











	December 21, 2006
	ATTENDANCE
	Staff Attendance
	Item # 4 – SPECIAL USE PERMIT AMENDMENT:  Discussion and possible Commission action on a request by Shaaron Seaich for a Special Use Permit Amendment on the subject property known as 8502 Red Fox Lane, APN 304-27-327 & 328 located in Township 11 North, Range 22 East, Section 35 of the Gila and Salt River Meridian, in the Silver Lake Estates area.  The stated reason for the request is for an amendment to the Special Use Permit to allow the use to run with the land, and to allow the applicant to apply for a Liquor License.  The Engineering Department has no objection to the proposed Special Use Permit.  Flood Control comments that Silver Lake Estates is located in a closed basin area with areas of shallow flooding.  Any new structures built in this development will be reviewed to make sure it is built outside the basin area and at an appropriate elevation.  Contingent upon the above, Flood Control has no objection to the proposed Special Use Permit.  Planning & Zoning comments are the property owner has requested that the Special Use Permit run with the land and stipulation 4 from Resolution 42-01 be deleted.  The Planning & Zoning Department recommends approval of the Special Use Permit Amendment request with the exception of deleting stipulation 4 below.  Staff concurs that this stipulation should remain.  Bill Fraley presented a vicinity, parcel, and aerial map.  Mr. Fraley also presented a 300 foot notice map.  Francine Bindley, representative for her mother Sarah Seaich, came forward to speak on her behalf.  Ms. Bindley said that this is a request that the customers would like to see, and felt that it is a need to the community members.  Kathleen Mutchek, area coordinator with the Silver Lake Neighborhood watch program, came forward to speak in favor to this project.  Ms. Mutchek said that the store is much needed and provides a lot for their community.  No one came forward to speak in opposition to this matter.  Robert Ingels appreciated the minutes that were provided from the Board of Supervisors meeting.  Mr. Ingels said that this is a contradiction of what was originally approved, but does see that the stipulations that were listed previously have been met.  Robert Ingels made a motion to allow permit to run with the land and the owners to apply for a liquor license.  RECOMMENDED STIPULATIONS:  1. This Special Use Permit allows for a neighborhood general store on the subject property. 2. This Special Use Permit shall be valid only for the current owner of the land. 3. The permitted Special Use shall be allowed to occur only in the location shown on the approved site plan. 4. This Special Use Permit shall be revoked if the owners/operators apply for a liquor license. 5. A nontransparent wall or fence five feet in height shall be placed along the north and east boundaries of the subject property. RECOMMENDED AMENDED STIPULATIONS: 1. Amend stipulation No. 2 to read: This Special Use Permit shall run with the land. 2. Any new structures built in this development will be reviewed to make sure it is built outside the basin area and at an appropriate elevation.  Joel Lawson seconded the motion.  Motion carried with a vote of 5-2, Jason Hatch and John Dalton were not in favor.
	Item # 7 – Possible approval of November 16, 2006 Minutes.  A motion was made by Robert Ingels to approve the minutes.  Tom Thomas seconded the motion.  Motion unanimously carried with a vote of 7-0.
	Item # 8- Commissioners’ comments and/or directions to staff.  Commissioners may use this time to offer additional comments regarding any item on this agenda or any other topic.  The Commission may direct Development Services Department staff to study or provide additional information on topics of the Commissions’ choosing.  Robert Ingels said that he would like to have an ‘outline’ of the agenda items ahead of time to better acquaint the commissioners with the upcoming items.  Lance Payette said that it is highly improper to have the discussions only, as it looks like a one sided presentation, the public should have the opportunity to engage in the discussion.  Bill Fraley said that the Commission does appreciate the discussions only, but should only be presented for a big development, such as White Mountain Lakes, for example.  Tom Thomas commented that this is not the way to handle this.  Mr. Ingels suggested that there be another format to handle the discussions only, to better inform the Commission of developments without the specifics.  Mr. Thomas gave his input on the discussions only; it seems that the public hearing is trying to be done before the actual public hearing.



