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Agenda-ltem-89]
1
Addressedto:)
-+ A} -+ South-Weber-CityPlanning-Commissionf
-+ B} -+ Colliersinternational, Reevesand-Associates, et.al.
1
I)-+Suggestthe Developers-and-Designersof the-SW-GatewayProject-thoroughly-review-the-recent:
presentations, comments, anddiscussions-held-by-boththe-SWC-Planning-Commission-and-the-
SWCLity-Council-regardingJ oseph-Cook's-Lofts-Development-Concept-Presentations. |
-1
—+ A+Thesepresentationsawere-made-to-the-5WC-Planning-Commission-on:-1)
-+ —+ 27Aug20,025ep20,-and-165ep201
-+ B+Apresentationswas-made-to-the-SWC-City-Council-on:¥
-+ -+ 295ep201
1
I1)}+Thefirst-item-that4-would-like-to-address+s-the-townhome-areaof-the-proposed-development. --As-
wasdiscussedduring the-Lofts-presentations, " Parking" for-the-homeowners-and-their-visitors-
becamea-major-issue-thathad-to-be-addressed-before-any-approval-would- be-considered.
1
—+ A+TheEastern-mosttownhomes-show-6-Unitsawith-1-carparking.-You-will-seethat fopic-was-
discussedin-detail-during-the-various-"Lofts"presentations. -This-will-not-be-acceptableto-
SWC.-Atownhome-unit-needs-atleast fwo-parking-spaces for-a-single-bedroom-unit, two-to-
threeparking-stalls for-a-two-bedroom- unit,-and-at-leastthree-parking-stalls for-a-3-bedroom-
unit. g
-+ B)+Theconcept-drawing-shown-for-this-32-unit-townhome-development- only-has five-visitor-
parking stalls.-There-should-be-more-wvisitor-parking-planned-asavas-discussedfor-the-Lofts. |
-+ C)+Anotherissuethatneeds-to-be-addressedin-the-concept-designis-snow-removal-and-where-it-
will-be-placed.-Once-again, thisawas-overlocked- inthe-Lofts-design-and-needed-to-be-
addressed.-Theissue-cf-snow-driftson-this-property-needs-to-be-considered-with-the-prevalent-
Weber-Canyon-winds. 1
—+ D)+During one-ofthe-preliminary-discussions-on-the-development-of-this-property,-a-concern:
regarding building-height-was-raised-and-discussed.-SWC-has height-restrictions for-buildings. -
Thisconcept-drawing-does-not-addressthatissue.
1
Il iThesameissues addressed-in-item-1), aboje, -alsoshould-also-be-addressedfor-the-proposed-
apartment-buildings-their-150-units.-That-is,is there-adequate-parking for-each-apartmentunit, -
forwisitor-parking, -and-areas for-snow-removal-and-placement ? - The-concept-design-only-shows-
178parking-stalls for-the-150-apartments.-Thatistotally-inadequate-not-only-for-the-residents, -
butalsofor-any-visitor!--Also,-nothing-was-shown-regarding building - height-for-this portion- of the-
project.-q
1
IV Hopefully-the-Developers will-address their-anticipated-development- phases plan-during-their-
presentationtonight-since-thatwill-have-a-largeimpact-on-project-considerations.
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