
Mr. Henderson stated he felt that it was not practical to ask an applicant or business to 
report back to the Planning Commission or any other body as to what its future business plans 
may be. He would prefer to support the continuation of the business as it exists without a sunset 
provision. He does not view the addition of the elementary school grades as a material deviation 
from the original application, since the number of students has remained unchanged. Mr. 
Henderson does not feel there is a difference between a pre-school age child and an elementary 
school age child when it comes to land use. He cannot support the sunset provision or the 
reporting of what their progress is with respect to business plans. 

Mr. Poole asked what about language in the conditions that the footprint of the building 
could not be expanded. 

Mr. Henderson stated this probably could not be done without filing another special use 
permit application. 

Mr. Murphy stated that this condition could be added to condition #1 of the application. 

Mr. Henderson stated he felt choice in education was extremely important. He stated it 
goes to the heart of quality of life within the community. He also felt these options were 
important, especially for children who might perform better in a small setting. 

Mr. Krapf stated his concern requesting the sunset clause has to do with the impact on the 
residential neighborhoods. He felt that the impact of fourth and fifth graders on school property 
is more intrusive than pre-schoolers would be. He felt that this was the best way to handle the 
situation with the school, realizing the planning calendar and that they do need the extra time. 
Mr. Krapf felt that the three year sunset clause was reasonable but would offer some closure so 
that the residents would realize this as well. He would still like to see a reporting provision. 

Mr. Billups supported the June 30, 2009 sunset clause because he feels that something 
can be worked out. He also felt that there is a difference between a fourth or fifth grader, and a 
pre-schooler. His major concern is with the effect on the neighborhood surrounding the church 
and school. Mr. Billups stated that he felt the issues mentioned from citizens can be worked out 
with the church and school. 

Mr. Peck stated he originally voted against the expansion, encouraging the applicant to 
look at other locations for expansion. He stated the Board of Supervisors made it clear that the 
parents of the school should not be penalized. He believes there should be a sunset clause and 
would leave the time frame up to the Board. Mr. Peck can support this application with the 
conditions that the number of students stays at 200 and the footprint of the building remains the 
same. 

Mr. Obadal praised the idea of pre-schools and their contributions to the community. He 
agreed with comments made from other Commissioners. He agreed with the condition of 
limiting the use to the existing footprint of the building. Mr. Obadal suggested keeping the 
sunset clause with the time period that was requested from the Board of Supervisors. He would 



like to keep the school operating. He would hope that parents have been notified as to the issues 
at hand. 

Mr. Fraley stated he thought this school is an enriching experience for the children and 
the parents. He could support this application with language added to limit the footprint of the 
building to what is currently on site. He could also support a three year sunset clause as opposed 
to a one year. Mr. Fraley stated this would help the school and parents plan for their children's 
education. He would not favor adding a provision requiring the school to provide updates as to 
their business plan. 

Mr. Poole made a motion to approve the special use permit application with the change to 
condition #1 adding that the operation of the school would be limited to the current footprint 
without any building expansion. He also suggested changing the grades listed to K-5 instead of 
1-5 and to include a thirty six month sunset clause. 

Mr. Henderson made the point that what the Commission is asking the applicant to 
accomplish in the thirty-six month time period is difficult, and they themselves have stated it is 
almost impossible to accomplish. He felt that the Commission was setting them up to fail. 

Mr. Fraley stated the applicant can come back before the Commission and request an 
extension. 

Mr. Billups requested clarification on the need to expand given the number of students is 
remaining the same. 

Mr. Johnson answered that it has not been requested to extend beyond 200 students or 
beyond the 5th grade. 

Mr. Peck seconded the motion. 

In a roll call the motion was approved. (5-2) AYE: Krapf, Peck, Poole, Obadal, Fraley. 
NAY: Billups, Henderson. 


