Gus Karpam%;esented a Power Point presentation dutlining the request. He said the Development Review

Committee and staff recommen¥ed approval of the reqUe_§t

eborzh Bartley, Construction Mandger for North Bay Hosplta]s explame the proposed vac 'on of th

alley as to allow for th\é\@ture merget
its impat{ on the other resﬂents farther do¥ the alley. Ms. Fierce
it i | be created to allow

said the a]leywa currently does not serve a p s€ except for utilitidg,
:kﬁ] does not beliéve vacating thls jece of propetty 1

Mr. Maysilles agked about th\\mpact of the rec}uest on the rax\rolls noting the exp
_in the City negauv%nnpacts the'City's tax base.

\ Parrillo asked if there was access m\%}ﬁ alley from 1ts\qgst end whick Would be impacted
said € Was nNot access ahd that the who a]ley was undcv*&loped

Dr. Cadle asked about the futu
along this blocl?’ s. Bartley said that would be 2 stsiblhty

ted he had a conflict and would bstain from v\c}h'qi

rd Member Smith

made the motionp recommend ‘\é’p roval of the application without the vacation
‘ijg:aﬂ vote: ngle 1o, Maysiles; no, Parrillo; yes,
n o

ity fot a reco

e Board did reach a maj

& V. Code Amendment COD2016-07

Case: Code Amendment COD2016-07 — Public Notice Requirements
Applicant: City of New Port Richey, Debbie L. Manns, City Manager, 5919 Main Street, New
Port Richey, FL 34652.

Mr. Mettler explained that the public notice requirements for the City Council’s consideration of a rezoning
request require that the notice contain the LDRB’s recommendation. The notice has to be mailed and
advertised 20 days before the City Council heating date. If the next City Council hearing date is less than 20
days after the LDRB meeting, then the public notice requirements cannot be met and the item has to be
scheduled for a later City Council meeting date. This delay can be a problem for rezoning applicants. Also,
these public notice requirements contain outdated refetences to the former Planning and Zoning
Commission and the Municipal Building. The proposed amendment will replace these references.

Mr. Maysilles felt the public should know what the Board recommended and asked how often this was an
issue. Giving incomplete infotmation is not in the best interest of the public.

Ms. Fierce said the rezoning request by the hospital today is an example of the issuc. The case cannot be
scheduled for the next City Council meeting and must be delayed for neatly a month.

Dr. Cadle asked how other cities handled their notification. M. Mettler stated that this is only required for
rezoning applications. The LDRB recommendatior is not requited for notices tegatrding code amendments,
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conditional uses, land use plan amendments, etc. Eliminating it from rezoning cases is consistent with other
practices, He added that it is unusual to require and other jurisdictions do not process notices that way.

Board Member Cadle made the motion to recommend approval of the code amendment which was seconded
by Board Member Parrilo. Roll call vote: Grey; no, Smith; yes, Maysilles; no, Patrillo; yes, and Cadle; yes.

The motion cartied 3-2.

. Adjourn:
Ms. Fierce thanked the Board Members for attending the meeting, She said it was budget preparation season
and the Capital Improvement Plan will be included on the next agenda for discussion. The meeting adjourned
at 2:55 p.m.

Respectfully submitted,

//%M(Md 5,7,\//

Gus Karpas, Seniot Plantier
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