


City Council Ordinance Committee
Thursday, May 15, 2014
[bookmark: _GoBack]Minutes

Attendance: Sharon Bushor (SB), Karen Paul (KP), Chip Mason (CM)
Public: Steven Offenhartz, Sandrine Thibault, Mary O’Neil, Matthew Viens, Norman Williams, Constance Kent, Dale Azarie, Devin Colman, Brian Pine, Sean McKenzie, Martha Lang, Kathleen Ryan, Amy Mentes, Ron Wanamaker, Bruce Baker, Amy Lilly, Yves Bradley

Convened 5:35 pm

1. Agenda & Minutes

SB moved & KP seconded the approval of the agenda and SB moved and CM seconded approval of the minutes of 9/16/13, 12/3/13, 1/9/14 with technical corrections noted by SB (9/16—p 5, 2nd paragraph, 4th line, insert “than” between “more” and “10”, 12/3—page 4, 3rd paragraph, 5th line, change “from” to “for them”), both actions of which were unanimous

2. Public Forum

CM said the PC, in consultation with Planning and Zoning, was asking that the ordinance be referred back to the Planning Commission for further consideration. CM will have PC chair Bradley speak first tonight and then open it up.

Yves Bradley (YB) said that he’d consulted Dir. White and Planner Thibault and brought it up to PC and the consensus of the commission is that this zoning amendment falls short of what they were trying to do. The PC sent to the City Council to get it off its plate after 3 years of consideration but the PC feels we can do better. They would like to involve the CC Ordinance Committee from the beginning in the discussion because the PC was giving the CC an ordinance the council didn’t have a chance to review and have the benefit of the discussion before the PC.

Staff (Sandrine Thibault) agrees and said that because of the time frame and short time to deal with it and the holes and issues that have been identified we need a fresh look.  Staff wants to have agreement on the issues.

YB said that the proposal doesn’t address the question of if you own a historic building are you being penalized and the PC wants to have a creative look at the problem.

SB said that she has reviewed the proposal before the committee and would like to give helpful insights. She understands the need for greater clarity about the proposal and the issues. She also knows that they have to understand what people who haven’t had the chance to deal with the issues yet think about them.

KP asked, what is best time to do that?

YB said he would like the full PC to hear them.

CM asked the public to speak to this proposal to refer back to the PC and not report it out to CC.

Norm Williams said he doesn’t understand the idea for the process. 

CM said that if they don’t act within a year of the PC public hearing, then it dies, so the proposal tonight is for the proposed amendment to die and then have a new process with the PC and CCOC. CM welcomes that opportunity to participate—public notice would occur.  

NW said it seems like new process would be the time to comment.

Kathleen Ryan asked, will other views will be entertained in an open session? CM said, yes.

SB said she has constituents who own historic buildings and who have issues with the ordinance and she wants to know better what they are thinking of for an amendment process.

YB said he feels that, based on comments, that the proposal is incomplete. The PC feels a need for more flexibility with regard to historic materials. We want to find a way for people to invest in their buildings and be able to afford it.

SB said that during the rewrite they discussed what constitutes a historic building and she wonders if they would consider different standards based on how old a building is, different standards for a 200 year old building than a newer one.

YB said that they haven’t looked at that but they could. We would like this type of discussion to be held with the whole PC 

Steve Offenhartz said that the Design Advisory Board supports a referral back 

3. ZA 13-12

KP moved to refer the matter back to PC and have, as soon as practicable, a joint process with the CC OC, with chair CM reporting this to the CC at its next meeting. On SB’s second, the motion passed unanimously.

CM asked for any comments on the ordinance but there were none. 

4. Other Business

None

5. Adjourn

6 pm
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