



Ordinance Committee

Monday, August 20, 2012
Draft Minutes

Councilors present: Sharon Bushor (SB) (special committee chair), Vince Dober (VD), Joan Shannon (specially assigned)
Councilor absent: none

Staff: Gene Bergman (GB) (CA), David E. White (DW) (PZ)
Public: Caryn Long, Emily Lee, Phil Hammerslough, Kami Oliver, Maddy Posig, Joe Speidel, Anne Brena, Sandy Wynne
Convened: 5:40 pm 

1. Agenda & Minutes: On JS motion and VD second the  committee unanimously approved the agenda and 7/30/12 minutes.

2. Occupancy Limits in the Residential High Density District 
A. Public Forum
Emily Lee commented on the data supplied by CEDO last meeting regarding owner occupancy and said that if you look at the census data by demographic & population change instead of by unit the changes in owner occupancy in her neighborhood are more striking due to the aging population of owner occupants. She also looked at the data from the assessor on the intensity of use of properties in her area.

Phil Hammerslough thanked the committee for all the work it’s done. Students are still missing from the room but he thinks that the 4 unrelated rule works for students. When they are all crowded into a unit, they don’t feel a sense of ownership of the house or the neighborhood. We have a housing unit shortage and while the 4 unrelateds law will help, it is not a silver bullet.

Anne Brena commented on Code’s data saying that the top 3 of 6 properties with violations had more than 4 unrelated people living in them and 20% of the top 16 properties have more than 4 unrelated people living in them. This doesn’t count the use of living rooms and dining rooms as bedrooms. The law is a first step to address a complicated problem.

Maddy Posig read a letter from Linda Rizvi supporting the change. (See file)
Caryn Long said she is totally in support of the amendment and in her own neighborhood she saw a change when it came into effect. She can’t understand how people are more worried about landlords than the many residents who had to move from the neighborhood to get a good night’s sleep. Young families can’t compete with students for the tight housing that is available.
B.  Committee deliberations
SB asked if the members had any questions and seeing none asked if the committee supports the amendment. She said she did.
Action: JS moved to recommend adoption to the full council. VD seconded it. SB asked GB if that was appropriate given the advice on process given previously. GB said the amendment needs to get Planning Commission review, comment and that includes a PC public hearing before council action. GB recommended referral to the CC with a recommendation to have it be a second reading and a referral to the PC for public hearing and comment. JS amended her motion to reflect the advice and looked for a quick referral back from the commission. DW said the PC needs a 15 day notice for the public hearing so Nov. 1 to refer back would be safe. JS amended the motion to ask for a report back from the PC by the CC’s first meeting in November. VD asked if grandfathering will still apply. GB said yes. VD seconded the motion as amended.
The committee unanimously voted to refer the ordinance back to the council with a recommendation that it be given a second reading and be referred to the Planning Commission for public hearing and comment as required by statute and that the PC report back to the CC with its comments by the first CC meeting in November.

SB said that Brian Pine (CEDO) had emailed the committee information on suggestions for next steps for neighborhood protection and improvement. The email was placed in the file.

3. Other Business—none
4. Adjournment—on JS motion and VD second the meeting was adjourned at 6:00 p.m.
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