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RECOMMENDATION:

Staff recommends APPROVAL.

BACKUP DOCUMENTATION:

1. Conditions and Staff Report

2. Backup Reference from the September 13, 2007 Planning Commission Meeting Item #55
3. Submitted after Final Agenda - Protest Telephone Log

Motion made by KEEN ELLSWORTH to Approve subject to conditions

Passed For: 7; Against: 0; Abstain: 0; Did Not Vote: 0; Excused: 0

GLENN TROWBRIDGE, VICKI QUINN, BYRON GOYNES, RICHARD TRUESDELL,
KEEN ELLSWORTH, STEVEN EVANS, GUS FLANGAS; (Against-None); (Abstain-None);
(Did Not Vote-None); (Excused-None)

Minutes:

MARGO WHEELER, Director of Planning and Development, explained that this item is in
response to the Development Review Program presented by DEPUTY CITY MANAGER JIM
NICHOLS. Some of the changes are clarifications and some are of substance. This matter has
also been reviewed by the Form Based Code group, who has provided comments. She referred
to Page three of the proposed ordinance, under the Minor Review of Site Development Plans.
F1(a) refers to Alterations of Existing Buildings. The issue specifically refers to allowing
Special Use Permits (SUP) to be Final Action at Planning Commission, as are Site Development
Plan Reviews (SDR) and most Variances. This is the case in other local jurisdictions. It allows
SUPs to be heard by the City Council or can be appealed by the City Council if the Council
believes there is a need to see those projects. Also, the Planning Commission may send the
items forward to the City Council.
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The other issues allow for greater flexibility to modify projects, both new and existing projects.
The Development Review Process specifically refers that is in the best interest of the City to
actively assist property owners to build uncompleted projects, as well as to allow those projects
that have been stalled due to problems to be brought forward.
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SUPs are final action in all other jurisdictions. The existing procedures by which actions by the
Planning Commission are reported out to the Council would be changed. As soon as an
application comes in and staff has reviewed it, the Council office gets the description of those
applications prior to mailings so that if a constituent calls with regards to an item, the Council is
already aware of it. As soon as the Planning Commission action is taken, they will have the
results of the meeting in their offices in the morning so they have every opportunity to bring the
matter forward. Staff recommended approval.

MS. WHEELER clarified for TODD FARLOW, Las Vegas resident, that the Text Amendment
will be forwarded to the City Attorney's office, who will work on it and then will be scheduled to
be heard.
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JUNE INGRAM, Charleston Neighborhood Preservation, felt that the Planning Commission
should have voted NO on Item 29, and asked that it deny Item 30. The City Council should have
the final vote on all items.

CHAIR TRUESDELL responded that tha-aiiggeect this entire process is to try to make the City
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COMMISSIONER EVANS asked who can appeal these matters further. MS. WHEELER
replied that a public hearing matter can be appealed by the applicant, a person within the
notification area and the City Council. If a matter is approved administratively, the appeal is by
the City Council.

COMMISSIONER EVANS appreciated the efforts to streamline the process and thanked staff
for the hard work.

See Item 15 for related backup and Item 31 for related discussion.

CHAIR TRUESDELL declared the Public Hearing closed.



