Ordinance Committee

Thursday, March 14, 2013
Minutes

(Approved 4/30/13)
Councilors present: Chip Mason (chair) (JS), Sharon Bushor (SB), Vince Dober (VD)

Councilor absent: none

Staff: Gene Bergman (GB) (CA), David White (DW) (PZ)
Public: None
Convened: 5:34 pm 

I. Approval of Agenda 
VD moved to amend “Other Business” to add a discussion of taxi ordinance issues, CM seconded and the agenda was approved as amended.

II. Minutes from previous meeting: 

SB asked that the 1/29/13 minutes be amended as follows: 

1. add to page 1 after #6 (bottom—re safe, aesthetically attractive environment) “SB had concern with word “aesthetically” and would like to remove it.”

2. add to page 2 after #5 (top—re “anti-social behavior”) “SB asked ‘What is that? Attorney stated it is difficult to define but is necessary to be there to enforce ordinance.”

On VD’s motion & CM’s second the 1/29/13 minutes were unanimously approved as requested to be amended.

III. Building Code—Section 8-2(b)
CM said the proposed amendment came from a citizen request. GB explained that the building inspector supports the change because the exemption is outdated. VD asked if it would be detrimental to business and GB said no because it harmonizes the ordinance with state code. SB moved to recommend its referral back to the council for 2nd reading and adoption. VD said he want the history for the language being deleted and moved to table it until they figure out what the unique needs of Burlington were that the exception meant to address. SB seconded the motion.
Action: the committee voted unanimously to table the matter and asked GB to look for the minutes of the 9/19/05 City Council meeting and the Ordinance Committee discussion on the issue and to explain what the differences between the 2002 IBC and the current State of Vermont adopted code are.
IV. Zoning Amendments

A. ZA 13-02 Lot Line Adjustments

DW explained that the amendment will make it easier to bring these areas into zoning ordinance conformance during administrative reviews. The committee discussed adding the language amending § 10.1.5 to the Article 13 definition of Lot Line Adjustment for clarity.
Action: On VD’s motion and CM’s second, the committee unanimously voted to amend the Art. 13 definition of Lot Line Adjustment by adding the following language: “In addition, a lot line adjustment shall include the addition and subtraction of vestigial alleys when being combined with an adjacent lot.”
Action: On SB’s motion and VD’s second, the committee unanimously voted to recommend the ordinance back to the council for second reading and any required public hearings as amended.

B. ZA 13-04 Garage Size and Orientation
DW pointed the committee to the memo on both amendments (see file) and said it was being proposed because with house lots being made smaller these days the existing ordinance cannot be satisfied. It relates to the relationship of the change in size of accessory structures to the size of the house and the fact that car sizes have not been shrunk. The change is being proposed because the PC and PZ want to encourage smaller buildings or smaller lots and this means that the percentage size of the garage to the size of the structure needs to increase.

SB said the proposed change applies regardless of the size of the house and even applies to large houses with 4 car garages. Why not limit the change to small houses? VD said if someone has a percentage of a lot that they can cover and they have the size, why not let them be able to have a large garage. SB said she thought the policy was that they didn’t want to have imposing large garage structures. She asked if it was discussed.
DW said they did limit garage sizes but where they have problems is with small lots. CM noted the review standards in § 6.2.2 (h)(1)-(3). DW said (h)(1) restricts the size of the street facing garage wall and the rest deals with exception and very narrow lots.
CM asked if § 4.4.5(d)(4)(F) asked if hoop houses would be included in the list of structures that do not need a permit. DW said that a hoop house is a structure and raised beds are not, which is why the beds are on the list. He said this is an agricultural question and these things should be dealt with in that context.

Action: SB moved to approve both zoning amendments, with ZA 13-02 as amended and ZA 13-04 without any changes, and refer them back to the council for second reading and the scheduling of a public hearing. VD seconded and the motion passed unanimously.

V.
Other Business
VD asked for several taxi ordinance revisions. First he asked that a change to § 30-23 on the size of the advisory committee be sent to the council for its meeting on 3/18/13. VD said the reason was because the committee is not functioning because they can’t get public members. He asked that the composition be changed to call for “up to” four members. GB advised against taking any action on any matter being discussed because these items were not warned but said that VD could sponsor the change as an individual and submit it to the council president for inclusion on the 3/18 agenda. VD and CM agreed to sponsor as individual councilors without Ordinance Committee action.
VD also asked that the committee consider limiting the number of licenses in the city, similar to the permit limits at the airport and also consider adding a requirement that taxi drivers be Vermont residents and have Vermont drivers licenses because out of state people are overwhelming and flooding the licensing system. GB reiterated that the committee not take action because these proposals were not warned and expressed concerns about the residency requirement due to constitutional concerns related to the right to travel.
Adjourned 7:02.

1

