AGENDA
HAILEY PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION
Tuesday, October 15, 2013
Hailey City Hall
5:30 p.m.

Call to Order

Public Comment for items not on the agenda

Consent Agenda

CA1l Motion to approve minutes of September 9, 2013 regular meeting

New Business and Public Hearings

NB 1 Public Hearing: Motion to approve Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law for a
Design Review exemption application submitted by Stinker Store 111, represented
by Gail Arnold, for new paint colors for the exterior of the building located on Lotl
Block 1, North Hailey Plaza (1011 No. Main Street)

NB 2 Public Hearing Motion to approve the sign permit application submitted by O’Reilly
Auto Parts for on building sign of 80.285 square feet and one monument sign of
47.04 square feet totaling 127.29 square feet of signage.

NB 3 Public Hearing: Motion to approve Findings of Fact and Conclusions of Law for a
Design Review exemption application submitted by A Taste of Thai for new paint
colors for the exterior of the building located on Lots: S 15’ of Lot 16, North 29°7”
of Lot 17, Block 40, Hailey Townsite (106 N Main St.)

Old Business

Commission Reports and Discussion

Staff Reports and Discussion

SR1 Discussion of current building activity and upcoming projects
SR 2 Discussion of the next Planning and Zoning meeting: Tuesday, November 12,
(no documents)
2013
Adjourn

For further information regarding this agenda, or for special accommodations to participate in the
public meeting, please contact planning@haileycityhall.org or (208) 788-9815.



mailto:planning@haileycityhall.org

AGENDA
HAILEY PLANNING & ZONING COMMISSION
Monday, September 9, 2013
Hailey City Hall
5:30 p.m.

Present: Jay Cone, Regina Korby, Janet Fugate, Geoffrey Moore, Owen Scanlon
Absent: None
Staff: Micah Austin, Kristine Hilt

Call to Order
5:30:20 PM Chair Moore called the meeting to order.

Public Comment for items not on the agenda
5:31:32 PM None.

Consent Agenda

5:32:34 PM_Chair Moore offered a name correction within the minutes, Tony Adams was
documented instead of Tony Evans. Owen Scanlon moved to approve the corrected minutes
and Janet Fugate Seconded. The motion passed unanimously.

New Business and Public Hearings

5:33:19 PM Micah Austin overviewed the Urban Renewal Project and its goals for the City of
Hailey. Micah Austin also summarized the findings of fact that had been drafted for the project
including each one of the items within the document for the Commissioners. 5:39:08 PM
Summary, prior examples of Urban Renewal Agency projects, attachments, and projected budget
and timeline were continued by Micah Austin. 5:45:15 PM Janet Fugate inquired about the process
of the project and adoption by the Commissioners. Micah Austin responded with a summary of the
process moving forward. Regina Korby inquired about the project upon completion. Micah Austin
pulled up a graph for the project to help better answer Regina Korby’s question. He added that the
budgeting for the project was based on tax increment financing. 5:50:10 PM Jay Cone inquired
about the risks involved with the project. Micah Austin went on to clarify the budget and the
available taxes after the project closed upon completion. Discussion went on to include areas of the
city that needed improvements. Micah Austin addressed questions from Chair Moore about
imminent domain and land acquisitions. 5:57:46 PM Micah Austin gave examples of how
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imminent domain could positively be used by the Urban Renewal Agency. Jay Cone added that the
timeframe of 20 years was an extended amount of time. He added that the economy will
experience a lot of changes within that time. Micah Austin added that the time had been shortened
from 24 years to 20 years. Discussion went on to include current property values and the previous
year’s positive growth. 6:04:10 PM Regina Korby inquired if an Urban Renewal Agency Board
was organized. Micah Austin went on to summarize the board, its members and organization. He
added that they were a separate entity from the City of Hailey. 6:06:08 PM Jay Cone added that
there were several poorly managed Public Works projects currently going in the city. He added
that there was a responsibility to the tax payers to manage the projects appropriately. Micah Austin
added information about the Bid Law and the requirements for it moving forward with the
projects. 6:10:16 PM Chair Moore called for public comment. Tony Evans, Mt. Express, inquired
about property owners, borrowing power and values within the district. Micah Austin clarified
with information about increment payments and economy trends. Tony Evans inquired about
taxing districts that would potentially receive a lack of taxes. Micah Austin added that every taxing
district was locked into the project and included the Cemetery, School District, City of Hailey,
Blaine County, Ambulance District and Recreation District. Tony Evans inquired about the
projected completion of River Street. Micah Austin answered that he may not have the answer to
that question until this time next year when the first year of property values are assessed. 6:18:58
PM Discussion went on to include current values, taxes on property values and incremental taxing.
6:24:21 PM Peter Lobb, 4" & Carbonate, added that the project was not free at all. He also added
that tax revenues were going to be sought after by the taxing districts in some way. Micah Austin
added that Peter had a good point. Discussion went on to include the taxing districts, tax revenues,
the timeline chart, criteria for meeting the Urban Renewal Project requirements, and Urban
Renewal Agency mission and goals. 6:31:47 PM Tony Evans added that the primary complain for
past Urban Renewal Agencies was primarily style. He recommended that those things be managed
better moving forward. 6:33:01 PM Owen Scanlon inquired about the differences between an
Urban Renewal District and a Local Improvement District. Micah Austin named the primary
difference between the two districts as tax increment financing. 6:35:43 PM Janet Fugate
motioned to recommend the Urban Renewal Plan to City Council for adoption. Owen
Scanlon seconded the motion. Janet Fugate amended her motion include oversight of quality
management for the project moving forward. Motion passed unanimously.

7:07:28 PM Micah Austin introduced the subject and the background from the previous Council
decision and recommendations. Discussion went on to include information about the proposed
district and a summary of the ordinance and specifics. Janet Fugate added that “animated signs”
should be prohibited. She also added concern about the new proposed information overlay district.
Discussion went on to include conditional use permits and striking “animated signs” from the
ordinance. 7:15:51 PM Chair Moore inquired about the percentage of illumination on electronic
display signs. Micah Austin added that Council had no concerns with the conditions. Discussion
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went on to include concerns about record grade, footprint and total height of the proposed signs.
7:21:05 PM Micah Austin notified the Commissioner of the outcome of the public comment.
7:25:01 PM Peter Lobb, 4" & Carbonate, added that the Mayor is highly in favor of an electronic
message display sign. Peter added the Commission should deny both the ordinance and the new
district. Tony Evans, Mt. Express, added information about the history of the application and the
purpose of it. He added that the origination and the purpose should be investigated and that the
public be informed. 7:30:10 PM Owen Scanlon added that he did not want to approve the
ordinance based on the Comprehensive Plan guideline #1 in reference to promoting and saving
resources. He further added that the City would in fact be using more electricity with an electronic
sign and ultimately would not be adding to the quality of life for residents of Hailey. Janet Fugate
added that she did not think that the electronic sign was characteristic of Hailey. Regina Korby
also added that she did not support the sign. Jay Cone clarified that there were expectations from
the Council for the Commissioners in regards to the Public Information Overlay District. He added
concerns about the expectations and risks for moving forward. Micah Austin added that any
property owner could request an information overlay. 7:37:01 PM Discussion continued to include
concerns about the district and the placement of the sign. Micah Austin clarified details about the
application history including a drafted ordinance that was drafted after the Mayor requested one.
Discussion went on to include value and purpose of the sign. Chair Moore added that the proposed
location near the City Arena was an extreme public safety issue for pedestrians and drivers.
Commission continued to debate about the decision and the outcome of the Council after the
decision would be made. 7:50:07 PM Owen Scanlon motioned to recommend to the City
Council denial of the proposed amendments to section 8.2, finding that the proposed
amendment does not support the Comprehensive Plan, specifically Section 1.2, Section 3.3,
and Section 5.5. Janet Fugate seconded the motion and it carried 4 votes to 1. Jay Cone voted
against the denial.

7:52:44 PM Micah Austin noted that the parcel of land that was donated to the city by O’Reilly’s
Auto Parts has been chosen by the Hailey Arts Commission to build a Welcome Sign. Micah also
added that the City Council wanted the P&Z Commissioners to consider choosing a site for the
information overlay district. The Commissioners discussed the need for the district. 7:56:54 PM
Tony Evans, Mt. Express, inquired about the Welcome sign and the locations that were being
considered by the City Council for the overlay district. Micah Austin added that Council has not
officially proposed any areas for the district. 7:59:15 PM Peter Lobb, 4" & Carbonate, added that
the Arts Commission’s recommendation for not allowing an electronic message display sign is an
affirmation of the Commissioner’s decision about the previous ordinance. Discussion between the
Commissioners and Micah Austin continued about the process of either recommendation. Janet
Fugate added that the Art’s Commission sign was more characteristic to Hailey and she approved
and supported it. Jay Cone added that he would support sending the issue back to Council. Micah
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Austin added that the proposed locations would ultimately need to be approved by the Planning &
Zoning Commissioners. 8:06:59 PM Janet Fugate motioned to recommend to City Council to
deny the proposed amendments to the Zoning Ordinance 5.32, section 4.15 to create an
information overlay district finding that the zoning district has no purpose with the denial of
the previously recommended denial of the Electronic Message Display. Regina Korby
seconded and the motion carried unanimously.

6:39:08 PM Chair Moore called to move NB4 up to address the Charles Holt VVacation. Micah
Austin introduced the application and the process associated with the vacation. He added
information about the location, history of the zoning, and history of the right of ways. Micah
Austin also added a request from the City Engineer, Tom Hellen, to add utility lines to the plat. He
also added that the Fire Department and Street Department had no concerns other than snow
easement for the winter storage of snow. Gerrald Boas, Four Seasons Pool & Spa, added that he
was an adjacent property owner and that all of his questions had been answered. Discussion
continued to include the vacation process, fees, plat requirements and engineering involved.
6:49:49 PM Janet Fugate inquired about the potential increased value of the properties receiving
the vacated land. Micah Austin added that the properties would be reassessed and taxed
appropriately. Discussion continued about previous vacations of City property. 6:53:02 PM Peter
Lobb, 4" & Carbonate urged the Commission to consider keeping the assets and property. He
suggested selling the property but added that it may not be allowed. He strongly urged the
Commissioners to deny the vacation. 6:56:15 PM Owen Scanlon added that Peter Lobb had very
good points. Janet Fugate agreed that the vacation did not make complete sense in regards to
benefiting the city. Jay Cone added that he also agreed with the Commissioners about denying the
application. Regina Korby mentioned that she can see both vacating the property and also keeping
the property. Discussion went on to include consequences of the Commission decision. 7:04:36
PM Owen Scanlon motioned to recommend to the City Council denial of the application for
vacation on Chestnut Street finding that it violates the integrity of the Comprehensive Plan
specifically section 13, school facilities and transportation. Janet Fugate seconded and the
motion carried. Peter Lobb, 4" & Carbonate, inquired about acquiring land next to him based on
the criteria listed for the previous motion. Micah Austin added that the acquisition may be denied.

Old Business
Commission Reports and Discussion

Staff Reports and Discussion
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iscussion of il - I , ,

8:09:03 PM Micah Austin briefed the commissioners on recent building activities and projects
including training on wildfire prevention for local jurisdictions, building permits and new business
activity.

Adjourn

8:18:54 PM Janet Fugate motions to adjourn. Owen Scanlon seconded and the motion
carried.
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Stinker Store 111, Hailey

North Hailey Plaza Lot 1, Block 1 (1011 Main Street)
Design Review Exemption

Hailey Planning Zoning Commission — October 15, 2013
Findings of Fact — Page 1 of 3

FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND DECISION

On October 15, 2013 the Hailey Planning & Zoning Commission considered a
recommendation by the Administrator to exempt from design review an application
submitted by Stinker Store 111 at 1011 Main Street (Lot 1, Block 1, North Hailey Plaza)
for approval of a new paint colors for the trim and base of the building, not affecting the
brick facades, faux stone wainscoting, or signage. The parcel is located within the
General Business District (B). The Commission, having been presented with all
information and testimony in favor and in opposition to the proposal, hereby makes the
following Findings of Fact, Conclusions of Law and Decision.

FINDINGS OF FACT

Standards of Evaluation

Articles IV and VIA of the Hailey Zoning Ordinance establish the criteria for
applications for Zoning and Design Review. For each applicable standard (in bold print),
the Commission makes the following Findings of Fact:

6A.1(A). No person shall build, develop, or substantially remodel or alter the
exterior of the following Buildings without receiving design review approval
pursuant to this Article:

1. A building for a non-residential use within any zoning district.
2. A building for a Public or Semi-Public Use within any zoning
district.

3. A Multi-Family Dwelling of three or more units within any

zoning district.

4. A Single Family Dwelling, Duplex or Accessory Structure
within the Townsite Overlay (TO) District.

5. A Historic Structure.

The building houses Stinker Station 111, is open to the public, and provides for a non-
residential use. Design review approval is therefore required.

6A.2(A)(3). The Administrator has the authority to recommend exemption of
certain projects from the design review requirements, upon finding; the project is
minor, will not conflict with the design review standards of this Chapter and will not
adversely impact any adjacent properties. Examples include, but are not limited to
minor deck additions, changes to siding materials, changes to an existing window or
door, an addition of a window or door, and minor landscape changes. Such
recommendation for exemption shall be drafted in the form of Findings of Fact and
Conclusions of Law, subject to final decision by the Commission on its consent
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agenda prior to issuance of a building permit. Should the Commission deny the
Administrator’s recommendation or should the Administrator determine that the
proposal does not meet all of the above evaluation criteria, the project shall be
subject to the provisions of this chapter prior to issuance of a building permit.

The Administrator reviewed a request submitted by Stinker Store 111 at 1011 Main
Street (Lot 1, Block 1, North Hailey Plaza) for approval of a new paint colors for the trim
and base of the building, not affecting the brick facades, faux stone wainscoting, or
signage. The parcel is located within the General Business District (B). The Stinker
Corporation is making improvements to the exterior of store facades throughout the
region in order to maintain their buildings and give it a fresh look. The proposal is to
paint all base surfaces with a light cream color with the trim painted an earth-tone brown.

The Administrator recommends exemption from the design review requirements for the
reasons stated below. After reviewing the complete application and proposal, the
Administrator finds the proposed alteration

1. is minor;

2. will not conflict with the design review standards of this Chapter; and

3. will not adversely impact any adjacent properties.
The alteration will change the color of paint used on the exterior, but does not alter any
structural or architectural elements of the building.

Application
Stinker Store 111, represented by Gail Arnold of Stinker Stores Inc, submitted a Design

Review Exemption application for new paint colors used on the exterior of the building
located at 1011 Main Street (Lot 1, Block 1, North Hailey Plaza)

Procedural History
The application was considered before the P&Z Commission on October 15, 2013 as a
Design Review Exemption.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND DECISION

Based upon the above Findings of Fact, the Commission makes the following
Conclusions of Law:

1. Adequate notice, pursuant to Zoning Ordinance No. 532, Section 6A.5, was given.
2. The project is in general conformance with the Hailey Comprehensive Plan.
3. The project does not jeopardize the health, safety, or welfare of the public.
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4. Given nature of this project, this constitutes a minor project, will not conflict with the
design review standards of this Chapter and will not adversely impact any adjacent
properties.

5. The proposed paint color is approved and is documented in the project file.

Signed this day of , 2013.

Geoffrey Moore, Chair

Attest:

Kristine Hilt, Community Development Coordinator






ECEIVE

i [a¥alk

City of Hailey - Design Review Application Submittal Date: 16 *Oﬂ 813
Project Name: EXtetior painting of Stinker Store 111 parcel No. e O INA G5t b\kb £V
Tegal Description of Property: Subdivision W %n ﬁlg‘ \J m Q LI\ Lot(s) “ , Block .
Streetr Address of Property: 1011 Main Street 7
Current Zoning of Property: @7 \f\%\\[\i@% Year of original construction: 2002

(Only applicable if property is within the Townsite Overlay)
Existing building gross sq. ft. (if applicable) N/A Propesed addition or new construction se. ft. VA

Name of Owner of the Property: Stinker Stores Inc.
Mailing Address: P.O. Box 7627 City: Boise State: Id Zip: 83707

Phone: (208) 375 0942 Fax. (20@) 908 . 8532 el ()
Fmail Address: Contact: Garnold@sStinker.com

Property Owner Consent:

By signature hereon, the property owner acknowledges that City officials and/or employees may, in the performance of their functions, enter upon the
property to inspeck, post legal notices, and/or other sl:anda.rd activities in the course of processing this application, pursnant to Idaho Code $67-6507. The
property owner is also hereby notified thy e sing a.nd Zoning Commission and City Cnuncil are required to genera]ly disclose the content

Date: IO / f'|3 »

Name of individual to contact on behalf of [[rust or LLC (if applicable): N/A

Mailing Address: City: State: Zip:
Phone: { ) - Fax: ( ) - Cell: ( )] -
Email Address:

Application Contact (if different than above): Gail Arnold
**Application Contacr will be the Planning Departrient's primary point of contact for questions related to the application.

Mailing Address: Same City: State: Zip:

Phone: ( ) - Fax: () - Cell: (208) 8D - 396D

Email Address: M@i{%ﬁﬁ_‘ Lon
Signature: - }“\*“P ‘/) J(/) p Date:_ 1O/ 3 / 2@ p;

See attached checklist for itemns that must be submitted with this application in order for application to be considered complete. See the applicable Design Review
Guidelines, including Townsite Overlay Guidelines i applicable, in Section 6A of the Hailey Zoning Ordinance.

Appeals: Any interested parly may appeal in writing any final decision of the Planning and Zoning Administrator, Hearing Fxaminer, ar Commission to the City Council by
filing an appeal with the Hailey City Clerk within fifteen {15) days form the date of the decision. The appeal shafl specifically state the decision appealed and reasons for the
appeal. If noappeat is fled within the fifteen (15) day period, the decision shall be deemed final.

FOR CITY USEONLY  Fees: Cost of addirional noticing, recording fees, and other direct costs will also be assessed.

[} Commercial, Mixed-Use or Mubti-Family. ... $ 450.00
plus $25 /1,000 gross square feet.... e

OR [_] Single-Family Dwelling, Duplex or Accessory Structure in TO $ 250.00

OR [_| No Substantial Impact..... (Mailing only)..... $ 7500

OR |_| Modification to DR Approval... (No pubhcatlon or ma]hng) w3 50.00

OR'BE DR Exemprtion... (No pubhcatlon or ma]]mg) SO S 6104/

Publication cost... cereeneenseraen .. 5 4000
Mailing (# of addresses ) X ( posmge + 15 paper enw:[ope é‘ label) $

DO NOT COUNTY DUPLICATES OR CITY OF HAILEY

TOUAL DIC..ooo s cscvsnenessssssseemmasssssssnsas st st onssormisssesas et sesenmssosse e seseses e eesossesesmssssessesnessnssessessmsmssnssose B SQ o
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DESIGN REVIEW—APPLICATION CHECKLIST
Project Name: e

Exterior Painting of Stinker Store 111

The following items must be submitted with the application for the application to be considered complete (¥):

Yes | No | Ttem | Description

g |0 |1 The completed Design Review application form including project name and location, and

applicant and representative names and contact information.

2|2 One (1) 24" x 36" set of plans and survey and one (1) 11" x 17” set showing at a minimum the

following:

- a.  Vicinity map, to scale, showing the project location in relationship to neighboring
buildings and the surrounding area. Note: a vicinity map must show location of
adjacent buildings and structures.

O | Drainage plan (grading, catch basins, piping, and dry-wells).

O |z c.  Utilities plan (location and size of water and sewer mains and services, gas, electric, TV

y and phone).

o |& d.  Site plan, to scale, showing proposed parking (including parking stall dimensions),
loading, general circulation, and snow storage. List square footage of subject property
including lot dimensions.

o |2 e. Landscape plan (existing landscaping on the site shown as retained, relocated or

. removed; proposed landscaping including species type, size and quantity).

o |2 f. Floor plan. List gross square footage for each Hoor. List occupancy classification and
type of construction.

o |& g Detailed elevarions of all sides of the proposed building and other exterior elements
{colors, materials).

o |&@ h.  Exterior Lighting plan, pursuant to Article VIIIB, of the Zoning Ordinance (location,
height, type, and lumen outpur; spec sheets for fixtures; illuminance levels/photometrics
for area lighting),

= i.  Sign plan (location, dimensions and lighting).

B3 Plans and drawings for all buildings, except Single Family Dwellings and Accessory Structures,

N shall be prepared and stamped by an Idaho licensed architect.

O |4 A materials and colors sample board. Each sample should be approximately 127x12” in size.

O |0 |5 One (1) colored rendering of at least one side of the proposed building,

O |& |6 Staging and contractor parking plan. Statement of where staging will occur, and parking plan for

contractors. If any staging or parking shall occur off-sive, a staging/parking plan must be
submitted including materials storage, excavation (backfill) stockpile areas, job trailers, blue
rooms, dumpsters, contractor parking, ete.

O
EL\
~

Alist of the names and addresses of all property owners and residents within three hundred (300)
feet of the exterior boundaries of the subject property, in a format acceptable to the City. (Names
and addresses can be obtained using the Blaine County map server http://maps.co.blaine.id us/

ot from the Blaine County Assessor’s office)

O |& |s Other information as required by the Administrator, Hearing Examiner or the Commission,
O |4 o Electronic PDF copies of all documents and matevials listed above. (RECOMMENDED)
0 |2 | ‘Written statement of how each design review standard is met. (RECOMMENDED)
O (o n Payment of applicable fees.
City Use Only:

_ Verify that application is complete _ Check following basic standards:

Double check address - Density

Adyvise applicant if Lot Line Adjustment is needed _ . Sethacks

Height (plms must show efevation points of record grade)
Lot coverage
Floor area

Required Parking Spaces

Design Review- revised 09/02/11















115 MAIN STREET S. SUITE H
HAILEY, ID 83333

PHONE: (208) 788-4221

FAX: (208) 788-2924

ST 1880

BILL TO:
STINKER STORE

1011 MAIN ST.

931 N. MAIN ST.
HAILEY 1D 83333

INVOICE # INVOICE DATE
111839206 10/04/2013
DUE DATE CUSTOMER ACCOUNT NUMBER

10/05/2013 8033

AMOUNT DUE

TERMS:

30.00 Open Terms

PLEASE DETACH AND RETURN THIS TOP PORTION
WITH YOUR PAYMENT BY DUE DATE TO:

CITY OF HAILEY
115 S MAIN ST STEH
HAILEY, 1D 83333

INVOICE

DESCRIPTION QUANTITY CHARGE EXT. PRICE
PLANNING DESIGN REVIEW Exemption 1 30.00 30.00
30.00
TOTAL AMOUNT
DUE

THANK YOU FOR YOUR PROMPT PAYMENT
For Billing tnquiries Call: (208)788-4221
Office Hours: 2:00 a.m. - 5:00 p.m.

Monday thru Friday




STAFF REPORT

TO: Hailey Planning and Zoning Commission
FROM: Micah Austin, Community Development Director
RE: Sign Permit Approval for O’Reilly Auto Parts, as required by Design Review

HEARING October 7, 2013

Applicant: O’Reilly Auto Parts, represented by Terra Form Companies and Lytle Signs

Request: Design Review for all signs proposed for O’Reilly Auto Parts
Location: R Davis Business Center Lot 1A

Zoning: Limited Business Zoning District (LB)

Notice

Notice for the Design Review public hearing was published in the Idaho Mountain Express on
November 21, 2012, and mailed to property owners within 300 feet and public agencies on
November 26, 2012. No notice is required for review the signage.

Background
According the conditions of approval for Design Review as approved on January 15, 2013, “All

signs for this project shall be considered by the Planning and Zoning Commission prior to sign
permit approval.” When Terra Form Companies submitted their request for Design Review in
November 2012, there were no sign designs or proposals submitted with the project because
O’Reilly Auto Parts had not become involved at that level. This led to the Commission requiring
that all signs be approved by the Commission during the sign permit process and prior to sign
permit approval. Sign permits are approved administratively, except when the Commission
directs otherwise.

Application
Terra Form Companies (TCC), represented by Jonathan Taylor, submitted a sign permit

application for review and approval. The application was certified complete on August 28, 2013
and the application was paid on August 28, 2013. Since that time, staff has worked with Terra
Form Companies and Lytle Signs to arrive at a sign design that both meets city code and will
complement the landscaping and architectural designs that were approved by the Planning and
Zoning Commission last fall.

Procedural History
The application for Design Review was submitted on November 15, 2012. The application for
Sign Permit was submitted on August 28, 2013.
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Standards of Evaluation

e Staff analysis is printed below in lighter, italicized, type.

8.2 Signs.

The applicant is hereby advised that a sign permit is required for any signage exceeding four
square feet in sign area. Approval of signage areas or signage plan in Design Review does not
constitute approval of a sign permit.

8.2.3 Applicability
A. No person shall erect, alter, or relocate any Sign within the City without first
obtaining a sign permit from the City, unless the Sign is exempt under Section 8.2.5. Any
person who fails to obtain a permit before hanging, posting, or installing a Sign which
requires a permit under Section 8.2 shall be in violation of this Ordinance.
(Ord. 1056 81, 2010)
e Terra Form Companies submitted a sign permit application on August 28 with Lytle
Signs listed as the contractor for the signs. The application proposes one wall sign and
one monument sign.

8.2.5 Design Guidelines.
A The following are suggested ways to increase the effectiveness of Signs placed
within the City
a. Projecting Signs are preferred over Portable or sandwich board
Signs. Projecting Signs generally are more effective for increasing visibility to both
pedestrians and motorist.
e Not applicable. No projecting signs or portable signs are proposed.

b. Sign materials and colors should complement the building facade.
Basic and simple color applications are encouraged.
e As shown on the sign plans, the materials and colors will match the principle building.

C. The color of letters and symbols should contrast with the base or
background color of the sign to maximize readability.
e All letters, both on the building sign and the monument sign, will be individually mounted
to the building or the sign, respectively. This means that each letter in the words ““Auto
Parts” will be individually mounted for each sign.
e The cloud logo for O’Reilly will be mounted as a single unit.

8.2.6 Sign Lighting Standards. Externally illuminated sign
A.  Allinternally and externally lighted Signs (AlTowed)
shall comply with lighting standards as set forth in

Article VI11B of the Hailey Zoning Ordinance. e
e Signs shall be lit with external, ““gooseneck’ lights '
that light only the copy portion of the sign. el

e The source of light is not visible and the illumination
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complies with Article 8B of the Zoning Ordinance.

B. A sign lit by an external light source shall specifically illuminate the Sign.
e The proposed lighting only illuminates the copy portion of the sign.

C. Signs using backlighting or internal lighting shall only illuminate the Copy
portion of the Signs. All other areas, including background, shall be constructed, treated
and colored in a manner which makes those areas opaque.

e No backlighting or internal lighting is proposed.

D. Any lit Sign is prohibited in the RGB, LR and GR zoning districts.
e Business and signs are located in the LB District

E. Internally lit and neon Signs are prohibited in the LB, TN, and NB districts.
e All signs are externally lit using gooseneck lighting.

F. A maximum of 2 neon Signs per Unit or building shall be allowed, regardless
of whether the sign requires a permit.
¢ No neon signs are proposed

8.2.9 Sign Area Standards.

A. Except as otherwise provided herein, the total Sign area permitted for any
building shall not exceed a total of two square feet of Sign area per lineal foot of Building
Frontage.

1. A building with only one Unit that meets or exceeds 75 feet of linear
Building Frontage shall not exceed 150 square feet of total sign area.
. Total building frontage is: 106°4”
. 150 square feet of signage is allowed (maximum allotted)
. Total sign square footage proposed: 127.29
0 Building Sign: 80.285 sf (18.54° X 4.33’)
0 Monument Sign: 47.04 sf (23.52° X 23.52°)

2. The total Sign area permitted for a multi-unit building shall be
determined by the Master Sign Plan.
. Not applicable
A Signs on vacant properties are subject to Section 8.2.11.C, and are allowed
only one Sign per lot.
. Not applicable
C. The total aggregate area of all Signs for any building shall not exceed the

total Sign area permitted. All Sign faces displayed that are over four (4) square feet shall
be included in determining the total aggregate Sign area for a building.
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e Total sign square footage allowed is 150 sf.
e Total sign square footage proposed is 127.29.
e Proposed signage is within allowable limits.
D. The area of a Sign shall be computed using all faces of a Sign within a

perimeter which forms the outside shape, excluding any necessary supports upon which the
Sign may be placed. Where a Sign consists of more than one face, section, or module, all
areas shall be totaled.
e Asingle perimeter was used to calculate the area of each individual sign (building sign
and monument). With both signs, this sign perimeter was a rectangular that
encompassed the entire copy portion of the sign.

E. Internally lighted Signs shall not exceed a total of 75 square feet for any
building.
e Proposed signs will be externally lit with gooseneck lamps.

F. The size standards in Section 8.2.11, Specific Sign Standards, shall apply and
control the total sign area permitted for each type of sign.
e Maximum sign square footage allowed is 150 sf.

(Ord. 1098 82, 2012, Ord. 1056 81, 2010)
8.2.10 Sign Standards for Multi-unit buildings
e Not applicable

8.2.11 Specific Sign Standards:
A. Awning and Marquee Signs.
e Not applicable

B. Changeable Copy Signs.
e Not applicable

C. Freestanding Signs.
1. The height shall not be greater than twelve feet (12°), measured from
natural grade to the top of the Sign.
e Proposed sign height is 9’ from grade.

2. Permitted in all zoning districts.
3. Shall provide eight feet (8”) of ground clearance if projecting over the
public right-of-way.
e Not applicable

4. There shall be only one Freestanding Sign per Building.
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e One freestanding sign (monument sign) is proposed

2. Freestanding Signs aligned perpendicular to the adjacent public
right-of-way are allowed a maximum sign area of 48 square feet, or 24 square feet per side.
Those aligned parallel to the adjacent public right-of-way are allowed a maximum sign
area of 24 square feet.

e Proposed freestanding sign (monument sign) is aligned perpendicular to Highway

75 (Main St.)

e Sign areas are 23.53 square feet per side for a maximum of 47.04 square feet.

3. Shall not extend, at any point, more than four feet (4’) into the public
right of way.
e Signs are located entirely on private property.

D. Portable Signs.
e Not applicable. O’Reilly has not applied for a portable sign permit.

E. Projecting Signs.
e Not applicable

F. Wall Signs.
1. Wall Signs may be placed on a structure provided they do not exceed

a total of ten percent (10%) of the facade to which they are attached.
e Total facade square footage is 2,332 square feet.
e 10% of facade represent 233.2 square feet (not to exceed 150 square feet per code)
e Proposed signage will occupy 80.285 square feet

2. Permitted in all zoning districts, except in the LR district.
. Signs and building are located in LB District
3. No part of the Sign may extend higher than the lowest portion of a flat

roof, the top of a parapet wall, the vertical portion of a mansard roof, the eave line or fascia
of a gable, gambrel, or hipped roof.
. As proposed, the wall sign is situated 5’ below the top of the parapet wall

G. Window Signs.
e Not applicable. No window signs are proposed
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Motion Language

Approval:

Motion to approve the sign permit for O’Reilly Auto Parts as presented, with the following
conditions: 1) the copy portion of the sign shall not extend more than 5 feet above the
elevation of the edge of asphalt on Highway 75; 2) the sign shall be constructed as presented to
the Commission on October 15 and as shown in Exhibit A of this staff report; and

3)

Denial:
Motion to deny the sign permit for O’Reilly Auto Parts, citing the following reasons for denial:

Continuation:
Motion to continue the public hearing on the sign permit for O’Reilly Auto Parts to a future
date.
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Exhibit A
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O'Re“ IV_ 3" deep fabricated Green (PMS #342) reverse pan ketters flush mounted to .090 flat cut out alum. backer (cloud) panel. Panel paint to Black and White

Auto Parts - 3° deep fabricated reverse pan letters flush mounted to faces. Paint letters to White with Black outiines and Black returns,

Sturucture DAH will be B4" from adjacent edge of roadway, top of sign copy will be 60" from adjacent edge of roadway
adjancet edge of roadway Is approx 2' from grade of sign structure location.
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O'Re“ IV_ 3" deep fabricated Green (PMS #342) reverse pan kefters flush mounted to .090 flat cut out alum. backer (cloud) panel. Panel paint to Black and White

Auto Parts - 3° deep fabricated reverse pan letters flush mounted to faces. Paint letters to White with Black outiines and Black returns,

Sturucture DAH will be 84" from adjacent edge of roadway, top of sign copy will be 60" from adjacent edge of roadway
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*Goose-Neck lighting(by others) » i
18’-6 1/2”

10-6” (42.87 sg. ft.) 10" 7-2 Y’ (14.42 sq. ft.)
\ 60" (120050.1t)

Centered above “Parts”

’ °s
® ~=
e g <
Sle
— g
*Note: “AP” to be centered on logo points as indicated.

Side View Front View Part# 49/24-S-CldLogo&Chltrs-WFC Side View

“O'Reilly” Scale: 1/4” = 1°-0"  69.29 sq. ft. (Combined Individual Components) 80.35 sq. ft. (Encompassed Rectangle) "AUTO PARTS"

Manufacture and supply (1) set of NON-illuminated formed Cloud Logo with formed cap channel letters. Flush Mounted

“0’Reilly” Cloud Logo is formed polycarb with double embossment with 2nd surface pained graphics. Paint match to: Green (PMS# 342c),Black and White.
“AP” 1o have formed polycarb caps with 1/4” letter “bumps”. Black 5” aluminum coil returns. 2nd surface Black and White paint.

Formed Cloud Logo with “AP” Formed Caps & Channel Returns

Part# 49/24-S-CldLogo&Chitrs-WFC *NON-ILLUMINATED
*Top cleat mounting bracketsg“%\’

41/2" deep .150 formed polycarb backs. A 5
Paint 2nd surface to Black & White | .040 Black 5” alum. coil returns
.150 formed polycarb faces with 3/4” returns ——» Formed.150 polycarb faces ——»
and 3/4” “double” embossed letters. Paint 2nd with 3/4” returns and 1/4”
surface to Black, White & Green (PMS #342c) M . letter*bump” face. Paint 2nd
3 surface to White and Black
.040 alum. internal White backer panel =

.063 alum. White letter backs

p— EveBolt

Q

cabinet |

|
*Bottom cleat mounting
brackets N /
oispuaY Wall fasteners . Wall fasteners (as required)
as required) | ) =
"Cloud Logo" *NTS Channel letter with formed cap *NTS
Detail Detail
Yakima Office 0080 Paul Geng@ August 6,2013 [ JApproved This original artwork is protected
2323 W. Washington Ave Customer Number Salesperson Date [ 1ApprovedWith Changes Noted under Federal Copyright Laws. 9 .
) . Make no reproduction of this
Yakima, WA 98902 122279 Todd Hamilton design concept without permission el v 2 Of 2
509.469.8186 Quote Number Drawn By Customer Signature Landlord Signature from Tube Art Group.
TUBE ART GROUP 800.562.2654 O0AP4635-HaileyID-279 Colors on print may not accurately Hailey, ID

Fax 509.469.8211 File Name Checked By Revisions Date Date depict specific colors.
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E.ILF.S.
REFER TO ELEVATIONS
FOR TYPE.

RUSTICATION JOINT
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EXTERIOR FINISH SCHEDULE

TYPE:

COMPANY TYPE:

COLOR:

BRICK
(WAINSCOT AND ROWLOCK)

INTERPACE
(OR APPROVED EQUAL)

BRICK COLOR: CORDOVA
MORTAR COLOR: NATURAL
SIZE: MODULAR
COURSING: RUNNING

EXTERIOR INSULATION AND FINISH
SYSTEM (E.IF.S.)
(FIELD)

EQUAL TO DRYVIT - OUTSULATION
PLUS MD, SANDBLAST FINISH

SHERWIN WILLIAMS
"SOFTER TAN"
#6141
(FACTORY MIXED ONLY)

EXTERIOR INSULATION AND FINISH
SYSTEM (E.IF.S.)

l©
©
[®

(ACCENT)

EQUAL TO DRYVIT - OUTSULATION
PLUS MD, SANDBLAST FINISH

SHERWIN WILLIAMS
"PORTABELLO"
#6102
(FACTORY MIXED ONLY)

EXTERIOR INSULATION AND FINISH
SYSTEM (E.IF.S.)
(BANDING AND CORNICE)

£

EQUAL TO DRYVIT - OUTSULATION
PLUS MD, SANDBLAST FINISH

SHERWIN WILLIAMS
"MODERATE WHITE"
#6140
(FACTORY MIXED ONLY)

ALUMINUM WINDOW FRAMING
(PRE-FINISHED)

EFCO, KAWNEER, OR VISTA WALL
(NO SUBSTITUTES)

DARK BRONZE

WINDOW GLAZING

FINISH FLOOR
EL. 100-0" f

B.O. FOOTING
EL. (REF. FND. PLAN)

O,
| 3 | REAR ELEVATION

(REFER GLAZING SCHEDULE)

EQUAL TO PPG

SOLARBRONZE
(REFER TO GLAZING SCHEDULE)

METAL AWNING SYSTEM
(POWDER COATING)

(TO BE SELECTED)

MATCH ALUMINUM WINDOW FRAMING
(DARK BRONZE)

EXTERIOR SECTIONAL OVERHEAD

DOOR, HOLLOW METAL DOORS,

HOLLOW METAL FRAMES, STEEL

BOLLARDS, TIMBER COLUMNS,

l A3 ] SCALE: 1/8" = 10"
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T.0. METAL STUD

EL. 122'-4"
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EL. 111'-6"
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AND SHEET METAL CAP FLASHING.

(FIELD PAINT)

MATCH ALUMINUM WINDOW FRAMING
(DARK BRONZE)

PRE - ENGINEERED METAL
BUILDING SHEET METAL
SCUPPER SYSTEM, MECHANICAL
SHEET METAL WALL
PENETRATIONS

BY METAL BUILDING
MANUFACTURER (FIELD PAINT)

SHERWIN WILLIAMS
"SOFTER TAN"
#6141

EXTERIOR LIGHT FIXTURES

(TO BE SELECTED - REFER TO
ELECTRICAL DRAWINGS)

MATCH ALUMINUM WINDOW FRAMING
(DARK BRONZE)

GENERAL NOTES:

. REFER TO PROJECT MANUAL FOR ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS.

REFER TO PRE-ENGINEERED METAL BUILDING DRAWINGS FOR
ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS.

. REFER TO MECHANICAL / ELECTRICAL PLAN FOR SYSTEM TYPES

AND LOCATIONS.

. REFER TO SITE DEVELOPMENT PLANS FOR ADDITIONAL

REQUIREMENTS.

KEY NOTES:

® U 0 @ O 0 o

& © ® ©

© 68 060

@0 ® 0 06

®

EXTERIOR INSULATION AND FINISH SYSTEM (E.L.F.S.):
FIELD COLOR - REFER TO EXTERIOR FINISH SCHEDULE.

EXTERIOR INSULATION AND FINISH SYSTEM (E.I.LF.S.):
ACCENT COLOR - REFER TO EXTERIOR FINISH SCHEDULE.

EXTERIOR INSULATION AND FINISH SYSTEM (E.I.LF.S.):
BANDING AND CORNICE COLOR - REFER TO EXTERIOR FINISH
SCHEDULE.

MASONRY WALL CONSTRUCTION:
BRICK WAINSCOT COURSING. REFER TO EXTERIOR FINISH
SCHEDULE.

MASONRY WALL CONSTRUCTION:
BRICK ROWLOCK AND PILASTER COURSE AND CAPS. REFER TO
EXTERIOR FINISH SCHEDULE.

CUSTOM FABRICATED METAL AWING SYSTEM:

AWNING, TENSION RODS, AND CONNECTION PLATE ASSEMBLIES
TO BE POWDER COATED. REFER TO EXTERIOR FINISH
SCHEDULE.

TIMBER COLUMNS.
4X6 ROUGH SAWN WESTERN RED CEDAR, FIELD PAINT. REFER
TO EXTERIOR FINISH SCHEDULE.

SHEET METAL CAP FLASHING:
FIELD PAINT - REFER TO EXTERIOR FINISH SCHEDULE.

PRE-ENGINEERED METAL BUILDING STANDING SEAM ROOF

(BEYOND):
REFER TO P.E.M.B. SHOP DRAWINGS.

PRE - ENGINEERED METAL BUILDING THROUGH WALL
OVERFLOW SCUPPER AND FLASHING SYSTEM:

REFER TO P.E.M.B. SHOP DRAWINGS. FIELD PAINT - MATCH
E.I.LF.S. FIELD COLOR.

PRE - ENGINEERED METAL BUILDING INTERNAL GUTTER
SYSTEM (BEYOND):
REFER TO P.E.M.B. SHOP DRAWINGS.

INTERNAL DOWN SPOUT SYSTEM:

6" DIA. PVC PIPING INSIDE WALL FRAMING BY CONTRACTOR.
CONNECT TO INTERNAL GUTTERING SYSTEM. REFER TO
P.E.M.B. SHOP DRAWINGS FOR ADDITIONAL REQUIREMENTS.
ROUTE TO EXTERIOR AT BOTTOM OF WALL AND DISCHARGE TO
GRADE. PROVIDE CONCRETE SPLASH BLOCKS.

LINE OF ROOF (BEYOND):
DASHED LINE INDICATES LINE OF ROOF BEYOND WITH SLOPE
OF 1/4" PER FOOQOT.

SIGN:

APPROXIMATE OUTLINE OF SIGN. PROVIDE BLOCKING AS
REQUIRED FOR MOUNTING OF SIGN, COORDINATE WITH SIGN
COMPANY FOR EXACT SIGN PLACEMENT. OWNER FURNISHED
AND INSTALLED LOGO. REFER TO SIGN PACKET INFORMATION
FOR FURTHER DETAIL.

ADDRESS NUMBERS:
6" VINYL BY CONTRACTOR. COLOR TO BE WHITE.

DOOR AND FRAME:
FIELD PAINT - REFER TO EXTERIOR FINISH SCHEDULE.

ALUMINUM WINDOW SYSTEM:
REFER TO FLOOR PLAN AND WINDOW TYPES FOR ADDITIONAL
REQUIREMENTS. REFER TO EXTERIOR FINISH SCHEDULE.

LINE OF FOUNDATION:
REFER TO FOUNDATION PLAN.

STEEL BOLLARDS:

(9) TYPICAL AT STOREFRONT (2 ) AT O.H. DOOR LOCATION.
FIELD PAINT - REFER TO EXTERIOR FINISH SCHEDULE. REFER
TO FOUNDATION PLAN FOR LAYOUT ADJACENT TO BUILDING
PERIMETER.

HOSE BIB:
REFER TO PLUMBING PLAN.

EXTERIOR LIGHT FIXTURE:
REFER TO ELECTRICAL PLAN. PRE-FINISHED COLOR TO MATCH
WINDOW SYSTEM.

ROOF TOP MECHANICAL UNIT (BEYOND):
APPROXIMATE LOCATION, REFER TO MECHANICAL DRAWINGS
FOR TYPES AND LOCATIONS.

MECHANICAL WALL PENETRATIONS:

PROVIDE FRAMING, FLASHING, AND SEALANT AS REQUIRED.
REFER TO MECHANICAL DRAWINGS FOR TYPES. FIELD PAINT
MATCH E.I.LF.S. FIELD COLOR.

ROOF PIPING VENT (BEYOND):
REFER TO DETAIL 5/A3 AND PLUMBING DRAWINGS.

MASONRY CONTROL / EXPANSION JOINT :
PROVIDE SEALANT OVER 1/2" DIAMETER FOAM BACKER ROD.
COLOR TO MATCH MASONRY.

RUSTICATION JOINT:
REFER TO DETAIL 6/A3.
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FINDINGS OF FACT, CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND DECISION

On October 15, 2013 the Hailey Planning & Zoning Commission considered a
recommendation by the Administrator to exempt from design review an application
submitted by A Taste of Thai located on Lots: S 15” of Lot 16, North 29°7” of Lot 17,
Block 40, Hailey Townsite (106 N Main St.) for approval of new paint colors for the base
of the building, not affecting the trim. The parcel is located within the General Business
District (B), within the Townsite Overlay (TO), and with the Central Core Overlay (CC) .
The Commission, having been presented with all information and testimony in favor and
in opposition to the proposal, hereby makes the following Findings of Fact, Conclusions
of Law and Decision.

FINDINGS OF FACT

Standards of Evaluation

Articles IV and VIA of the Hailey Zoning Ordinance establish the criteria for
applications for Zoning and Design Review. For each applicable standard (in bold print),
the Commission makes the following Findings of Fact:

6A.1(A). No person shall build, develop, or substantially remodel or alter the
exterior of the following Buildings without receiving design review approval
pursuant to this Article:

1. A building for a non-residential use within any zoning district.
2. A building for a Public or Semi-Public Use within any zoning
district.

3. A Multi-Family Dwelling of three or more units within any

zoning district.

4, A Single Family Dwelling, Duplex or Accessory Structure
within the Townsite Overlay (TO) District.

5. A Historic Structure.

The building houses A Taste of Thai, is open to the public, and provides for a non-
residential use. Design review approval is therefore required.

6A.2(A)(3). The Administrator has the authority to recommend exemption of
certain projects from the design review requirements, upon finding; the project is
minor, will not conflict with the design review standards of this Chapter and will not
adversely impact any adjacent properties. Examples include, but are not limited to
minor deck additions, changes to siding materials, changes to an existing window or
door, an addition of a window or door, and minor landscape changes. Such
recommendation for exemption shall be drafted in the form of Findings of Fact and
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Conclusions of Law, subject to final decision by the Commission on its consent
agenda prior to issuance of a building permit. Should the Commission deny the
Administrator’s recommendation or should the Administrator determine that the
proposal does not meet all of the above evaluation criteria, the project shall be
subject to the provisions of this chapter prior to issuance of a building permit.

The Administrator reviewed a request submitted by A Taste of Thai located on Lots: S
15’ of Lot 16, North 29°7” of Lot 17, Block 40, Hailey Townsite (106 N Main St.) for
approval of new paint colors for the base of the building, not affecting the trim. The
parcel is located within the General Business District (B), within the Townsite Overlay
(TO), and with the Central Core Overlay (CC). A Taste of Thai is making improvements
to the exterior of store facades on the south building in order to differentiate and
distinguish the south building from the north. The red trim would remain. The south
building currently looks like an extension of the north building and the proposed paint job
would break this up.

The Administrator recommends exemption from the design review requirements for the
reasons stated below. After reviewing the complete application and proposal, the
Administrator finds the proposed alteration

1. is minor;

2. will not conflict with the design review standards of this Chapter; and

3. will not adversely impact any adjacent properties.
The alteration will change the color of paint used on the exterior, but does not alter any
structural or architectural elements of the building.

Application

A Taste of Thai submitted a Design Review Exemption application for new paint colors
used on the exterior of the building located on Lots: S 15” of Lot 16, North 29°7” of Lot
17, Block 40, Hailey Townsite (106 N Main St.)

Procedural History
The application was considered before the P&Z Commission on October 15, 2013 as a
Design Review Exemption.

CONCLUSIONS OF LAW AND DECISION

Based upon the above Findings of Fact, the Commission makes the following
Conclusions of Law:

1. Adequate notice, pursuant to Zoning Ordinance No. 532, Section 6A.5, was given.
2. The project is in general conformance with the Hailey Comprehensive Plan.
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w

The project does not jeopardize the health, safety, or welfare of the public.

4. Given nature of this project, this constitutes a minor project, will not conflict with the
design review standards of this Chapter and will not adversely impact any adjacent
properties.

5. The proposed paint color is approved and is documented in the project file.

Signed this day of , 2013.

Geoffrey Moore, Chair

Attest:

Kristine Hilt, Community Development Coordinator
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City of Hailey - Design Review Application #1\ Submittal Dare: / G rEy O F HA”’“EY

Project Name: f‘) Tpcte o Thn, Parcel No. RPH P
- ; 3G 7
Legal Description of Property: Subdivision S0 A e Lot(s) 9 G of b N 7, }?lock--— L,

Street Address of Property: _}(3 (> M. _plain

Current Zoning of Property: (& M MM ETLL & / Year of original construction:
{Cnly applicable if property is within the Townsine Qreday)
Proposed addition or new canstruction sg. ft.

Existing building gross s, k. (if applicable)

Name of Owner of the Property: T tHe j roe 5""/]\ €] ‘{—5 LL :
Mailing Address: ‘f’QO : BOY o CiyHdmme T T St:lte.“r:Dl Zip: 53¢ .2 -7
Phonrzzpﬂg) 3{:2@ -2“ (‘) Fax Qgg) 3éé ’d: 277’ C'ﬂl?ogﬁg] 599 - ﬂig%?

Email Address:

Property Owner Consent:

By signaruce hereon. the paogerty owner acknowledges thae Cicy officials und/er emplovees may, in the performance of their lunerions. enter upon the
proparty t inspect, post fegal narices, and/or ofher soandard activities in che course of processing chis applicadion. pursiaot e Idaho Code $67-6307. The
sropery owner is also hereby notified therqnembers of the Planning and, Fur-;;ing Commission and City Conncil ate requined ro generally disclose the content
of amy o parie discussion (ontside the I}ér\'.n ry with ary person, inclughis propecty (ATHCr OT fepresentative, regarding this applicarion

Property Owner's Signature: _{ . W = TRV D Dace: L0 1Y i 4D
= rd : —
Name of individual to contact on behalf of Fout or LLC (if applicable): conra C& [ LL QrnMma =
Mailing Address: Fo. Box & Ciry: _H G wi@ T Y Sare Tap Zip: Q362 7

Phone: raﬁ?)jéé 2 [QO Fax: Qag) 306 - 277‘-/ Ctﬂ:é)()g?).sgi -2 73 "1‘
Email address:_ Indianh s ranep @ . com

Application Contact (if different than above):
x Aunlication Contact =:[tbe the Planing Department’s primary point af eansqct for questics relared ta the application.

Mailing Address: Ciy State: Zip:
Phane: ) - Fax: ( ) - Cell: { ) :
Email Address:

Signatuee: Date: i

See atmached checklist lor irems that must be submitred with this application in exder for application ta be considered complete. Ser the applicable Design Review
Guideines. including Tovwnsite Overhy Guidelings if asplicable. in Secrion & of the Halley Zoning Ordinance

Appenls: Any trerested party muy arpeal in waiting any tinal decislen of the Panning and Zoning Adninistatser, Hexmng Esaminer, of Commmission o the City Counctl by
filiryg an appeal with she Hatley Cicy Cleck within Filteen (15) davs farm the dace of che docidon. The appeal szall specilivatly seate the dectsion appraled and ressons boe the
apreal. ¥ nospoeal is filod within the fiftcen (13) day petiod, the decision shail he deemed Bl

FOR CITY USEONLY  Fees: Cost of uddicional noticing, recording focs, and other direct costs will alsobe assessed.

{71 Commercial, Mixed-Use or Multi-Familf.. oo 543000
nhus §25 71,000 0085 SQUATE Foe it 3
OR [] Single-Family Dwelling, Duplex or Accessory Structure in Lo J— $ 150,00
OR [T] No Schstantial lapact...... (Mailing anly) .. we § 7500
OR ] Modification ra DR Approval.. (No publicatien or ) et o) N vmeerress § 30.00
OR $¢] DR Exemption... (o publication or mailing) S 3000
Publication cosc.. . : w5 4000
Mailing (# of addresses yx (. postaye < 15 papor, cnvelope & labef) - S
DO NOT COUNTY DUPLICATES OR CFTY OF HAILEY
Total Pue - S

Design Review- revigad 09/02/11




(.J ,‘. INVOICE # INVCOICE DATE
' 111839213 10/08/2013
115 MAIN STREET S. SUITE H
HAILEY, ID 83333 DUEDATE | GUSTOMER ACCOUNT NUMBER
PHONE: (208) 788-4221
FAX: (208) 788-2924 101092013 | 71
AMOUNT DUE TERMS:
£5T 788\ 3000 | DUE NO LATER THAN JULY 3
BILL TO: PLEASE DETACH AND RETURN THIS TOP PORTION
A TASTE OF THAI WITH YOUR PAYMENT BY DUE DATE TO:
106 MAIN STREET NORTH CITY OF HAILEY
HAILEY ID 83333 HAILEY, D 83333
DESCRIPTION QUANTITY CHARGE EXT. PRICE
PLANNING DESIGN REVIEW EXEMPTION 1 30.00 30.00
30.00
TOTAL AMOUNT
DUE

THANK YOU FOR YOUR PROMPT PAYMENT
For Billing Inquiries Call: (208)788-4221
Office Hours: 9:00 am. - 5:00 p.m.
Monday thru Friday



CITY OF HAILEY
115 MAIN ST SOUTH STE H
HAILEY 1D 83333

Receipt No: 2.043644

1

A TASTE OF THAL

106 MAIN STREET NORTH
P.0. BOX 3634

HAILEY ID 83333

Previous Balance:
Accounts Receivahle
A/R Payments
001-00-10700

Accts Rec Cash Clearing Acct

Total;
New Balance:

Chack ~ MWB

Check Nao: O1BG71742
Total Applied:
Change Tenderad:

Duplicate Copy

10/08/2013 11:394H

208-788-4221

Oct 8, 2013



A TASTE OF THAT

(To Replace Grean on Sowth MH:‘HJ)
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