some facts that werat true. The daycare center needed to bring in
engineered drawings and they never did it... the oaddiuilding... the same thing. Her home address is
DelLand it is not Lakeview Drive.

Admin. Findell: | would remind Ms. Dickinson thatewhave a code that we deal with for proposed
projects and if there is any desire to amend tlike é¢balso comes to us in the form of an applicapat
together by staff or an individual as a code amesdnand processed through the PLDRC and City
Commission.

COMMISSION DISCUSSION:

A) Discussion regarding PLDRC recommendations faxvgadk construction.

Admin. Findell: | wanted to let you know that | papproximately $23,000 in the budget for sidewalk
construction. The source of funding is impact fé#e. had talked in previous meetings about coming up
with recommended areas to construct new sidewalw®uld like the Commission to start considering
that and at the next meeting to be prepared tasssit in more detail and give recommendations.

Chairman Woods: Did the City get a copy of the repehen the County did the sidewalk study for
Volusia Pines with recommendations?

Admin. Findell: Yes, and most of the recommendatioame from me in that study.
Comm. Schnebly: Is this new construction only? Ao per foot it costs?

Admin. Findell: Yes, somewhere between $15 and@25inear foot, 5 foot wide. That numbers varies
from time to time depending on the market.

Comm. Blackman: Approximately 1000 feet. | knowoitr ordinance we require sidewalks to be 5”. But
every sidewalk other in our village is 4'... why digt go away from 4'?

Admin. Findell: Five feet, rather than four feetrist the modern standard. Five feet, from a praktic
standpoint, makes it more convenient for pedestrific .
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Comm. Blackman: It seems to me if we are tryinkeep the character of a village, why do we want
larger sidewalks.

Chairman Woods: It has to do with pedestrian cotritarels and ADA requirements. Can we get a copy
of the Volusia Pines report?

Admin. Findell: Yes.
B) Discussion regarding expiration of terms of offioe PLDRC members.

Admin. Findell: Just a reminder that those termsoffice are expiring on September"™30The City
Commission requests that those that wish reappeimtsubmit a letter of application.

STAFF COMMENTS/CHAIRPERSON AND MEMBER COMMENTS:

Admin. Findell: Next month we will talk about thedewalks and a couple of other items: the Ballard
replat/subdivision and, perhaps, Heather Comeanrisapt plan for a charter school to be locatedhen t
Pyramax property.

Comm. Schnebly: Where is the Ballard subdivision?

Admin. Findell: It is comprised of the old Erdooperty, now owned by the Lindsays, and the Ballard
property immediately behind the Bed and Breakfast.

PUBLIC COMMENTS:
None
ADJOURNMENT

Chairperson Michael Woods adjourned the Regular tigeof the Planning Land Development
Regulation Commission Meeting of August 24, 2008rer at 9:05 p.m.

Respectfully submitted:

Wendie M. Levings, Secretary



