












FO CPAC Meeting Minutes - July 6th, 2016 
 
Start 6:30 PM 
 
Elisa Sabatini absent, Rebecca Friedman, Raymond Irwin, Harry Azar, Becky Lund, 
Becky Wood, and Robert Luscombe present 
 
Officer Elections 
 
Chair: Postponed 
Nominated:        by:    2nd:  
 
Nominated:        by:    2nd:  
 
 
Nominated:        by:    2nd:  
 
Vice Chair: 
Nominated: Harry Azar    by: Becky Lund 2nd:  
 
Nominated:        by:    2nd:  
 
Nominated:        by:    2nd:  
 
Secretary: 
Nominated: Becky Wood     by: Harry Azar 2nd: Becky Lund  
 
Nominated:        by:    2nd:  
 
Nominated:        by:    2nd:  
Vice Chair and Secretary nominations approved by unanimous vote 
 
Item 1: Gum Ranch 
Bob Luscombe questioned soundwall and overlook for sports field 
Project engineer answered Mike Robertson 
Raymond Irwin asked about timing 
Harry Azar asked about trees 
Bob Luscombe asked about drainage from Sparks Field 
Applicant presentation  
Public Comments: 
Carolyn Walter – traffic concerns. Applicant answered her question 
Alicia Kilsoil – impact study age – and soundwall 
Nancy MacIntosh – impact to Treecrest by traffic and traffic control 
Mr. Constantine – Quality of life in neighborhood Why 5 years?  Drainage impact? 
Answered by applicant – Existing studies are on file 



Dot Boyd – Impact to Hoffman Lane and age of studies used. 
Art Watkins – overlooks Gum Ranch, timing and lot size 
Tani Belew– When the EIR was done?  Timing of the EIR?  Staff answered 2002 
Close public comment.   
Bob Luscombe– Hoffman Lane location? 
Becky Lund – timing of tentative map? Staff answer - 2003 last extension.  There will 
be additional review before it goes to the planning commission   
Bob Luscombe is ok with project 
Raymond James Irwin– EIR will be reviewed so ok 
Harry Azzar– Same density as originally approved is ok with request 
Becky Lund – is ok with review of documents 
Becky Wood – ok 
Becky Friedman– wants note to the importance of impacts 
Motion to approve the extension with strong consideration of the economic impact 
and updated review of EIR.  Motion failed to be moved. 
Motion to recommend acceptance for the extension of time providing there is a 
review of environmental conditions that may potentially effect development. 
By Bob Luscombe and second by Becky Lund.  Motion failed. 
Motion to approve the time extension 
Harry Azar second Becky Lund all approved 
 
 
 
Item 2: 
The Learning Center: 
Staff presentation – in the special use area for Fair Oaks Village 
Bob Luscombe – access road issues and traffic 
Raymond James Irwin– site concerns at busy intersection 
Mike Allen – owner and applicant– presentation 
Bob Luscombe– sight distance for Howard, signage, speed restrictions, number of 
staff (12-18) 
Raymond James Irwin– Wants to see traffic report, concerned about height of wall,  
Harry Azar– width of road and capacity of drop off circle, tree removal 
Becky Lund – parking 
Becky Friedman – Safety concerns for traffic and height of fence, existing right of 
way for wider street already exists, length of time for development (about 1 year) 
Raymond James Irwin– did TLE review project? – Applicant response – yes, they 
supplied the architectural drawings 
Staff comments – early in the process and looking for comments from the 
community and county traffic person here to listen to concerns. 
Bob Luscombe– close Howard to reconstruct? 
Open public comment: 
Clair Chapman – timing of drop-offs and pick ups are hard to predict 
Rick Phillips – 24 staff members takes half parking places so less room for drop offs 
and fire access, level of existing traffic and air quality 
Wes Trunnell – posting of comments from the neighbors, no SPA, emergency access,  



Vicky Walker – width of Howard, weekend and evening activities could be an issue, 
traffic study could be biased to the low side with summertime conditions 
Clara Jewell – timing of traffic study, traffic through neighborhood 
Jim Pederson – right or lefts from driveway allowed?  No decision made yet (Matt’s 
answer) Fire department concerns – no comment yet. 
Ronald Ellis – what is the scope of the traffic study? Improvements to Howard?  Matt 
provided answer about conditions regardless of the results of the study.  The study 
will look at existing conditions at intersections 
Todd Franz – traffic will use New York to get out, small roads 
Rodger Smith – traffic and safety, multi use of Pennsylvania will be a safety concern 
with additional traffic 
Joe Dobrowolski – width of Howard, traffic, deceleration lane needed on Sunrise, 
additional chances for comments, grading requirements 
Applicants response – might look at grading comments, hopes for use by locals, 
should be the same people that are already traveling that way, wants to work to 
make it a good project 
Close public comment. 
Rebecca Freeman – include traffic study before final approval (can include a 
continuance) 
Becky Lund – continuance to address concerns 
Harry Azar– Elevation makes a difference in traffic, timing of traffic study should not 
matter 
Raymond James Irwin– not enough information to address the concerns 
Bob Luscombe– traffic is major concern and all streets might need improvements, 
increase drop off parking, keep cars from blocking the intersection,  
 
Raymond motion, Rebecca Freeman second 
Motion – continue with traffic study done in fall 
Motion carries unanimously  
 
 
 
Item 3:  
4736 New York Av TM, Early CPAC Workshop 
Staff comments on the rezone, special development permit, neg dec,  
Harry Azar and Becky Lund looked at the site.  Harry wants an arborist report.  
Trees were illegally removed from the front lot. 
Rebecca Friedman – small lot for this number 
Harry Azar – high density 
Raymond James Irwin – high density 
Applicant – wants to hear what the neighbors have to say 
Bob Luscombe – is concerned about the density 
Open public comment: 
Daneece Fraizer – wants to see something different.  Traffic on Olive 
Frank and Jean Gonzales – neighbor to the south of the parcel, impact to wildlife, 
noise, traffic, lights, drainage 



Stacy Preach – children play in street 24-5 children live right there 
Patty Sisam – no rezone, no duplexes, traffic, no two story dwellings 
Debra Lallemant – walkers and bikers and runners, funeral processions, parking for 
that many dwellings, no visitor parking, flood issues, submitted written comments, 
no sidewalks wanted, discrepancy with total lot size verses addition of new lots 
Lynn Sadler – drainage, traffic, emergency access, elevation difference with their 
property 
Stephane Carroll – impact to sewer, 
Christopher Brown – need USA call before work 
Ryan Rake – parking, no notice for work 
Laurie Williams – traffic increase in accidents 
Barbara Roper – adjacent property, needs survey to know where property line is, 
elevation change, replace trees, save existing trees, parking on private drive, 
consistency with county directive,  
Rene Nitz – against the project 
Applicants response – recognizes that trees are important, apologize, wants to hear 
to make the project better,  
Close public comment. 
Harry Azar proposes to have a neighborhood meeting outside of this hearing. 
Bob Luscombe– tree violation, density, parking in driveways 
Raymond James Irwin– stick with master plan, emergency access, no duplex, and 
three parcels would be just right. 
Harry Azar– go back to the drawing board, garbage pick up, drainage, no rezone, 
wider road 
Becky Lund – plan does not indicate that you understand the community, no rezone,  
Becky Wood –  
Rebecca Freeman – survey the neighborhood, survey the property, and be 
consistent with the character of the community,  
 
No action taken. 
 
 
 
Item 4:  
Fruitwood Court TM Early CPAC Workshop: 
Staff presentation –  
Bob Luscombe– demolition has already occurred 
Becky Lund – disclose the realtor that sold the property 
Richard Rozzener – engineer for project – meets zoning, utilities are there, needs 
special development permit for the sewer 
Harry Azar– approval for septic tanks? 
Raymond Janes Irwin– what are the lot sizes? 2900 to 4000 sf houses need different 
size lots 
Bob Luscombe- Street stays the same 
Becky Wood – is a sewer connection possible? 
Open public Comment: 



Tim Baker – clarify three homes on three lots, frontage on street, safety 
Mathew and Stephanie Lucchesi – concerned about trees, parking with three 
driveways, wants children to play in the street, fire access 
Hugh Brady – plan is in a vacuum, needs to show drainage, trees, sewer master plan, 
total plan 
Larry Ledhart – cul-de-sac designed for limited houses, parking, and emergency 
access 
Clay Mattison – not enough frontage for three driveways 
Rodger Britton – integrity of the neighborhood, need 75 foot frontage emergency 
access, density is inappropriate, septic tanks, damage to road and water lines, 
construction impacts 
Pierre Oubre – cul-de-sac may need to be marked as no parking for fire access, move 
parking down the street 
Applicant response – could connect the streets and make five lots, two lots are much 
larger than the standard lot in the area, parking will be on site, trees will be 
protected as much as possible, construction will be an inconvenience 
Close public comment. 
Rebecca Friedman – lots seem large, frontage might need mitigation 
Becky Wood – drainage swale prevents access out the other street 
Harry Azar – try to mitigate drainage, connect to sewer 
Raymond James Irwin– address neighbors concern, make driveway long enough to 
provide parking, protect trees 
Bob Luscombe– need some elevations to see what the finished project will look like, 
modify the circle to get more frontage 
No action taken. 
 
Raymond James Irwin motion to adjourn and Becky Lund second 
11:00 pm  
 
 
 


