CONSENT AGENDA

POSSIBLE MOTION

| MOVE TO APPROVE THE CONSENT AGENDA
CONSISTING OF ITEMS, A, B, C,& D

I wish to remove Item(s)

REMINDER - Read aloud a portion of each item being
voted on that is included in the consent vote.




If this item is pulled from the consent agenda the following motion would
be in order:

POSSIBLE MOTION

I MOVE TO ¢ )prove the minutes of the August 11, 21
and 25, 2015 Assembly meetings.
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The motion PASSED by the following vote.

Yes: 6- McConnell, Hunter, Swanson, Miyasato, Eisenbeisz, and Putz

Absent: 1- Guevin

VI. PERSONS TO BE HEARD:

None.

VIl. EXECUTIVE SESSION

None.

Vil. ADJOURNMENT

A motion was made by Miyasato to ADJOURN. Hearing no objections, the meeting
ADJOURNED at 8:15pm.

ATTEST:

Sara Peterson, CMC
Municipal Clerk
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There was no public comment.

Hunter, McConnell, and Putz spoke in support of this item.

A motion was made by Putz to APPROVE a conditional use permit request filed by
Sheila Finkenbinder for a one guest-room bed and breakfast at 415 DeArmond
Street, and further, adopt the findings and conditions as recommended by the
Planning Commission and request that they are listed in their entirety as they
appear attached hereto as part of the official record.

Required Findings

1. The city may use design standards and other elements in tt code to modify
the proposal. A conditional use permit may be approved only if all of the following
findings can be made regarding the proposal and are supported by the record that
the granting of the proposed conditional use permit will not:

a. Be detrimental to the public health, safety, and general welfare;

b. Adversely affect the established character of the surrounding vicinity; nor
c. Be injurious to the uses, property, or improvements adjacent to, and in the
vicinity of, the site upon which the proposed use is to be located.

2, The granting of the proposed conditional use permit is consistent and
compatible with the intent of the goals, objectives and policies of the
comprehensive plan and any implementing regulation; specifically 2.1.1:
Encourage the development of facilities to accommodate visitors without
significant impacts on residential properties.

3. All conditions necessary to lessen any impacts of the proposed use are
conditions that can be monitored and enforced.

4, The proposed use will not introduce hazardous conditions at the site that
cannot be mitigated to protect adjacent properties, the vicinity, and the public
health, safety and welfare of the community from such hazard.

5. The conditional use will be supported by, and not adversely affect, adequate
public facilities and services; or that conditions can be imposed to lessen any
adverse impacts on such facilities and services.

6. Burden of Proof. The applicant has the burden of proving that the proposed
conditional use meets all of the criteria in subsection B of this section.

General approval criteria are as follows:

1. Site topography, slope and soil stability, geophysical hazards such as
flooding, surface and subsurface drainage and water quality, and the possible or
probable effects of the proposed conditional use upon these factors;

2. Utilities and service requirements of the proposed use, including sewers,
storm drainage, water, fire protection, access and electrical power; the assembly
and planning commission may enlist the aid of the relevant public utility officials
with specialized knowledge in evaluating the probable effects of the proposed use
and may consider the costs of enlarging, upgrading or extending public utilities in
establishing conditions under which the conditional use may be permitted;

3. Lot or tract characteristics, including lot size, yard requirements, lot
coverage and height of structures;

4. Use characteristics of the proposed conditional use that affect adjacent uses
and districts, including hours of operation, number of persons, traffic volumes,
off-st parking and loading characteristics. trash and litter removal. exterior
lighti _ 1w« ., vib ion, dust, smoke,| 1 1d humidity, tior d ¢ I
space requirements;

5. Community appearance such as landscaping, fencing anc :reening,
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vicinity of, the site upon which the proposed use is to be located.

2. The granting of the proposed conditional use pe tis consistent and
compatible with the intent of the goals, objectives and policies of the
comprehensive plan and any implementing regulation; specifically 2.1.1:
Encourage the development of facilities to accommodate visitors without
significant impacts on residential properties.

3. All conditions necessary to lessen any impacts of the proposed use are
conditions that can be monitored and enforced.

4. The proposed use will not introduce hazardous conditions at the site that
cannot be mitigated to protect adjacent properties, the vicinity, and the public
heaith, safety and welfare of the community from such hazard.

5. The conditional use will be supported by, and not adversely affect, adequate
public facilities and services; or that conditions can be imposed to lessen any
adverse impacts on such facilities and services.

6. Burden of Proof. The applicant has the burden of proving that the proposed
conditional use meets all of the criteria in subsection B of this section.

General approval criteria are as follows:

1. Site topography, slope and soil stability, geophysical hazards such as
flooding, surface and subsurface drainage and water quality, and the possib or
probable effects of the proposed conditional use upon these factors;

2. Utilities and service requirements of the proposed use, including sewers,
storm drainage, water, fire protection, access and electrical power; the assembly
and planning commission may enlist the aid of the relevant public utility officials
with specialized knowledge in evaluating the probable effects of the proposed use
and may consider the costs of enlarging, upgrading or extending public utilities in
establishing conditions under which the conditional use may be permitted;

3. Lot or tract characteristics, including lot size, yard requirements, lot
coverage and height of structures;

4. Use characteristics of the proposed conditional use that affect adjacent u:
and districts, including hours of operation, number of persons, traffic volumes,
off-street parking and loading characteristics, trash and litter removal, exterior
lighting, noise, vibration, dust, smoke, heat and humidity, recreation and open
space requirements;

5. Community appearance such as landscaping, fencing and screening,
dependent upon the specific use and its visual impacts.

Conditions

1. Contingent upon a completed satisfactory life safety inspection.

2. The facility shall be operated consistent with the application and plans that
were submitted with the request.

3. The facility shall be operated in accordance with the narrative that was
submitted with the application.

4. The applicant shall submit an annual report every year, covering the
information on the form prepared by the Municipality, summarizing the number of
nights the facility has rented over the twelve month period starting with the date
the facility has begun operation. The report is due within thirty days following the
end of the reporting period.

5. The Planning Commission, at its discretion, may schedule a public hearing at
any time following the first nine months of operations for the purpose of resolving
isst  with the request and mitigating adverse impac on nearby pro|
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6. Failure to comply with any of the conditions may result in revocation of the
conditional use permit.

A motion was made by Miyasato to RECONVENE as the Assembly in regular
session. The motion PASSED by the following vote.

Yes: 6 - McConnell, Hunter, Swanson, Miyasato, Eisenbeisz, and Putz

Absent: 1- Guevin

Discussion/Direction on the Sitka Community Development Corporation
conceptual design for the Old City Shops property (Sponsors: Putz/Miyasato)

Putz explained that the Sitka Community Development Corporation (SCDC) had
conceptual designs for the Old City Shops property for low cost housing proposing t

City would provide the property. SCDC would like to give a report to the Assembly.
Miyasato stated that the SCDC would like to use the property for an affordable housing
project which would require Assembly approval. Eisenbeisz and Hunter were intrigued
with how the process would proceed and what the cost would be. McConnell talked to the
process stating that SCDC would be presenting to the Planning Commission on
September 1 with a proposal to the Assembly September 22. Eisenbeisz told of his
preference of this being an agenda item. Hunter mentioned it as a special report.
Miyasato told of the benefit of a worksession. It was suggested that a 20 minute report be
placed on the next agenda.

McConnell spoke as a member of the public in favor of a worksession rather than a
report.

A I | of the-Fi Di ; . |
i i j i } PULLED

This item was PULLED from the agenda prior to the start of the meeting. No action was
taken.

Discussion/Direction on utility vacation rates and owner account status

Jay Sweeney, Chief Finance and Administrative Officer spoke to codifying utility vacation
rates and owner account status. Sweeney clarified that water was not metered, therefore
the city was not charging for consumption of water. Sweeney stated he would need to
research other cities as unmetered water at the residential level was unusual. Sweeney
told of the process of owner status, final billing, and use. Miyasato asked Sweeney to
read from his memo regarding amounts for FY2015 of unbilled revenue to dwellings in
owner account status. Hunter suggested having two sponsors for an ordinance. Gorman
suggested that this go before the Citizens' Taskforce with public engagement and
education prior to an ordinance. Putz was in favor of an ordinance rather than it going to
the Taskforce. Hunter spoke to vacation rates, use, renters, and owner accounts and
would co-sponsor an ordinance. Gorman suggested two separate ordinances.

TOBE}.—....O:

John Welsh spoke to the Chamber contract. He requested a matrix be established of
accountability.

XIv. EXECUTIVE SESSION

None.
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XV. ADJOURNMENT

A motion was made by Hunter to ADJOURN at 8:35pm. The motion passed on the
following vote.

Yes: 6 - McConnell, Hunter, Swanson, Miyasato, Eisenbeisz, and Putz
Absent: 1 - Guevin

ATTEST:

Melissa Henshaw
Acting Municipal Clerk
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