Recommendation . Department = Status | Actl?n ' Staff Recommendation
. Required
'Cross-frain reviewers fo review similar but
‘multiple disciplines. Reducing the number of |
‘individual departments reviewing permit
‘applications.

In-Progress Administrative Where Feasible

ross-train reviewers to review similar but
ultiple disciplines. Reducing the number of
dividual departments reviewing building
ermit applications.

Building Continuous Administrative

ansition the current walk-thru permitting
rocess to an electronic application
ubmission that is reviewed the next business

ay.

Building In-Progress Administrative

éUpdo’re policies and procedures to require oII
V4 ‘comments to be readdressed at the fime of Building Implemented  Administrative Agreed
rresubmittal.



11

13

éPermi’r Clerks should be allowed to process
gcredi’r card payments at their terminal after
greceiving proper training.

The Building webpage should be streamlined
to provide relevant information through less
searching. An overview of the application
and review process should be provided
through a graphic.

Reviewers should sign each plan sheet versus
completing the approval cover letter for
walk through permits. Maintaining integrity
throughout the review and construction
process.

Building

Building

Building - Lead, All

In-Progress

Continuous

Implemented
(as of 6/6/2019)

Administrative

Administrative

Administrative

Agreed

Agreed




15

17

Conduct public hearings for land
development regulation text amendments to
once per quarter (initially) versus the current
philosophy of conducting hearings at will
throughout the year. Three year goal is to
conduct public hearing for land
development regulation text amendments to
twice a year.

Expand participation in pre-application
meetings and use them as an opportunity for
broad input from the City on all issues
potentially affecting a project. Do not
require applicants to identify what board
their project is subject to before attending
the preapplication meeting.

Planning

Planning

To Be
Implements
After Code

Rewrite

In-Progress

Policy/
Legislative

Administrative

Agreed

Agreed




ansition to electronic packets for all land . No Action At = Administrative/
Planning - .
se boards. This Time Policy

ewrite the land development regulation
ortion of the adopted City codes and Planning In-Progress Legislative
rdinance to incorporate best practices.

Conduct a review of project types to identify

more projects that can be approved at the . Agreed
. . . . . No Action At L -
23 staff level without Board review. Single family Planning This Time Legislative (contingent on
residences in particular should be fast recommendation #22)

tfracked with staff review if possible.




éEnsure that all planning staff involved in

5 'development review is included in the Plannin In-Proaress
‘development and review of proposed land 9 9

se text amendments.

Administrative/
Policy

reate a manual or series of handouts Plannin In-Progress Administrative
etailing specific historic design standards. 9 9

edgce the timeline for conducting a public . No Action At N Generally Agreed, Further
earing for land use boards between 4 and Planning - Legislative .
This Time Research Required

eeks after application is received.




31

33

In conjunction with streamlining regulations
to reduce the use of variances, HPB's
jurisdictions should be to determine historic
appropriateness only.

Implement a Development Review
Committee of staff responsible for
transportation, public works, floodplain
management, urban forestry to participate in
pre-application meetings and review
projects before they are seen by the
community’s Land Use board.

Planning

Planning - Lead, All

No Action At
This Time

In-Progress

Legislative

Administrative

Not Recommended
(Requires voter referendum)

Agreed




