Summary of the Planning Commission's
Committee of the Whole Meeting
April 3,2012, Room 305 (RMB), 9:00 AM

Members present: Chair Harris Edmisten, Mr. Butler, Mr. Fleming, Mr. Fluhrer, Mr. Hagq,
Ms. Mattox, Mr. Terando, Mr. Schuster and. Ms. Sterling Lewis
Member not present: Mr. Buxton

Staff members present: Deputy Director Bowers, Senior Planner Crane, Planner Hill, Deputy
Attorney Botvinick, and Administrative Assistant Saa.

Z-2-12 — Rock Quarry Road, south side, east of its intersection with Interlock Dr.,**(Big
Branch-S)(South CAC)
This site is located on Rock Quarry Road, south side, east of its intersection with Interlock Drive.

This is a request to rezone property from Residential-4 & Neighborhood Business Conditional
Use District to Neighborhood Business Conditional Use District.

Planner Hill gave a brief overview.

There was discussion regarding: inquiry which area of the site is a neighborhood business
(applicant explained that it is 8 ft from the property that was deeded to the owner to clean up the
driveway access); setting a precedent for commercial use along Rock Quarry Road, cross access
condition designating of walkway;

Mr. George Barnes, representing the applicant made a brief presentation. Mr. Barnes mentioned
that they own and manage the corner lot adjoining the requested site.

Further Discussion regarding: does applicant know what type of service will be on the site
(applicant stated there were no firm commitment but anticipate having a service oriented use for
example bank, medical, urgent care or day care facilities); inquiry on applicant’s intention for the
future (applicant responded that he has reached out to neighbors and inquired of a potential
expansion to make the area a larger neighborhood business center with better connections to and
from the smaller roads to Rock Quarry Road); inquired the different retail areas in the PDD
(Planner Hill loaded iMaps to illustrate the location of Battlebridge and Sunnybrook retail which
runs from 1 mile and 1.75 miles distance); requested applicant to consider making the site
walkable from all sides of the property (applicant explained that in the rear there is a grade
change where the site sits higher than the nearby neighborhood); and Applicant expressed that the
building will be similar to the property in the corner.

The Planning Commission Members consensus that it is in the public interest allowing a needed
service in the community but felt that the applicant should work with staff to have better
conditions that will address connectivity/orientation of building; screening service area; better
access to sidewalk network and similar architectural character.

Deputy Planning Director made a point of clarification to the Planning Commission Members
that if they desire they can report out the case to Planning Commission with the recommended
condition from the Deputy Attorney or the Planning commission can report it out of committee
and recommend that the applicant work with staff and have the case presented in two weeks
(April 24™) with new conditions to be reviewed at the Planning Commission meeting.

Recommendation: Case moved to Planning Commission to be heard on April 24th; request
that applicant meet with staff and work on conditions pertaining to connectivity, service
screening and architectural similarity with adjacent property. Request a 45 days time
extension at the next Planning Commission (April 10™).

Motion: Mattox
Second: Sterling Lewis
Vote: 9-0
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