CHANGE – 33.279
· 33.279.030 A (7): Does not result in total spectator seating per field exceeding 210 lineal feet or events which have more than 70 spectators.  
· (Explanation: If no seating is provided (since it is not required) or the spectators overwhelm the 210 lineal feet that is provided, then there needs to be someway to affect a review…enforcement will need to investigate complaints of overuse in either case and essentially count spectators.  That is the reason why conditional uses are useful because they provide the estimate for seating/parking that provides the feedback for the proposed plan. )

· 33.279.030 (C) (1):  New Recreational Fields, except as allowed by Subsection A.8 above. 
· (Explanation:  See below…recommending deletion of Subsection A.8) 

· 33.279.040 B (2) Accessory Structures.  Spectator seating such as bleachers or benches must be set back at least 30 feet from adjacent R zoned Sites and at least 15 feet from all other lot lines.  All other accessory structures including dugouts, concession stands and restrooms must be set back at least 15 30 feet from adjacent R zoned Sites and at least 15 feet from all other lot lines. 
· (Explanation:  Granted some accessory structures, like storage facilities and  maybe bathrooms can be within 15 feet of the lot line but  accessory structures  where people congregate and generate noise and activity should be given at least that same setbacks associated with other structures)    
· 33.279.050 A:  If the organized sports use has been discontinued for less than 10 years, and the proposed new organized sports use does not add lighting or does not result in total spectator seating per field exceeding 210 lineal feet  or events which have more than 70 spectators.  
· (Explanation:  same as above in 33.279.030 A (7)
DELETE ENTIRELY 
· 33.279.030 (A)(8) – Concerning addition of new field.  No matter how you cut it, adding a new field changes the potential or real intensity of the Use.   This should not be allowed outright.    
· (Explanation:  All new fields need to be reviewed through a conditional use…they increase the intensity and use of the area through noise, traffic and parking.)
TITLE 20
· 20.04.050(A)(1):  “Adding one (1) new field for organized sports use where there is current or previous  (last 10 years) approved organized sports use elsewhere at the school or park site…..The new field must be no more than 300 feet from the current or previous organized sport use.  The addition of  …….
· (Explanation:  This section allows additional fields without conditional use review which as explained in proposed changes to Title 33 should occur.  
· 20.04.050 B:  "If these written comments can be  are addressed to the neighbor's satisfaction, no further action is necessary.  PP&R shall respond to these written comments in writing within 21 days, stating when their response is final."

· Explanation:  Since neighbors have a deadline to request a formal meeting, PP&R must be clear whether their response is intended to trigger the start of the clock for that deadline.  Neighbors must be clear about whether they are satisfied or not.

Note: By taking away the Conditional Use process, PP&R staff will be required to respond individually to every neighbor writing to express concerns.  There is no mechanism proposed to consolidate public input or for neighbors to organize and give public notice to decide whether to call for a public meeting.

· 20.04.050 C: "If PP&R's written responses to the written concerns received after the public notice are not satisfactory, a public meeting can must be held if requested by a neighborhood association within 1,000 feet of the subject site, or by residents representing at least ten homes or 50% of the homes within 400 feet of the subject site, whichever is less.  A Good Neighbor Agreement (GNA) may be proposed by PP&R, PPS, both organizations jointly, or other appropriate field permitting entity, or the neighborhood group that has requested the public meeting, if there are remaining concerns after the public meeting.  Neighborhood associations within 1,000 feet of the subject site may also request a GNA, in writing, within 10 calendar days of the date of the public meeting.  The request for a GNA must be made within 45 days of the date of the public meeting.  If neighbors or the Neighborhood Association requests a GNA process, PP&R must schedule a meeting for said purpose within 30 days of the written request.   A request for a public meeting for the creation of a GNA  may also be made after the use of the field has occurred by residents representing at least ten homes or 50% of the homes within 400 feet of the subject site, whichever is less.   GNAs can may be linked to sports field use permits and other enforcement mechanisms, and may address a variety of compatibility issues such as: (remainder as is)

· Explanation:  

1) A significant number of the most affected adjacent residents should be able to call for the GNA, whether or not a Neighborhood Association supports their request. 

2) Ten days is not sufficient for Neighborhood Associations or concerned neighbors to give notice about the motion to call for a Good Neighbor Agreement, and hold the meeting.

3)  If neighbors ask for a GNA, the code should direct PP&R to engage in a good faith effort to reach one.

· Add 20.04.050 D, Enforcement
· The only proposed enforcement mechanism is revoking a field permit.  What if the problem is not caused by a permitted activity?

· Needs to be a List the potential mechanisms for enforcement.  I don't know what they are, other than denial of field permits.  The Planning Commission supported the GNA approach only if enforcement mechanisms are approved.
· Other Items of Concern in the Administrative Language for the GNA
· The Draft Policy for GNAs in PP&R Policy document switches back and forth between individual neighbors as stakeholders, and Neighborhood Associations as required participants.  Notice is given to individual neighbors within 400' but then they are given no power to affect the outcome unless a Neighborhood Association takes up their cause.  In the current process with a Type III Conditional Use, any affected party has the right to participate even if the Neighborhood Association does not agree with them.  The proposed process sets up Neighborhood Associations as gatekeeper decision-makers.  Individuals should have the right to due process with City elected officials and their staff.

· The Draft Policy does not specify how the 5 - 15 neighborhood representatives are selected.  What if 20 neighbors want to participate?

· Why allow a GNA to expire with a sunset date such as five years?

· What is the mechanism for the proposed annual review of whether the GNA is working?
· In the current code, "fields used for organized sports, and other facilities that draw spectators to events in a park" are Conditional Uses.  In the proposed code, this changes to "Recreational fields for organized sports", only.  What was the rationale for not allowing organized public input on other spectator facilities or sports activities in parks?

· What is the proposed process for approving skateboard facilities on parks and schools properties?

· What about new running tracks?   New tennis courts? 
